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Abstract

The detection of overlapping communities is a challengirapfem which is
gaining increasing interest in recent years because ofaheal attitude of indi-
viduals, observed in real-world networks, to participateriultiple groups at the
same time. This review gives a description of the main pralsos the field. Be-
sides the methods designed for static networks, some neroages that deal
with the detection of overlapping communities in netwotkattchange over time,
are described. Methods are classified with respect to therlyig principles
guiding them to obtain a network division in groups shariagt pf their nodes.
For each of them we also report, when available, computatiocomplexity and
web site address from which it is possible to download thenso& implementing
the method.

1 Introduction

Complex networks constitute an efficacious formalism taesent the relation-
ships among objects composing many real world systemsal@wttion networks,
the Internet, the world-wide-web, biological networkspeaunication and trans-
port networks, social networks are just some examples. dt&svare modeled
as graphs, where nodes represent objects and edges répnésections among
these objects. One of the main problems in the study of compddworks is
the detection otommunity structurei.e. the division of a network into groups
(clusters or modules) of nodes having dense intra-cororegtiand sparse inter-
connections. In the last few years many different appromatiaee been proposed
to uncover community structure in networks.

Much of the effort in defining efficient and efficacious methdor community
detection has been directed on finding disjoint communiti&msvever, communi-
ties may overlap, i.e. some nodes may belong to more thanrong.gThe mem-
bership of an entity to many groups is very common in real dvagtworks. For
example, in a social network, a person may participate iers¢vnterest groups,
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in collaboration networks a researcher may collaborath miny groups, in cita-
tion networks a paper could involve more than one topic, oidgical networks
proteins play different roles in the cell by taking part ivesal processes.

In this review a description of the most recent proposal®f@riapping com-
munity detection is given, and a classification in differeategories is provided.
Algorithms have been classified by taking into account theeudging principles
guiding the methods to obtain network division in groupsristzapart of their
nodes.

Many recent reviews describing community detection atbars have been
published([12] 20, 11,17, 38]. However, our review differsnfrthose of[[12, 20,
11,[7] since we focus only on overlapping approaches, amd [88] because also
dynamic approaches are described.

The paper is organized as follows. The next section givesgamliminary
definitions necessary for the description of the approacBestior 8 introduces
the method categorization proposed in this review. Se@idhdescribesiode
seeds and local expansion metho8ectiorf 3.2 considedique expansion meth-
ods Sectior 3.B describdimk clustering algorithms Sectior 3.4 presentabel
propagation approachesviethods for which a categorization in one of the defined
classes was not possible are reported in Sectidn 3.5. 8BC8a@onsiders the more
recent proposals for dynamic networks. Secfiibn 4 gives sofoemation regard-
ing benchmarks that can be used to test algorithm perforendfinally, Sectiofl5
gives some final considerations on the described methodsamuiiides the paper.

2 Préiminaries

In this section some basic definitions, necessary for a clederstanding of the
concepts described in the survey, are given.

A network .4 can be modeled as a gragh= (V,E) whereV is a set of
n=|V | objects, called nodes or vertices, dhds a set ofm=| E | links, called
edges, that connect two elementsvof A community in a network is a group of
vertices (i.e. a subgraph) having a high density of edgesgrtteem, and a lower
density of edges between groups. [Ini[11] it is observed thatraal definition of
community does not exist because this definition often dépen the application
domain. Nevertheless, an impressive number of methods d&s froposed to
detect communities in complex networks. Before startinthwhe description of
overlapping approaches, it is necessary to introduce theeg of modularity
because of its popularity and large use among researchers.

The concept ofmodularityhas been originally defined by Girvan and Newman
[26] as quality function to evaluate the goodness of a pamtitAlong the years,
however, it has been accepted as one of the most meaningfsiumes to partition
a network, that more closely agrees with the intuitive cpbhcg community on a
wide range of real world networks.

The idea underlying modularity is that a random graph hasanciustering
structure, thus the edge density of a cluster should be hidffzen the expected
density of a subgraph whose nodes are connected at randdmexfiected edge
density depends on a chosaul model Modularity can be written in the following
way:



Q= 5= (Aj —Rj)3(Gi,Cj) @

whereA is the adjacency matrix of the gra mis the number of edges @,
andR;j is the expected number of edges between nodesl j in the null model.
d is the Kronecker function and yields one iénd j are in the same community,
zero otherwise. When it is assumed that the random graphhkasame degree
distribution of the original graphRj = % wherek; andk; are the degrees of
nodes andj respectively. Thus the modularity expression becomes:
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Since only the pairs of vertices belonging to the same alastetribute to the sum,
modularity can be rewritten as
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wherek is the number of modules found inside a netwdgks the total number of
edges joining vertices inside the mods|eandd;s is the sum of the degrees of the
nodes ofs. Thus the first term of each summand is the fraction of edgedémn
community, and the second one is the expected value of thtdineof edges that
would be in the network if edges fell at random without regarthe community
structure. Values approaching 1 indicate strong commutitycture.

3 Methods

In this section, methods for the detection of overlappinghecwnities are de-
scribed. They have been classified in six different categoon the base of the
methodology employed to identify communities. The categgoare the following:

e Node seeds and local expansion

Clique expansion

Link clustering

e Label propagation
e Other approaches
e Dynamic networks

For each category, a short description of the main commotures among
algorithms of that class is provided.

3.1 Node Seedsand L ocal Expansion

The idea underlying these approaches is that starting froote or a small set of
nodes, a community can be obtained by adding neighboringstidht improve a
quality function. The quality function characterizes teisture of the obtained
clustering.



Baumes et al/ [4] introduced the concept of density funciot defined a com-
munity as a subgraph that is locally optimal with respechis tlensity function.
The internalpi, and externapey edge intensities of a communi@are defined as
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whereE(C) is the number of internal edges 6fand Eq,t(C) is the number of

edges from nodes @ towards nodes not belonging® Three weight or metric
functions are defined to assign a weight to a graph.ifteznal edge probability
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that coincides with the internal edge density, €age ratio
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and theintensity ratio
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These metrics measure the intensity of communication withé clusters, and
can be efficiently updated when a new node is added or removedthe cluster.
Finally, to measure the difference between two clusters,Hamming, or edit
distance, and the percentage of non-overlap are defined.

In order to find overlapped communities, the authors propds® methods.
The first algorithm,lterative Scan (IS)starts by choosing an edge at random,
calledseed and adds or removes one vertex at a time until the choseityleret-
ric improves. When no more improvement can be obtained, Itqegrithm stops
and it is restarted with a new seed. Overlapping is possietalise the restart
process can reassign nodes already present in a clusteotfeeamew forming
community.

The second algorithmRank Removal (RaReassumes that there are some
high-ranking nodes which, when removed from the graph,odisect the graph
into smaller connected components, called cores. Theadbthetdes are then added
to one or more cores. This means that the overlapping betiveeclusters is
possible only through these vertices.

To validate the methods, the Hamming distance between dastercof the
true clustering and the obtained clustering is computeeh) the average of all
these distances is considered.

The choice of a random edge can negatively influence theti&d@. Thus the
same authors modified thdterative Scarmethod and proposed a more efficient
algorithm for finding overlapping communities [3], namis¥, that combinesS
andRaRe |S? also relies on a new strategy for initializing seed clustie to
compute the ranking of each node only once. The strategysiscban the ob-
servation that the only nodes capable of increasing cluiasity are either the
members of the cluster itself or members of the immediatghtiirhood clusters,
where neighboring clusters are those containing nodesejto a node inside the



cluster. Thus, rather than visiting each node for eachtitearanodes not belonging
to one of these two groups can be skipped over.

Another variation of théS method, that ensures connectivity of the detected
communities, is described in [15].

Lancichinetti et al.[[2lL] proposed a method to detect oygilag and hierarchi-
cal community structure, in the following referred la8M, based on the concept
of fitnessof nodes belonging to a communi§/ Let K"(S) andk°U(S) be the in-
ternal and external degrees of the nodes belonging to a caityvf Thefitness
of Sis then defined as

in
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wherea, called resolution parameter, is a positive real-valueampater control-
ling the size of the communities. Whéf"(S) = 0 Vi, .#s reaches its maximum
value for a fixeda. The community fithess has been used_id [21] to find commu-
nities one at a timeNode fitnessvith respect to a communitg is defined as the
variation ofcommunity fitnessf Swith and without the nodg i. e.

FE=Fauii) — Fs- i) ©

The method starts by picking a node at random, and consglii@és a community
S Then a loop over all the neighbor nodesSot included inS, is performed
in order to choose the neighbor node to be adde8. tdhe choice is done by
computing the node fitness for each node, and augmeS8tivith the node having
the highest value of fithess. At this point the fitness of eamteris recomputed,
and if a node turns out to have a negative fitness value it isvethfromS. The
process stops when all the not yet included neighboring s10éi¢he nodes irs
have a negative fitness. Once a community has been obtained,@ode is picked
and the process restarts until all the nodes have been addigat least one group.
The authors found that the divisions obtained for the regmiyparameten = 1
are relevant. However, they introduce a criterion to chaoststering based on
the concept of stability. A clustering is considered stableis delivered for a
range of values ofr. The length of this range determines the more stable divjsio
which is deemed the best result.

A different approach is applied by Lancichinetti et al. [iB]2o0 choose the
neighbor of a node to add to a clustrln fact, a method calle@SLOMuses a
statistical test to grow a communifyby evaluating the statistical significance of
a node. The intuition under the approach is that, if a vevtekares many more
edges with the nodes &than expected in the null model, then the relationship
betweenv andSis unexpectedly strong, thwscan be included its.

DOCS (Detecting Overlapping Community Structuf@§) is a method based
on an approach of global division followed by local expansibOCSuses classi-
cal spectral graph partitioning and random walk technigitésst applies a spec-
tral bi-section method with multi-level recursion to gesterseed groups, and then
employs a process of local expansion to add a vertex to thrertucluster. The
local optimization process randomly walks over the netwiookn the seeds. In



particular, the locally-optimal expansion process is bawmethe concept of mod-
ularity Q. At each time step, the scanned vertices are sorted in diisgeorder
with the degree normalized probabilities. If a vertex bsigtterQ change to the
community candidates, it may be absorbed as a new membee aothmunity
structure. Furthermore, the algorithm, besides tryingcltieve a good value,
takes also into account the overlapping rate of the disemveommunities. The
user must fix a threshold and the expansion is continued until the overlapping
rate is beyond thevalue.

Moses|[25] is a greedy algorithm that optimizes a global objecfuaction
based on a statistical network model. In this model a grapdpiesented by a ran-
dom symmetric adjacency matrix. The objective function patas the maximum
likelihood estimators from the observed likelihookllosesselects an edgeu(v)
at random and the communiy = {u,v} constituted by the two corresponding
nodes is built by expanding it with new nodes taken from thteo§@eighboring
nodes not yet added ©. Nodes are selected such that the objective function is
maximized, and expansion continues until the highest valilee objective is ob-
tained. Since edges are chosen at random with replacernergaie edge could
be selected many times, and expanded in different comresnifThe algorithm
periodically checks for all the communities found so farhiétremoval of one
community improves the objective function. Furthermoreu@ing phase at the
end of the expansion is performed. In this phase each noderisved from all
the communities it has been assigned, and added to the cdtieaua which it is
connected by an edge. The change is accomplished only ifhjeeteve function
increasesMoseshas been compared with the methdadsM of Lancichinetti et.
al. [20], COPRAof Gregory [18] Iterative Scar(lS) of Baumes et al [4]GCE of
Lee et al. [24] CFinderof Palla et al. [[29] . The authors performed experiments
by varying the overlap to range from one to ten communitiespée, i.e. a node
can participate from one until 10 communities. They fourat thhen the average
overlap increasedylosesis able to recover community structure better than the
other methods.

3.2 Clique expansion

Cligue expansion methods are similar to the approachesideddn the previous

section. However, they consider as seed cores highly ctetheets of nodes con-
stituted by cliques, and then generate overlapping comtesrtly merging these
cliques, applying different criteria.

CFinder [1] is a system to identify and visualize overlapped, dgnsein-
nected groups of nodes in undirected graphs. It also allowatigate the original
graph and the communities found. The search algoritfimder uses theClique
Percolation Method29] to findk-clique percolation clusters. A k-clique is a com-
plete subgraph constituted kynodes. Two cliques are said adjacent if they share
exactlyk — 1 nodes. A k-clique percolation cluster is defined as theruofall k-
cliques that can be reached from each other through a sér@eazent k-cliques.
The parametek has to be provided in input. The higher the valué&ahe smaller
the size of the highly dense groups. The authors suggesatiaue between 4
and 6 gives the richest group structu@Finder works as follows. First of all,
the community finding algorithm extracts all the maximal @bate subgraphs, i.e.



the cliques. Then a clique-clique overlap matrix is pregar@ this matrix each
row (and column) corresponds to a clique, the diagonal eonthe size of the
clique, while the value contained in the positian;jJ is the number of common
nodes between the cliqueand j. K-clique communities are obtained by deleting
every element on the diagonal smaller thamnd every element off the diagonal
smaller thark — 1, replacing the remaining elements by one, and finally fipdin
the connected components in the modified matrix.

Shen et al.[[35] proposed a hierarchical agglomerativerithgn namedE AGLE
(agglomerativE HierarchicAL clusterinG based on maximatudE) to uncover hi-
erarchical and overlapping community structure in netwofikhe method is based
on the concepts ahaximal cliquesi.e. cliques that are not a subset of another
cligue, andsubordinate maximal cliguese. maximal cliques whose vertices are
contained in some other larger maximal clique. Fixed a tholekk, all the sub-
ordinate maximal cliques with size smaller thirare discarded. The deletion
of these cliques implies that some vertices do not belongyonaaximal clique.
These vertices are callsdibordinate verticesThe algorithm starts by considering
as initial communities the maximal cliques and the subatdirvertices. Then,
for each couple of communities, the similarity between thieecomputed and the
two groups with maximum similarity are merged. This procesepeated until
only one community remains. The similarity between two communities is de-
fined by specializing the concept of modularity, introdubgdNewmann, for two
communitieC; andCs:
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wherem s the total number of edges in the netwofkis the adjacency matrix of
the network ky is the degree of node The evaluation of the results obtained is
performed by computing an extended modularity vafi@that takes into account
the number of communities a node belongs to. This value igpoted as follows:
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whereOy is the number of communities to whichbelongs. The value d&Q is
used by the authors to cut the generated dendrogram ancetd e community
structure having the maximum extended modularity valuepeErments on two
real life networks show that the results obtained are megumin

Greedy Clique ExpansioitCE) is a community detection algorithm proposed
by Lee at al. [[24] that assigns nodes to multiple groups byedmg cliques of
small size. A clique is considered as the seed or core of a emityrC, and it is
used as starting point to obtahby greedily adding nodes that maximize a fitness
function. The fitness function adopted is that proposed clchinetti et al.[[20].
The algorithm first finds the maximal cliques contained ingtephG representing
the network, with at leastnodes. Then it creates a candidate commuiityy se-
lecting the largest unexpanded seed and adding the nod&sreahin the frontier
that maximize the fitness function. This expansion is camthuntil the inclusion
of any node would lower the fitness. At this polBCE checks if the community



C’ is near-duplicate, i.€C’ is compared with all the already obtained communities,
and it is accepted only if it is sufficiently different fromebe communities. All
the steps are repeated until no seeds remain to be consideredder to decide

if a community is near-duplicate, a distance measure betwesmmunities, based
on the percentage of uncommon nodes, is introduced. Thisuneés defined as
follows. Given two communitieSandS,

|SNS |

e AED

12)
This measure can be interpreted as the proportion of nodiesdieg to the smaller
community that are not members of larger community. Fixedrameteke as the
minimum community distance, and a set of communlifieghe near-duplicates of
Sare all the communities W that are within a distancefrom S.

GCE has been compared with other state-of-the-art overlappimymunity
detection methods, and, analogouslyv#toses it performs better when the number
of communities that a node can belong to increases from 1 to 5.

3.3 Link Clustering

Link clustering methods propose to detect overlapping canities by partition-
ing the set of links rather than the set of nodes. To this drairte graphis used.
Theline graph L(G) of an undirected grap@ is another graplh.(G) such that 1)
each vertex of (G) represents an edge @f and 2) two vertices df(G) are adja-
cent if and only if their corresponding edges share a commdpant inG. Thus
a line graph represents the adjacency between edgésTfe main advantage of
applying clustering to the line graph is that it produces erlapping graph divi-
sion of the original interaction graph, thus allowing notiebe present in multiple
communities.

Pereira et al.[[30] have been the first in using the line gragimt overlapping
modules for protein-protein interaction networks. To taml they applied a well
known method (MCLI[[8]) for protein interaction networks tetline graph.

Evans and Lambiotté [10] argued that any algorithm thatitgars a network
can be applied to partition links for discovering overlagpcommunity structure.
They first reviewed a definition of modularity which usesistatal properties of
dynamical processes taking place on the edges of a graplthemgroposed link
partitioning by applying the new modularity concept. Intgadar, the traditional
modularity Q is defined in terms of a random walker moving on the links of the
network. Such a walker would therefore be located on theslinktead of the
nodes at each timg and its movements are between adjacent edges, i.e. links
having one node in common. Three quality functions for fiarting links of a
network G have been proposed. Each formalizes a different dynamicaleps
and explores the structure of the original grapm a different way.

In the first dynamical processjnk-Link random walk the walker jumps to
any of the adjacent edges with equal probability. In the ségarocessLink-
Node-Link random walkhe walker moves first to a neighboring node with equal
probability, and then jumps to a new link, chosen with equabpbility from those
new edges incident at the node. In the last process, the dgsamne driven by the
original random walk but are projected on the links of thenmek. The stabilities



of the three processes have been defined by generalizingret of modularity
to paths of arbitrary length, in order to tune the resolutibthe optimal partitions.
The optimal partitions of these quality functions can bealered by applying
standard modularity optimization algorithms to the cqomgling line graphs. An
extension to deal with weighted line graphs is reportedjjn [9

GA-NET+is a method proposed by PizzUti [31] that empl&@snetic Algo-
rithms [14]. A Genetic Algorithm GA) evolves a constant-size population of
elements (calledhromosom@sby using the genetic operators mproduction
crossoverand mutation Each chromosome represents a candidate solution to a
given problem and it is associated witliimess valuehat reflects how good it is,
with respect to the other solutions in the population. Thehoe uses the con-
cept ofcommunity scoréo measure the quality of the division in communities of
a network. Community score is defined as follows.

Let 1 denote the fraction of edges connecting nodie the other nodes in a
communityS. More formally

Hi =gk

where| S| is the cardinality ofS andk"(S) = Y jesAj is the number of edges
connecting to the other nodes if.
Thepower mean of S of order denoted ad/ (S) is defined as

The volume ¢ of a communityS is defined as the number of edges connecting
vertices insideS, i.e the number of 1 entries in the adjacency sub-matriA of
corresponding t&, vs = ¥ jesAij-

Thescore of Sis defined ascordS) = M (S) x vs. Thecommunity scoref a
clustering{Sy, ... S} of a network is defined as

K
¢ =y scord§) (14)

Community scorgives a global measure of the network division in commusitie
by summing up the local score of each module found. The pmobiecommunity
identification can then be formulated as the problem of meiimg 7.~

The algorithm tries to maximiz&.” by running the genetic algorithm on the
line graphL(G) of the graphG modeling the network. As already pointed out, a
main advantage in using the line graph is that the partitigraf L(G) obtained
by GA-NET+ corresponds to an overlapping graph divisionGf The method
uses the locus-based adjacency representation. In théseggation an individual
of the population consists & genesys, ...,gn and each gene can assume allele
valuesj in the range{1,...,N}. Genes and alleles represent nodes of the graph
G = (V,E) modelling a network4”, and a valug assigned to thih gene is inter-
preted as a link between the nodesidj of V, thus in the clustering solution found
i andj will be in the same clustelGA-NET+starts by generating a population ini-
tialized at random with individuals representing a paotitin subgraphs of the line
graphL(G). After that, the fitness of the individuals from the origimgaph must
be evaluated and a new population of individuals is creayedgplying uniform



crossover and mutation. The dense communities preseng inetwork structure
are obtained at the end of the algorithm, without the needtmvkin advance the
exact number of groups. This number is automatically detexdchby the optimal
value of the community score.

Ahn et al. [2] proposed a hierarchical agglomerative linkstbring method to
group links into topologically related clusters. The algon applies a hierarchical
method to the line graph by defining two concegiak similarity and partition
density Link similarity is used during the single-linkage hieraical method to
find the pair of links with the largest similarity in order toenge their respective
communities. This similarity measure is defined as follolet. a nodd be given,
theinclusive neighborsfi are

n(i) = {x|d(i,0) < 1} (15)

whered(i, ) is the length of the shortest path between nadasdx. Thusn, (i)
contains the node itself and its neighbors. Then, the siityil& between two links
ek andejk can be defined by using the Jaccard index:

ny (i) Ny (j
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The similarity between links is also extended to networkihiwieighted, directed,
or signed links (without self-loops). The agglomerativeqass is repeated until
all links belong to a single cluster. To find a meaningful coummity structure, it
is necessary to decide where the built dendrogram must beTouthis end, the
authors introduce a new quantity, thartition density D that measures the quality
of a link partitioning.

Partition density is defined as follows. Letbe the number of links of a given
network, and{Py,...,R:} the partition of the links irC subsets. Each subs@f
hasme =| P | links andng =| Ug,ep,{i, j} | nodes. Then

me— (Ne— 1) me — (Nc— 1)

Pe = ee=D/2—(e=1) ~ 2(e—2)(ne=1) a7

is the normalization of the number of linke. by the minimum and maximum
number of possible links betweey connected nodes. It is assumed that= 0

whenne = 2. The partition densitp is the average of thB., weighted by the
fraction of present links:

2 me—(nc— 1)
D= 2™ (o= 2) (e 1)

(18)
The authors, in order to compare their approach with otleesif-the-art meth-
ods, introduce four measures. Two measuresymunity qualitgndoverlap qual-
ity, are based on metadata known possessed by some networiks! stuthe lit-
erature. These metadata consist of a small set of annatadiotags attached to
each node. The other two measuresmmunity coveragandoverlap coverage
consider the amount of information extracted from the netw@ommunity cov-
erage counts the fraction of nodes that belong to at leastamenunity of three

10



or more nodes, called nontrivial communities. The authtagesthat this mea-
sure provides a sense of how much of the network is analyzedrl&p coverage
counts the average number of membership per nodes to riehttdmmunities.

When the communities are not overlapping, the two coveragasnres give the
same information.

3.4 Label propagation

In label propagation approaches a community is considesst af nodes which
are grouped together by the propagation of the same propetign or informa-
tion in the network.

Gregory in[19] proposed the algorith@OPRA(Community Overlap PRopa-
gation Algorithn), as an extension of the label propagation technique of &agh
et al. [32]. The main modification consists in assigning ipldtcommunity iden-
tifiers to each vertex. The method, thus, associates with eaextexx a set of
couples ¢,b), wherec is a community identifier antl is a belonging coefficient
expressing the strength gfas member of community. COPRAstarts by giving
to each vertex a single label with belonging coefficient sett.t Then, repeatedly,
each vertex updates its labels by summing and normalizing the belongoef-
ficients of its neighboring nodes. The new seisflabels is constituted by the
union of its neighbor labels. However, in order to limit themmber of communi-
ties a vertex can participate, a parametenust be given in input. In particular,
the labels whose belonging coefficient is less that dre deleted. COPRAhas
a nondeterministic behavior when all the belonging coeffits corresponding to
the labels associated with a vertex are the same, but belwhitashold. In such
a case a randomly selected label is maintained, while thaireéng are discarded.
Finally, communities totally contained in others are reethvand disconnected
communities that could be generated are splitin connected.o

Wu et al. in [37] pointed out that the input parametemakesCOPRAunN-
stable since it is a global vertex-independent parametetaking into account
that, often, most nodes are non-overlapping, while few aqueticipate in many
communities. Thus an appropriate choiceva$ difficult and it induces the non-
determinism described above. To overcome this shortcarifiget al. proposed
BMLPA (Balanced Multi-Label Propagation Algorithma method based on a new
label update strategy that computes balanced belongirfficieets, and does not
limit the number of communities a node can belong to. A badnibelonging
coefficient is computed by normalizing each coefficient by iaximum value a
vertex has, and retaining it only if its normalized valuelimee a fixed threshold
p. Another characteristic introduced BMLPAIs the initialization process of ver-
tex labels based on the extraction of overlapping roughscosich cores allow
BMLPATo efficiently assign labels to each node, and to effectivglgtate labels
since the threshold, independently the value chosen, would make the new update
strategy not work well because each node would retain allabels of its neigh-
bors.

SLPAJ40,[39] is another extension of the label propagation teglnof Ragha-

van et al. [[32] that adopts a speaker-listener based infimaropagation pro-
cess. Each node is endowed with a memory to store the laloeised. It can have

11



both the role oflistenerandspeaker In the former case it takes labels from the
neighbors and accepts only one following a listening rulehsas the most popular
observed at the current step. If it is a speaker, it sendsed talthe neighboring
listener node by choosing a label with respect to a certaaler rule, such as sin-
gle out a label with probability proportional to its frequgrin the memory. The
algorithm stops when a fixed numbeof iterations has been reached.

3.5 Other approaches

In this section methods which could not be categorized inaditlee above classes
are reported.

Zhang et al.[[4]1] developed an algorithm for detecting amplng community
structure by combining modularity concept, spectral rafema and fuzzy c-means.
In particular, a new modularity function extending the Neavr's modularity con-
cept is introduced to take into account soft assignment®dés to communities.
The problem of maximizing the modularity function is refarated as an eigen-
vector problem. Fixed an upper bound to the nunibef communities, the top
k — 1 eigenvectors of a generalized eigen system are computelda anapping
of the network nodes into d-dimensional Euclidean space is performed, where
d < k—1. After that, fuzzy c-means clustering is applied to groodes by maxi-
mizing the modified modularity function.

In [16] Gregory presented a hierarchical, divisive apphpdmsed on Girvan
and Newman’s algorithm (GN)_[13], but extended with a noveitinod of split-
ting vertices. CONGA(Cluster-Overlap Newman Girvan Algorithjradds to the
GN algorithm the possibility to split vertices between counmities, based on the
concept ofsplit betweennesd his concept allows to choose either to split a vertex
or remove an edge. The edge betweenness of anesidghe number of shortest
paths, between all pairs of vertices, that pass alng high betweenness indi-
cates that the edge acts as a bottleneck between a large mofmisrtex pairs
and suggests that it is an inter-cluster edge. The splitdetwess of a vertexis
the number of shortest paths that would pass between theawt® @fv if it were
split. A vertex can be split in many ways; the best split isdhe that maximizes
the split betweenness. An approximate, efficient algoritta® been presented for
computing split betweenness and edge betweenness at tedigaan INCONGA
a network is initially considered as a single communityuassg it is connected.
After one or more iterations, the network is subdivided imto components (com-
munities). Communities are repeatedly split into two uaiily singleton commu-
nities remain. If binary splits are represented as a demdnogthe network can be
divided into any desired number of communities.

CONGAhas a complexity oD(m?), wheremis the number of edges, thus it is
rather inefficient. A faster implementation GONGA namedCONGQ that uses
local betweenness and runsim log m) is proposed by the same authorlinl[17].

Chen et al. in[[B] proposed an approach to find communitieb wierlaps
and outlier nodes based on visual data mining. They consid&mmunity as a
network partition whose entities share some common fesiame a relationship
metric is adopted to evaluate the proximity of the entitiasheother. Such met-
ric is based on the notion of random connections useful totiifecommunities
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which are considered as non-random structures. Furthegritdéakes into account
the neighborhood around any two nodes in order to evaluatertéfiationship. An
algorithm that generates an ordering of the network nodesrding to their rela-
tion scores is presented. From this ordered list of nodespamities are obtained
by considering a consecutive group of nodes with high ratesicore. A 2D visu-
alization of these scores shows peaks and valleys, wherarp dihop of relation
scores after a peak is interpreted as the end of a commurtitle the valleys be-
tween two peaks represent a set of hubs which belong to $eeenanunities. By
this visualization a user is requested to fiec@nmunity thresholénd anoutlier
thresholdthat allow the algorithm to decide whether a node should Insidered
an outlier or be added to the current community. The authtats shat the main
advantage of this visual mining approach is that a user caitygarovide input
parameters that allow the method to find communities, hulesioahd outliers.

Rees and Gallagher [33] proposed an approach to discovenuaities based
on the collective viewpoint of individuals. The base cortdeghat each node in
the network knows, by way of itsgonet the members of its friendship group. An
egonet is an induced subgraph composed of a central nod®igfisbors, and all
edges among nodes in the egonet that are also links in the gnai. There-
fore, by merging each individual’s views of friendship gpsy communities can
be discovered. The friendship groups represent the smesflers, extracted from
egonets, composed of the central node and connected nesghore friendship-
groups can be combined to create a community. The algorithmsists of two
steps; the first one is the detection of friendship groupsjewthe second step
comprises the merging of friendship groups into commusiitien step one, the
algorithm iterates through every node in the graph, camensh the selected ver-
tex and computing the egonet. After that, friendship groaes extracted from
that egonet, and the central node is eliminated, since idsvk to exist in mul-
tiple friendship groups. Consequently, the graph breata rimultiple connected
components. The central vertex is then added back to eactecttd component
obtained to create the friendship groups. The output of tisephase is a set of
friendship groups, from an egocentric point of view. Theosetstep consists in
merging the groups into communities. This process is donfrélymerging all
exact matches, i.e. groups that are complete or proper tsubSether groups.
Finally, groups that are relatively close, i.e. groups thatch all but one element
from the smaller group, are merged. The process is repeatétha more merges
can be performed.

The same authors, i [B4] presentedvearm intelligenceapproach for over-
lapping community detection. A network is considered astakagents corre-
sponding to nodes characterized by neighbors. Each ageradts with its social
groups. The agent knows the set of its friends and even whithed friends are
also friends. Friends agree on a common community 1D insidealifferent social
groups or friendship groups. The algorithm consists of tllewing steps. First
of all, each agent is assigned an identifier ID. It determme&®mplete map of
its neighborhood and builds an egonet. Starting from thenegdhe friendship
groups can be extracted by a union-find algorithm. Eachdskip group is iden-
tified by a unique 1D, composed by the base agent ID and a unigpementing
decimal value. Secondly, within each friendship group, agent will ask to its
neighbors their views of the friendship group (which can &eous from different
perspectives) in order to identify the non-propagatingesoghodes whose views
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differ from the agent view and consequently their inforroatis not further propa-
gated). Finally, the assigned friendship groups IDs arpaugated. In particular, if
the ID value on one of the friendship groups has been moditiednew ID value
will be spread to the nodes inside the friendship group. Tiloegss is repeated
until the convergence in propagation has been reached.e/drtti of the process,
each agent will have a list of assigned communities. Comtimsnéan be easily
detected because they are groups of agents that share a adivalue.

3.6 Dynamic Networks

The methods described so far do not take into account an tergaspect charac-
terizing networks: i.e. the evolution they go through oweret. The representation
of many complex systems through a static graph, even whetethgoral dimen-
sion describing the varying interconnections among noslevailable, does not
allow to study the network dynamics and the changes it incues time.

Dynamic networksinstead, capture the modifications of interconnectiors ov
time, allowing to trace the changes of network structureifiérént time steps.
Analyzing networks and their evolution is recently recefvian increasing inter-
est from researchers. However, there have been few prepiosdhe detection of
overlapping communities in dynamic social networks. Infibliowing the more
recent methods aiming to seek out dynamic communities aeitded.

Palla et al.|[[28] have been among the first researchers talinte an approach
that allows to analyze the time dependence of overlappingnmanities on a large
scale and as such, to uncover basic relationships chagagecommunity evo-
lution. Actually they argued that at each time step comniemitan be extracted
by using theClique Percolation Method (CPMR9]. The events that characterize
the life time of a community are growth or contraction, atleéime step a new
community can appear, while others can disappear. Furtirergroups can merge
or split. In order to identify community evolution along tnthe authors proposed
to merge networks of two consecutive time stepsmdt + 1, and then apply the
CPM method to extract the new community structure of the joirtvoek. Since
the joined graph contains the union of the links of the twgbg any community
from time stept tot +1 can only grow, merge or remain unchanged, more than
one community can be merged into a single community, but menzenity may
loose members. Consequently, any community in one of thgnatinetwork can
be contained in exactly one community of the joined netw@&mmunities in the
joint graph provide a way to match communities between titapst andt + 1. If
a community in the joint graph contains a single communionft and a single
community fromt 4+ 1, then they are matched. If the joint group contains more
than one community from either time steps, the communitiesvaatched in de-
scending order of their relative node overlap. Overlap impated for every pair
of communities from the two time steps as the fraction of tamber of common
nodes to the sum of number of nodes of both communities. Expeats on two
real-life networks showed that large groups remain aliteéfy undergo dynamic
changes. On the contrary, small groups survive if they aiglet

Cazabet et al.[ [5] introduced the conceptsmifinsic communityandlongi-

tudinal detectionand proposed an algorithm namé@D (intrinsic Longitudinal
Community Detectigrto discover highly overlapping groups of nodes. An intrin-
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sic community is considered one that owns a characterisgengéd meaningful,
such as for example being a 4-clique. Longitudinal deteati@ans that, starting
from an intrinsic community, new members join gradualleltke snowball effect.
iLCD considers the list of edges ordered with respect to the tivag appeared,
and, for each edga(v) of the set of edgeE; created at time, it performs three
steps. First, for each communi€ which u (resp. v) belongs to, it tries to add
v (resp. u), as explained below. Then, if andv do not already belong to any
community, it tries to create a new one; finally, similar conmities are merged.
The first step of updating existing communities by the additf new nodes is
realized by estimating, for each community, the mean nurobsecond neighbors
EMSN i.e. nodes that can be reached with a path of length 2 ordegshe mean
number of robust second neighb@&# RSN i.e. nodes that can be reached with
at least two paths of length 2 or less. A new node is acceptteinommunity if
the number of its neighbors at rank 2 is greater tBAWSN or the number of its
robust neighbors at rank 2 is greater tHa8M RSN The second step of creating a
new community checks whether the couple of nodes)(constitutes a minimal
predefined pattern, like a 4-clique. This intrinsic propemust be predetermined.
Finally merging is executed by fixing an overlap threshofd] ehen two commu-
nities have an overlap above the threshold, the smallelésetband the greater is
retained. This choice, as the authors point out, limits e af uncertain heuris-
tics. Comparison with other methods shows that this approatperformsCPM
only if the network is highly dense.

Another recent proposal to detect overlapping communitiedynamic net-
works is described in [27] by Nguyen et al. The method, nafkie®C S(Adaptive
Finding Overlapping Community Structyreconsists of two phases. In the first
phase local communities are obtained by searching for algtbups of node€
whose internal density

_ ‘Cin|
|CI+(IC[-1)/2

whereC" is the number of internal connections ©f i.e. the number of links
having both endpoints i, is higher than a threshol{C) defined as

Y(C) (29)

)
"©) = TeTc -z (20)

where
(€)= (|C|+(|C | ~1)/2)} TR (21)

The local communities are then merged provided that thesrlagping score is
higher than a value given as input parameter. The secone ploaptively updates
the communities obtained in the first step, by considering the network evolves
over time. The authors individuate four major changes aotwan incur: a new
node and its adjacent edges are either added or removedntaffie network; a
new edge connecting two existing nodes is added or an gxistige is removed.
The algorithm is able to obtain the new community structyradopting the more
apt strategy to determine whether a community will splitves communities will
merge. A comparison with existing approaches showedtR&@C Sperformances
are competitive with other methods, mainly as regards ngqtime.
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Table 1: A summarization of the reviewed methods. For EAGLE,the number of

pairs of maximal cliques which are neighbors, atisithe number of maximal cliques;
for CGE, h is the number of cliques; for Ahn and AFOC&;ax is the maximum node
degree; for GA-NETHt is the number of generations apdhe population size; for
SLPAt is the number of iterations performed by the algorithm.

APPROACH METHOD REFERENCE COMPLEXITY
NODE SEEDSAND LOCAL IS, RARE Baumes et al.
EXPANSION
IS?, CIS [B1.[E].[15] O(mk+n)
LFM Lancichinetti et al.
OSLOM [211,[23] o(n?)
DOCS Wei et al.[[3B] -
MOSES McDaid and Hurleyl[25]  O(n?)
CLIQUE CFINDER Palla et al. O(mme)
EXPANSION CPM [1,129]
EAGLE Shen et al[[35] O(n? + (n+h)s)
GCE Lee et al.[[24] O(mh)
LINE GRAPH EvANS Evans and Lambiotte O(2mklogn
[101.[9]
GA-NET+ Pizzuti [31] O(tp(m+mlog m
AHN Ahn et al[2] O(nd4,ay)
LABEL COPRA Gregoryl[19] O(vm logvmy/n))
PROPAGATION BMLPA Wau et al. [37] O(nlog n)
SLPA Xie et al. [40[ 30] o(tm)
DYNAMIC CPM Palla et al.[[29]
METHODS ILCD Cazabet et al[|5] O(nk?)
AFOCS Nguyen et all[ [27] O(dmax) + O(n%)
OTHER FCM Zhang et al.[[41] o(nk?)
METHODS CONGA Gregory[[16] O(m?)
CONGO Gregoryl[17] O(mlogm
ONDOCS Chen et al. in [6] -
EGONET Rees and Gallagher [33]

SWARM EGONET

O
Rees and Gallagher [34] O

Table 2: Methods for which it is possible to download the wafe.

REFERENCE

SOFTWARE

Lancichinetti et al.[[211].[283]

McDaid and Hurleyl[25]
Palla et al.[[1][[29]
Lee et al.[[24]

Evans and Lambiotté [10].[9]

https://sites.google.dsite/andrealancichinetti/software

https://sites.google.com/sitetamancdaid/downloads
http://www.cfinder.org
https://sites.google.com/site/greedy®iexpansion

https://sites.google.camtinegraphs/

Pizzuti [31] http://www.icar.cnr.it/pizzuti/codes.hktm

Ahn et al. [2] https://github.com/bagrow/linkcomm

Gregory [19] http://www.cs.bris.ac.uksteve/networks/copra/
Wu et al. [37] http://dev.bjtu.edu.cn/bmlipa/

Xie et al. [40/39]
Cazabet et al[|5]
Gregory [16]
Gregory [17]

https://sites.google.com/site/comitydetectionsipa
http://cazabetremy.fr/Cazategty/iLCD.htm

http://www.cs.bris.ac.uksteve/networks/congapaper/
http://www.cs.bris.ac.uksteve/networks/congopaper/
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http://www.cfinder.org
http://www.icar.cnr.it/pizzuti/codes.html
http://www.cs.bris.ac.uk/~steve/networks/copra/
http://dev.bjtu.edu.cn/bmlpa/
http://cazabetremy.fr/Cazabet_remy/iLCD.html
http://www.cs.bris.ac.uk/~steve/networks/congapaper/
http://www.cs.bris.ac.uk/~steve/networks/congopaper/

4 Benchmarksfor testing algorithms

The capability of an algorithm in detecting community stuwe is usually val-
idated by testing the method on atrtificial or real world netgofor which the
division in communities is known. Since the availabilitygrbund-truth commu-
nity structure for large real networks is rather difficuitnthetic benchmarks built
by specifying parameters to characterize network strecoe preferred.

One of the most known benchmarks for non-overlapping nétsvbas been
proposed by Girvan and Newan in[13]. The network consisi28fnodes divided
into four communities of 32 nodes each. Edges are placeddestwertex pairs at
random but such tha, + zoyt = 16, wherez, andzg; are the internal and external
degree of a node with respect to its community |t zo,t the neighbors of a node
inside its group are more than the neighbors belonging tother three groups,
thus a good algorithm should discover them. This benchnaarkbserved in [20],
however, is rather simple since itis characterized by neerlapping communities
having all the same size and by nodes having the same expdeteee. Thus,
Lancichinetti et al.[[2R] proposed a new class of benchmirdisextend the Girvan
and Newman'’s benchmark by introducing power law degreeiliigions, different
community size, and percentage of overlap between comiasnit

The benchmark is also characterized by thixing parameteryu = o ﬁ“‘
that gives the ratio between the external degree of a nodehentbtal degree
of the node. Whem < 0.5 the communities are well defined, thus a good algo-
rithm should discover them. The software is public and caddvenloaded from
http://sites.google.com/site/andrealancichinettiveare .

5 Discussion and conclusions

The paper reviewed state-of-the-art approaches for thectien of overlapped
communities. Methods have been classified in differentgrates. Node seed
and local expansion methods together with clique exparegipmoaches are char-
acterized by the same idea of starting with a node (in thedoase), or a group of
nodes (in the latter case) and then expanding the currestecluntil the adopted
quality function increases. Link clustering methods deteerlapping commu-
nities by partitioning the set of links rather than the senhotles by using the
line graphcorresponding to the network under consideration. Sinoegdly the
number of edges is much higher than the number of nodes, thetf®ods are
computationally expensive. Label propagation approaahesmong the most ef-
ficient since they start from a node and visit neighboringeso propagate class
label. Approaches reported in Sectfon]3.5 to find overlapgiommunities adopt
strategies that substantially differ from the others. Thiang et al.[[4/1] use mod-
ularity, spectral relaxation and fuzzy c-means, Grego#} félies on the concept
of split betweenness to duplicate a hode, Chen etlal. [6]gg®jan interactive ap-
proach based on visual data mining, Rees and Gallagher[8B].se the concept
of egonet and apply swarm intelligence. Dynamic approattye® deal with the
problem of network evolution and constitute a valid helpmderstanding changes
a network might undergo over time.

A summarization of the described methods is reported in€eldbl For each
method, when known, the computational complexity is regghrt~urthermore, in
Table[2, a link to the web site from which it is possible to dévea the software

17


http://sites.google.com/site/andrealancichinetti/software

implementing the algorithm is given.

Though the number of approaches present in the literaturetably, the re-
sults obtained by each of them are substantially differémis there is no a uni-
versal method that is competitive with respect to all theertHor networks having
different characteristics such as sparsity, degree bigtan, overlap percentage
among communities, and so on. As pointed out if [38], theeet@o questions
that researchers should focus on: "when to apply overlappiethods and how
significant the overlapping is”. Investigation on thesaiéss and extensions to
weighted networks constitute open problems for futureaese
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