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In this study we demonstrate a remarkably stable activity in human interaction networks. The activity
along time and topology evolution were investigated in email lists by considering window sizes from 50 to
10,000 messages, which were made to slide and generate snapshots of the network in a timeline. Notably, the
activity in timescales, ranging from seconds to months, is practically the same for all lists. The activity of
participants followed the expected scale-free behavior, thus allowing us to establish three classes of vertices by
comparing against the Erdös-Rényi model, namely hubs, intermediary and peripheral vertices. The relative
size of these three sectors did not vary with time and was essentially the same for all email lists. Typically,
3-12% of the vertices are hubs, 15-45% are intermediary and the remainder are peripheral vertices. The
metrics that contribute most to the dispersion of participants in the topological measures space are centrality
measurements (degree, strength and betweenness), followed by symmetry-related metrics and then clustering
coefficient. Similar results for the distribution of participants in the three categories and for the relative
importance of the topological metrics were obtained for 12 additional networks from Facebook, Twitter
and Participa.br. Consistent with expectations from the literature, these properties may be general for
human interaction networks, which has important implications in establishing a typology based on objective,
quantitative criteria.
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‘The reason for the persistent plausibility of the
typological approach, however, is not a static bi-
ological one, but just the opposite: dynamic and
social.’ - Adorno et al, 1969, p. 747

I. INTRODUCTION

Studies on human interaction networks have started
long before modern computers, dating back to the nine-
teenth century, while the foundation of social network
analysis is generally attributed to the psychiatrist Jacob
Moreno in mid twentieth century1. With the increas-
ing availability of data related to human interactions, re-
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search on these networks has grown continuously. Con-
tributions can now be found in a variety of fields, from
social sciences and humanities2 to computer science3 and
physics4,5, given the multidisciplinary nature of the topic.
One of the approaches from an exact science perspec-
tive is to represent interaction networks as complex net-
works4,5, with which several features of human interac-
tion have been revealed. For example, the topology of
human interaction networks exhibits a scale-free trace,
which points to the existence of a small number of highly
connected hubs and a large number of poorly connected
nodes. The dynamics of complex networks representing
human interaction has also been addressed6,7, but only
to a limited extent, since research is normally focused
on a particular metric or task, such as accessibility or
community detection8,9.

In this paper we analyze the evolution of human in-
teraction networks, by considering interaction in email
lists as their representative. Using a timeline of activity
snapshots with a constant number of contiguous mes-
sages in email lists, we found a remarkable stability for
several of the network properties. Because these prop-
erties were shared by networks from Twitter, Facebook
and Participa.br, and are consistent with the complex
networks literature, we advocate that some of the con-
clusions might be valid for more general classes of inter-
action networks. In particular, this allows us to discuss
typologies in such contexts, in an attempt to bridge the
gap between approaches based solely on data analysis
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(i.e. from a hard sciences perspective) and those rele-
vant to the social sciences. This is important insofar as
typologies are the canon of scientific literature for clas-
sification of human agents, with pragmatic standards10

and critical paradigms11,12.
The paper is organized as follows. Section I A describes

related work, while details of the data and methods of
analysis are given in Section II and Section III. Section IV
brings the results and discussion, leading to Section V for
conclusions. Subsidiary results from the email lists and
of networks from Twitter, Facebook and Participa.br are
given in the Supporting Information.

A. Related work

Research on network evolution is often restricted to
network growth, in which there is a monotonic increase
in the number of events6. Exceptions are reported in this
section, with emphasis on those more closely related to
the present article.

Network types have been discussed with regard to
the number of participants, intermittence of their ac-
tivity and network longevity6. Two topologically dif-
ferent networks emerged from human interaction net-
works, depending on the frequency of interactions, which
can either be a generalized power law or an exponen-
tial connectivity distribution13. In email list networks,
scale-free properties were reported with α ≈ 1.83 (as are
web browsing and library loans4), and different linguistic
traces were related to weak and strong ties14.

Unreciprocated edges often exceed 50% in the analyzed
networks, which matches empirical evidence from the lit-
erature7 and motivated the inclusion of symmetry met-
rics in our analysis. No correlation of topological charac-
teristics and geographical coordinates was found15, there-
fore geographical positions were not considered in our
study. Gender related behavior in mobile phone datasets
was indeed reported16, but this was not considered in
the present article because email messages and addresses
have no gender related metadata17.

II. DATA DESCRIPTION: EMAIL LISTS AND
MESSAGES

Email list messages were obtained from the GMANE
email archive17, which consists of more than 20,000 email
lists and more than 130,000,000 messages18. These lists
cover a variety of topics, mostly technology-related. The
archive can be described as a corpus with metadata of its
messages, including sent time, place, sender name, and
sender email address. The GMANE usage in scientific re-
search is reported in studies of isolated lists and of lexical
innovations3,14.

We analyzed many email lists (and data from Twit-
ter, Facebook and Participa.br) but selected only four in
order to make a thorough analysis, from which general

TABLE I. Columns date1 and dateM have dates of first and
last messages from the 20,000 messages considered in each
email list. N is the number of participants (number of differ-
ent email addresses). Γ is the number of discussion threads
(count of messages without antecedent). M is the number of
messages missing in the 20,000 collection, 100 23

20000
= 0.115

percent in the worst case.

list date1 dateM N Γ M
LAU 2003-06-29 2005-07-23 1181 3372 5
LAD 2003-06-30 2009-10-07 1268 3109 4
MET 2005-08-01 2008-03-07 492 4607 23
CPP 2002-03-12 2009-08-25 1052 4506 7

properties can be inferred. These lists, selected as repre-
sentative of both a diverse set and ordinary lists, are:

• Linux Audio Users list19, with participants holding
hybrid artistic and technological interests, from dif-
ferent countries. English is the language used the
most. Abbreviated as LAU from now on.

• Linux Audio Developers list20, with participants
from different countries, and English is the lan-
guage used the most. A more technical and less
active version of LAU. Abbreviated LAD from now
on.

• Development list for the standard C++ library21,
with computer programmers from different coun-
tries. English is the language used the most. Ab-
breviated as CPP from now on.

• List of the MetaReciclagem project22, with Brazil-
ian activists holding digital culture interests. Por-
tuguese is the most used language, although Span-
ish and English are also incident. Abbreviated
MET from now on.

The first 20,000 messages of each list were considered,
with total timespan, authors, threads and missing mes-
sages indicated in Table I. In subsidiary experiments we
considered 140 additional email lists, also retrieved from
the GMANE public database, to analyze the interdepen-
dence between the number of participants and the num-
ber of discussion threads. Furthermore, we used 12 addi-
tional networks from Facebook (8), Twitter (2) and Par-
ticipa.br (2) to grasp the generality of the results driven
from email lists.

III. METHODS

The email lists and the networks generated from them
were characterized using four procedures, namely: 1)
statistics of activity along time, in scales from seconds
to years; 2) sectioning of the networks in hubs, inter-
mediary and peripheral vertices; 3) dispersion of basic
topological metrics; 4) iterative visualization and data
inspection. These procedures are described below.
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A. Time activity statistics

Messages were counted over time with respect to sec-
onds, minutes, hours, days of the week, days of the
month, and months of the year. This resulted in his-
tograms from which patterns could be drawn. The ra-
tio bh

bl
between the highest and lowest incidences on the

histograms served as a clue of how close the observed
distribution is to a uniform distribution.

The average and the dispersion were taken using circu-
lar statistics, in which each measurement (data point)
is represented as a unity complex number, z = eiθ =
cos(θ) + i sin(θ), where θ = measurement 2π

T , T is the
period in which the counting is repeated. For exam-
ple, θ = 12 2π

24 = π for a message sent at 12h and given
T = 24h for days. The moments mn, lengths of mo-
ments Rn, mean angle θµ, and rescaled mean angle θ′µ
are defined as:

mn =
1

N

N∑
i=1

zni

Rn = |mn| (1)

θµ = Arg(m1)

θ′µ =
T

2π
θµ

θ′µ is used as the measure of location. Dispersion is
measured using the circular variance V ar(z), the circular
standard deviation S(z), and the circular dispersion δ(z):

V ar(z) = 1−R1

S(z) =
√
−2 ln(R1) (2)

δ(z) =
1−R2

2R2
1

As expected, a positive correlation was found in all
V ar(z), S(z) and δ(z) dispersion measures, as can be no-
ticed in Section I A of the Supporting Information, and
δ(z) was preferred in the discussion of results.

B. Interaction networks

Interaction networks can be modeled both weighted or
unweighted, both directed or undirected3,23,24. Networks
in this paper are directed and weighted, the most infor-
mative of trivial possibilities. We did not investigate di-
rected unweighted, undirected weighted, and undirected
unweighted representations of the interaction networks.
The networks were obtained as follows: a direct response
from participant B to a message from participant A yields
an edge from A to B, as information went from A to B.
The reasoning is: if B wrote a response to a message from
A, he/she read what A wrote and formulated a response,

so B assimilated information from A, thus A → B. In-
verting edge direction yields the status network: B read
the message and considered what A wrote worth respond-
ing, giving status to A, thus B → A. This paper uses the
information network as described above and depicted in
Figure 1. Edges in both directions are allowed. Each time
an interaction occurs, the value of one is added to the
edge weight. Selfloops were regarded as non-informative
and discarded. These human social interaction networks
are reported in the literature as exhibiting scale-free and
small world properties, as expected for (some) social net-
works3,25.

FIG. 1. The formation of interaction networks from email
messages. Each vertex represents a participant. A reply mes-
sage from B to a message from A is regarded as evidence that
B has received information from A and yields a directed edge.
Multiple messages add “weight” to a directed edge. Further
details are given in Section III B.

C. Principal Component Analysis of topological metrics

Principal Component Analysis (PCA) is a well doc-
umented technique26 and was used to learn: 1) which
metrics contribute to each principal component and in
which proportion; 2) how much of the dispersion is con-
centrated in each component; 3) expected values and dis-
persions for these quantities over various networks.

Let X = {X[i, j]} be a matrix of all vertices i and

the respective values for each metric j, µX [j] =
∑

iX[i,j]

I
the mean of metric j over all I vertices, σX [j] =√∑

i(X[i,j]−µX [j])2

I the standard deviation of metric j,

and X′ = X ′[i, j] = X[i,j]−µX [j]
σX [j] the matrix with the z-

score of each metric. Let V = {V [j, k]} be the matrix
J×J of eigenvectors of the covariance matrix C of X′, one
eigenvector per column. Each eigenvector combines the
original measures into one principal component, there-

fore V ′[j, k] = 100 ∗ |V [j,k]|∑
j′ |V [j′,k]| delivers the percentage

of the principal component k that is due to the mea-
sure j. With k eigenvectors D[k], it is enough to observe
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D′[k] = 100 ∗ D[k]∑
k′ D[k′] to know the percentage of dis-

persion that each principal component is responsible for.
With the eigenvalues k in ascending order we observe,
in general, the three first eigenvalues and the respective
eigenvectors in percentages: {(V ′[j, k], D′[k])}. These
usually reveal sufficient patterns for a sound analysis and
sum between 60 and 95% of the dispersion. Namely,
given L observations l, each with k pairs of eigenvalues
and eigenvectors, we observe the mean µV ′ [j, k] and the
standard deviation σV ′ [j, k] of the metric j in the princi-
pal component k, and the mean µD′ [k] and the standard
deviation σD′ [k] of the contribution of the component k
to the dispersion of the system:

µV ′ [j, k] =

∑L
l=1 V

′[j, k, l]

L

σV ′ [j, k] =

√∑L
l=1(µV ′ − V ′[j, k, l])2

L
(3)

µD′ [k] =

∑L
l=1D

′[k, l]

L

σD′ [k] =

√∑L
l=1(µD′ −D′[k, l])2

L

The covariance matrix C is the correlation matrix be-
cause X′ is normalized. Therefore, it is also directly ob-
served as a first clue for patterns. This was accomplished
with the most simple associations: low absolute values
indicate low correlation (and a possible independence);
high values indicate positive correlation; negative values
with high absolute value indicate negative correlation.

1. Metrics considered

The topology of the networks was studied using PCA
with a small selection of the most basic and fundamental
measurements for each vertex, as follows:

• Degree ki: number of edges linked to vertex i.

• In-degree kini : number of edges ending at vertex i.

• Out-degree kouti : number of edges departing from
vertex i.

• Strength s: sum of weights of all edges linked to
vertex i.

• In-strength sini : sum of weights of all edges ending
at vertex i.

• Out-strength souti : sum of weights of all edges de-
parting from vertex i.

• Clustering coefficient cci: fraction of pairs of neigh-
bors of i that are linked. The standard clustering
coefficient for undirected graphs was used.

• Betweenness centrality bti: fraction of geodesics
that contain vertex i. The betweenness centrality
index considered directions and weight, as specified
in27.

In order to capture symmetries in the activity of partic-
ipants, the following metrics were introduced for a vertex
i:

• Asymmetry: asyi =
kini −k

out
i

ki
.

• Mean of asymmetry of edges: µasyi =
∑

j∈Ji
eji−eij

|Ji|=ki ,

where exy is 1 if there is an edge from x to y, and
0 otherwise. Ji is the set of neighbors of vertex i,
and |Ji| = ki is the number of neighbors of vertex
i.

• Standard deviation of asymmetry of edges: σasyi =√∑
j∈Ji

[µasy−(eji−eij)]2

ki
.

• Disequilibrium: disi =
sini −s

out
i

si
.

• Mean of disequilibrium of edges: µdisi =∑
j∈Ji

wji−wij
si

ki
, where wxy is the weight of edge

x→ y and zero if there is no such edge.

• Standard deviation of disequilibrium of edges:

σdisi =

√∑
j∈Ji

[µdis−
(wji−wij)

si
]2

ki
.

D. Erdös sectioning

In a scale-free network, the peripheral, intermediary
and hubs sectors can be derived from a comparison
against an Erdös-Rényi network with the same number
of edges and vertices28, as depicted in Figure 2. We shall
refer to this procedure as Erdös sectioning, with the re-
sulting sectors being referred to as Erdös sectors or prim-
itive sectors.

The degree distribution P̃ (k) of an ideal scale-free net-
work Nf (N, z) with N vertices and z edges has less aver-
age degree nodes than the distribution P (k) of an Erdös-
Rényi network with the same number of vertices and
edges. Indeed, we define in this work the intermediary
sector of a network to be the set of all the nodes whose
degree is less abundant in the real network than on the
Erdös-Rényi model:

P̃ (k) < P (k)⇒ k is intermediary degree (4)

If Nf (N, z) is directed and has no self-loops, the prob-
ability of an edge between two arbitrary vertices is pe =

z
N(N−1) . A vertex in the ideal Erdös-Rényi digraph with

the same number of vertices and edges, and thus the same
probability pe for the presence of an edge, will have de-
gree k with probability
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P (k) =

(
2(N − 1)

k

)
pke(1− pe)2(N−1)−k (5)

The lower degree fat tail corresponds to the border
vertices, i.e. the peripheral sector or periphery where

P̃ (k) > P (k) and k is lower than any intermediary sector
value of k. The higher degree fat tail is the hub sector,

i.e. P̃ (k) > P (k) and k is higher than any intermediary
sector value of k. The reasoning for this classification
is as follows: vertices so connected that they are virtu-
ally inexistent in networks connected at pure chance (e.g.
without preferential attachment) are correctly associated
to the hubs sector. Vertices with very few connections,
which are way more abundant than expected by pure
chance, are assigned to the periphery. Vertices with de-
gree values predicted as the most abundant if connections
are created by pure chance, near the average, and less fre-
quent in the real network, are classified as intermediary.

FIG. 2. Classification of the scale-free network vertices by
comparing the degree distribution against that of an Erdös-
Rényi ideal network. The latter has more intermediary ver-
tices, while the former has more peripheral and hub vertices.
The sector borders are defined by the two intersections kL
and kR of the connectivity distributions. Characteristic de-
grees are in the compact intervals: [0, kL], (kL, kR], (kR, kmax]
for the Erdös sectors (periphery, intermediary and hubs).

To ensure statistical validity of the histograms, bins
can be chosen to contain at least η vertices of the real
network. The range ∆ of incident values should be par-
titioned in m parts ∆ = ∪mi=1∆i, with ∆i ∩∆j ∀ i 6= j.

Thus, ∆i = {max(∆i−1) < k ≤ j |
∑j
max(∆i−1)+1 ηk ≥

η and (
∑j−1
max(∆i−1)+1 ηk < η or j = max(∆i−1) + 1)},

with ηk the number of vertices with degree k and
max(∆0) = −1. This changes equation 4 to

max(∆i)∑
x=min(∆i)

P̃ (x) <

max(∆i)∑
x=min(∆i)

P (x)⇒

⇒ ∆i holds intermediary degree values.

(6)

If strength s is used for comparison, P remains the
same, but P (κi) with κi = si

w should be used for compar-
ison, with w = 2 z∑

i si
the average weight of an edge and

si the strength of vertex i. For in and out degrees (kin,
kout) comparison of the real network should be made with

P̂ (kway) =

(
N − 1

kway

)
pke(1− pe)N−1−kway

, (7)

where way can be in or out. In and out strengths (sin,

sout) are divided by w and compared also using P̂ . Note
that pe remains the same, as each edge yields an incom-
ing (or outgoing) edge, and there are at most N(N − 1)
incoming (or outgoing) edges, thus pe = z

N(N−1) as with

the total degree.
In other words, let γ and φ be integers in the inter-

vals 1 ≤ γ ≤ 6, 1 ≤ φ ≤ 3, and each of the basic six
Erdös sectioning possibilities {Eγ} have three Erdös sec-
tors Eγ = {eγ,φ} defined as

eγ,1 = { i | kγ,L ≥ kγ,i}
eγ,2 = { i | kγ,L < kγ,i ≤ kγ,R} (8)

eγ,3 = { i | kγ,i < kγ,R},

where {kγ,i} is

k1,i = ki

k2,i = kini

k3,i = kouti

k4,i =
si
w

k5,i =
sini
w

k6,i =
souti

w

(9)

and both kγ,L and kγ,R are found using P (k) or P̂ (k) as
described above.

Since different metrics can be used to identify the three
types of vertices, compound criteria can be defined. For
example, a very stringent criterion can be used, accord-
ing to which a vertex is only regarded as pertaining to a
sector if it is so for all the metrics. After a careful con-
sideration of possible combinations, these were reduced
to six:

• Exclusivist criterion C1: vertices are only classified
if the class is the same according to all metrics.
In this case, vertices classified do not usually reach
100%, which is indicated by a black line in Figure 4.

• Inclusivist criterion C2: a vertex has the class given
by any of the metrics. Therefore, a vertex may
belong to more than one class, and the total number
of members may exceed 100%, which is indicated
by a black line in Figure 4.

• Exclusivist cascade C3: vertices are only classified
as hubs if they are hubs according to all metrics.
Intermediary are the vertices classified either as in-
termediary or hubs with respect to all metrics. The
remaining vertices are regarded as peripheral.
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• Inclusivist cascade C4: vertices are hubs if they
are classified as such according to any of the met-
rics. The remaining vertices are classified as inter-
mediary if they belong to this category for any of
the metrics. Peripheral vertices will then be those
which were not classified as hub or intermediary
with any of the metrics.

• Exclusivist externals C5: vertices are only hubs if
they are classified as such according to all the met-
rics. The remaining vertices are classified as periph-
eral if they fall into the periphery or hub classes by
any metric. The rest of the nodes are classified as
intermediary.

• Inclusivist externals C6: hubs are vertices classi-
fied as hubs according to any metric. The remain-
ing vertices will be peripheral if they are classified
as such according to any metric. The rest of the
vertices will be intermediary vertices.

Using equations 8, these compound criteria Cδ, with δ
integer in the interval 1 ≤ δ ≤ 6, can be described as:

C1 = {c1,φ = {i | i ∈ eγ,φ, ∀ γ}}
C2 = {c2,φ = {i | ∃ γ : i ∈ eγ,φ}}
C3 = {c3,φ = {i | i ∈ eγ,φ′ , ∀ γ, ∀ φ′ ≥ φ}}
C4 = {c4,φ = {i | i ∈ eγ,φ′ , ∀ γ, ∀ φ′ ≤ φ}}
C5 = {c5,φ = {i | i ∈ eγ,φ′ , ∀ γ,

∀ (φ′ + 1)%4 ≤ (φ+ 1)%4}}
C6 = {c6,φ = {i | i ∈ eγ,φ′ , ∀ γ,

∀ (φ′ + 1)%4 ≥ (φ+ 1)%4}}

(10)

The simplification of all possible compound possibil-
ities to the small set listed above can be formalized in
strict mathematical terms, but this was considered out
of scope for current interests. It is worth noting that the
exclusivist cascade is the same sectioning of an inclusivist
cascade from periphery to hubs, but with inverted order
of sectors. These compound criteria were used to exam-
ine network sections considering all degrees and strengths
and are especially useful in the case of a low number of
messages, such as in Section II of the Supporting Infor-
mation.

E. Evolution and visualization of the networks

The evolution of the networks was observed within a
fixed number of messages, which we refer to as the win-
dow size ws. This same number of contiguous messages
ws was considered with different shifts in the message
timeline to obtain snapshots. Each snapshot was used
both to perform the Erdös sectioning and to apply PCA
for the topological metrics. The values of ws employed
were 50, 100, 200, 400, 500, 800, 1000, 2000, 2500, 5000
and 10000. Within a same ws, the number of vertices

and edges vary in time, as do other network character-
istics, which is exhibited in Section II of the Supporting
Information.

Networks were visualized with animations, image gal-
leries and online gadgets developed specifically for this
research29–31. Such visualizations were crucial to guide
research into the most important features of network evo-
lution. Furthermore, the size of the three Erdös sectors
could be visualized in a timeline fashion. Visualization of
network structure was especially useful in the inspection
of data and derived structures from the email lists.

F. Availability of data and scripts

In order to share routines with the scientific commu-
nity and the whole of the society, all the required soft-
ware to achieve the results reported in this article, includ-
ing tables and figures in the Supporting Information, are
available through a public domain Python package and
an open Git repository17.

Data from social networks used in this study were gath-
ered and used within the anthropological physics frame-
work32. All data used are also publicly accessible, ei-
ther because they were already in public domain or be-
cause we published our own annotations. Messages were
downloaded from the GMANE public database18. Data
annotated from Facebook and Twitter are in a public
repository33. Data from Participa.br was used from the
linked data/semantic web RDF triples reported in34 and
available in35.

This open approach is a way to enhance the reliability
of the methods, of algorithmic routines, of data consis-
tency, and of the results themselves. Also, by handing
not only the framework and results, but the exact data
and processes that render them, this enriches the scien-
tific nature of our contribution36.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Activity along time

The observed activity along time, in terms of seconds,
minutes, hours, days and months, is practically the same
for all lists. Histograms in each time scale were com-
puted as were circular average values and their disper-
sion. We chose to provide detailed values in Table II-VI
because these numbers can actually be used for charac-
terizing nodes (participants) in other networks, and net-
works themselves, as they are independent of the network
under analysis. For example, they may serve for identifi-
cation of outliers in a community.

In the scale of seconds and minutes, activity obeys a
homogeneous pattern, with the messages being slightly
more evenly distributed in all lists than in simula-
tions using uniform distribution37. In the networks,
max(incidence)
min(incidence) ∈ (1.26, 1.275] while simulations reach
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TABLE II. The rescaled circular mean θ′µ and the circular
dispersion δ(z) described in Section III A. This typical table
was constructed using all LAD list messages, and the results
are the same for other lists, as shown in Section I A of the
Supporting Information. The most uniform distribution of
activity was found in seconds and minutes, where the mean
has little meaning. Hours of the day exhibited the most con-
centrated activity (lowest δ(z)), with mean between 14h and
15h (θ′ = −9.61). Weekdays, month days and months have
mean near zero (i.e. near the beginning of the week, month
and year) and high dispersion.

scale mean θ′µ dispersion δ(z)

seconds –//– 9070.17
minutes –//– 205489.40
hours -9.61 4.36
weekdays -0.03 29.28
month days -2.65 2657.77
months -0.56 44.00

these values but have on average more discrepant

higher and lower peaks ξ = max(incidence′)
min(incidence′) ⇒ µξ =

1.2918 and σξ = 0.04619. Therefore, the incidence of
messages at each second of a minute and at each minute
of an hour was considered uniform, i.e. no trend was de-
tected. Circular dispersion is maximized and the mean
has little meaning as indicated in Table II. As for the
hours of the day, an abrupt peak appeared around 11am
with the most active period being the afternoon. Days
of the week revealed a decrease between one third and
two thirds of activity on weekends. Days of the month
were regarded as homogeneous with an inconclusive slight
tendency of the first week being more active. Months of
the year revealed patterns matching usual work and aca-
demic calendars. The time period examined here was
not sufficient for the analysis of activity along the years.
These patterns are exemplified in Tables III-VI.

TABLE III. Activity percentages along the hours of the day
for the CPP list. Nearly identical distributions are found on
other lists as shown in Section I B 1 of the Supporting In-
formation. Higher activity was observed between noon and
6pm, followed by the time period between 6pm and midnight.
Around 2/3 of the whole activity takes place from noon to
midnight. Nevertheless, the activity peak occurs around mid-
day, with a slight skew toward one hour before noon.

1h 2h 3h 4h 6h 12h
0h 3.66

6.42
8.20

9.30
10.67

33.76

1h 2.76
2h 1.79

2.88
3h 1.10

2.474h 0.68
1.37

3.44
5h 0.69
6h 0.83

2.07
4.35

23.09

7h 1.24
8h 2.28

6.80
21.03

9h 4.52
18.7510h 6.62

14.23
11h 7.61
12h 6.44

12.48
18.95

25.05
37.63

66.24

13h 6.04
14h 6.47

12.57
15h 6.10

18.6816h 6.22
12.58

23.60
17h 6.36
18h 6.01

11.02
15.88

28.61

19h 5.02
20h 4.85

9.23
17.59

21h 4.38
12.7322h 4.06

8.36
23h 4.30

TABLE IV. Activity percentages along the days of the week
for the four email lists. Higher activity was observed during
weekdays, with a decrease of activity on weekends of at least
one third and two thirds in extreme cases.

Mon Tue Wed Thu Fri Sat Sun
LAU 15.71 15.81 15.88 16.43 15.14 10.13 10.91
LAD 14.92 17.75 17.01 15.41 14.21 10.40 10.31
MET 17.53 17.54 16.43 17.06 17.46 7.92 6.06
CPP 17.06 17.43 17.61 17.13 16.30 6.81 7.67

B. Stability of principal components and the prevalence of
symmetry over clusterization for dispersion

The topology was analyzed using standard, well-
established metrics of centrality and clustering. We also
introduced symmetry metrics given the evidence of their
importance in social contexts7. The contribution of each
metric to the variance is very similar for all the networks,
and did not vary with time. In applying PCA to the
snapshots, the contribution of each metric to the princi-
pal components presents very small standard deviation.
Table VII exemplifies the principal components forma-
tion with all the metrics considered for the MET email
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TABLE V. Activity in the days along the month for the MET
list. Nearly identical distributions are found on other lists as
indicated in Section I B 3 of the Supporting Information. Al-
though slightly higher activity rates are found in the begin-
ning of the month, the most important feature seems to be
the homogeneity made explicit by the high circular dispersion
in Table II.

1 day 5 10 15 days
1 3.05

18.25

35.24

50.96

2 3.38
3 3.62
4 4.25
5 3.94
6 3.73

16.98
7 3.17
8 3.26
9 3.56
10 3.26
11 3.81

15.73

31.98

12 2.91
13 3.30
14 2.75
15 2.95
16 3.36

16.25

49.04

17 3.16
18 3.44
19 3.36
20 2.93
21 3.20

15.79

32.78

22 3.11
23 3.60
24 2.74
25 3.13
26 3.13

16.99
27 3.07
28 3.61
29 3.60
30 3.57

TABLE VI. Activity percentages of the months along the year
from LAU list. Activity is usually concentrated in Jun-Aug
and/or in Dec-Mar (see Section I B 4 of the Supporting Infor-
mation). These observations fit academic calendars, vacations
and end-of-year holidays.

m. b. t. q. s.
Jan 10.22

19.56
28.24

35.09
49.16

Fev 9.34
Mar 8.67

15.53
Apr 6.86

20.93Mai 7.28
14.07

30.36
Jun 6.80
Jul 8.97

16.29
24.47

50.84

Ago 7.32
Set 8.18

16.25
34.55

Out 8.06
26.36Nov 7.64

18.30
Dez 10.66

list. Similar results are presented in Section III of the
Supporting Information for the other lists, with separate
consideration of strategic combinations of metrics.

TABLE VII. Loadings for the 14 metrics into the principal
components for the MET list, ws = 1000 messages in 20 dis-
joint positioning. The clustering coefficient (cc) appears as
the first metric in the Table, followed by 7 centrality met-
rics and 6 symmetry-related metrics. Note that the centrality
measurements, including degrees, strength and betweenness
centrality, are the most important contributors for the first
principal component, while the second component is domi-
nated by symmetry metrics. The clustering coefficient is only
relevant for the third principal component. The three com-
ponents have in average 80% of the variance.

PC1 PC2 PC3
µ σ µ σ µ σ

cc 0.89 0.59 1.93 1.33 21.22 2.97
s 11.71 0.57 2.97 0.82 2.45 0.72
sin 11.68 0.58 2.37 0.91 3.08 0.78
sout 11.49 0.61 3.63 0.79 1.61 0.88
k 11.93 0.54 2.58 0.70 0.52 0.44
kin 11.93 0.52 1.19 0.88 1.41 0.71
kout 11.57 0.61 4.34 0.70 0.98 0.66
bt 11.37 0.55 2.44 0.84 1.37 0.77
asy 3.14 0.98 18.52 1.97 2.46 1.69
µasy 3.32 0.99 18.23 2.01 2.80 1.82
σasy 4.91 0.59 2.44 1.47 26.84 3.06
dis 2.94 0.88 18.50 1.92 3.06 1.98
µdis 2.55 0.89 18.12 1.85 1.57 1.32
σdis 0.57 0.33 2.74 1.63 30.61 2.66

λ 49.56 1.16 27.14 0.54 13.25 0.95

The first principal component is an average of central-
ity metrics: degrees, strengths and betweenness central-
ity. Therefore, all of these centrality measurements are
equally important for characterizing the networks. On
one hand, the relevance of all centrality metrics is not sur-
prising since they may be highly correlated. The degree
and strength, for instance, are highly correlated, with
Spearman correlation coefficient ∈ [0.95, 1] and Pearson
coefficient ∈ [0.85, 1) for ws > 1000. On the other hand,
each of these metrics is related to a different participa-
tion characteristic, and their equal relevance is notice-
able. The clustering coefficient is presented in almost
perfect orthogonality to centrality metrics.

Dispersion was more prevalent in symmetry-related
metrics than for the clustering coefficient, as indicated
in Table VII. This is also illustrated in Figure 3, where
each vertex is colored according to the sector they belong
to. As expected, peripheral vertices have very low values
in the first component (centrality related) and greater
dispersion in the third component (clustering related).
The PCA plot in the third system of Figure 3, where
all metrics are considered, reflects the relevance of the
symmetry-related metrics for the variance. We conclude
that the latter metrics can be more meaningful in char-
acterizing interaction networks (and their participants)
than the clustering coefficient, especially for hubs and
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FIG. 3. The first plot shows degree versus clustering coefficient. This typical pattern is well known, since high clustering is
more incident in vertices with lower degrees. The second plot is analogous but the first component is an average of centrality
metrics. The second component remains related to the clustering coefficient. The third plot exhibits the greater dispersion
in the symmetry-related second component. In this case, the clustering coefficient is only relevant for the third component.
This greater dispersion suggests that symmetry-related metrics are more powerful for characterizing interaction networks than
the clustering coefficient, especially for hubs and intermediary vertices. This figure was obtained with a snapshot of the LAU
list in a window size of ws = 1000 messages. Similar structures were observed in all window sizes ws ∈ [500, 10000] and for
networks of other email lists, which points to a common relationship between the metrics of degrees, strengths and betweenness
centrality, the symmetry-related metrics and clustering coefficient.

intermediary vertices.
The relative importance of the topological metrics was

also observed for the additional 12 networks from Face-
book, Twitter and Participa.br. With the exception of
two of these networks, the overall behavior was main-
tained in that centrality measurements were found to be
the most relevant to explain network topology, followed
by symmetry-related metrics and then clustering coeffi-
cient. The results are given in Tables S31, S32, S33, S34
of the Supporting Information. There are larger differ-
ences between two of these networks than between two
(GMANE) email networks, as the latter were much more
regular.

C. Scalable fat-tail structure: constancy of membership
fractions in each Erdös sector

The distribution of vertices in the hubs, intermediary,
periphery Erdös sectors is remarkably stable along time,
provided that a sufficiently large sample of 200 or more
messages is considered. Moreover, the same distribution

applies to the networks of all email lists analyzed, as
demonstrated in Figure 4 and in Section II of the Sup-
porting Information. Activity is highly concentrated on
the hubs, while a very large number of peripheral vertices
contribute to only a fraction of the activity. This is ex-
pected for a system with a scale-free profile, as confirmed
by the data in Table VIII for the distribution of activity
among participants.

Typically, ≈ [3 − 12]% of the vertices are found to be
hubs, ≈ [15 − 45]% are intermediary and ≈ [44 − 81]%
are peripheral, which is consistent with the literature38.
These results hold for the total, in and out degrees and
strengths. Stable distributions can also be obtained for
100 or less messages if classification of the three sectors is
performed with one of the compound criteria established
in Section III D. The networks hold their basic structure
with as few as 10-50 messages; concentration of activ-
ity and the abundance of low-activity participants take
place even with very few messages, which is highlighted
in Section II of the Supporting Information. A minimum
window size for the observation of more general proper-
ties might be inferred by monitoring the giant component
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and the degeneration of the Erdös sectors.
In order to verify the possible generality of these find-

ings, we obtained the Erdös sectors of 12 networks from
Facebook, Twitter and Participa.br. The results are
given in Table S30 in the Supporting Information, which
indicate that the percentages of hubs, intermediary and
peripheral nodes are essentially the same as for the email
lists.

TABLE VIII. Distribution of activity among participants.
The first column presents the percentage of messages sent by
the most active participant. The column for the first quartile
(1Q) shows the minimum percentage of participants respon-
sible for at least 25% of total messages. Similarly, the column
for the first three quartiles 1−3Q gives the minimum percent-
age of participants responsible for 75% of total messages. The
last decile −10D column brings the maximum percentage of
participants responsible for 10% of messages.

list hub 1Q 1− 3Q −10D
LAU 2.78 1.19 (26.35%) 13.12 (75.17%) 67.32 (-10.02%)
LAD 4.00 1.03 (26.64%) 11.91 (75.18%) 71.14 (-10.03%)
MET 11.14 1.02 (34.07%) 8.54 (75.64%) 80.49 (-10.02%)
CPP 14.41 0.29 (33.24%) 4.18 (75.46%) 83.65 (-10.04%)

D. Types from Erdös sectors

A sector to which a vertex belongs can be regarded as
yielding a type to the corresponding participant. Assign-
ing a type to a participant inevitably raises an important
question regarding the possible stigmatization. We take
the view that the participation typology inherent in the
Erdös sectors is not stigmatizing because the type of an
individual changes along time and as different networks
are considered11. That is to say, an individual is a hub in
a number of networks and peripheral in other networks,
and even within a network he/she probably changes type
along time. Indeed, we did observe often transitions of
participants from one sector to another. The typology
proposed here bridges exact and human sciences and may
be enriched with concepts from other typologies, such as
Meyer-Briggs, Pavlov or the authoritarian types of the
F-Scale11.

We analyzed the time evolution of the networks using
visualization tools developed for this research39,40 and
inspected the raw data to infer the main characteristics
of each type. Our main observations may be summarized
as follows:

• Core hubs usually have intermittent activity. Very
stable activity was found on MET hubs, which is
consistent with the literature where greater stabil-
ity occurs in smaller communities6.

• Typically, the activity of hubs is trivial: they in-
teract as much as possible, in every occasion with

everyone. The activity of peripheral vertices also
follows a simple pattern: they interact very rarely,
in very few occasions. Therefore, intermediary ver-
tices seem responsible for the network structure.
Intermediary vertices may exhibit preferential com-
munication to peripheral, intermediary, or hub ver-
tices; can be marked by stable communication part-
ners; can involve stable or intermittent patterns of
activity.

• Some of the most active participants receive many
responses with relative few messages sent, and
rarely are top hubs. These seem as authorities and
contrast with participants that respond much more
than receive responses.

• The most obvious community structure, as ob-
served by a high clustering coefficient, i.e. mem-
bers known each other often, is found mostly in
peripheral and intermediary sectors.

With regard to the networks as the whole objects of
analysis, we were able to observe a negative correlation
between the number of threads and the number of par-
ticipants. When the number of participants exceeds a
threshold, the number of threads displays a positive cor-
relation with the number of participants. This finding is
illustrated in Figure 5 and can also be observed in Ta-
ble I. Obviously, network types can be derived from such
results, which was not attempted here but left for the
reader and future work.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The most important result from the analysis of time
evolution of the four email lists is certainly the time-
independence observed not only for the activity but also
for the properties of the networks themselves. For ex-
ample, the relative fractions of participants classified
as hubs, intermediary and peripheral vertices remained
practically constant along time across all email lists stud-
ied. Furthermore, the PCA analysis of the topological
metrics characterizing the networks also indicated that
the contribution of each metric did not vary in time. Cen-
trality metrics were found to be the most relevant to char-
acterize the network topology, followed by symmetry-
related metrics, which were more relevant, with respect
to variance, than clustering.

A systematic study of the activity of participants be-
longing to the three distinct Erdös sectors indicated sim-
ple patterns for hubs and peripheral vertices, while the
network structure was governed by the intermediary ver-
tices. These properties were shared by all email lists and
were time-independent, being consistent with the liter-
ature. Moreover, both the distribution of Erdös sectors
and the contribution from the metrics to the PCA were
found to apply to networks from Facebook, Twitter and
Participa.br. We may therefore consider the classifica-
tion of agents into Erdös sectors as a first step leading



Stability of interaction networks 11

FIG. 4. Fractions of agents in each Erdös sector, where the fractions for hubs, intermediary and peripheral vertices are
represented in red, green and blue, respectively. We used two simple criteria, namely degree and strength, for the graphics
on the left. For the graphics on the right we employed the Exclusivist and Inclusivist compound criteria, with black lines
representing the fraction of vertices without class and with more than one class, respectively. See Section II of Supporting
Information for a collection of such timeline figures with all simple and compound criteria and metrics. Table S30, also from
Supporting Information, presents these fractions of agents in snapshots of networks from Facebook, Twitter and Participa.br.

FIG. 5. A scatter plot of number of messages (M) versus
number of participants (N) versus number of threads (Γ) for
140 email lists. Highest number of threads are found in lists
with few participants. The correlation between N and Γ is
negative for low values of N but positive otherwise. This
negative correlation between N and Γ can also be observed
in Table I. For M = 20000 messages, positive correlation of
N and Γ is present mostly above 1500 participants. All LAU,
LAD, MET lists present smaller networks.

to a human typology which bridges exact sciences, with
quantitative procedures for the classification, and human
sciences, where there is a legacy in the observation of hu-
man types.
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