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Benchmarking Study of Community Detection on Developer Communication Networks in Real
Open Source Software Repositories

ZHANG Jie-Rui', WANG Liang', CHANG Zheng-Chao’, LI Zi-Rong', SANG Bai-Hui', TAO Xian-Ping'

'(Frontier Interdisciplinary Center, Institute of Computer Software, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China)
*(School of Information Science & Technology, Northwest University, Xi’an 710127, China)

Abstract: Crowd intelligence is a crucial component of the next generation of artificial intelligence. Researching how to stimulate and
converge the innovative power of “people” in open-source communities can significantly enhance development efficiency. Community
detection, as a technical approach to studying the relationships among developers in open-source projects, plays a vital role in exploring
and understanding social networks. However, current research has predominantly focused on large-scale social networks such as Facebook,
while systematic studies on community detection in project-level open source software developer social networks (OSS-DSN) remain
limited. This study first collects real-world data and analyzes the features of OSS-DSN. Then, it benchmarks several overlapping and non-
overlapping community detection algorithms on these real datasets, comparing algorithm performance across multiple metrics and
dimensions. Finally, based on synthetic OSS-DSN, it generates networks efficiently and performs algorithm evaluations using ground-truth
data for comparative analysis. Differences in characteristics between small- and medium-scale social networks and large-scale networks are
identified, and the influence of these differences on community detection metrics and algorithm performance is explored. The study
provides a new benchmark and offers important insights into communication and collaboration in open-source software communities.

Key words: open source software (OSS); developer social network (DSN); community detection

« HEEWH: BEARRFEST FIHE (62172203)
ORI E]: 2025-03-19; A& B ] : 2025-06-05; SR IR [A]: 2025-09-23; jos 784k H RN H]: 2026-01-07


mailto:wl@nju.edu.cn
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7555.htm
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7555.htm
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7555.htm
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7555.htm
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7555.htm
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7555.htm
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7555.htm
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7555.htm
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7555.htm
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/7555.htm
mailto:jos@iscas.ac.cn
https://doi.org/10.13328/j.cnki.jos.007555
https://cstr.cn/32375.14.jos.007555
http://www.jos.org.cn

2 BB oo e b g e

jillls

1 5]

B BE A B RN TR e R b B B ALK U, ST EORIC R IR B HI0IH 1B SRR A R
G YUE TR, B — P, RIERHMAE R &, AT R N T RAE SR RS, I EREZ
Grirge R . AEIX — 1 R b, JFEAE Y FLIBC N b 1K) — SR SRR 2, 45 0T 38 DA IR D R BB 3R 8R, DAER AR
REGMEF=1, 5 I ST (R Hh 2 5 3 O R AR A AR =8 B, AR I T w8 B R TR AT A, AR i
TR, SERTAEFRGIRARRZ, FREAEF RS, N = RS EE IR ER, AR
FR R BT A Bh T I B R FE R AE . TR BCPE RT BEATTE I 5T i 1) RS Y IR AL X DT ik
HAGE A BT Bh /MBI & A S 5100 H BARAT 55 i vk, SEELITE & # BE AR SR AL SUR 55 20 4k & )t
BEMR B RIOR SE 2 12 5 H I H HF &P

BT IR IR A R R AEAR K FE B Ml T k2 Ta) (R B, T3k 2 F R 2 L R R 1 2 2 w38 i 2 1),
DAL S B AR 3 W7 T L I 28 6 T IR N PR ZR B2 OS'S T H 34 AN T R4 R J 1 St [N 3R & e L ) R R IR AR T
R EFEAZ M4 (open source software developer social network, OSS-DSN) A, 4t X A&l & Bl Ay —Fh 5 2 H W H 4
B i3 O SRR O & I T I 5 ANE STk 5 R, A B T IRAG e 0 5 R Sh AL X 2 5 B e R 1.
SEAh, RIVE BB R IR & BEAR, IF 0 AN F LU R R Ha . . H=2 iR DL R 3L F R
T H B R, AT LA ER AR T T 1A P9 L 5 R R B 2SR A 0 1 DA .

H AT, &8 2 Btk DXk Bk B F TS [ 28 B4 1) I 28 79 b, e A 6 2 T A ER RS (0 7 VE R T BB 7. 2R
T, X e Bk 1) 1 RE AN AR AR AR BE AR T 23 1T D0 8% 1) 68 MV RRALE, A [ 11 ) 8% 225 1) T e 2 3 350 [) gl
g S U0 A B A DA S R U B R A A R 4% LRSI, BRCR T Amazon JXRE AR K IS ) 44
PLAZ U Football FEAH/IN M 28 JE47 AR, SR, 1 %F OSS-DSN iX — 2R B JURRRFIE (AL S 2%, = B 110 R 5t
PEBEAEM, DAVl B ek X ko 0 50325 00 FH T aX e R 2%

TEATE T, FAVE X OSS-DSN #44 7 — MR AENIK, BL OSS-DSN W 70T G, PFAl A [R] 4k X Aar il 550925 1)
PERE, JRHEISELL AT 7T )R TR

RQI1: OSS-DSN H.f7 MR EEHEAE? 5286 45 B R W] OSS-DSN EAT H b [ /8 H TR AR E, & B3R 1K)
X G50, 5 R BAE AT W 4% 25 AR O A D JE IR S5 R AN TR oK A o) 28 30 o 3R 300 6 v P A RO il 2. 5 % OSS-
DSN FHER 4347, FATERBE T — RIIMLE SRR, FHERE LB G P28 A i b B 3 2 S 4000 AT S 56

RQ2: fE R I F ) OSS-DSN b, AN [R1 4 XA P B35 (1 14 B An o] 2 FRATTH ST 4 f 17 4 IRl 8002 ) LU 3t
B, JFE TR R B A AT I 41X — R A B BEER 1 BRI Bk B @ 1, JUHHERE Louvain, Infomap 1 SLPA. [
AGDL 1 EM 2 4b, Ak B 8k DXk il S50 2EAS I 38 1A X 2 18] 2 B H s v 1) — 50 e, 7T 2 8 A DX o ) Bk U V2 7
HRAUAR IR — S5 3Pk — Bt 22 53 T AR IR T ) 8 38 VAR AR IR T, AT 350 X R % 3 4 R AR k.

RQ3: fE5 /5H) OSS-DSN -, A [ 4h DX A P B35 9 14 B8 A eT 2 H T 0 S50l 7 A 118 DO 28 U5 A A v PR DX AR 4
RS, RERAE RQ2 Wil T 5y MM b, R I T 45 A — B, (E R IX X F44 F 310 5 A 513,
] A A FH A i D) 28 AR 0L 2 — AN ) B AR S 56 T 5. it 9T I R PR [0 2 e FH - i I % A AU, L S 5 OSS-
DSN, DA s R 1 5 B SEHUR4E LS i s R — 8. sSEIR s R, IR E S u < % I, LPA.
Louvain. Infomap. SLPA f k-clique 7EAR RN v, Fl v, BB TR R LT, EAERZRE, DEMON &Hi% 1 M Ak
H p WG INEZE TFE, T LEMON {EA A w6 T IRIFECR I E #1E. Louvain, Infomap Fl SLPA 7E% 4k [ R Ik
£, I B S7EH S8R A B S0 g SR KR — B, R L BRI A [R] W48 26440 T 1A 2Pk, X L8 R ISR A T 7EA
[F] I £ A A 2 4008 N IR Gid R I B 2

SRR, AR AR TTER AT

o PRAL T —NIEHENR, LLELE OSS-DSN R [RI S B f) 4 X A P v

o TER I FH) OSS-DSN FI& M 2% EREAT 1 5280, JEER AL 1 AR DI STIERF 78 45

o ST T N ERAFAE AT g e L PPA 45 R, JEe th T — SRR A S Bk FE A



RIEW 1 A RIRIKAM R TT LA AP 494 KA MR AT R 3

ARSCE 2 BB ST TE, A 28 9 28 K S D5 R R, 55 3 19 PR FA A SCRIE FU 7 iR AIVPAS FR AR, 5 4
TRV LAY OSS-DSN HURFE, FF 0 HARKR S5 55 5 35R AN ) J5 AR R Xt 558 OSS-DSN #E4T TERA
AT, AP BEVEAL Ak DA I VAR TR BE. 55 6 T4 LU F8 B RAT A BURR A (1 75 Rk 2%, LA — 2B IR ST
IREREMIRRE TE. 55 7 IR HERT U B TREA AR . 28 8 1 45 I I 19— L84 UL Uk AN FT &5 18,
X AT FC I Dk s KA.

2 DSN bRy XM E XX TE

AFTREE T SR TR SRR KA AR,
2.1 FREHZMLE

FEFFPREAEAE DX, T 2 D1 90 285 10 0 2 ek o - B AR 0 A S R 4T S8 PR &8 e R 1O iR iy
28 FHIT R 2 (R A8 38 EAR AR, ARk T iR L 2 5000, A DR I 7 33k 6 X % v (1) 180 FH 38 G B 32, ' e 8 1) 5
FPMERIIT &G B, I8 7% OSS T H 45 /A oh gtk U,

IEEER, WFRC N GCRH 2 M5, B4 0 HT (social network analysis, SNA) FINLES 24 I HiR, LLUA IR
SR PR AR X, R A ek (X 435 R %ot 330 RS SR i U1, A, o IX 3 Ak PO BIE 72 28 W, PSR A A 7 R G0 BAT &
P, FF R 2 TR 23 B2 T 75 SR A28 k1T R 8 1 1 0 A e R g O, AR e P S AR B T IR ot K
AR FE R R R AR, 38 BB R (R B0 AR RUCHIME A i 4R A DX R R AL SR M 4

AT FLE AELEE A KT IR VM W48 Je oA DI BRI LR, B it 3 b7 N B At S i A [X AT
podesaf=
2.2 #HERENEE

TEG A4 M v, AR IR DI — AN OAT 55, B 703 CL 4 HE 2 P B0k BEXHX — kK. Saha 25 A U2 4%l
DRI SVEHEAT T R G R BURT LA, SPAS Te ATTE Bt T 28 R e 28 E kg, Jin 25 N P44 T H
TS WA XA 77 32, P40 T MDAE SR Gert A BVR BE 4 S) 5 iR IR B . RS, IR T B AT AS
IR 2% B AN [R] 432K, A A4 5 I Ao W AN [ £ A3 AN [ ) B 2 B, B — sE i 938 7).

BEREHE XA S0, W 2 W 3R T AN R PP 7 VR SR E AT R Pérez-Pelo5 A VAT Yang 25 A
BT T S A AN SR, R RV SR T 2 ANBER, AT TR VTG T R T R A X G R R .
Su %5 N PP — B A DRI 9k LU 2, 12 HE B 45 & AR R VP A H b 15 0 10 B B vk, DAL B A THT FR VR A
Lancichinetti 25 A P MBS £ FE ok XKD BE 52 7 J0lt, S %0 70 3 R B AR (G ME MR, B L3R T 4 X A%
YL ) BRI AV AR RE 77, B 90N 02 0] DA 2 B VR HE 2 SR PPl 500 5 BRI A L AR (AT Z2 B, AT A B0 5t
RALTTIA).

gi b, R H BT V20T 7038 38 AN R A AL DR B0 . S PP Al F8 A, (ETI SR B Z 1 %o Rk X 45 G0 OS'S-
DSN HIHRFME AT, ik = — AN A TVE AL 2 B pk DR AN = 2 25 4 DX U0 (1 2 v
2.3 AXENEE

W 25 5 2 PP 8% 4 XKL 0 A58 PRI AN BT e, A 7 N DR AR HH T 22 Fh B0 SR R X — Bk . D PPl A B LI
SR, R ST AR U T VE R G T

Granell 25 A U i 22 Fob 0552 AR 55 9 48 1A B 8%, R T — i3 P PO SEE S0 42, DUEERIE 0 A SR A (X
R P . Wang 25 A PP T — AN TR i TRD I8 R0 248 BOREAETHE SR, T El A A R Sh A5 4 (X 4 H 1 5
. Lancichinetti 25 A Pl 0o B THAOEMER], R T 2 Rk KA I 7 325, DA Sk A v i P R B 280K

DX ) AR A E P 488 23 b R R S0 e T B e R v R R A, Ao L b B AR T 4 PR B AR 2 4 A XA
DU A 280 3 O T 0 e B AR AT VAN, I B SR AN A iR R T R — W EL bR . A TR, 1
T B S S I SIZ R 4% 52 2 35 v 5 S B B, (L AN R AR IX 4 R A e 12

FE S HEUENIE (41 LFR #28Y) BEARE PPl R MR 7 I K 4E 1 EEAE A, ] 5E 0L 7 i R B 24 X A3



4 HAR AR wrrnd oo e

AL ARG M O B BT ST 0 A B ERRAT GN AT LFR, Horh LFR JEHERRIAE GN SRR 1
Bt b, I\ T B3 A Rk DU R R A, SEIU S LS 48 AR AE ; 2 1 GN BEHE SR LFR 7R TR
I TE T3 I BOR R, E T GN SRR BT 5, BT AT 1 s 4 0 22 R A 1) EL T A A+ DCRUSEAR 24, T A2 2% I 2% FRO R I
FEJRE () A 43 A B, A LS 48 HARRAE, TR A 3t DX 43 A X RT3 2 TRV O 6295, 17 LFR 445 T 5832
Wik 5. K, 16 LFR JEMERIR rh, A i SEVA I SR L 5 BT U 2 M0 2R, SCRF PRI A R R R 2%, 3
A TR . 2T BRI, FATAE LFR JEAERR R A SO XA I A R AE AR, 5 st S a4 1
AR I &5 R A7 LR, JF B 7 R U S RS A B il

LA, B S (R 75 A B (K 51N, A DR Ak A DRI 77 42 1 5 A e 7390 1) 5 1 270, B 0B 4R
B} OSS-DSN A XS I 1 32k, 5 VA 2 7 4 T ) VAR RE 2, DASEE 7 24 A X 28 5 4 el R (1 22 FEAL Bk k.

3 BREREENWESHEF

AFIANAT OSS-DSN L XA P22 1 M A 4« A v B SE SR P
3.1 ELHREERHNE

0SS Compass (FFIREFRFEN) £ E N L EFHFEASEBEFG AT G, FF GitHub. Gitee ZFLE 1
G IFIRDH PEAL, BHALEURAE. BRI AR AR AN L R # %, OSS Compass JFR T H I
AL RPN, BT g s, vl LUB T GitHub MR HEHIH 77 APT EHRIGEE, SRIFEHR I Btk A T
F7 OSS-DSN F#EAT I UENR, FA12% 0SS Compass Fr FeVE R GitHub b #5458 A7 AR M i IR 5 B 6 28
E L SRS A GitHub M5 ICEL T ik 2259 AN 2023 45 5 H-2024 4E 5 AT issues PR 4% H ¥,
TERT A SRR

BURTFE AT b, KER B SIME T E 4255 issue Al PR BIEHL, P24 — 2 KM X AT A, (HREASCE L
A DX AN B3 090 R AT N, ATV 7 5o P R O I e, LA N P T R, R A SoAT e B kAT X
Bk, #R3% GitHub #: X A%, bot F A 2 A P 1) type B4, B8 75835 2 8. & bot ARiR, RILARYEIX — ML)
HeBR 46K 2 401 bot 1K 5

WeAh, BT AR SCEAR A IR L — 4, 73— 2T B E D) B 8] P9 8 R 8 1AL IX AT B, S /542 OSS-DSN
SR A K. N GitHub _E T H ChromeDevTools/devtools-frontend, & — 3.2k star A1 326 P oiERE ITLH,
B3 2023 4E 5 H-2024 4E 5 A, #:XAT AR D, UF 19 4> PR, 34 issue, M1 H AR & LS R ERA TR A1
ST, Gl bot T . KFERTUEH HEBR G, AR T 1997 ANE. ZEHEEML T 767982 4 issue. PR, H
1180364 > comment, S 3L & 277530 N .

FEFFIR A5 E v, JF & 3 T Lot 2 Ry AT A2, B B R B RIS IR TR B DL issue FI
PR i i B S, (ES bR A R A DS 3 TR T B B I R B TR B Ak, AN 7 22 SOk [31], SRR FFIRAR
G R issue A1 PR HBIERIF R E Z RIRIAZRAR. BRI S, HWNIFRKE S5 T [F— issue 8¢ PR A7
W, WA 2 IMAZIE— A8 B, BT IR T R #2387 3 S, BATN AR KA B — NP R#H
ML, RRN—DMIRERE G =< V,E,W >, i v &1 848, RRIEITKE; ERIUE, RRTFREZIE
(MAC FBERE, T W IR E, FoRTTF R & Z B SRR, AL 2 511 issue 1 PR 0. AT A0 48 F4  J7
PSS IUA BT P R R
32 WRGE

IS VR 3 EALE HLSE OSS-DSN B4 A MG MIE ik X EIRE S PGREE S iR ks
AR LB EAS R AR, BOR AR MCEETESE 3.1 T UL, & AN ZS MG 7 VATESS 6 T AU i, AT R ENHE L
B WERHE D HTIRFREE S P BIE LB R IR R A

(1) OSS-DSN {45 73 47

BT issue £ PR M7 OSS-DSN, FATE 26 75 B A FL W 4 Rp ik, FEAR I ) 48 e P gk A7 3 — 25 LU B R0 3



RIEW F AR RRA FH LA AP AL R A AR 5

WEFE AR T M TR SR S 3R 1 P, IXSEHR AR BE S T B BA TR EEAF OSS-DSN, S5 HAtl 452 R 2 AN
[F] (¥ 45 R RFAE, FRARIE SR AR A B LFR SRR AL P A pli s U 45,

XK1 FHT4H OSS-DSN (T8 #7 J Hothik

Fehr ik
AR AFHOSS-DSNHF & (I R S/ NI i dE:

gy COROSSDSNIRCR. RONRITE T M, DR G SHL 1 MR 3P T e 26

(1910, T I 4 EL S R KA A7)

i (clique) B ECRE, Uh K OSS-DSN BB B TR NI AN 7, BN B ME A2
AR R R 20 0 A0 2 I B R (B A BB T

et i — AN AR R AN N 245 o ) B L B R

R UREHIR, B TR A

i o 4 31 2 AL B K B 2, T T 2 IO, B0 2 [ A
TR K o2 7 15 AT 2 1 B L e T 1 P T

BE X &6 o O 5 AT BRI SR I LU 2R, B i R Y 2% IR I B R S
W 24 ek IR 28 &5 FAT 7T B =1 st 0 ) 52 381 PR 5 T, 78 0 X 48 o i o il A o 1) K R

(2) *E KR53

AW FCVEAY T 2 Al dF HL AN E B DA I Sk H PR R, X BLIE R RO 2 ML, SATR B LR 2.
®2 BAAFEMET AL DRI i

WXEHEE R ik i 1) 42 2% $id
Girvan-Newman™' O (m?n)  Smi BB BLA Bl A BRI ALK, T BEHALARAL
TP Lowain™  O(anlogn) 1 PR AL AR AL DRIE 5S4 DR U 02
CNM" O(nlog?n) sl ey ik L BB AL, 38 TR/
i 61 s T B AL S A AR ANTS A OAL X AR PR, & 2R
pEmg TR EM (%) s s e 2k
HTFEES AGDL"" O(n?)  BLERE P BEA t BE A AR P/ ST 18] (3 9
" LPA®  Om) ﬁggﬁggﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ¢%ﬁ%%MAﬁ%ﬁ
_\i:/ ‘/ nﬂ\»%é}}'&\‘w S L - 2 A
T K Eigenvector!”) O(n3) ﬁ;g;ﬁgr;gggiﬁ%igﬁ/i’ I AT X 45 (1 4R 4
R kecliquel™ o(z") igiﬁgﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁg%ﬁZﬁ%ﬁaﬁWﬁ&%?
GEs  ETFPEmEs  SLPAY O(m) iy JRHARA e 6 B002E, FOVF 2R % X (1
fe ik DEMON*!  O(nd?) 5 FARA R I R R, S8 A R A AL X 25
TR E  LEMON™ OGkm)  —Fi I T2 JZ M4 Tk X Rl % J2 B AP B
. Infomsp™ Oy —FHiE BIERE RIS, S B Bl DL (5 B ORI

R JERAR AL X S5

EREERR SRS, BATE S5 T IEFFE T EFE NetworkX (https:/networkx.org/) Al CDIib (https://cdlib.
readthedocs.io/en/latest/) HH& AL SB[ DR G925, 3% 4 g i 1 st W AL, VR oG 1 28 Fiord IR 9%,
& H AT BT 2 WEVESR G Ieah, AT S AT 5T 4 A (R AR A 8, AH DG BE IR T ad I A
# (https://github.com/sanglide/benchmark _community detection_in_OSS) FRHX.

(3) PPAhifE bR

DA 2 20 P 8% 23 B v (00 TP A8, HG BB R I 5 (4 s R 0 s T R R L AN
RV RS, SR BE ORI (R A DX R T DX 5 SO B AT RO M, BF T (TR T 2 A b Y Sk B LA X 0 T &


https://networkx.org
https://cdlib.readthedocs.io/en/latest/
https://cdlib.readthedocs.io/en/latest/
https://github.com/sanglide/benchmark_community_detection_in_OSS

6 BB oo e b g e

REEFEAR KB AW (1) AR DR bR T8 T B AL DR I 50, iRl & 2L, (2) #E XIPAl FE Ax:
FE DA AL X S5 (ground-truth) R, At I 45 SR 5 S SEAA IR DL RO RE L. A DRI P04 9 b 22 FE b, W
FON G CLHE HH 2l st D VR SR B Ak XA T S5 SR B 95 1 AR SR 3 T b A XA 0 5 SR AT PP A

R3S ATEHEERRIRA 9 MY H LI TR

HEESME ALXEAES BRI fabi Jik
A odulapigyt#59 AL DX Py B 0 5 BEBLISI A L IO L, 12 P T
ERBHE y A DX 45 4 B R B
- community scorel®? LTI IRIZE (6, HRAR AL DX PRS0 1O 55 FEA 4L X
Y HEAT V5
- cpart™ GEA R 1 TR AN, MR 4 X SRR
k A
omificancel®  PPIREBIBIIALDC 22 551 b 055, AL 4L X
1 I, £ 4 5 BTG B AT H R
o T s TSGR, R KA SR AR
urp LLi MR
- permanence™ BRI MR AL IR ILESE, VA 1 A AL K P
fasett
ETHYL  communitudel®  FEDCEEIOMERBIAT — T RS AR 1K
i B R
EREE g flex™) flex EFEMRALHEX P i1 P 30300 5 B 3R 2K R K
- Fl-score®®” JE ISP A DX 20 TC RS B R AN A B RO Al S
T L W = R R 0 0 [X 245 4 L5 0 S X 85440 2 1) A A
Y, & T AR A X
s it S B X 5 B IThRAEHET L, B R MK
purtly 4 [
% . Frmeasure™ SIS DX 43 b ORI R 4 ] B 2 B
FEBIL e RIS S U 47 0 1 E 3 e A R A oA
AR S 2 e R £ LR, R B 0 AT P B
R A VI LT LSR5 8, AR X 45 4 2 1] (B B
AL WA o1 SR 2 8] 3t IR B, A 4 X 2 o 1 o6 A R

FEFCSEE ) OSS-DSN A, k2 58 TS24k XSS MI IR HE T 5 (ground-truth), a2 U, LS 1 FF (1 2%
Hh, JCIEARE A E SO e — R A X, DRI T AP A XGRSO W LE B 5. 8 T R X
— R, FATHE S PR IR (1) T SRS X T B S B OSS-DSN, FRATTHE A [F] 4% DR 53K 1) 5
RHIEAENSH, FVPM AR HIEZ R AR, W SR — ANk 5 HA SR By S — 2k, WISz 5k BAT
B . (2) B T M 48 S0 JRATTICHE 55 4 7R3 A0 L9 OSS-DSN 5tk 8] LFR FEAR AL 2 Az pli
JE I 2%, FEE S AT A DRI S 6, AR (I RT A BAT FOSRAB A 45 2R P BOSEAR  Fi A R RAE AL X AGHIN 5
SRR, ZARAR UL Tt DRI 25 SR -5 TSR A5 SR A AT BIRE BZ, dRSRHL b1 0 T B A DX e 5t SR P ey

4 OSS-DSN W45 5 th

RATIEIE S 1 AT HIFE AR, 4T ELS R OSS-DSN {45 3 [ 2B 43 1) 8 RQ1, 7 F X Se4E PETE S 6
7 et PR A N % AT DR A
4.1 OSS-DSN By#mfPMEE

WA 1(c) £F4 power law I EE IHHIR B R, K8 #1385 W48 o 1P 3 BE AR FRAE 0-6 2 0], ] LA H
TER 2 HOSAT R A 10 H Hh, TF 38 A58 00 268 R0 25 P A0y A A e o A, 32 WA L LG TObR FERR I, BT i
o T, TR 2 B0 R D . T R RO A I R A X — R e T AT AT DA LR v X 25 A5 4



RFWN F: AFITFRIAC AT LA AR

TFREALAZ WSS, P55 BA — SRR SCHR (2] R THETT R 80% AT 2L
R A S 5 H L,

W) 2464 7k X A4 H B AT 7

BEERI /M O- KA
y, AT 47 85 RAIW) & . 3X —FpiE R W] OSS-DSN H W4 24 35 $h 45 1 A B s i 7= b

(EHEAE, IR N SN [R5 — R M 2% AT A i v LA G 95 1, I 59 P R 4R 19X 2% rh A0 5
AT RE 20 A DX R P AR AR R O, A% T R (KBS T AT RE 2 S B0kt DX 5t B Ab, ZRp it 1 AT TAT BL
A LFR & R A5, OSS-DSN, HPRRFIERE LA 6 T rhidt— i 0.
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(d) clique & 7AiM EEE () BUE /A /MR EFE] (O HFMEE LA

1 5 R BE R 7 A AT R 28 A

Wk 1) HAMEBR LR PR, R R B AR W], K2 BT r B A& (0 R A SRR, (BRI By
JEE B B A A I 5 v 1 B LR L X RO, R OSS-DSN HA — & 1) Ja il [X 454y, (FLIX e 4 [X 2 [ () i 42
FEANKE B B IR, A5 /D80 KA R 2% v, TR2E AR R, AR WA A3 I (0 DX 5 ). A 0 296 5 R 75 T, B AR A
[RIAFFE R ORI, (BT IRAFAE KB BUR IV AR IE R, R OSS-DSN Z5 K JF AN i 2 583 . A, 00 2% ot
368 A APPORE LA s B RN DR FF I BE (WA5 S A 4E . ) IURES). SKER A OSS-DSN KL fabr
HEIE 0.9, R H A RE /1 E0R, BAESZ BB TH0, thRe4ERF R AR S5 MR BE.

B A v Bk DORURE DL SRR DX 3, (IR 65 B BB AR R R Ak X A/ s SRS 1 A X T gk =
IERAIHLULIE I, TR AL DX H BA S BRI H S AAZ R . X5 SRR T R R B 2R A, R
TR P BA B 3R e il 8 AR O R 1 VA 2%, i K R BBV A RO R AR AR A =) 43, [
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B T B R R 22, A A 7 B T A R L U
4.2 PGS

rR LA K2 R 4 40T F A% oM A O B R 4 Y ) M B . E AR B AT LA B
AT Xt 0 268 P S AR, G i ST s 5 B A ) 9 4 v e T 2 e L 2 ) g 4 R (A S X 4+ 1
AT AT 2 AR AL, B 1 s N 4 R R AR PR ANRFAE (a2t SRR ), 5 BRI I 46 £ . R L
Ry a1 FE AR bR AT - BT 0P (closeness centrality), 7 & — AN 15 i B AT 55 AP IBE B A 20, B AR
WX 4% R A5 B A SR A PO (betweenness centrality), & — /N5 552 5 E 2 HAh T S EER 2 L, A
TR a5 T A X4 v B S BEHR AL R AE 7 2 P01 (eigenvector centrality), B 5T 4R JE 0 B S AS B
S 3 R A, L0 R gt . 4 vt P R S DR 3R A0 22, 1 e B R B A A R L i LI A R 3R
U PO R BB AR T B AR AT B R A S I8 AR K RN [ I 4, N R BT O M R
R

JE S 2 N TUMASE O SR K E (shortest path length) AT S B G X LR Rm 548
B0, T AN A1 4 8040 T R 7 A8 B 2 Ta) (R AR S P, R? (coefficient of determination, R 5E #30) £ 4t H T
o & A AR B AL EE I FR b, RORIRAR & (V) AR R REY A AR (X0 MBI AL R FEVETEEN [0, 1],
R = | T sE LA B, Fra S0 s T e REZE b (B8 0), RZ R? = 0 Ron BBl 58 & oL iR R AR i
(RS 5 (SR T ST v). IR SCE 2 WL, OSS-DSN HAE7E B 55 vt P . 4 AE 1) B b oo ik 5 1
HEZ 2RI R (R? = 0.96), KW OSS-DSN B B3 12 R A, /DB 5578 W 4 il M Fnsg ) 3 77 Thi
RAE T EEEH.

PR —#EIX P, 45 A ) OB B, RO BT (R A T B TR s . IhAh, B AU B i3, AR X A0y
MO MR RE RARBOB K. W, REAE R E RO AP OSBRI R RO R. BRI, 18
S 357 AR R P X 8 F T RO ) o P 2R I TR YT I R AT AR E T AR T A% LA L 4,
T o 1 7 W) R A P 48 T P M e s, T30 2400 R 0741 o5 FE R AR T X 486 o, AERARFAE i b o % 1 A
281 O A P T BT T R, TR ARSI ) SR R AR, T ARG 1 A o U B R D B s RO SR R
30, MBR T2 5 BOR R G DN T-35) 3 120 TR W o O 4 A 7 8 30 D) 0 0 P AR 8 1 A5 2k U THT A 1 OB .

XFF OSS-DSN 1 &, HI /7 Z 1A AS AR AT f& ELAEAS TN AN (A1 A8, Un7E [F] — issue BX PR T B4R & PF
W, DRI o9 % 5 2 B HH A PO PR s (R R (RO, AN B A 10 L 9% BRRE P82 A ), SRR T00 L I R s
R A RIS B (TG R B, 7 T B 2 I ER ) RAT S5, DRl OSS-DSN 5 R 3LH A% 0o-Fh 45 44, Hh
OV MESE R T IX SR SCEE FH P, GBI TR B T R B R 1 B B 4 T B0 AR 1 K S .

4.3 B RILR I 8 x4t X A A S0

TE AL 2 P 46 R A — S X 24 B R 4 S - DX R0 435 SR 72 A o o, 51 95 37 A AR AN o R R A B0, FRATT A0
XA FE A 2k L TR IR, AT T A TR R A DX e 1 e R 00 BV F S i
43.1 BRAAIG

BRI SR TR 5 B AL 2 5 B R, R R A B R — I SR, RGN EER S B
BB, X T —ANEE m AN (clique) BIMEE (FEREANER AT SR B4 F B), SiEZ MR p
EBHRME P, (k) = [(k= DNV 3 L 45 2 2, 2 R A8 35548 (percolation transition)™” .

A XA BEE N, kF RN RE RS EUE, W0 RAZ B A2, 7T HE 2 W R Hh 5 i DG I 53 G )
SR B3 RN T kAEXTREE W2 AL X U R R0, D T B A R T AT SR, FRATIE R T — AR /N 1 I
E, B AR X 285 (1S4 D056 6.3 . ZE %ol b, 4% 1) oAt g AR ), 35 s 800 m = 26, S R/ m = 23, 3
% p = 0.163, HAAKI M BEHE O = 0.958, FELEAI PRI FIREEE 0, = 0.921, FIE Y k BUARFEIE RS, 41X
AR B B4 T 22 5. 2 k BEINE, P, (k) [OE AR B3 K, I Rk 5 AU 1) 1 75 2 50 o () e R
A ReTE R BT .
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TEFLSEH F OSS-DSN B SR IGIGHIE 1, VBRI T AU 50N k=2 (1797 ANTH) k=3 (148 NI H).
k=4 (17ABE) M k=5 @5 ME). N 17T EBER 5P SRR 2 B A4, AR k=4 1AK%
RSH. BT IR/, B SRS B A =T s 20 (8] 96 R 2 R i o 45 45, e rp— AN LR B 2 43 1 R PR )
(resolution limit).

432 SrHEERRHIING

43 1 R PR A1) g A PR AR B AR AR AR I A X R, SRR R AN T4 VI (L ARSI 50) X, S8UME
DX R A TR R I R AR FE R K1) T A B s, DR LMK 4 R 11 8 i RS = 4 . b e SCRT e, IX A4
DX 00 P9 S TR 5 158 300, 5% 45 4 DR 0025 A B PR e R A R 00 ) 2% 114 P 41 kA O

G 3 2R PR A A DR ) — AN B PR, R A 8 P 3 T B DAk i v e B e R R A Ak
17 T FF /N B X CASRAS T e PR B B 79 4, RO 36 /N 4 IXZE 4 0 LA 75 I 1 S BR, T R e 4 R 9.
Tl SR 1) 52 1) 28 S A RAGE B AR L 1) B PR SR, 5 0T A B P 48 AR L 5 o % w24l AR B/ R A X S i
FE Quingte T Qpairs» I LAIWTASI LR FE A0 A0 I AR v 2 5 22 BRI A R SL R4 X . AR A= T

2 1
Canse == =1 +2
o gL 2
b mm-1)+2 n

AR A (1) A1 (2), AT 3k 53 3% 26 BRI %, A ZTRAIE Quingte > Opaies BV & m(m—1) +2 > n. 7E 1997 A
TUH 1, 1874 AT H I 2 Quingie > Opairs » 20 W FAL XA I AN 52 43 Hr A IR R 0w, 10 53 N300 H BT S8 b A A
B REN. LI REW, HT AW TGN OSS-DSN 7EHEAT 4 XAZI T, 4 9 R PR H sz, #—
SEESE K W], OSS-DSN 32 73 4 PR R 8L/, AN RIS HRE 2 004 X R 23 IR S A St 25
4.4 FARIEE RQ1 HIEZ

25 ERTR, FATEIZ AR B RQL. OSS-DSN I T5 H 4458 I 2% 55 P 3l 9 4 58 WX 28 A7 1E (2 35 72 5, IR 4
DG 59 PO R L. 3K A X 48 ER /N RIABE 5 0 2 (e XRS5 A PO B2 (0 4 X AL A AR [ T K 2 v
ML, OSS-DSN BAF K& HO LI /M F L8R, 0 I SR IO, BEAh, AT B IR R AN 45 7F
PRI S PR T RT3, FFIRE T G A S A UL BT B S AR W4 b A R i BB I 4%
HEZAEM, R T /N R B 2[RIk, 7E OSS-DSN - fifi 4 XA I SRy i, 7 A3 AR At St b R S
(A, T I3 P G 4, DASRAS S5 B A AL R

5 ESCHRE OSS-DSN &R A4

TEARTT R, FRATTIE I VP XA I SRV 7E S St R OSS-DSN - BB R Bl RQ2.

W 4 iR, BATR L T AR E R szt 5 OSS-DSN RIS 3. SLiEE 47 I A 5 b 1a) 52 2% B — %,
SR, TESEBRMNZS Hh, RGBS 3G I — 4 ad, T2 m (HIEK, ff Girvan-Newman 535 1 RUR B, BLAL, P
AR UHEZE (inner standard deviation, &5 A Inner Std.) RN 7E T AN H4E £ 1P IE 2 81, /N0 H £ 2 REAT
bR HE I 22, 52 B 22 KIS AT I BEALYE R, TR RRVE 22 (standard deviation, {54 Std.) £/R AN H1E £ Kig
AT Ja WP Y38 AT I I RR R 22, IR T REAKT S 47 I 8] () .

F 4 AREFEX AN SR RE LG

(€]

(@)

Bk Ff 18] (ms) Std. Inner Std.
Girvan-Newman®"! 9323.96 115764.83 82.06
Louvain® 4.19 11.68 0.30
CNM™ 55.75 407.38 1.98
EMPS 799.36 14140.98 34.78

AGDLP" 13.26 119.89 1.42




KFEW F: RET R CRTT A A IR 25 49 7E KA AR AT T 11

R4 AFRFEXAE LR PERELLE (4

Bk Ff 18] (ms) Std. Inner Std.

LPAPY 2.38 5.14 0.16
Eigenvector!"”! 31.00 484.89 1.55
k-clique®™ 25.67 466.01 1.10
SLPAM! 23.11 60.98 2.30
DEMON™" 21.57 61.40 2.59
LEMON™! 236.10 285.73 21.92
Infomap™*”! 19.47 17.83 427

5.1 JEESBHXEM
51,1 FET R ITAE

B (modularity) 22 A PPAl 8 bm 3 R4 A 7 3 =l 28 8 A DX Rer 0 S50 ) Ll A 4 i

N 4(a) FizR, # X184 (community score) 3B Infomap Al LPA ] LI H K 47 A4 X 4584, T GN Al
AGDL 7EX J7 % 55. Louvain. Eigenvector F1 CNM P REAR X o (R H i & EAK T Infomap A1 LPA, {H4H
25 B i B KB R Q3 {E % ). Surprise significance Fl communitude $8 A7 ¥ 45 S 55 B — B0 AR X 2L 45 4%,
FTATRIL EM B BIRIE .

=spart ecommunitude =modularity = community score =significance = permanence msurprise
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o (a) IFFEBFILEIERELLEL
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204t | 06 §
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(b) EARGLENERE LA
4 AFE DI R F M e HL R, B SHE AR bR

MR FEAB B3 12K &, Louvain Fl Infomap FL A B PR RS 1553, BRI AT P SE, T EM B T8
1390 R, B ABAR MBI, Spart & —ANEE T AU EARAR, T 5 BT mU R AR X4 X R4 # 1 5T
k. AGDL. Infomap F! LPA figfi% 58 47 #h 28 FE 5 o (1 EE B0k, 3R 50 B 4L X, X e s 0l H %0 BB\ R A 48
$7& X. Louvain, CNM A Eigenvector [ IHE i —%, 1 GN F1 EM Rz 2.

permanence TaF A5 T B 1T SUTEAL DX N I K2 B2, 2470 sl v 1A A0 B T B s )4 IX i, B 8 R
permanence(v) = —1. AGDL. Infomap. LPA Fl GN 7EbiEAR LRI R 4T, H K2 Louvain. Eigenvector Al CNM,
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1M EM JUMSE 1) T R BV 28 0 R B ) /N AL X

Ak, AGDL Hi% [ B A & permanence HURAEHREE, 32 /& AT SEH TR L X I R, (HAEIX
Z A1) S BR AT AN IE M. X R WAL X AT REAFAE — @ PR A B 2, Bl 4 DX 00 AN P i S X 5 H T A
FAASEHE AR Rk XA VAN A o 1) SR BR P, DR e mT B E VAT HE permanence S BRIAANRLEE YT St X AR (S B
5.1.2 BBEIEIGIE

5 IR T AR E S AL RN EE P IAE S R, B — T i e AR EUE 2 K, FE 5 B AU R R Ak B B bR e 22,
T br B B v U8 A S0 2 TR A A X — S ko, AR 3E 2 5, AGDL F EM T bR (B A XK, (B8, FES
et DR T 595 i 45 B 6 T HE s R A — B0 4R 32 Louvain 5 CNM. LPA Al Eigenvector 28 515k i) — B M .

K5 ARE B DI O S SR IR UE S

Bkl k2 purity F-measure F1-score RI ARI NMI VI
Louwvain __ 0.63(0.21) 0.72(0.15) 0.80(0.18) 0.9 (0.21) 029 (0.25) 0.51(0.23) _ 1.76 (0.80)
LPA 0.81(0.19) 0.84(0.13) 0.81(0.19) 0.73(0.18) 0.41(0.26) 0.56(0.24)  1.36 (1.04)
Infomap  0.75(0.21) 0.79(0.15)  0.83(0.18)  0.65(0.21)  0.35(0.26)  0.52(0.25)  1.66 (1.13)
GN AGDL 0.93(0.12) 0.84(0.12) 0.55(0.21) 0.67(0.19)  0.23(0.23) 0.35(0.28)  1.08 (0.53)
Eigenvector  0.61 (0.21)  0.71(0.15)  0.76 (0.20)  0.59(0.23)  0.30(0.28)  0.51 (0.25)  1.83 (0.90)
EM 0.56 (0.21)  0.63(0.15)  0.33(0.14)  0.53(0.20) 0.16(0.19)  0.29(0.17)  2.62(1.01)
CNM 0.58 (0.22)  0.69 (0.17)  0.80(0.19)  0.59(0.24) 0.31(0.28) 0.53(0.25)  1.79(0.88)
LPA 0.87(0.13)  0.76 (0.13)  0.69 (0.18)  0.68 (0.21)  0.35(0.26)  0.58 (0.26)  1.60 (0.77)

Infomap  0.89(0.12) 0.82(0.12) 0.80(0.16) 0.79(0.18)  0.52(0.29)  0.71(0.24)  1.19 (0.81)
AGDL 0.96(0.07)  0.67(0.13)  0.42(0.21) 0.48(0.20) 0.14(0.19)  0.30(0.26)  2.07 (0.76)

Lowvain o envector  0.77(0.15)  0.79(0.13)  0.71(020) 083 (0.12)  0.53(0.25) 0.68(020) 160 (1.04)
EM 0.66(0.15)  0.65(0.12)  034(0.14)  0.76(0.12) 0.32(0.20) 0.45(0.16)  2.64 (0.96)

CNM 0.79(0.15)  0.82(0.13)  0.79(0.17) 086 (0.11)  0.59(0.25) 0.74(0.19)  1.29 (0.92)

Infomap _ 0.86(0.14)  0.86 (0.12) _ 0.85(0.16) _0.79(0.17) _ 0.52(0.29) _ 0.70(0.23) _ 1.15 (0.91)

AGDL  095(0.10) 081 (0.14) 0.40(0.23) 0.65(020) 021(026) 035(029) 1.61 (I.11)

LPA Eigenvector  0.67(020) 0.72(0.13)  0.61(0.22) 0.64(0.22) 0.30(025) 0.52(027)  1.85(0.83)
EM 0.62(0.18)  0.66(0.13) 032(0.18) 0.63(0.20) 0.21(0.20) 0.36(021)  2.54 (1.01)

CNM 0.65(023)  0.71(0.15)  0.65(021) 0.64(0.24) 031(0.25) 0.55(027) 1.7 (0.78)

AGDL 096 (0.08) 0.78(0.15) 040(027) 0.60(021) 021(027) 034(029) 1.87 (1.18)

nfomgp FIESTVEC0r 069(018)  074(0.13) 063024 071(0.19)  036(027)  0.59(0:24) 182100
EM 0.64(0.16)  0.66(0.13) 032(0.17) 0.70(0.16) 0.26(0.22) 0.42(020)  2.52(1.03)

CNM 0.70(020)  0.75(0.14)  0.67(0.23) 0.72(0.21) 0.39(0.28) 0.63(0.25)  1.62 (0.89)

Eigenvector 049 (0.15)  0.63 (0.13) 074 (0.16) 0.4 (0.19) 0.12(0.16) _ 0.27(025) _ 2.24 (0.76)

AGDL EM 0.51(0.19)  0.62(0.17) 0.43(024) 046 (0.19) 0.06(0.12) 0.16(0.17) 2.58 (1.17)
CNM 045(0.16)  0.59(0.14)  0.73(0.16)  042(0.20) 0.11(0.15)  0.27(0.24) 231 (0.71)

Eigenvector EM 0.69(0.15) 0.64(0.11) 035(0.13) 0.76(0.13) 033 (0.21) 0.47(0.16) _ 2.63 (0.95)
CNM 0.84(0.14)  0.83(0.13)  0.75(020) 090 (0.09) 0.66(0.25) 0.76(0.18)  1.30 (1.04)

EM CNM 062(0.12) 0.65(0.11) 041(0.13) 0.77(0.13) 035(021) 048(0.16)  2.58 (0.89)

52 EEMHXEN
521 BT AL R PEAL
LY, Q1. Q2. Q3. Q4 (BN IU 41 %) K & M/NBIKEE S 4 #5%, 40 IR 25% 50% 75%-
100% 437 £URIME; min A max AR EOE 1 55 ME AT B AE (7 BT R HR 7E & BEVE Bl A 1 e/ 5 i R A
F 4(b) MFELEIE AT LUE H, AN EE 10 B bn BB AN R 20 A, G 8 P (B0 o, IF B LI IR R IR .
Flex /& — /MR B HE X N i KA BB M T b, AN 2 R AN X 1R R KR SLPA BBEE SN
Q1. Q2 Al Min 1&, KI5, M LEMON tH5 R 17K I, 1M k-clique F1 DEMON KRNI — . X35 hr BT
FE DRI SR ) R 1, R PG A B9 3@ A [ A 4% 5 R R B R R 7. — A T R TG M O SR T DU s B
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AT L 1) 35 £ 1 45 o 8 R T R 4%, SHds I AN T P [X A AT 45 44

REER R A B 4128 W 2% HP AR X R0 R AR, A T 4L X N S AR T BN ) R FR . BN P
B P 7R BIRAE S AU B B R R & AL X S5 A0 2 (RIS T R AP SR Rt VAN RE RS TR0 P 3 S5
FEREIIAL X, I B PR L4k X 5 A AL X R 453 FR, A2 00 A M 7 B A ol 1 A i ki or. 7R 4(b) Fos
4 FPELHp, SLPA 75 BRI X KI5y A, T k-clique PRI 45T 2 U ME AR T LA vk
522 BBEIEIIE

F 6 iR T H B XA LI BAE S R, I br a4 K FE 5 B EUE (e bast B A bR %) K. R )
i bR 0 e 0 I BBV 2 1A PR (X — B MR RGR. HRE % 6, Bk DEMON Al k-clique %03 & BRI A X B — 5 HIARBL
PEAN, FAth E B A ORI 0925 2 ) ) — B A

* 6 FEBALXR IS FIRI RS R

L Hp2 Fl-score (o)1 NMI_MGH NMI_LFK
SLPA 0.35 (0.24) 0.04 (0.07) 0.03 (0.05) 0.04 (0.07)

k-clique LEMON 0.36 (0.23) 0.02 (0.06) 0.01 (0.04) 0.02 (0.06)
DEMON 0.90 (0.20) 0.70 (0.32) 0.58 (0.37) 0.70 (0.32)

SLPA LEMON 0.41 (0.28) 0.11 (0.26) 0.10 (0.26) 0.11 (0.26)
DEMON 0.39 (0.22) 0.04 (0.07) 0.02 (0.05) 0.04 (0.07)

LEMON DEMON 0.42 (0.22) 0.02 (0.07) 0.01 (0.04) 0.02 (0.07)

JRAS T NMI 2 5 2 AN T8 38 45 B AR — B I 4 L F8 A%, NMI.MGH AT NMI_LGH &3 T R #B ek 4= 7 45 44
RGBS B AR, A8 I R R s A R A 4 # (S AT IG5, AT 5 SR NMIT s AR sk
kA, JRHAE RS EIENIEAR B, NMI_MGH 1 NMI_LGH B i 2. /G TR — % NMI &R 5 %0 TS &
BRI AT FE BN AR E S A XA I SRE B 1, LAl 4 AT BE X E 0 (0 AR A UK.

53 MR RQ2 MEE)

25 FATIR, FRATH G T AR AL XA 3095, X OSS-DSN 3 et 7 BARE .

o b AR B DRI 53, Louvain A1 Infomap RBURLLE, AL R BRI m AORLR IS, HF Rl th
%4 X, 5 CNM. LPA M Eigenvector Ji A #H A A HERII—EME. M2 F, AGDL fl EM RIRZE, LK
AGDL 7 X 43 #1 X By A7 17— & R M.

o b T H B AL XA 7%, SLPA i s KA A ¥ 120 P B0 A RS 58 28 R BRI HH £, 1T k-clique AT LEMON
WA RIFRIL. SR, BBk DRI SRR AR I — B EUIK, DEMON 1 k-clique HHT HE BN ], FEA I X I
HH LA K 1) B B X SN o 1

AT TG B T AR DRI S92 1 P TS B, 4% OSS-DSN $e kB ik i B il

6 SR ERISKIEER

TEA R, FoAT M8 F B S fE 4 X 5 M & B 465K [F1 27 RQ3.
6.1 HIEEKMLE

BT 4 R 8 OSS-DSN $HE, &304 8 T LFR ik B9 LA i B B s4t X 45 K9 OSS-DSN
B L 2%, A5 B B v A 2 S 7 (5 A ARl e A AR DA I 8092, LFR BEuE IR N 3K 6- 4 XY
(planted ¢- partition model) fJ— M. - 73 X BERY POSNG BRIG0 - NS k ANTHS R4, SR1T, 76 LFR 7 B4
o BEAR O/ TS, FE ELT AU BN ] SRR B 2 T G TS X S OO, 5T A ) BE IR M R AR AT,
HABHON ©,, T X KM A0, HABEON ©,, X — 4R & 28 4 F7HX OSS-DSN ST

FRAVHRE B 1 (RS2 8e 45 SR AE € 7, FFAE AT G R A0 004 XA S5 5 7, A2 LFR REERE ) 55—
MNEESHGERE S u, A (3) Fis, B XN s SN RS ko (BB 541 XA S ) 5 H

%
&



14 AR AR wrrrdp xR G )

(R (1 LA
k;)ul

= 3)

FRAR A S, B < 1= P I, BERRAT RN X, JEoft mes 2 BRI (1, N 2 0 2 o 4 1 4

N
41, Lancichinetti 25 A B3y ff) 4t 8 B S LB/ T % * % <p< % i, A4 X AT AT BEAFTE, {EA TN e PR, 48
M, 2 n, < NI, p R IRE AT RE&IE T 1.

LFR & WM AT A RIRER w8, B2 5T OSS-DSN 1 5, B8N s BN AT H AN A] ],
BN R S AT I S B AN E R p . BATTH OSS-DSN SFIESET T Gevt 43 0r, F5 T HAG 10 43 A 2B ik
T—HBAAFRRMEN LFR M2, T 7E B SR gg b, SN ) p A8 % A, A4 T 10 HEE AN p
B LFR itk B, TR OR bR A5 S R S e . 52 Y 2% 1) 1 0.

BeAh, FRATER X B 2 T B EL B T Friedman 4656 Y A1 Nemenyi 4656 1 DUIE B 80922 1 1 6 22 18] & T A7 7E
BEE R XWMITEY A ES S TR, & T AN R RS AT BT Z 5 MR i R EdE.

N HEEANFEEAFSHRE N RIMREZE R, FATRHA Friedman #5037 42 7 2.3 7047, Friedman £
W — P TH2MAESHO %, HT AW 2GR (WA REEER SR E LR REHEERITE
EMZES. AR, EESMHXENEETEANFASH ¢ THRRIWE S fiw, B S B FRTEFR 1 Friedman 5%
p HNE 7. ESH XM EEEAF S o FRRRWE 6 Fin, TEARSE on FTHRIWE 7 iR, Bl 6 HA
[F 4845 ) Friedman 5 p {5 W3 8. 7 LUE VL L AIEAE BB VEE R (p<0.05), WAk, RESH on A N HIH
TEBE (& 7) (9 Friedman t5 p HIYN 0, XS T AR U AETE HIE B B B35 VR 22 5, L 3RATT 3 — 20
Nemenyi 3% 5 6 50 3E AT P 9 bb A, 3E— 25 20 T R L S50 06 A7 7E 22 7. Nemenyi #6560 38 1 71 50015 22 57 (critical diff-

erence, CD) 4T % H LK
k=)
CD=gq, N 4)

Hr, g, RFENTERIS T2 (studentized range statistic) HIIG FHE, k NEIEECE, N oA B8 S, B AE
P 2> CD, WA LM 22 57 15 2 10,

=o=CNM =e= Eigenvector =#=EM GN =e=Infomap =®=Louvain=e=[LPA

purity
Coooooooo~
O—=NWAUNAINOD
F-measure
OO0~
O WAUANNINOO

0.1 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0 0.1 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0
u u

(a) Purity (b) F-measure

F1-Score

COoCooo
S—wWwhuoawxoo

RI
COOoooooo—
o—iwhraaxioo

0.1 02 03 04 05 0.6 0.7 0.8 09 1.0 0.1 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0
u u
(c) Fl-score (d) RI

K5 ARE S XA EIEAEA R S8 u (5 GEEA 0.1-1) Tk fER I
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0.9 7
0.7 6
= 5
205 = ‘3‘ /
0.3 2
0.1 1
O I 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.1 02 03 04 05 06 0.7 0.8 09 1.0 0.1 02 03 04 05 06 0.7 08 09 1.0
“ u
(e) ARI (f) VI
1.0
0.9
0.8
0.7
= 0.6
205
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1
0
0.1 02 03 04 05 06 0.7 08 09 1.0
u
(g) NMI
K5 AR A XA EIRAEA R SH w B (EEDY 0.1-1) FHRIVERERIL (45)
*7 5 P[RR AR R SVE I AR #8 K6 AR LR
fabr Friedmanf i p (& fabw Friedmanf 46 p {8
NMI 0.0066 Fl-score 0.0029
purity 0.0062 NMI_LFK 0.0050
F-measure 0.0054 NMI_MGH 0.0029
Fl-score 0.0150 Ol 0.0050
RI 0.0115
ARI 0.0016
VI 0.0002
«o~ k-clique =~ SLPA ~+~ LEMON DEMON
1.0 1.0 ¢
09+ 09 |
0.8 F 0.8 F
0.7t w 0.7t
206} £ 0|
205} Z 83 -
D04t S 04}
a 03} Z 03¢}
02} 021}
0.1} 0.1}
O 1 I I i 1 1 1 X N N 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 I
0.1 02 03 04 0. 06 07 08 09 1.0 0.1 02 03 04 05 06 07 0.8 09 1.0
u u
(a) Fl-score (b) NMI _LFK
1.0 ¢ 1.0
0.9 0.9}
0.8 08|
T 0.7 0.7 F
% 0.6 0.6
10.5F 3505+t
E 0.4+ 04}
z 03} 03F
02+ 0.2+
0.1 0.1}
T ' ol :
0.1 02 03 04 05 06 0.7 08 09 1.0 0.1 02 03 04 05 0.6 0.7 0.8 09 1.0
)z u
(c) NMI_MGH (d ol

Ko HEEAXRMNEIRENFESE A GEBEM 0.1-1) T HPERERIL
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=o= -clique =e=SLPA LEMON DEMON

Fl-score
Soooooooo~
O—NWRAUAAQA0OD
T

NMI_LFK
cocoooooor
O NWAUNAAID0OO

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
on on
(a) F1-score (b) NMI_LFK

MR = S S e

[ Ot — =

NMI_MGH
coocoooooo-
O—=MNWAUOAIOO
o1
coocoooooo
O=MNWAUVUANOO

l.0 2‘0 3.0 4.0 5‘ 6.0 7.0 8‘0 9.0 l(l)O IIO 2‘0 3.0 4.0 5.0 .0 7.0 8.0 9b 1(‘)0
(QNMKMGH (5%1
K7 EEA XN S on 6 GEFDN 0.1-1) FHPERERIL
6.2 dEEE LFR ML P HIHE XA

K5 s RATINAR 1 Z 800 506 Rk g2, HoAt 2 O 4 42 & R — B, Hh 280 & 9 n=1000,
T, =2, max_degree = %, min_degree = 10. SR —8, Hu< % I, T SR RE A RO RO 485 51, e 5
JiT7R. S22 L FAR B LB (E AN R S E00E T R4 R — 80, RSERE AL S E o, Fl 1, 5.

7E Nemenyi £330 B9 3 )5 FUREE R b, NS, w6, o S SR AR B MAKCFRATSinid, HE X5 H
WG TR — 2 NS AREALE, B2 AR B ZVEACTHIE (p BV, IRYE 5 SCE 9 I LLELEE R, wT LA
2 4518 Infomap F1 Louvain &35 8T GN &k, HMhH k2 BGFEEM S, He KA BEEZER.

6.3 =& LFR M FHFE XN

— SR OB VR on B (FORE BN U KA BUE B N4 BAVES AR E Y p R on ZEUE
AT 20 LI ZE, ek T IR H P 2% LA T AN [R] 1Y) B 8 Ak DX A ik

K 6, BATIR T g 200 SR Rk i i, Hoth 2800 6122 S AR FF— 5, A S8 E N n=1000,
7, =3, 7, = 2, max_degree=80, min_degree=25, on=10, om=2, min_community size=20, max_community size=50. W&l 6
PR, ZIRGZH = 0.1 GRAE A RN B H WEME) I, P SR B R 47 EAE R 2, DEMON 5%
Ik BE R o 384 TR T i, 2% WY SHLGT A v VG 5 P52 P I 48 B UK. T LEMON SIRAE AN ) o (BT ORHF T A€ 1Y
PERE, FR B B A R k.

FETA IR S35, SLPA BUS 1 S S A ROCR, AR AR AN R I 2% 25 A R 0 R RAF (& M. IX 2845
SRR AR EAAR (1 X 2% R VA S RO PSS R

K7 i 3RATIE T on 22800 A Ok U EE I, FiAb S B0 6 AR B ORRE — B e S HORE N n=1000,
7, =3, 1, =2, max_degree=80, min_degree=25, u=0.1, om=2, min_community_size=20, max_community_size=50.
K 7 53R, I AN on ZEIFENAAN B2, R EAEA R BE T BA —E RfaENE.

{EAFER AL, k-clique AT SLPA SEIERIUEE, RV ENHEAR R FAF N BB BT XA ES. M52 10
FIZE 11 I ELEL, T DAAS Y BN &0 BRI R HE P Y SLPA = k-clique > DEMON > LEMON. H.Ht SLPA
k-clique TEA RIS 4. AFEEAR FHREBIME B EMZ R, M SLPA B3 T DEMON, k-clique 1 SLPA & E 1k
T LEMON.
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{HAHAE R, Lancichinetti % A B @3 g 1 S5 HUAH 5 L RN % PR FRATTIA g < % B, BT RE
DLSE AR, fEE 6 hATAE H, M < % i, SLPA It RE T k-clique, BRI ERATTEE X JUANHVE I e &4 7
A SLPA > k-clique > DEMON > LEMON.

#9 K5 AR FETRFRI) Nemenyi £55 p 8

o B NMI Purity F-measure Fl-score RI ARI VI

CNM vs. Eigenvector 1.40 NS 0.60 NS 1.00 NS 0.80 NS 0.00 NS - 2.20NS
CNM vs. EM 1.60 NS 1.80 NS 2.00 NS 2.20NS 0.60 NS - 240 NS
CNM vs. GN 3.00 NS 2.80 NS 3.00 NS 1.40 NS 2.40 NS - 1.20 NS
CNM vs. Infomap 1.20 NS 1.40 NS 1.20NS 1.60 NS 1.70 NS - 2.60 NS
CNM vs. Louvain 1.70 NS 1.90 NS 1.70 NS 2.10NS 2.30NS - 2.30NS
CNM vs. LPA 1.10NS 0.90 NS 1.10NS 0.70 NS 1.00 NS - 0.90 NS
Eigenvector vs. EM 0.20 NS 1.20 NS 1.00 NS 1.40 NS 0.60 NS 0.60 NS 0.20 NS
Eigenvector vs. GN 1.60 NS 2.20NS 2.00 NS 0.60 NS 2.40 NS 2.20NS 1.00 NS

Eigenvector vs. Infomap 2.60 NS 2.00 NS 2.20NS 2.40 NS 1.70 NS 2.60 NS 4.80 *
Eigenvector vs. Louvain 3.10 NS 2.50 NS 2.70 NS 2.90 NS 2.30 NS 2.90 NS 4.50 NS
Eigenvector vs. LPA 0.30 NS 0.30 NS 0.10 NS 0.10 NS 1.00 NS 0.10NS 3.10NS
EM vs. GN 1.40 NS 1.00 NS 1.00 NS 0.80 NS 1.80 NS 1.60 NS 1.20 NS

EM vs. Infomap 2.80 NS 3.20NS 3.20NS 3.80 NS 2.30NS 3.20NS 5.00 *

EM vs. Louvain 3.30NS 370 NS 370 NS 430NS 2.90 NS 3.50 NS 4.70 *
EM vs. LPA 0.50 NS 0.90 NS 0.90 NS 1.50 NS 0.40 NS 0.70 NS 3.30NS
GN vs. Infomap 420 NS 4.20NS 420 NS 3.00 NS 4.10NS 4.80 * 3.80 NS
GN vs. Louvain 4.70 * 4.70 * 4.70 * 3.50 NS 4.70 * 5.10 * 3.50 NS
GN vs. LPA 1.90 NS 1.90 NS 1.90 NS 0.70 NS 1.40 NS 2.30NS 2.10NS
Infomap vs. Louvain 0.50 NS 0.50 NS 0.50 NS 0.50 NS 0.60 NS 0.30 NS 0.30 NS
Infomap vs. LPA 2.30NS 2.30NS 2.30NS 2.30NS 270 NS 2.50 NS 1.70 NS
Louvain vs. LPA 2.80 NS 2.80 NS 2.80 NS 2.80 NS 3.30NS 2.80 NS 1.40 NS

R 10 K 6 PAFTEIRI Nemenyi £55 p fH

o b B Fl-score NMI_LFK NMI_MGH oI

LEMON vs. DEMON 0.60 NS 0.80 NS 0.60 NS 0.80 NS

LEMON vs. SLPA 220 NS 2.00 NS 220 NS 2.00 NS
LEMON vs. k-clique 1.20 NS 0.80 NS 1.20 NS 0.80 NS

DEMON vs. SLPA 2.80 * 2.80 * 2.80 * 2.80 *
DEMON vs. k-clique 1.80 NS 1.60 NS 1.80 NS 1.60 NS

SLPA vs. k-clique 1.00 NS 1.20 NS 1.00 NS 1.20 NS
LEMON vs. DEMON 0.60 NS 0.80 NS 0.60 NS 0.80 NS

£ 11 E 7 FAFIEFRH Nemenyi £5 p

PARE AR Fl-score NMI_LFK NMI_MGH ol
LEMON vs. DEMON 1.00 NS 0.80 NS 1.00 NS 1.00 NS
LEMON vs. k-clique 2.00 * 2,60 *** 2.80 *** 2.50 **
LEMON vs. SLPA 3.00%%* 2.20 ** 2.20 ** 2.10 **
DEMON vs. k-clique 1.00 NS 1.80 * 1.80 * 1.50 NS
DEMON vs. SLPA 2.00 * 1.40 NS 1.20 NS 1.10NS
k-clique vs. SLPA 1.00 NS 0.40 NS 0.60 NS 0.40 NS
LEMON vs. DEMON 1.00 NS 0.80 NS 1.00 NS 1.00 NS

Pl 8 Jy LFR P28 a MAL A (4 X5, A k-clique SRR — B il AN F kB35, 18 8 Uil T/EAR &
BT, P2 RIS N BRI DO, & B, k-clique SRR T4 P28 3 E N ALK, I EIER & BUEEONEEL
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(a) k=2 (b) k=3 (c) k=4
8 LFR ML AT ALAL A (14 X 7= 5]

6.4 WL (RQ3 HRE)

I EdR T, BAT RQ3 MIRIZ W T.

PAVEFAbrdE LFR WSS A E S LFR MASMERIF I T IR E S M E S XN EE. A TR S
H R on XL ERE IR, AR T EATHIEUE, UK LSS HOCIE B DSN @ HEHE S5 . sesb 45 1R
W, TEE M4, Hu < % B, 2 AT UK B A 1 41 X, TS0 on X SR BE RIS AL/,

LAk, AR 4 BRI EE s R 5 s DSN ERIEE 38—, {52 T Louvain. Infomap Fl SLPA 25 &L
RPN, IR UL T 20 O HE0E Sos () LEMON S0v%E BA BRI &, 2 1 A 5.

7 i+ R

ek XG0 6F 42 50 R FE A 2 1) B R S TR 975 B A A 24 By SC P A DX Dy i A o B A 1 240
FEAE AT B, BE 548 /R RR IR I SC B B A%, L S AT SO (8. A TR A SRR A T GitHub f) 32
A8 H AR, Wt TS 2 RR RIS P, BESEUHERR R AL X AR RS, IRl R AR EE T A FFEOR S AR
RS DARIESE AT 0. 256 KA, A FUE ik S Ak F R AR X R IS M RS E, B TFIR P ENL AR T
BT MIT 4 B SR B0 4 TR M DR A 4k DX R R SR AL TR A A, B A B HE DU A R i AU ST AR AR
WA FIYRR M AE BL A S T A HESL.

I TR I H A DRI A T & G BRAR A T AR, A DR I R 505 ST o 2 A €, T BT H 490 3 A AT 55
I3 TC AW HITRAL 35 % A2 1 S U A R TR iR A IRV, ) A% O T RS i AR IR 2400 H I R 3 R it
A DA 50 B SA (R A A LA — s R, gk mT LA I 4% P SR BB 4 1 00 2 B it 037 A\ 52 Jifi G
B P XPMEGLEE. T H B MRS, HRTIX—3 M S A0k A5, Flin Linux 342 2P 4R A 244
BRI X 24T T E SR MW I 74k X% R, JE 2023 SEAFER S X R 7 4 85 [ BA MV 2R 3271 T 40%. OpenRank!®”
fe—ANEHL FI T IR A IR B (02 45 B EOR A A, GRS TTRRE TR . IR, AR 5ES Besg
# Kubernetes. TARS 25T HFI5 I H F 4t DX VG HE. A 78 (0 56 4 1A 28 75 B2 A0 A DXR I AU A= 2R AL i 3 1
FH, NFFIRA S o3 T ST I 7 VR AR HE.

S Y APF 7038 A LGP A 00 K 2 L 56 AR 5, e PR s Bk s 1 O SRS B AF TR L Ak, H AT &
AR ZHWEMRHES) T A TARSUR BRI, I 535 R T 5 & S BRI PR A XA AT RS 5 2 KR
3T B TSR AL X R O B R, 75 B8 2 i 0 Rk SR TR, DA SN AL X S IR S S A0 B B Rk TT
BEMIBIE AT 14T 3 N5 1T 1) PRARCAL 7 1T, R 2R M4 DA D) S e 48 BT R K 28, W0 T I X 20 b 1 3t
ARG PR 25 2) B RARTE 7 17, WF FOALIX 4850 5 A0 BB Fg e 1 SR B MU, e ST TS RY ; 3) MR R R A B,
R AT XA R B VPA A R, BT S5 B AR R R 5 T H A7 5 2 00 SR B, R A AR O A2, Bl
# LLM fEFFRHME H RIS (W1 GitHub Copilot), 7 258 R 77k X 7 A2K S AT I PIMEREL. X S8t SRR
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FRATTOF T IR A X -BR A 5 e = 706 2R IR SR AR, e T B PT A F)A: DX7 J d f SIC R
8 &

ASCERE T —FE T I H 2 OSS-DSN (IS AR, 3740 T B FE R 3 4R H A8 K RIAS A A2 R0 2% A )
SR A R 285 A 9 2 . FRATTVEGIAF 58 T OSS-DSN [ W 28 K51, 155 FH B Jl 0 48 A ADLIX S 1, AR R L e 2
R — 8, BT 05 R, JATH OSS-DSN (4 XAl AR H 7 g i, XL STk et 0SS T H 14 X 43 bt
PRAET B U E I AR

SR, ASHIF T AR AT AL — 2 10 R0ME . 76 PO 2t 7 1, R BRATTR A T Z RIS HR br, (HiX e debr it 3E
TRz B AR R, RSB TR E A TE R R, @A 2 R bR, AR SCOR T BERE T
I AR A A IRV, AELATY P BEAPAE — 58 0= R . 7E A0 R0 77 T, B0 4 14 )= PR 1 R — A 2 gy A 52 (1 8
AR T GitHub, R 7 GitLab 5L Bitbucket %5 H A & IR, B4R GitHub I H 5 HAM-F S WIEH G —%
AEALLE:, (H R 4 J BR A4 W] RESEMA T AL 25 R ARG M. D T 3558 A AL, AR SRAH 70N A5 B8 32 BRI & 5dE.

KRBT T LAHE S 247 ) R T

D) PR HEL: BT OSS i B H 17T & & 422 P 25 (DSN), I S 57 9 i 2% 9 28 AL 2R 4 ) 285, LKA B8
EITEANEE=S

2) AL XA L BINTET 2 SRR A, LARTH T AR 1 FOE R, B A i R i L 2 Hh () 5

3) RERTE LG5 B 2 0] L2 a8 T ARIEHEMNR AT 45, UARE 7~ 038 P A S 1k, e &A1 3h 2% 40 #T
AL DA AT S ) R

T I — 25 BRI AR O, FATHAE AHI R IR AR T L IX oA 4 A 50 4 TR R RN 6 LA,
BZAIR RS R .
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