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Community detection algorithm based on weak edge identification and
directed propagation mechanism

CHEN Mei', WANG Huan, FU Hao-jie, ZHOU Qi-hui, HUANG Xin-yue
(School of Electronic and Information Engineering, Lanzhou Jiaotong University, Lanzhou 730070, China)

Abstract: To address the challenges to community detection accuracy and robustness caused by fuzzy community
boundaries, structural imbalance, and incomplete local information in complex networks, this paper proposes a
community detection algorithm named CDWD, based on weak edge identification and directed propagation
mechanisms. The algorithm first identifies and removes weak edges based on the minimum common neighbor criterion,
revealing the boundaries of potential communities. Each connected subgraph thus forms an initial community structure.
Next, a directed influence graph is constructed to enhance the internal structural connections within communities by
leveraging local similarity, improving the directionality and consistency of information propagation. Finally, based on
the strength of the topological association between nodes and candidate communities, dynamically determine their
optimal affiliation to ensure the integrity and rationality of community division. Experimental results demonstrate that
CDWD outperforms mainstream baseline algorithms on multiple real-world networks, synthetic networks, and graph
structures constructed from clustered datasets. At the same time, the algorithm parameters are easy to set, making it
convenient for practical applications.

Keywords: complex network; community detection; community structures; weak edge identification; directed
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YouTube 0.10 0.11 — 0.15 0.11 0.13 0.61 — — — 0.60 — 0.63
*R6 T NMEMEXEHMLE ERY ARI LR
F L7 B LI FREEAAR it
(S-S Louvain Leiden TE-MA Infomap GCN LSMD LBLD RaidB LS LPA LMFLS CDME WD
Dolphin 0.51 0.65 0.42 0.60 0.83 1.00 1.00 0.53 0.69  0.38 1.00 0.41 1.00
Karate 0.51 0.65 0.80 0.60 0.83 1.00 1.00 0.88 0.77  0.70 1.00 1.00 1.00
Football 0.74 0.80 0.67 0.76 0.87 0.88 0.56 0.49 031 0.82 0.82 0.89 0.92
Polbooks 0.65 0.52 0.64 0.59 0.53 0.64 0.64 0.58 0.64 0.63 0.57 0.66 0.69
Riskmap 0.65 0.57 0.65 0.73 0.66 0.70 0.72 0.54 0.43  0.65 0.58 0.54 0.74
Amazon 0.12 0.25 — 0.15 0.35 0.60 0.61 0.59 0.62 048 0.58 0.62 0.65
YouTube 0.15 0.10 — 0.41 0.03 0.47 0.52 — — — 0.42 — 0.55




FxH %M AT 3BLRA A s LR 69 AR AR ik 7
RT 15 MEIWE ERIRRE QM XS LLR
it g BEHLIEE PRI JeAt CDWD
- Louvain  Leiden =~ TE-MA  Infomap GCN LSMD LBLD RaidB LPA LS LMFLS CDME
IclQ [cle |cfQ [l [cle [¢Q €@ ¢ [ e ¢ [¢Q [CQ |CeQ
Dolphin 4 041 5 052 4 052 5 052 5 051 2 037 2 037 6 -001 3041 3038 2 037 5 034 2 037
Karate 4 042 4 042 3 039 4 040 2 039 2 037 2 031 3 002 3031 2031 2 037 2 037 2 037
Football 9 060 9 060 7 059 11 057 12 057 12 058 13 055 4 0.03 11 054 6 031 13 056 12 057 14 055
Polbooks 5053 4 053 3 052 5 052 6 0.1 3 045 2 046 4 -0004 3 045 2 044 2 046 3 049 4 044
Riskmap 5061 7 064 5 062 7 060 5 056 6 058 6 062 4 054 5 0.62 4 05 5 057 5 050 6 062
Amazon 232 093 382093 — — 13 078 298500.76 343040.68 155010.80 1683 0.97 37428 0.64 117610.77 226000.82 188090.65 253000.85
YouTube 73650.72 40390.73 — — 945 0.69 402550.65 9636 042 25169045 — — - — — — 18838034 — — 20309045
Power 41 084 42 094 821071 6 078 678 0.64 446 0.79 341 0.82 1731 0.04 1406 0.62 410 0.79 438 0.82 489 0.78 51 085
CA-GrQc 392 0.86 393 0.86 808 0.70 377 0.84 781 0.72 456 0.77 561 0.79 1033 0.003 990 0.70 245 0.71 593 0.80 640 0.79 135 0.75
CA-HepTh 475 0.67 478 0.77 1356053 458 0.64 1344 0.60 586 0.63 761 0.69 1728 0.003 1729 0.67 268 0.62 928 0.70 1003 0.67 230 0.66
Netscience 277 0.94 278 0.96 322 0.92 268 093 317 0.88 275 094 303 094 366 025 343 091 176 0.94 309 094 1461 0.94 166 0.94
Email 15 054 10 057 14 055 60 052 624 036 142 042 58 045 60 042 77 033 45 044 55 043 312 040 11 041
Facebook 12 0.83 17 0.84 14 0.79 1530071 152 0.60 10 068 9 071 17 0.13 21 066 11 069 10 069 8 067 9 073
PGP 96 0.88 95 0.88 108 0.84 3 0.13 911 0.79 643 0.59 358 0.82 260 0.56 1997 0.007 2059 0.74 559 0.80 591 0.60 612 0.78
Brightkite 742 0.68 678 0.69 684 0.69 566 0.36 2342 0.62 2384 029 1251 061 — — 5644 057 364 025 1302059 1654 0.61 2875 0.58

TS AR . #E KN4 YouTube b, CDWD ik 3| %
.45 5 (NMI = 0.72, F-score = 0.63, ARI = 0.55), 3
B LA A T AR i ) 4% I 5593 501 B 5 TR0 AR 4%
HLHIHR SR AT KL

MFe 7 0T LLE H, TR AL Leiden 5
AT W 2% b S5 A o e AR (B A 5 R 1 2
A DX AGE ] A A% o s A2 38 JBL VR 285 P ) L S X 5 4,
1717 A B a5 K A e i B, R P A A ) B R R
10" 1) R, R SR A B R /N AN 359 I 7 445 A 11 I 8%
I, T RE H B R A X S 3 B R E R A A X
TR0, AT 5 Bk MRS B2 R B LA Dolphin 2% 41,
FRE SRR 0.37, X R4 X B& R 2, 1 Leiden
A TE-MA BERI 45 R0 0520 #H X H =28 5 80
4N, ERIBRAAERKME. 46K 4R 5SH
# 671 I, Leiden /£ Dolphin. Karate. Football.
Polbooks 1 Riskmap b 1 4% [X &5 #) (1) 9 2% I, 3
NMI. F-score Al ARI B 24 T- CDWD, H H 1521
BEHL S 5 B SR 2 (A7 TR 3 K A 22, 0B 3L A
WA AR X 4544 5 S bR S A — 2L 7 Amazon W
2& b iZ 0 S N5 4. Louvain A1 Leiden 43 7l A& il
H 232 1 382 AN X, dm R T B S A X & 75149,
Wt B 3K 9 o 5V AR R RIS I8 X % ol R 4 X
177 &35 M2, CDOWD il H i 4k X B
25300, HLAR 58 4TI 5 3 SR 4y, 5 B IR B 40 S
ghty, HOH %0 & B0 AR o AL X gk — 2D Ui i,
CDWD TE R 745 i A I K 55 190 ] B, JCASE B 2
FLA 5 i (1 A R M AN 4 b — B
24 BB ERRER

NS UE CDWD HUETE A UM 2% F A Bk, A

T LFR BT A R 7 —HE MM %, idh
LFR, cio1,0.5, F T VAl B AE A X2 5L 12 W 155 8]
FAFFIPERERIL. LFR B S50 % AR L2 7.
S5 BRIRE S b, A ZH0 B n = 10000,
k=15 MaxK =50, MinC =20, MazxC =100, v =
2,and B =1. ph 0.1 FF4E, LL 0.1 R K BN 2 0.8.
B w3 R, B 4L R ERWIY 2, # X i 815
R, A X 45 40 P AT V30 ek Bt 2 FAARG, AT B8 0 17 A
X FEE

2 SR T BERIELE R e 0.1.0.5 %8 1 NMI
RN BARRE, CDWD FIETEAFIRIES B u T
R B e B 3N, 41 X )& 38 £
GBI, 2% BRI NMI 38 580 B 3,
{H CDWD T [ A2, BELH RIFEHENE. 4
p < 0.5, #5509 5 B8 A 4 Hh R 3 A X 5 440 T 7
i = 0.61F, Louvain fl Leiden 5% f 14 A 2 2 1 F%.
X T e AT AR B 1 & R AR AL H A, 2
FEIX A SIS S IR AN A . LPA BV
FEp =07 Flp =0.8 I JLF 2R3, 225 PRIAE T Hook
Z A REHLE, Z BN R, T80z
A3/ T 5 R 20 TR EL. Infomap SFEEE AR BEHL I
T B AR R AL X, E X 28 6 L 30 53 BRSO R
U, BAE m & R mR A s, B2 B A
1R B, e DLHER Z) H 41 X 45 8. LBLD 5 LSMD £
FINAZ T S BN DL 5 % 16 28R, (H MR
TE w1 R A FE AT 32 BT U6 2% A RO (1) R i), 3 DA
e g R BRI A AL 2, CDWD i@ i 5 5 55
120 DA 558 Jr 3 45 R T B B2, 9 5 Nk T AR AV I A



8 = % 5

*OR

FxE

F MR, A R T A GRS AL R R SR L 5
F5E AN 4 J5) — B B JR IR, 4R 28 DR 15 B v
B, B0 1 AR AL P SR A X I I 2

1.0 peo——a—
0.8}
= 0.6}
=
“04 CDME LBLD
LSMD GCN
0.2} Louvain Infomap
0 LPA CDWD

0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7
u

B2 BEEELFR, 010 % L NMI EE

25 RAPB/EELBRIGER

U IE CDWD S35 4F B 45 14 £ b )i A
P, RTEECT 5 AN R 282 (1 SRR R 2R, R
e-ball J7 2%} R A HCHE F P 46 44, AT SR B SR 2K
BRI ASE R L. B SR S A 4 R FE b R A
WS HOE LR 3. 5T VA S 3 M R
% k-Means, DPC #1 R-MDPC. it 5 5% 1) %) 43 45
FHET NMI AT VPAG, HARE Fa1) T3 9.

%<8 LFR ARMESH N EEA

n 0 215 B
k B I 2% F 57 1
MazK SRR
MinC PO 2% ek DX v 5 /N T R
MaxC P 2864 X P K R
v W BT R AL
B HEIXUL S AT 4R 2
M REZSH
9 BRAHIBE R NMI ELER
Et] FT BT R4
AE/TE S DPC R-MDPC k-Means COWD
Flame 0.97 0.80 0.39 1.00
Aggregation 1.00 0.69 0.88 1.00
Spiral 1.00 0.88 0.0007 1.00
R15 0.99 0.99 0.99 1.00
Iris 0.81 0.86 0.76 0.73

M 9 7] LLE H, CDWD 7£ Flame. Spiral. R15
I Aggregation VUM FISHUS AL R (NMI =
1.00), Jg T Hh = 8K 1 77 285 44 1R ) Be 0. Rl 2 AE
Spiral IX 2 g FE AR LR P L LS IR e AR AR SR, k-
Means J1-F- 5 4= 2k 2 (NMI = 0.0007), ifi CDWD %%
1l PR R A5 55020 500 B AL ), A 20 1 AR ) 7 25
PR R, Bl T 52 £ R0, FEARLENREA [ Tris $dE
g, RE CDWD Ff AR HUAS f =y NMI, {H 5 {2 )

WARFRE, PRI R 4 ()38 1t S & R . AHEE 2R,
DPC #l R-MDPC %} Z # BN BURK, fEA R %5 L
(1) 2R T SR k-Means W) 52 [R5 7% T2 IR A1 44
ER I, &N AE AR, 45 1, CDWD d# it &5
A 5 AL RS, A RS2 T EEE R AR S
KA, MU FRTEARA 2 RE T A ol H o 2
PeFs, WAL 7 HAE Sy — o FH A DR I 7 VR AR R
FAT S5 B ]I A P AN S 1, AR B R AR T 4 2R
REERIEREYERE.

2.6 VHRASER

N5 UE CDWD Sk i S A2 DA A R, A
TAE 6 AN i Y B ST 2% B gk AT Y A s 56, oA
Karate. Polbooks il Dolphin H A ¥ 52 #t [X 45 4,
Email. CA-GrQc Fll Netscience 7o B SZ 4t [X 45 #4). A
SIS B TE = Bh O ik AT X b 52 B U7 v CDWD-
Full. #% Bk 55140 1 A HL ) CDWD-w/o Weak, PL K&
FEBRA M A& REALE ) CDWD-w/o Directed.

R0 R T & TETE 6 AN LML I NMI
QXL ZE 3. AT LU H, CDWD-Full 4524 45 &4
P HE; 5 CDWD-w/o Directed HXT ELF B, fEEL/ DA
)AL FE AL, SRR B3 NI, R AR TR EIA
A )L, A DXOHe) s A% Aok i A 4R JE T e — A ]
=, BRAH DG AR R 5 55 A A1 B B4R FAE BLIX 43, AT
55 7 #L X PR R R O PR R RS . S
CDWD-w/o Weak 5T TBoRx, — B £ 55018 iR
B, BEAE R S X A I 4 NMIT LT R
&0, tE XK AR, BT 1 S RIN [F — 4t
X, 31X A R M 85 1A AT 5 AT X 3 7, 45 KRR S IF
B3k g1, o IX 2 T R o 28 1k 2 ¥ 2R, SRR
[F] T4 AN PR 28 A0 — N AR

FR10 BHEE 6 NESEIMLE LA NMIFIQER
febr M4  CDWD-Full CDWD-w/o Weak CDWD-w/o Directed
Karate 1.00 0.00 0.33

NMI  Polbooks 0.68 0.00 0.35

Dolphin 1.00 0.00 0.26
Netscience 0.94 0.93 -0.001

Q Email 0.41 0.35 -0.002
CA-GrQc 0.75 0.67 -0.0002

R Tk — A X 8% R 5 3 Lo B BRI
SO, ARSI G vt | & W2 5514 B o5 I b, 5
N 11 frs . 8934 &7 B AE A (5] D 4% ) 22 o Sk 3
(Netscience A 8%, CA-GrQc f=i%k 62%), 15718 EL il
IS, BRI 2 S B B o MEMEIR AL, X R
BIAEAR 5 b 8% (/b & 5510, Hox #E X &l 7t B A
g MEAE . RIE, 72 9532 o5 bR A B X 2 (n



FxH

CA-GrQc), CDWD-Full & 28 fR £F 4 57 1 68, U607 1%
AL B 6 K 1 1R 31 5 500 ok B TR B 4 X ) U AR, T
ISR R 2% B AR 5.

®11 6 MESLMKEHHISHAS

BRI Karate Dolphin Polbooks Email CA-GrQc Netscience
5530 E(100%) 14 47 52 41 62 8

Zi L, 59305 6 58 AL LT /£ CDWD HAH
BHAH R B0 B DR AL DX S HERA 2, 5 5 SR T
RGBSR, —HS G R ENE T H
AR A R,

2.7 CDWD SHiHr

NIRAZHE (k € Z1) FEUEX CDWD 5%
PERE AU, AT AE 5 AN H AT I X 54 1 9 2%
(Karate. Dolphin. Football. Polbooks I Amazon) #/
5 ANTE JL A X 45 74 1 X 4% (CA-GrQc. CA-HepTh,
Netscience. Email fll Facebook) 347 52564347

K 3 R T ANFASEEBE S, CDWD £ % M
7 I NMI 45 R, Bk k&, CDWD fEk € [1,10]
YO PN R AN T X TR B R A B ) NMIL A
Karate fil Football W %% /1, HiEfEL =2 8k =3 Bk
) PUvtee, RYRME 5] 215 8 F R, CDWD ¢
HERA R A A X £5 44 75 Polbooks %% H1, NMI H k =
3 AT ARE, Tl W SRR AR 8 U RN+ X A FAR A
JIT 7 oK B0 Pk . T BB B K ) Amazon W 45
NMI B kH 3G K IZE 2 5271, ek > S T A8 5E,
S R SR AE AL B ORI X 28 I EL 45 R AT O FRe 1.
{E 1595 = 1 &, £ 40 Karate F1 Football Z5 #5457
(R R 28 v 3 K RAE RT e 8051 315 BT AR, A
MR RS . K 4 &R 7 CDWD fE 5 DM EHE S
X 2 1e W 2% b R E Q R I, W LA tH, CA-HepTh
F Netscience W %% [ BILEAEE = 41 NMI 1A B IE1H,
Email 7£ k = 2 R ILE AL, T Facebook fEk € [4, 5
Iy I B R 25 I 2% 1) e AR A AT P AN ), {HL %
R 53A7 e P S P X ),

1.0F S S ——

0.6} / % S S . W G

0.4

NMI
|

—=— Karate
—o— Dolphin
0.2 f—— Football
——Polbooks
0 Amazon

0 2 4 6 8 10

E3 COWDEZXE ST EAEMUERXEHME L
k € [1,10]F#9 NMI =

% A % A T 350970 5 A w4 AUk 694 KA H ik 9
1.0f
0.8t - CA-GrQc
’ — CA-HepTh
0.6 | —— Email
— Facebook
S04 Netscience
0.2}
0 L

E4 CDWD BEA7E 5 MR XEMMELE L € [1,10]
B QRN

RV SR A B E, ARSI S
B FH ) 15 A FLSE 28 FT 8 /N A M 48 34T T 4t
T (G g RN 12). 2R, &S ER
oA I IR R RS R ALy )
4 S, H78.3% [ 48 Fo 5 A k3t 45 X ) 7
FIEES. BEISHRENRCE S EE, ACH#
BOKE CDWD 595 W T AR 28 I, AL 564 K 1 45
ZEEBE N X AR S e s R X
B E O, WS R ET AR R S om
B 0F T X5 1) 37 T BSOS /N PR X %, P R
& YT A 25 XTS5 R R AR B B A X 4%, )
" H K AP REE 8 5k 10 FHTIRAE. Z 8155w
LR B s AN a3 B SCH, BiE 7 CDWD
TEE S X (8] P B3 .

Fz12 23 % E CDWD EABEMSHEMEUE

B R SH ki 4 RSk
Dolphin [4,10] Football [2,3]
Karate [2,3] Polbooks [3,10]
Riskmap 2 Amazon [4,10]
YouTube [3,8] Power [4,5]
CA-GrQc [3,5] CA-HepTh 4
Netscience 4 Email 2
Facebook [4,5] PGP [3,6]
Brightkite [4,8] LFR, o, [2,6]
LFR, ., [2,6] LFR,_o; [3,5]
LFR, . [2,6] LFR, o5 [2,8]
LFR, o [4,8] LFR,_ [4,7]
LFR, s [5,10]

2.8 ELSGiaT

N5 UE CDWD HiE MRt 5 gt 3 v, A
SEI6 K AE S B Wilcoxon 75 Bk kG 36 % SI2 Iy 45
SHEAT 0 B A 50 A T B0 (9 TS A A R,
EHFAEARE O TR IEER R, & T
7 A TR X 2 48 (1) 3 HE X 2%, 7 NMIL F-score £l
ARI _[43 51¥s CDWD 5 &N B 28 7 5 3 AT B X L
BN TR B T VAR SRS 2% | eIk 4 R



10 = % 5

xR Ext

IR IO, A SC IR e X A6 365 JER U, 7 4 S Bl e A HE B
1Z 2% 0 E KPR E N a = 0.05. Wilcoxon £75
FRAGO6: 45 VD T3R8 13 4R U5 pfE AW CDWD 3&

LEZ BB gIr B E M FREE N pENT
0.05, M\~ CDWD 7 1Z$8¥x b 5% 32 Ty iE A2 1
SEER, BNEANALEEZER.

#*13 CDWD 5&EL755H Wilcoxon fFSF51GI0LER
LR NMI pfii F-score pfii ARI pft EoR G A EONEE S Giitghit
Louvain 0.018 0.018 0.018 7 BERT
Leiden 0.018 0.018 0.028 7 BERT
TE-MA 0.063 0.063 0.063 5 PRI
Infomap 0.028 0.018 0.068 7 BERT
GCN 0.018 0.018 0.018 7 BERT
LSMD 0.068 0.068 0.068 7 IS
LBLD 0.128 0.345 0.345 7 S I
RaidB 0.043 0.600 0.116 6 BEMRT
LS 0.018 0.028 0.068 6 BERT
LPA 0.018 0.068 0.116 6 BERT
LMFLS 0.068 0.345 0.600 7 S I
CDME 0.068 0.600 0.116 6 EA LAY

H BEMKTa = 0.05; "BERL T RREDS—MERR EpfET0.05.

MR 13 W LLE H, CDWD HikfE 2 H L%
R BT BRI k. BRI S, CDWD £ NMI,
F-score Al ARI =4~ f8 b5 3 & & {1t T Louvain I
Leiden; 5 LSMD. LMFLS F1 CDME (NMI p = 0.068)
D RARTS AR, BARRIE B Gt B KR,
HRB A S 34 17, %45 R NG A IRAE T
CDWD S 5 138 a1 ] S,
34 #

ARSCHEH T — P T 5501 5 5 1% 7R AL
AR A XA 592 CDWD. B33 3 3k 530 B4k 465 ) i 59 7
2, WIRRAE X I G, BRART 42 R 45 A5 B AR Bl
S AL B T R SR AR ALY (A ) s B, SEBLAE B
AR R 7 ) 1 A B, A A X P 5 5 B
i 45 59 B M A AT AN A S A X (R R
XS AT ST A # A0 L, AR A X R 2 1) — B
SEEG 25 AR W], CDWD 7E HLSE 2% . LFR & Jil M 4%
JOR K EEAE EI ARt e, BRI T2
b S A XA 5 SR 2T v R, S S50k B
AU, B RIS RIS . AR SR
CDWD HVER 580 RO EHAS W 2% 5 JE 8 B 4 XA
T, BHAS W28 FE S A X 3T KGR ARk TAE. B
T &, AR TAE N =ATr M % CDWD 5
AN R AN W 4, BF 5T RURTZ B S (8] 75 10 0 A
X ZE R RN 7 B B0k &8 B B pk DA, DA A B Y
RATREIE T 2 ML X B M 4% 4568 205 iy
TEAE B, B3I 4 X & o B AE R 1R 5 T A e .
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