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Genetic Algorithm with Local Search for Community

Detection in Large-scale Complex Networks

JIN Dit? LIU Jie? YANG Bo':? HE Dong-Xiao' 2 LIU Da-You® 2

Abstract Detecting communities from complex networks by genetic algorithm has triggered a great common interest.
For this problem, a genetic algorithm with local search (LGA) which employs network modularity @ as objective function
is given in this work. An effective as well as efficient mutation method combined with a local search strategy is proposed
based on our profound analysis on local monotonicity of function @, meanwhile, a label propagation based method is
adopted to produce the accurate and diverse initial population, which can further improve the search efficiency of LGA.
The proposed LGA has been tested on both benchmark networks and some large-scale complex networks, and compared
with some competitive community detection algorithms. Experimental result has shown that LGA is highly effective and

efficient for discovering community structure.
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PR BRI 2 415 52 2 19 25 o R &5 1 HA) JEE IR A e 2
ARFIER) TSI i “IRFIE (R RRALX 45
PRFYE) SE AR R 282 th i AF e <[ AEIX A
G5 AT % L AN AL ) 22 45 RO 3%
PERmE” (R B

Bt A I 4500 R AN [, 8 DX 4 AT AN [ £
A, BN A2 P AL X AR T AT LA TR A
HINTE, R M2 b i D) RE Lo 1 H AT AR fig
(A2 SRR, Web 19945 b ) SCRS R AL 55 17K
AR Web SCRY, 4540 5 % g4k
DRI (PR ERI) 1 H SIS ZE R I8 7
T e 53 2 W 5t T [ AT IR AL X 5 A i n) KA 9T R
1oy EER RS KBRS, ARG T K
ARl RIS AR, i H O ] T 2 R 20
U A I Re N BRI R4S (Pathway )
T Web AEBFAH | B4 T 26 A 2 Ak 2 v ).

2004 4F, Newman %56 §2 ty 7 —Aule S e
W 4 1 [X G505 10 E B RR it R O o) 28 A vk
P (Q). Ba, BLQ sECN H AR EU A A0
J3VE R BRI R 2% 48 XS5 R B R iR —,
GN (Girvan-newman)®, FN (Fast newman)[”, SA
(Simulated annealing)!®), MSA (Modularity spec-
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tral algorithm)®| ITS (Iterated tabu search)™’
LL K& LPAm (Modularity-specialized label propa-
gation algorithm)M 12 507k K kb Q %k
& NP 548 e B ikl A 5y,

WAk, A —FhsR g NP M i) /1) 2807 1,
BHESE (Genetic algorithm, GA) #73 H T W 4%
A DRI AT A2 SR, TR T GA ALK
PR 5% i PR IS 1] 53 27 52 A v R 48 2 8 ) O 59,
AN BEXT KA A 2% X 20 1EAT A7 A85R 2. IR STk
[14—-21] W70 M ml &, — J5 it e R R E T
(ILEHE A ) Bl B 1) 4 Jm B AR M A7 Rk o
R IR o8 246 4 DX 0 ) 7, 53— D7 T 241086 T GA
(1R ek DX R 50 1) o A R e AN, i LA JR) 8
R AL R, BREBT 1) SR BTRL 3 R 5T i 1) A2 5 5
W R AR A TS . I, ASCEE T Q B
B — b R B RR LA, &t — A bRaE A7 R
P R AR S SR RN, DA AT A6 P e S8 Lt SHie ks
JERMZFENE, SR T 3T AR 3R (0 AR A2 17 155
Mg T — NG R R e H% (Genetic
algorithm with local search, LGA).

1 B LGA

R ELVE LGA BLQ sREUER Hbs 4, RH]
FrrE gy 2 FE ek gy MR AR R T
VR M URS BE 5 22 RETE A GG R AR5 I ik
AT B A X (One-way crossing over )14 JRj
FWRAATHR p+ N P AR TR B
ZEALIX G5k, Forp g )R AR R A S S AR S
[P0 TAE.

L1 EREEX

2004 £, Newman 201 FF-%f “ g4 4t X 45 44
A S, 5 B AL 2% 2 TR PR 22 S A Y 8K
X —HMIR WS, $- T Al E B P R 2%
FEDC S R0 55 0 B SRR A, Bl PR hy 0 29 5 e g 4
(Q), FH A T8 K 2 HOH S UK 22 38 T2 R 2.
Q PRI E SR WAL X SE PR A7 A5 )13 58
BENLIPERG O T AL X A S R ia B 7.

SE— AL BN N(VE), RXAEV
Bkl gy (BRK) MET X, BG40
HIFRZEA r (i), BPTBIIALDCA ¢y, W Q RRERT B

Q=5 = (40 50) <5001
0

Hrp, A = (Ay)nxn BRMEE N FAREERE, W3
gipli 5 j ZIAFAEILIER, W Ay =1, B0 Ay
= 0; X TERE O(u,v), WR v =0v, HEEN 1,

TNEBAE A 0; k; Rongs s i MIE, e XA k; =
> Ay m RS N B IILEL, BOE S m =
%Zij Aij'

FRUEAFAERE “Oy W BRI GX— ) 230 (H H i
2 H AR 2K Q pREUE N PRI R 284t X G5 A
BT bR 1T20-20 e AR S LGA R
M Q eREAEA B bR R BRI Y S e . R, %5
K AR ABAEAE 73 R BR ) el i, H e AT 3 a3 H T
AABM (Modularity) 4514195 2% M 4.

1.2 HwmAZAR

HATHT GA 4R DB F 2R A 745 5
G )y QAT R 1 1 i g Q0820 i o
W, ST B gty AL, EAT R R AR R
2541 X ) T S N O Ak, BRI S s AR B
% LGA KA T/ amis 7 8. e E e m
26 N, 1% 0 2% AT BRI 43 0 T 27 Sk A R i i
(Bttk) R = {r(1),r(2), -+ ,7(n)}, Hn HKM
2 N gy SR r (i) MG G IIAREE, TR
BoRELIR. ST R AT mxta F g, s r(i)
= r(7), W IXPIAS G5 f A T [F— AR X A 75 ),
AWML A, ARBH S, T35 ff gnfid ] LLARS )y
A6 b 2 735 190 24 ek DX RN ] R e PR A — M R i (1 4%
RRGER).
1.3 HIIRBEARE K

— R, AR AR EE A R R, R AR
AR L 25— 58 IRORS BE HLAN A TR) 2 46 PR iR I
P R] DA i SR e, g ke sk, ANE T
B AL AE R TT Gh B AR 1R 7 325, AN SCAE S8 SCHR [24] 19
FERAL $EH T TR AL FR I R Y] 4R 10
J7%% (Individual generation via label propagation,
IGLP), i Kl g8 P 7= 4 B AT — e b F A 2
FEPEIVIAE TR

L) AR T T IS A
AT WAL X 5 (1) 52 2 P 2 v T A% 9 24 vh 4
M RS R Z A EA T R4, A —
PR VA% AL X S h) 2 B A BN JE T, FRATT4E
WAL IGLP MEZDBM N gl REeik R
RS G AU R A M — AR RS, B e (i) — 4
SRJEAEBE DGR, BEANGS 0 AR B 5 bR A8 5
h Fo K 2 B4R s 4 s P AR A DX AR 2E, B (i) —
argmax, » .y 6(r(5), r), 2, o(i) Lo i [928
Ji g AR W AIA B AR ICEL R i Bl — A ik
FERT IR Q BREE /N T AR, WHEZ AR, 3
R [24] ARl A, CUBR AR RIS L ik 5 W), AR
(i e il — R R A — e SRR B2, HAMA (Mg
fift) TRl Z R, BeAh, L IGLP RH T 748
()45 RS2 SR, B A JOEAR T RN &5 R0 B 5
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BRAE 1) S AN 52 HAb 25 5 SO bR 2K 52, T v)
e DR SRR BRI 1 22 AL

1.4 XXEF

AR5 R gt )7 2, Tz AR 2
ANAN ) G A 0T I [ — D9 286 K1) 4 1) ) A 2841,
TR R g5 5 EAG IV = {vl,v2,0v3,v4},
PR A= (1,2,1,3), B=(2,1,2,4) #X N T
AHFE AL X R 85 P = {{vl,v3},{v2},{vd}}.
IRAR, TEFFF gl i) Ge ok REA LIRS
AP B ORI, it LAAS [R] 4 (0 A4 b A )
HIAR A — O AR A — A R A DX, gl i
ANFEJ G AR AL X AR RS — e AR . AEIX
FRAEBLR, A AT (B BN 2R
XEE) ARSI A REFBUR, AT Bos 6 5
R PRI, SO gL L TGVE R AL i) A8 X5
T

Bl iR i, AR A 2007 4 Tasgin 4504
Ohy gt DR 2 ek DX N i) 0 1T 42 S 1 BRI A8 S (Ome-
way crossing over) &, 45 AT R ME A F B,
Hrh A FERIEG K, B 1E0 H I fk, g
XERAE R B e LR . B A A o 2 v )
F i, SRIULAEAE A IR BRI ey SAEIK
FR2E a(i); RIEHAME B A IR TR0 cory HOS
M ARBRAE R a (i), B b(5) «— a(i), Vi € cay- 1R
BAR, AT AR R IR G 04k A PG TR IX &
Ry i) — oA Bt as H gLtk B, BARE G4
FH T 199 248 4 DX i) . S bl o 36 1 0 B AE X
BAEHAT T BB R.

H1 BRHUES R vd IR AT SCERAE I — RN
Table 1 An illustration of one-way crossing over when

v4 is selected

\% A (Source) B (Destination) B (New)
1 3 4 4
2 2 1 1
3 4 — 3 — 4
4 — 4 — 4 — 4
5 2 1 1

1.5 TRHEF

AR S ST R A SO T A% O AL T[] 19X 4
DCERIN i) AL, 24 it A S0 R P 1) A2 S SR K AT
TEJR RIS 2R B8 0w 95 B b =21 U T L
ISR RIS e R 6. B 00 e, ARSI
X 199 2% A DRI i L R R AT, 3 HE— A i 2K
SRR R ARSI

HIFASCRAT Q e H b s 2, P BAAT]

B G REAN S R R L RO Q e KA T B
wart. SCPR (1) B (2), B Q itk
NN WG A S R f RN AREAR, f PR
FIERAR D IR AT & K R RO, AR
W SE B IE R H S BEATLE SR DL F AR DX Py 1 B 12
BHZ 72, FrUl Mg bS5 ni ¥ f pR 2T LA
R LR R R I A X SR LS. T T
AR AR SR BORT E B

1 kik;
Q:m;fn fi= Z <Aij_2m> (2)

J € Cri)

MR 1. X T VieV, SRMNghdfii R
R f VS EPTHEALX ¢y AR

HEC (2) mIn, PR 1 BARAR Y.

EE 1. KT VieV, ZRM%N Q ik
fi s,

MERR. Z5EMIZ% N LIS HTHEIX 45 C, BV
€V, AW 4 il i BIbRZE (i) 220 r(j), 154
M ALIX 58 O 35 (i) # r(j), IBALE C7
e, G ORPTHERIFE DR AR ¢ ) = ey — {i),
S5 R0 UET TR AL DORE AR Chijy = Cr(j) U {i}.

B (2) W, X TAE—4h R, WS P e R AL
DR T AR, A BN NI f REE RS2
RAEAR, BT i i SR S S BRS¢ =
Criy U Cogyy THTHS R f BREMEIN . TR
B e TGS R 2R, JREN AR 2RES K g
I R A A

1) Vs € c,, Hf BRI A f, W4
A

Af = f(C) - () = 3 (Ast _ ’“skt)_

2m
tec,

()

k.k;
5 (a0 ) = (4, )
m 2m

tGCT(i)

3)

2) Vp € ey, 3 f AR AS, T
Pl

Ay = 5C) = €)= X (- )

- 2m
acey)
k,k kyk;
Z (qu - 2me!> =i = 2pm

qE€Cr(5)

(4)
3) Giii (1 f BN Af; WISy
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Afi= fi(C') = fi(C) =
kike kike
> (n-8)-2 ()
eecfr(j) e€cr(i)
(5)

K gm0 BRI 3 B A M2 Q
BB AR Romh AQ, BAX AQ M-S
.

1
AQ= o ( S AL+ Y Afp+Afz) (©)
SEC 4y PEC(j)
1 kyk;
o5 ()
PEC ;)
ksk;
1 kyk;
2= g 2 (- 50)-
PEC ;)
kyk;
1 1
AQ = o (Afi+Af;) = EAfi 9)

B Q(C') ~QO) = (£(C") ~ £(C). ik
AL A fi(C7) > f:(C), W Q(C) > Q(C),
BT O

HHE BT RIS, SR 2 v 2 bR A8 K AR AL
I f RBUEAR R (FEIL A S, R bR 2 AN AT
), Az T Q MBEIIHER. T
T B AT X G ) 1) 53 2% 99 9% v 3 3 A7 AE 20 T BRI
G P TE G i A R I A s A A T
[l — X N, BOLE SR XT. Bk, 3]
KU H AL e R ANTWAT— Rtk R )4
Mo BB REAT AR SR, HAR R R 0 IR S ARG
N o(i). AERATHAT EHHIE R T 45 mii
PR, AT AN IR A 4 5 0 Rk B f;
KIFLE R g WFREE r(g), MEHAER @ BHsas, R
r(i) — argmax.{fi(r), r € {r(j)lj € o(i)}}, HrP
[i(r) RoRgh i WARSE r WRENIK f pREUE. BT
b, AT A RO A RO SR A R A e Lk
(Mutation algorithm with local search, LMA). 7&
BT RE B e (0~1) MATH T, X LMA HE47H)
WhE.

BiE 1. BREL LMA REARR
Procedure LMA

Global R, 3 // R ARZRIELE, 8 W HZE
Begin

1 Fori=1:n
2 Ifrand () < 8

/) n R LS B

3 o(i) — WS T AR a4

4 labels — WX o (i) T HTA G5 m0S I AL X BRAE

5 max < —oo

6 For each r € labels

7 fio— WSS B - 1) f REUE

8 If f; > max

9 maz «— f;

10 label; — r

11 End If

12 End For

13 r(i) — label; //SFGEAR R, 345 S
AT

14 End If

15 End For

End

N T BEHIEE LMA A Rt S &k, 341
2y R R

MR 2. RGO R 22 LMA A2 5 5 i N
JEALHA 2]

WERR. HIEARAR R, AR R RO R P2
JLIN 0 22 LMA 25t Jn— @ S WE B 5 f sk
EECK SRR JE 45 g MIARZE, 1M LAl 45 ml R hr 25
WA KA. M AER 1 "N, fEH A S fibr
BALIIHTGE N, WERIEES b 2 A4 3L f
PR ASK, B AIZAHG 2 2 Q pREUE IR,
Pk, Betifk R AL S A R A SR g
RGN L R Q (AR /. BRIt 2 flar. O

AW N 45 i SO n, 855 RE
Nk, FARFEREAR R PP DCORE, e ih TR
AW ORI, B R, SO AT SRR
ST I M RAR R (PR B BERR) RSCBL. H i
g R LMA I ) 5 2% B 4 A

MR 3. Fik LMA NN O (en).

IERR. 1R AR, Hk LMA o s [A) 5 2% 15 ot e 1)
N T D (RIAR SR AT Bk FCAR e i BT A AR, ()i
VXN f eREUE). i TAESREPATE R, M
2R — 4 A 1 AR RS AT W REAAAE RN
BB, PTG a vHEL f pR AP B RECE N A
Tk ke PR L AT, R RS G RO f
PR IR TSR 2 B T AEAL XI5 R, A
Zia WEIR f REUF I D e XA
S REUH KA Bn A, BT DAz SA IR N e 52 2%
JEARLIE O(Bnke). K482 I 25— B0 M
(B & 44, 1m0 B o HEL, Bril sk LMA i



74 G HHE R SRR HIAG G IR I I 2 4 DA 877

RIS AL TRl O(cn). 0

(AR, LIRS LMA SR T bR
S5 B LR MR R E LMA PR 2 (& B
HERRH Q IR ITE), {E AT A3 AL 57 LGA
WS F AR KR, 4% LMA SRR bR 54 5
FHLH (AP 13 4% For RFRI0AMI), 754
A T A SETE TGA BIN T —F 138 R AE 5
U BD: 75195 LGA AR, th T4 i
AR IHL 2 IR, I 28 4 X 45 K
Bk, $1vk LMA (BEHLYER, 7R T HoBh R
SR T LOA B AFE M, TR
7 1 50 T MR AR/, B84 I 5 12 4 ]
SR, Sk LMA JLT AR T 50 4 2 Ak
ik, AR TR SR A R AR AR WL
i, X BLEIRBEDLR AR o R KL
HAL, AT LA A B LGA MRS, FA SO
ik LMA SRR T A5 545 3 L.

1.6 LGAEZ#R

WP TR B FER S — RO T, BRE
T B AL EARRR. 8 T IRAAEFH AR
FAEWSOR L, ASCRH T & TR &40
T EIE p+ NSRBI DL ROk BT B
B Is AR AR o+ N PR R A M AR R
(R R ) R AE S, AR S AL () 1 R (AR A
) TR [R)IE PE NE d H) p SMAEAE S TR AR
SRR, VERE: X RR R s AR Sk
TEYEFF A FEAREAR, g 2 FATTAE % B il AR i
TR U — AN IR S R AL SE LGA 1)
s arr.

BiL 2. BV LGA MEARRE

Procedure LGA

Input N, L, g, X // N RREIRME, L L8 LGA

IEARIKEL, o FORSCRIRERURE, X R 1R RE LR
Output R //WIZFEIX S58, BRRRIN 45 SRR 45 1

Begin

1 P« B1T p W IGLP FELEIUG R

2 Fori=1: L

3 plew) g

4 For j=1: X

5 g — KRBT XE TR TN P h
FEIE PN A

6 g — ¥ LMA ZRETAEH T g
[/ZRHN B

7 pmew)  pnew) {g}

8 End For

9 pew)  py pew)

10 P — A PO hPRE R R g A

/A X EEAE
11  End For

12 P — $&#f P i@ N R B AME

End

ATLLE Y, 5975 LGA 196 R L T AR L 481
J5i% IGLP 7= AW AR, AR )5 1 b ik AR AT B i
X AR RA T LMA g4+ N =A%
ST ORI X 25 41 X by, Horp PR AS U7l
Tk A5 Yot AR AT 50 40 A DX 5 AL A R SE B 4 Ry
RIUIGE; LMA AR 55 Fil ik — AR 5 1 Rk
ML SR I R i R DI RE; o+ N R T ER
HEAERH T RA YOk, (Hg el “REgk, &
FAAE RN LRI R () B R e N R —
ARMPHE, TSI 4 R R D) Re. A, Tk
IGLP 7= I an ok B RS FE i my H 2 FE PR Ao
(A A, BT LS AT DA R 4 ek S0k (48 R L,
it — SR EI L R K.

T4 B LGA (RN E 5 4255 404 A
WML N R i B B0k n, 85I b, 5
7 LGA 1847 1 R A B G 6o R . 1)~ 35 41 DX R0
N c.

TR 4. 595k LGA MIlRE 25N Oen).

IERR. Sy LGA Hp s Ia) &2 2% J5 d5c v 1) Ok 56
1 B FNEE 6 25, iy HAth 20 SR 1R AT I R) 48 /N T B
2F 0 (n). REAR, LGA (W55 1 4TI a4
O (ulkn); LGA M5 6 02 2 4347 LA X LMA
S, AT — X LMA [IE R O (en) (WLPEJR 3),
Bl LGA $7 28 6 LRIl AR & O (Laen).
P, LGA MR8 O (ulkn + Licn). X
Rk 22— R B (B kSR %), Ho3er
s ZH9 AR E BT eL LGA I TR %Rt
AR O (en). O

(EAFHR AL, AT K 2 2 4 DX BRI 3 1)
IS 6] B2 B FRAS/N T O (n?), BIE Newman B 5
2 (FN)T g 1) B 2R FE A O (n?). WA SCH
i LGA W2 N O (en), HILH RSy
FEDX R ¢ BEIE /T A W45 R n. Rk, LGA
IRIE G T IR TU A S (1) A 53 2% I 45

2 SR

KT RSN EE LGA 1tEhe, AR H3E
THE I K 1Y) 286 AT L SR RIS ) 286 o) FLEAT IR0, 2 5
LS EI T, LS Iy AL PSS Intel (R)
Xeon (R) CPU 5130 @ 2.00 GHz 2.00 GHz, {7
4.00 GB, t#i% 160 G, #4F # 4t Microsoft windows
server 2003. guFEI 55K Matlab 7.3.

H LGA Wit hiN4L, 0k LGA ik
FIREL Ly AP BERIBE oy FRIERLEL N, B R 3
FIIGLP b2k 1. A ar USSR L 5
bR UES R, FRATTAESCHR [14—15, 22] (LR L,
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FFAR I 0 R 7 BB L= 200, p = 80, A =
60, 6 = 0.2; X T IGLP kRt ik 1, &A1z
FZICHR [24] HIHEE R | = 5, JHAEE LK P i%
SHBLE NS BEREAT T PR 0.

2.1 HEHNERBME

2002 4, Newman 5B $2H T — A H 03t
W 23 A DX PRI VA RE I BEHL I 2888 RN (a, s, d
Zout). SHBLAE X G5 O, Hoh o AP ST
FEX A4, s ARREBEAMER NI ZS S5 H, d R
REANGE R E, 2oue AREBEAEY RS HLIX A4S RH
BRI . e AR DA DRI S M i ) i
SRS, O 2 N H T A B AR 4.

T AN [F S0 2 4L X B AN R, R 05
R IR =R S Pl = I SN 1 = 7 T R = R
(I 2 4k X 1E— 20 R0y, A I SEVE SR T HSE
W23 4L DX 43 B[R] 2K, SOk [25] A, RO T
BETA B HAR (RS B2 B B AR ME NMI (Normalized
mutual information) %Atk B B 5 bR ol 58 A
AL T EL, SO R NMI J7 7500 AN [A] 19 2% 41
DRI S5 1 TSRS AT VRAG . 4 ROZN R i
brdfE, AT LGA 553 GNBI FNIT TGA
(Tasgin’s genetic algorithm)!'Y, CCGA (Cluster-
ing combination based genetic algorithm)M HE{T
tbag. Hoh &3k GN A FN | Newman $#2H, 42 LA
Q BREAE N H bR ek 0 28 30 00 286 4 X PR R
7 TGA BAURET arXiv.org b, (HIXFHA 520
FERCA 217 d5e Ay 28 3 H A 75 | P 2 e v 1) st A 8 o 9%
FEX PRI, Hk CCGA 2 Har—MEF5 s
FERI 2 4L X BRI VL. B 1 (a) 450 T SEEe 45 3,
3 LT R P Bt L o 9% ot 4 3 i >R ) B v Bt L o
4% RN (4,32,16, 2oum). REAR, M 200 B, W
0T IS PR A X8 ) AR BRSERY, & D 4 A IX PR B
AR IR UBOR. 2 z0n KT8 I, BRI 4L
D3] 3L HOR T 4R XN L, M A A R
HAX B B 1 (a) T, y SRR RIEE, o i
TR Zour, ME EIEEAN B U2 K AN R S5
28 50 BB 2645 2 (1)~ HER 2. nT LA H, 3C
H 8L LGA MIZRIERE 55005 CCGA A, (HE
W= T5075 GN, FN fll TGA, H. 2oy K (W45
FEDX S AR ) LGA RT3 = AN R P ik
IR, BRAN, B 200 = 8 I (I AEX R
BN X TR] IR I A 2%, 5075 LGA g% 1E
R73 97.48 % MM &4 ki, LI SLE GN, FN Al
TGA MREREECALEICT. EAHREEHRNE, X
R CCGA BARRA 5 5L LGA 415
PG, AR LI () 2% v, WO SOH SN, Tovk 2R
RS SR R R 2, JLVRAR 73 B W26 2.2 79

TS LI 57— AN VP P 2 4 DRI Sk 1k g
EEERR. 5 1.6 PP 4 Can 5L LGA
(RIS TR] S 20 PR 0 B, A1 AN S 58 A1 B SR — 2 VE A
EHELIBATAHCE. 1 (b) AT e VL bRE
AT ISF 1) I P9 2 B AR AR TR e 4. s R T BEAIL
M2 RN (a,100,16,5) ZEATIIAR, 12 9 4% 1R 41 X &5
K e, (HH M2 AL XS0 B o (I, 354
1000 NS, 1600a &MZER:. E 1(b)
g RN RS BRIBAT I ] (7)), o« BRI 4
TR (45 U8 + &85, WL, R EP 4
DR — 2 TS T, 5% LGA Migfrinf ) 58 4
P4 2% (R R T ADL e 1 Bl DRI i S AN K UE T
PERT 4 (5035 LGA IR AREA O (en)) MIIEH
PE, M HRWSVE LGA 12 T f i 5 LAR 4u
PRSP 340 DX AR ¢ 55 09 285 1) DL ST 4 DX 48 g T et 1
(RS AE RS s el L. SERR b, 78BSt 2R
TN AT 2% 0 2 528 A [X 5 ) BT Sk 92 (1 5 349 4 X
TS — LI ELIZE /N A X 285 1) LA 261
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Fig.1 Testing the performance of LGA on

random networks
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Table 2 Real-world networks used in our experiments

Networks V (G) E(G) Description

Karate 34 78 Zachary’s karate club?7]

Dolphin 62 160 Dolphin social network(28!

Polbooks 105 441 Books about US politics!®]

Football 115 613 American College footballl3!

Jazz 198 5484 Jazz musicians network!(2°]
World 7207 31784 Semantic network!(3°]
Arxiv 56276 315921 scientific collaboration network(3!]

BEXTE 2 i B s AR M4, JRATTHR S0 5
% LGA 551 GN, FN, TGA, CCGA HHT
HA 5 TGA Fil CCGA 1H18t4% 2 50055 i #% STk
[14—15] #ATWE, Hik GN M FN 2%S8010. H
T Eik 5 AMEIREGE UL Q sREUEA BARed, {rit
TATEL Q eREAE by W 28 Z 2 25 R 55 (1 P A .
X3 e T BRI S IEAT 50 AR RIS Q
PRECE, Horp 7 FORBIR N AR HEE 48 /MR
BATH AR, LU, HiE LGA X T E S =M
2% 1AL DRI & SR A AR T A k. (4R 1
AT, BN T /N &, 5k TGA Al CCGA 3
M Q MREUE S U EE LGA 152185 R 2
1T, AFEXT T AN KRR 2%, 5k TGA 1521288
SER B UERAR 22, OO N AL X 25 e X, TR
CCGA H TN IR S A= B vy WSSO BE 22 1%, HRACHE
TCVEAE B I 1A] P (48 /NI 7 31 R HARE 1 5% 1) 2
Fahi .

EX AN ESE ML U Karate, Dolphin
Football = /MM &8 4L X g & S 4nir). Rk, N
TATVEE AT IZ =AW 4%, 2 L Sk XG5 R0 0k
LGA HyizA7 a5 RikAT it — 20t (R4 K2,
X H P RN R M 2%, Hk LGA HIRFEAT45 R
JUF-H AR RN

BT EAR R M4 (Karate) J& Zachary i
oA S ] K 25 25 T 008 L 535 3508 73 Bl 19 6 40 0 00 g )
RS MR T DU SRR ) 34 AR AE by 45
R W AN B O3 2 TR R R R, B A AT TR

I A 2 T  — 4I0AHE. T8, X
ANMELR B 5 5K 4 2400 AN RS AR SRR, e AT 40l LA
BB AE AT . 1% R () LS AE X 46 R
w2 (a) Pras: Horpgh il 1 AARER I L, 455
33 AR A B oM B J7 T8 45 RARERAR
R G S B R — 1B, AT = A
TE 45 RGBSR 0 245 5 8 B e (R — 4L A 0
AT 28 A I BENLIE AT — IR 1L LGA, 32111
SERAE TIUAHEX, WK 2(a) o, W LLEH,
Bk LGA AMUSEA IEHHRI T Karate M 4%
(1) B S X gy i Lo R S B S 4 X 43 31 S 4
T A BB FAEIX. Ak, BATE X Karate
M 441217 50 IRV LGA A 3I°FH) Q REUE
h 0.4198, L 48 FLSE AL X Z5 R TR R Q i
0.3715 L %K.
# 3 HPLGA 5HiEGN, FN, TGA, CCGA
R PE LL#

Table 3 Comparing LGA with GN, FN, TGA and
CCGA over 50 runs

Q-values GN FN TGA CCGA LGA
Karate 0.4013  0.2528  0.4039 0.4198 0.4198
Dolphin 0.4706  0.3715  0.5241 0.5273 0.5280
Polbooks  0.5168  0.5020  0.5245 0.5269 0.5272
Football 0.5996 0.4549 0.5937 0.6005 0.6046
Jazz 0.4051 0.4030 0.4406 0.4445 0.4449
World — 0.3821  0.1450 — 0.4339
Arxiv — 0.5953  0.3883 — 0.6294

KM 2% (Dolphin) & Lusseau i X 8 /G =%
PRFFVE 62 AN AN [R] 4 5] I 1R 0L 0 7 A 2 1 50
g 1281 AN IR AR — AN TR, SR AN i JIK
(I R AES, I BRI (R T R 2 TRk AT — 2%
AT, IX LG AR AR 1K) 73 Sy e e g T 4 R 7
IR AR %2 R LR IX g5 R an 1] 2 (b)
Jiow: e e M A7 7 T 45 AR MEEIG IKALIX )
WA = A0 T 45 AR BE TR AL X FRATELZ M
NBIBENLEAT —IREE LGA, REIME RS T
TAAEX, il 2 (b) Pros. ATLAE i, Hk LGA A
584 IE BRI HY T Dolphin W 2% 1) FLSE A X 44
R, T EL R e AL X A o A T 4 ADNREB T
FHIX. B4R, JATTERXT Dolphin M 4%i24T 50 IREE
LGA 32~ Q Uil 0.5280, & LLi% M %4
FLSALIX G R 0t M) @ A 0.3722 IE%EK.

JEBRIK I M 2% (Football) J& Newman 45 5%
FE R 27 A BRBAAE 2000 4 Ak 2= 16 1 B ZE v K1) 1 A 2
(RIAL 29 B 4% (K B 46 1T R 0R — SRR, 4%
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(c) Clustering result of football network
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Fig.2 Clustering results of LGA against three real-world
networks (The nodes with the same color and shape
belong to a same (real) community, while each compact
node set denotes a community which is got by our
algorithm LGA.)
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e [A)ER BN LEBEMRE , DR LR B 2 BRI TT 375 DAy o 4%
RIELSAR D A5 R, 2 M 25 IR LSRR X SR QA 2 (c)
Fros: Herp el — 2845 5 (A R B AH R TR R 45 A7)

KR —BRA S IIERRN, A N ATHER S H T &
Rak TR B A S K. TATTLIZ N 45 4 41 BE
Wlaztr — k&% LGA, 3234 Ra5 7 10 M4k
X, Wik 2 (a) Prox. ATLAE H, Br Sunbelt A1 IA
Independents P ANEEA &2 4h, Al 10 NMEKA S
HRERBA JLF- 58 A 1E #4325, Sunbelt 1 7 HEK
BABE 23 R W2, FF 4 A B T 5 LI R R RS
oy SCHR [3] AR IX AR 732 A BE; TA Indepen-
dents W 5 SCERBAME 230 =2 FF0r KB T =4
HHBREZEMWBA ST, X EEE I T EREA
JEMATERPN, e FLARIBE A & TR ERBA 1 LE B ZE L
S A NER e E 26 B2 Hik LGA
4 Football ML 1 TA 115 SZERRAES KIS E T 5
HER B WA X 29, seAh, FA1E %) Football
M 441247 50 K&V LGA B3P Q HREUE
490.6046, ‘& LbiZz W 28 FLS AL X g5 et Y 1Y) Q i
0.5518 IZLK.
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SR HPIE 5 AN SR, T 4 DMRBAER
VEIARHES AL, LLECE D B E; e 5 24 (IGLP
RIBRBEALAR AL 1) Y€ T 5005 IGLP 25 hehs -/
HAT— 2 N B2 FEVEBGR AR IR, B2

KA IEUE I BENLIN 4% RN (4,32,16,7) 1E il
. AS0E IGLP BiFLIZ4T 10 &, ~/E 10
ANFRIEANE, BT ING BE CRHT NMI K 2% )
R 4 25, nTLUE ) XSRS 3 NMI K
H 52.60 %, AT EMREHREE.

TR H IGLP AE BRI Aa R 2 FE i,
TATVE AT WA AN 2 18] R AR AL S . 3 B JRATT R
T PSRN 35 24 ARALL RS S 573, e 200 e
Jaccard MU R % (Similarity coefficient)4 i
SEFAR B D AR LR B bR NMI 290, 3% 5 45
TR R, bR 5 BN =AM Bk 10 MME
[F] () Jaccard AHALRE, &) E =AM AiX 10 MME
(8] ff) NMT AHBLEE. AREAR, i IGLP BEHLA K 10
AR AT ZE PSSR ] AR B AARAR (/T
0.5), 1M HAE 1R H Jaccard i & NMI {E Jy AHALL
o B R A k. ] W, L IGLP AR )
WIGEFPHE 2 AL 5.

3 it

AU Q R Hbs e K, SR 74 HR G b
Jra, R T AN S R R e AL 5L LGA.
GHIE SRR BAL I T IGLP P AEIa R,
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£ 4 EPXTML RN (4, 32, 16, 7), 535 IGLP BEHL 2R 10 AMAR) NMI A EZ
Table 4 NMI accuracies of the ten individuals by IGLP on RN (4, 32, 16, 7)
ARG 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 TR (%)
HEfZ (%) 80.29 66.23 73.58 26.49 40.93 73.25 40.43 59.02 32.80 32.89 52.60
#5 AP 10 MAFEFIY Jaccard ALEE S NMI AR
Table 5  Similarities between the ten individuals of table 4 in terms of Jaccard and NMI
MAEGi S 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1 — 0.5003 0.6321 0.2391 0.3485 0.5447 0.2715 0.5311 0.3346 0.2927
2 0.4246 — 0.4665 0.2207 0.3375 0.5551 0.4284 0.3014 0.1978 0.2525
3 0.5715 0.3924 — 0.2252 0.3419 0.4634 0.2562 0.5352 0.2939 0.2697
4 0.1593 0.1822 0.1578 — 0.2583 0.1766 0.1202 0.2434 0.2427 0.2291
5 0.2668 0.3195 0.2687 0.1329 — 0.3263 0.3150 0.2495 0.3392 0.2226
6 0.4362 0.5088 0.3638 0.1792 0.2628 — 0.4044 0.3206 0.2219 0.2819
7 0.2909 0.4645 0.2882 0.1927 0.3962 0.4224 — 0.2066 0.1134 0.1732
8 0.4224 0.3073 0.4237 0.2084 0.1765 0.3258 0.2889 — 0.2747 0.2618
9 0.2142 0.1657 0.1962 0.0901 0.2113 0.1412 0.1679 0.1297 — 0.2464
10 0.2531 0.2612 0.2587 0.1225 0.1279 0.2369 0.1972 0.2793 0.0877 —

Sl SRR B, Bk LGA A WSGER R, R
Ae IR IR A MRS BTN, L B T AR IA
RIS S 24 X 28 AT Be A L PR (R 3R A e T B SR R &5
N FRATE S AR LGA 5 28 8 2844 [X 4R
MR GN ST, GN S gl s 25
W54 (Edge betweenness) TR A4k X 0] 1% F2 A1)
B At X Tl RE, BL A T R 07 S — B2 IR
B, AT RN D9 246 4 X 4. iz B B AR iy R I
2 (O(m?2n)), HIGA AL LA A4S s
NIRRT e . TSP YL LGA 5 GN B4
AN, e A S BT ek B Q VRN H bR ki 2, i
ik — b &5 G JR A 2R IR A SR AL SR RN I 4% A
X g5 He. AR EEE TR E T Q REUR
PRSP AR R S R
TG e SRl RIS, SR P bR AL B 732 A e Ik
FERZ FEVERAIAE R, M — D3 m BRI R AR,
25387, 9k LGA I 420 O(en), Hrb e
TN n. AR EAR, LGA I IR) &2 4% i /N1
S0 GN BRI . B, il 7e 2k i 4% 2K
R e 4% EREAT 00, 45 R LGA 192K
R AFBAT AR E I AL T 5395 GN.
BTATLLG I TAE F E &K EE LGA NH T4
W 25 53 AT Web #: DX 3298 S50 3, Il BN
PRI A4 s H B R ) LS A X A .
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