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Networks involved in information processing often have their nodes arranged hierarchically, with
the majority of connections occurring in adjacent levels. However, despite being an intuitively
appealing concept, the hierarchical organization of large networks, such as those in the brain, are
difficult to identify, especially in absence of additional information beyond that provided by the
connectome. In this paper, we propose a framework to uncover the hierarchical structure of a
given network, that identifies the nodes occupying each level as well as the sequential order of the
levels. It involves optimizing a metric that we use to quantify the extent of hierarchy present in
a network. Applying this measure to various brain networks, ranging from the nervous system of
the nematode Caenorhabditis elegans to the human connectome, we unexpectedly find that they
exhibit a common network architectural motif intertwining hierarchy and modularity. This suggests
that brain networks may have evolved to simultaneously exploit the functional advantages of these
two types of organizations, viz., relatively independent modules performing distributed processing
in parallel and a hierarchical structure that allows sequential pooling of these multiple processing
streams. An intriguing possibility is that this property we report may be common to information
processing networks in general.

I. INTRODUCTION

The brain exhibits complexity at multiple levels, from
individual neurons interacting with neighboring cells, to
the emergence of large-scale spatiotemporal patterns of
activity in entire brain areas, ultimately giving rise to
behavior and cognition [1]. While the size and scale of
nervous systems vary widely across species, it is strik-
ing that they nevertheless perform the key function of
enabling the organism to respond appropriately to an
ever changing environment [2]. The nervous system of
the nematode Caenorhabditis elegans comprising ∼ 300
neurons lies at one end of this spectrum, while mam-
malian brains with tens of billions of neurons straddle
the other extreme. Thus, the complexity of the brain
does not simply arise from its size alone, e.g., the num-
ber of constituent neurons, but is also associated with
the connection topology of the wiring between its con-
stituent units [3]. Understanding this structural organi-
zation, that underpins brain function, requires identify-
ing general design principles that can provide a concep-
tual scaffolding for describing the connectome. Here we
focus on modularity and hierarchy, attributes that have
often been associated with structural and/or functional
features of brain organization. However, as these terms
have been used with very different connotations depend-
ing on the context [e.g., see Refs. [4–8] for instances of
distinct ways in which hierarchy has been interpreted],
their explanatory power has been limited. While the use
of graph theoretic concepts has contributed to a rigorous
and widely used framework for understanding modular-
ity [9], even within the specific arena of network neuro-
science there has been a multiplicity of approaches that
seek to quantitatively characterize hierarchy.

Hierarchical organization has often been inferred, e.g.,

in the Macaque visual cortex [10–12], by observing how
information flows across a sequential arrangement of lay-
ers, such that each successive layer integrates the sig-
nals obtained from the preceding layer and performs
more complex information processing, thereby defining a
bottom-up flow. In parallel, top-down feedback connec-
tions from higher processing levels to those at lower levels
implement control mechanisms that allow adaptation and
fine-tuning of responses [13, 14]. Similar hierarchical or-
ganization has been reported in different species [15, 16]
as well as other sensory modalities [17]. Indeed, net-
works in general that are involved in complex informa-
tion processing appear to be characterized by such an
arrangement of reciprocal connections between nodes be-
longing to successive levels occurring in a sequence [18–
20]. This can, in principle, be related to the optimal
use of computational resources by having successive lay-
ers receive information appropriately processed so as not
to overwhelm the handling capacity of the constituent
nodes. Distributing the processing task across the sys-
tem, so that various steps are performed sequentially at
successive layers, increases the robustness of the network
against congestion-driven failure arising from bottlenecks
that could result from increased computational load at a
key node. In the brain, hierarchical organization is also
hypothesized to be crucial for coordinating complex se-
quential behavior [21, 22], e.g., HVC neurons firing in
a precise temporal order during the “song” of the zebra
finch [23].

The lack of an universally accepted quantitative mea-
sure for hierarchy has meant that almost all earlier re-
ports of hierarchical architecture in brain networks have
relied on identifying the distinct layers through addi-
tional information about the attributes of the constituent
nodes, such as their function and/or anatomical char-
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acteristics. However, in instances where such auxiliary
knowledge is unavailable or incomplete, we require a pro-
cedure for unambiguously reconstructing the hierarchical
sequence of layers from the connection topology alone.
With rapid progress in methods to determine structural
and functional brain networks in recent times, there is
rising interest in devising novel approaches for analyzing
the resulting abundance of connectome data to identify
the inherent organizational features of such networks, in
particular, hierarchy [24]. As already implied above, hier-
archical networks share the structural characteristic that
their nodes are sequentially arranged into several layers
with the densest connections occurring between succes-
sive layers. The presence of such an organization which
intuitively has functional implications in terms of direct-
ing the flow along the network, especially for systems in-
volved in processing information, can be used to fashion
a quantitative metric of hierarchy. Thus, the hierarchical
architecture of a network can in principle be disentan-
gled by identifying the arrangement of all N nodes (say)
of a network into L levels li (i = 1, . . . , L) such that the
number of connections between successive levels is max-
imized across all possible choices of (a) the number of
levels L, (b) the sequential arrangement of li and (c) the
level membership of each individual node.

In this paper we propose a general framework based
on this insight to identify the mesoscopic structure (in
particular, the presence of a hierarchical organization) in
a network exclusively from information about its connec-
tions and apply it to multiple connectomes. We define
a metric, the hierarchy index H, such that maximizing
it yields the optimal hierarchical decomposition of a net-
work in the sense as described above. This is a non-trivial
search problem, as even for a fixed value of L, the num-
ber of possible ways in which N nodes can be partitioned
among the levels is given by the Stirling number of the
second kind, yielding an astronomically high number of
possibilities. For instance, a connectome comprising 200
brain regions can be arranged among 10 levels in more
than 10193 different ways. We solve this combinatorial
optimization problem by introducing a heuristic simu-
lated annealing routine developed specifically for iden-
tifying the optimal partitioning of the network compo-
nents into levels and their corresponding sequential ar-
rangement. Benchmarking was carried out on synthetic
networks with embedded hierarchical organization to es-
tablish that the hierarchy is correctly identified by the
algorithm consistently across realizations.

Applying this method to various connectomes, ranging
from the macro-scale, consisting of tracts linking brain
areas, to the micro-scale, comprising synapses and gap-
junctions between neurons, we identify a robust meso-
scale feature, viz., modular hierarchy. Indeed, our re-
sults suggest that the organization of brain networks is
characterized by an interplay between the two prominent
mesoscopic structural features, viz., modularity and hi-
erarchy, such that neither can independently explain the
trajectory of signals flowing through the nervous system,

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the process for
identifying the underlying hierarchical organization
of a connectome. The iterative application of the algo-
rithm proposed here allows the innate layered structure of a
network which may not be apparent a priori (as indicated by
the graph representation and corresponding adjacency ma-
trix of the input, left) to be made explicit (shown in graph
and matrix representations of the output, right), enabling the
identification of the hierarchical organization. At each itera-
tion, the process incrementally maximizes the hierarchy index
H (middle) by improving an initial assignment of the nodes
into a number of levels by performing any one of four types of
random rearrangements (selected with different probabilities,
see Methods) : (1) moving a node to a different level that
is either chosen randomly from the existing ones or is newly
created, (2) merging two randomly chosen levels, (3) splitting
a randomly chosen level into two adjacent levels, and (4) ex-
changing the order of a pair of randomly chosen levels in the
sequence. The hierarchical structure of the network in the
output is apparent from the dense connections in the blocks
immediately adjacent to the diagonal blocks, representing rel-
atively high connectivity between nodes occurring in adjacent
levels.

relayed from layer to layer and module to module. Note
that, this concept is distinct from that of hierarchical
modularity [25–29], which has been used in the litera-
ture to refer to a nested arrangement of modules. We
show that the layered structure characterizing each mod-
ule is not completely independent of that in other mod-
ules, suggesting a weak sequential order among the mod-
ules themselves rather than a dominant global hierarchy.
Such an organization is consistent with the functional re-
quirements of the nervous system which processes infor-
mation in a segregated manner along specialized streams
but eventually requires an overall integration. Taken in
conjunction with recent experimental observations indi-
cating that modules that are established initially subse-
quently get concatenated [30], our results suggest that
this structural feature may well be developmentally pro-
grammed, pointing again to its potential functional rele-
vance.
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II. RESULTS

The hierarchy index H that we define here (see Meth-
ods) attains its highest possible value for a partitioning
of the nodes into a sequence of levels that maximizes the
density of links between adjacent levels. Thus, uncov-
ering the hierarchical structure of a network is framed
as a combinatorial optimization problem that we solve
using simulated annealing (Figure 1, see Methods for
details). To establish the effectiveness of the proposed
method in identifying the underlying hierarchical struc-
ture of a network, we first apply it to generated ensem-
bles of benchmark random networks where such an orga-
nization is present by design, and compare the inferred
sequence and composition of levels with that known a
priori. The process by which links are assigned between
different nodes allows us to specify the extent of hier-
archical organization, parameterized by the ratio h of
the densities of connections between consecutive levels
to that between all other levels (as well as, within each
level). This allows us to smoothly vary the nature of
the constructed networks from ones where hierarchy is
completely absent (h = 1), with the connections being
uniformly distributed throughout the network, to those
that are rigidly hierarchical (h = 0), with nodes at any
level allowed to connect only with those in levels immedi-
ately above or below them (see Methods for details). The
benchmark networks can be decomposed into an optimal
set of partitions by maximizing H which allows us to re-
cover the mesoscopic topological organization embedded
in the network to a remarkable accuracy, as measured
by the normalized mutual information between the origi-
nal and reconstructed hierarchical configurations. As ex-
pected, the performance of the algorithm declines as the
hierarchical character of the network becomes less pro-
nounced (for h > 0.1), with a reduction in the similarity
between the partitions identified by the algorithm and
those inserted by construction (see S1 Figure in Supple-
mentary Information).

Having validated the accuracy of the proposed hierar-
chical decomposition on benchmark networks, we apply
this method to uncover any underlying hierarchical orga-
nization that may exist in several connectomes that vary
in size and complexity, as well as, the scale of resolu-
tion of the network. These include the neuronal network
corresponding to the somatic nervous system of the ne-
matode Caenorhabditis elegans [31], an aggregated net-
work of brain regions compiled from numerous tracto-
graphic studies of the Macaque brain [32–35], and struc-
tural brain networks of multiple human subject obtained
through diffusion tensor imaging [36, 37] (see Methods
for details). We describe below the results of the hierar-
chical decomposition carried out on these networks. We
begin with the Macaque macro-connectome, whose mod-
ular organization and resulting functional consequences
we have recently investigated in detail [38].

A typical hierarchical decomposition of the Macaque
connectome obtained by applying our algorithm is shown

in Fig. 2 (a-b). The specific sequence displayed here com-
prises 16 levels into which the brain regions are arranged
and is taken as the reference sequence (see S1 Table in
Supplementary Information) against which we compare
other decompositions generated by multiple realizations
of the algorithm (see Methods). As the diameter of the
network (= 8) is much smaller than the number of lay-
ers into which the connectome is seen to be partitioned
in these decompositions, it may initially appear counter-
intuitive that the shortest path length connecting the two
regions furthest in terms of the distance measured along
the network is not comparable to the separation between
the terminal layers in the hierarchical chain. Such a fea-
ture suggests a marked deviation from a strict hierar-
chy (characterized by links existing exclusively between
neighboring layers) and has always proved challenging
to any effort at describing the brain in terms of a serial
arrangement of layers that successively process informa-
tion [8]. This apparent incongruity arises because of a
profusion of “short-cuts” linking regions that lie in lay-
ers that are far apart along the sequential arrangement.
This can be established by observing how the diameter of
synthetic networks having comparable number of nodes
and layers as the connectome, decreases as the density
of links connecting non-consecutive layers increases (see
S3 Figure in Supplementary Information). Indeed, it is
the presence of these connections which obscures the un-
derlying hierarchical arrangement of brain networks, a
problem that has been overcome by the hierarchical de-
composition method introduced here.

Almost all the decompositions exhibit a spatially con-
tiguous arrangement in that the sequentially adjacent
levels also appear to be spatially adjacent. We observe
that the levels exhibit a cyclic progression from the ante-
rior to posterior before eventually turning back. As see
from the sagittal section [top right panel of Fig. 2 (a)],
the sequence begins at the pre-frontal cortex (nodes in
layers 1 to 3) and then moves across the parietal lobe
(layers 4 to 7) down to the sub-cortical regions (layers 8
to 10) before proceeding up again to the occipital lobe
(layers 11 to 13). The subsequent levels then progress
in the reverse direction [see the horizontal section in the
left panel of Fig. 2 (a)] across the temporal lobe (layers
14 and 15) to finally terminate in the pre-frontal cortex
(layer 16). Thus, the terminal levels of the hierarchy are
both located in the frontal lobe. Fig. 2 (b) shows that
most of the connections between brain regions tend to
be concentrated between consecutive layers (whose nodes
occur within the partitions indicated by the red bounding
lines) in the hierarchical sequence, consistent with the in-
tuitive notion of hierarchy that we outline earlier. As can
be seen, the sizes of the layers, measured by number of
regions that belong to each of them, are highly variable,
ranging from 3 (Layer 10) to 36 (Layer 5). However, as
the brain regions themselves occupy very different spa-
tial volumes, spanning several orders of magnitude, the
size differences between the layers in terms of number
of regions may not easily translate to variation in their
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FIG. 2. The hierarchical organization identified in the macaque connectome. (a) Network of brain areas, shown in
horizontal (left), sagittal (top right) and coronal (bottom right) projections, with the links representing directed axonal tracts
between the areas. The layer in the hierarchy to which an area (filled circle) belongs is indicated by the corresponding node
color (see color key), while the node size provides a representation of its relative volume. Each directed link between a pair of
areas has the same color as that of the source node. (b) Adjacency matrix representation of the macaque connectome, with
nodes (brain areas) arranged according to the hierarchical level in which they occur in the decomposition shown in (a). The
existence of a directed connection between a pair of brain areas i, j is represented by the corresponding entry in the matrix
being colored white. The density of connections between areas belonging to the same or different hierarchical levels is indicated
by the brightness of the corresponding block. (c) Alluvial diagram representation of the association between the modules (left)
and the hierarchical layers (right) to which the different areas belong. (d) The robust sequential arrangement of the layers is
indicated by the relative frequency ftrls of each layer in a reference sequence (ordered along the ordinate) occurring at specific
positions (shown along the abscissae) in the hierarchical decomposition obtained in each of 103 realizations. The reference
sequence is the hierarchical decomposition shown in (a). (e) The invariance of the hierarchical partitioning of the brain areas
identified across different realizations is quantified by the relative frequency ftrls with which an area occurs at a given layer
ordered as per the reference hierarchical arrangement shown in (d).

spatial scale.

As noted earlier, it has already been shown that the
Macaque connectome has a prominent modular organi-
zation of the brain regions, defined by communities char-
acterized by dense intra-connectivity that are spatially
localized to a large extent [38]. Fig. 2 (c) shows how
the two mesoscopic organizational features of the brain,

viz., modularity and hierarchy, relate to each other. As
can be seen, each module comprises brain regions that
largely belong to sequentially adjacent hierarchical lay-
ers, such that we can categorize the network as one that
is composed of modular hierarchies. In other words, the
connections can be partitioned into several modules, each
of which can be further decomposed into a series of hi-
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erarchical layers. We note that the hierarchy is defined
not only in terms of the sequence of layers within each
module, but the different modules themselves occur in
the decomposition in a specific order.

As the modularity of the network can potentially inter-
fere with the determination of the hierarchical sequence,
given that both types of mesoscopic organization are
based on the differential connection densities within and
across partitions, we have carried out another series of
benchmark tests of the decomposition algorithm aimed
specifically at such networks whose nodes are arranged
into modules, as well as, hierarchical layers. For this
purpose, we have constructed an ensemble of synthetic
random networks with a hierarchical structure as deter-
mined by the parameter h (defined above), and whose
modular character is parameterized by the ratio r of the
densitities of connections between nodes belonging to the
same community (ρo) and those belonging to different
communities (ρi) [39]. Benchmark networks are obtained
for given pairs of values of h and r, comprising several
modules whose nodes are in turn arranged into multi-
ple sequentially arranged layers, i.e., the networks em-
body a modular hierarchical architecture (see S2 Figure
in Supplementary Information). The networks are then
decomposed by maximizing H and the partitioning thus
obtained can be compared with the embedded structure
by computing the mutual information between them. We
observe that the algorithm uncovers the underlying hier-
archical organization in the presence of modules, when
both the hierarchical and modular characters of the net-
work are prominent (i.e., for low h and r). We note
that the embedded organization can be detected with
an accuracy that is comparable to that obtained for the
exclusively hierarchical synthetic network ensembles (de-
scribed above)

As the process for partitioning of the network into
hierarchical layers (and modules) is stochastic in na-
ture, different realizations of the decomposition can re-
sult in distinct sets of network partitions, and the se-
quence in which they are arranged may also vary. A net-
work with an inherent hierarchical organization should
display broad consistency across the various decompo-
sitions, both in terms of the membership of the differ-
ent layers as well as their sequential order (see Meth-
ods). Fig. 2 (d) shows that there is strong agreement
between the different sequences of layers in the Macaque
connectome obtained from multiple realizations, as in-
dicated by the prominent diagonal [see also S4 Figure
(a-c) in Supplementary Information]. This implies that
specific levels in the reference sequence (ordinate) occur
with high relative frequency at corresponding positions
in the sequences obtained from the other decompositions
(abscissa). This is complemented by Fig. 2 (e), which
shows that the relative frequency with which a particu-
lar brain region occurs in a specific layer across different
realizations is strongly localized to a single partition. In
other words, the layer memberships of the brain regions
are highly correlated, i.e., if a pair of brain regions be-

long to a particular layer in a sequence (considered as the
reference), then they will co-occur in a layer in other hi-
erarchical decompositions of the network with very high
probability. Thus, the Macaque connectome shows a very
robust hierarchical organization embedded within the in-
herent modular structure of the network, with the com-
position of individual layers and the order in which they
occur sequentially being largely invariant across realiza-
tions of the decomposition algorithm.

By identifying a network architecture that can repro-
duce observed features arising from the relation between
modular and hierarchical characteristics of the connec-
tome, we can get vital clues about its organizational prin-
ciple. In particular, it will have to demonstrate how a ro-
bust, globally sequential ordering of the identified layers
can be consistent with the embedding of these layers into
prominent modules, which are by definition relatively in-
dependent of each other. With this aim in mind we have
considered two classes of synthetic networks possessing
both modularity and hierarchy. One of these classes rep-
resent networks that are characterized by independent
modular hierarchies [Fig. 3 (a)]. In these networks, there
is a definite sequential ordering of the layers within each
module, but not of the modules themselves. As the rela-
tively sparse number of connections between the different
modules may connect nodes at any level in a given mod-
ule to those occurring at any level in another, in principle
the modules can be placed in an arbitrary order with-
out disrupting the hierarchy of the network as a whole.
To contrast with this, we consider another ensemble of
networks in which there is not only a strict ordering of
layers within each module, but also across the modules
[Fig. 3 (b)]. In other words, each module is tethered to
a specific position in the sequence relative to the other
modules, which arises because most of the connections
between consecutive modules in the sequence occur be-
tween their respective terminal layers. We note that this
implies a rigid sequential arrangement across the mod-
ules which would appear to partially contradict the fun-
damental attribute of relative independence that char-
acterizes modular structure. By decomposing these two
classes of networks using the algorithm presented here,
we find that while both ensembles are characterized by
layer memberships that are consistent across realizations,
only networks with independent modular hierarchies ex-
hibit a robust sequential order of the identified hierar-
chical layers, as is observed in the case of the empirical
network. It suggests that the relation between modu-
larity and hierarchy in the connectome is closer to that
represented by networks where the hierarchical arrange-
ment in each of the modules are relatively independent.

We next investigate the hierarchical organization of a
human connectome, obtained from a representative indi-
vidual subject (see Methods). Fig. 4 (a) shows a specific
decomposition that is chosen to be the reference sequence
(see S2 Table in Supplementary Information). The 188
brain regions across the two hemispheres that comprise
the connectome are seen to be partitioned into 12 lay-
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FIG. 3. Inferring the relation between hierarchical lay-
ers and modular organization in the Macaque con-
nectome by comparing the results obtained by par-
titioning two classes of synthetic modular networks
with embedded layers. The benchmark networks corre-
spond to (a) those in which each of the modules have a hier-
archical organization independent of the other modules, and
(b) those in which the hierarchical levels across the modules
follow a globally ordered sequence, respectively. In each case,
the top panel is an adjacency matrix representation of the
network. The modules and hierarchical levels are indicated
by green and red bounding lines, respectively, in each ma-
trix. In the central panels, the extent to which the sequential
arrangement of layers is consistent across 200 realizations is
indicated by the relative frequency ftrls of each layer in a
reference sequence (ordered along the ordinate) occurring at
specific positions (shown along the abscissae) in the respective
hierarchical decomposition. The reference sequence for each
ensemble is chosen to be the realization that is most similar
(quantified by normalized mutual information) to all other
realizations of the hierarchical decompositions of the corre-
sponding benchmark network. The alluvial diagram repre-
sentations show the association between the layers embedded
in the benchmark networks (left, considered to be identical
to those in the empirical network) and the layers obtained by
hierarchical decomposition upon application of the proposed
method (right). In the bottom panels, the invariance of the
hierarchical partitioning of the brain areas identified across
different realizations is quantified by the relative frequency
ftrls with which an area occurs at a given layer ordered as
per the corresponding reference hierarchical decomposition.

ers. The regions belonging to consecutive layers are also
physically adjacent as can be observed from their spatial
locations in the horizontal section of the brain shown in
Fig. 4 (a). As in the case of the Macaque, the number of
hierarchical layers is larger than the diameter of the net-
work (= 4), which can be attributed to the many connec-
tions across non-consecutive layers functioning as “short-
cuts” (see S5 Figure in Supplementary Information which
shows the dependence of the diameter of equivalent syn-
thetic networks on the ratio h). Fig. 4 (b) shows that
these short-cuts are quite substantial in number. Indeed,
they are more numerous in the human connectome com-
pared to that of the Macaque, which can possibly be as-
sociated with the much higher overall connection density
in the former [40]. The network also exhibits modular or-
ganization characterized by the existence of 4 modules,
two of which mostly comprise regions from the left hemi-
sphere while the other two have a majority of their mem-
bers in the right hemisphere. The relation between the
compositions of the modules and the hierarchical layers
is indicated by the alluvial diagram in Fig. 4 (c). It sug-
gests that similar to the Macaque connectome, the net-
work can be viewed as possessing modular hierarchies.
Again as in the Macaque, we see that the network dis-
plays a robust sequential ordering of the layers [Fig. 4 (d),
see also S4 Figure (d-f) in Supplementary Information],
with the identities of the members of each layer being
broadly consistent across different realizations of the hi-
erarchical decomposition [Fig. 4 (e)]. We have carried out
similar hierarchical decompositions of other human con-
nectomes obtained from subjects of different ages, which
are partitioned by our algorithm into a similar number of
hierarchical layers ranging from 11 to 14 having robust
sequential arrangement, as well as, layer membership (see
S6 Figure in Supplementary Information).

As a final demonstration of the proposed hierarchical
decomposition method, we consider the network of chem-
ical synapses connecting 279 neurons which belong to the
somatic nervous system of Caenorhabditis elegans (see
Methods). A typical partitioning of the network, cho-
sen to be the reference sequence (see S3 Table in Sup-
plementary Information), is shown in Fig. 5 (a), where
the membership of the neurons amongst the 12 layers
that are obtained for this realization are indicated using
different colors. As in the case of the networks of brain
regions analyzed above, the diameter of this neuronal net-
work (= 7) is seen to be lower than the number of layers
identified. This can be imputed to short-cut connections
spanning non-adjacent layers (see S7 Figure in Supple-
mentary Information). Considering the spatial positions
of the neuronal cell bodies, we observe that the initial
layers are concentrated around the nerve ring located at
the head of the organism. Subsequent layers have neu-
rons that are located in the tail, while the neurons of the
ventral cord (laid out along the anterior-posterior axis of
the worm body and consisting almost exclusively of mo-
tor neurons that coordinate locomotion) occupy the final
layers in the sequence. Thus, we see a deviation from the
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FIG. 4. The hierarchical organization identified in a human connectome. (a) Network of brain areas, shown in
horizontal projection, with the undirected links representing axonal tracts between the areas, for an individual subject in
the NKI/Rockland sample [36] (see Methods). The layer in the hierarchy to which an area (filled circle) belongs is indicated
by the corresponding node color (see color key). Each link between a pair of areas is assigned the color of one of the two
nodes it joins. (b) Adjacency matrix representation of the connectome, with nodes (brain areas) arranged according to the
hierarchical level in which they occur in (a). The existence of a connection between a pair of brain areas i, j is represented by
the corresponding entry in the matrix being colored white. The density of connections between areas belonging to the same or
different hierarchical levels is indicated by the brightness of the corresponding block. (c) Alluvial diagram representation of the
association between the modules (left) and the hierarchical layers (right) to which the different areas belong. (d) The robust
sequential arrangement of the layers is indicated by the relative frequency ftrls of each layer in a reference sequence (ordered
along the ordinate) occurring at specific positions (shown along the abscissae) in the hierarchical decomposition obtained in
each of 200 realizations. The reference sequence is the hierarchical decomposition shown in (a). (e) The invariance of the
hierarchical partitioning of the brain areas identified across different realizations is quantified by the relative frequency ftrls
with which an area occurs at a given layer ordered as per the reference hierarchical arrangement shown in (d).

spatial contiguity of consecutive hierarchical layers that
marked the connectomes of macaque and human. This
could possibly be a consequence of many of the neurons
having long processes that span almost the entire length
of the organism, such that their connections are not just
confined to the vicinity of the cell body [41, 42]. Fig. 5 (b)
shows the neurons clustered in the various ganglia that
are located in the head of the organism. In this mag-
nified view, we observe that the initial layers broadly

appear to be spatially ordered, with their composition
being dominated by sensory and interneurons [indicated
by the shape of the symbol representing each neuron, see
key in Fig. 5 (a)]. This is substantiated in Fig. 5 (c),
which indicates the number of neurons of different types
that occur in each layer (top panel), as well as their rel-
ative fraction in these layers (bottom panel), averaged
over multiple realizations of the hierarchical decomposi-
tion algorithm. The variation in the size of each layer
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FIG. 5. The hierarchical structure identified in the somatic nervous system of the nematode Caenorhabditis
elegans. (a) Spatial representation of the network of synapses between the 279 connected neurons that control all activity
except pharyngeal movements in the mature hermaphrodite individuals of the species. The nodes representing the neurons
are arranged according to their position in the worm body along the anteroposterior axis, the head and tail being indicated
in the figure. The node color indicates the layer in the hierarchy to which a neuron belongs (see color key), while the shape
indicates whether it is a sensory (circle), motor (square) or interneuron (triangle). Each directed synaptic link between a pair
of neurons has the same color as the source node. To resolve the layered organization of the connections between the densely
clustered neurons in and around the nerve ring near the head, the area enclosed within the broken lines is shown magnified
in panel (b). (c) The total number of neurons (black), as well as, the individual functional subtypes, viz., sensory (green),
motor (red) and interneurons (blue) at each level of the hierarchy (upper panel), and the fraction of each subtype in these
levels (lower panel). The solid curve represents the mean while the band represents the dispersion across 200 realizations of
the hierarchical decomposition of the network. Note that the sensory neurons are relatively more numerous at the initial layers
while motor neurons dominate the final layers, with the representation of interneurons peaking in the middle. (d) Adjacency
matrix representation of the C. elegans somatic neuronal network, with nodes (neurons) arranged according to the hierarchical
level in which they occur in the decomposition shown in (a). The existence of a directed synaptic connection between a pair of
neurons i, j is represented by the corresponding entry in the matrix being colored white. The density of connections between
neurons belonging to the same or different hierarchical levels is indicated by the brightness of the corresponding block. (e)
The invariance of the hierarchical partitioning of the neurons identified across different realizations is quantified by the relative
frequency ftrls with which a neuron occurs at a given layer ordered as per the reference hierarchical arrangement shown in (d).

(both in terms of the total number of neurons, as well
as, of each functional type) appears to be relatively low

across the different partitionings. The initial layers ap-
pear to have a larger fraction of sensory neurons, while
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the interneurons predominate the composition of layers
that occur in the middle of the sequence. Motor neu-
rons, on the other hand, constitute the bulk of the last
few layers.

The adjacency matrix for C. elegans neuronal connec-
tivity shown in Fig. 5 (d) illustrates the dense inter-level
connectivity between consecutive levels, which is charac-
teristic of a strongly hierarchical organization. As in the
cases of the networks of brain regions described above,
this network also has a modular organization comprising
three modules [the association between their neuronal
composition and that of the layers is shown in S8 Fig-
ure, left panel, in Supplementary Information]. One of
the modules comprise neurons that are mostly located in
the ventral cord, while the neurons in the various ganglia
are divided amongst the other two modules. Each mod-
ule exhibits a distinct hierarchical arrangement of layers
within them, suggested by the relatively little overlap
in the modular memberships of neurons in each layer.
Thus, it appears that the “modular hierarchy” organi-
zation principle that we observe at the scale of connec-
tions between brain regions could also be operating at
the neuronal scale. Also, as in the other networks, the
identities of nodes belonging to the different layers are
consistent across realizations, indicating the robustness
of the decomposition in terms of layer membership of
the neurons [Fig. 5 (e)]. While the sequential ordering
of the layers shows more variability [see S4 Fig (panels
g-i) in Supplementary Information] than that seen in the
case of other networks, the reference sequence is largely
conserved across the plurality of the obtained decompo-
sitions. The robustness of the sequence of hierarchical
layers is even more pronounced when we augment the
network with additional links (approximately one-third
of the number of synapses) corresponding to electrical
gap junctions between neurons [see S9 and S10 Figures
in Supplementary Information]. Indeed, the network ob-
tained by incorporating these links also exhibits hierar-
chical organization having a similar number of layers,
with the identities of the neurons belonging to each layer
remaining consistent across decompositions. Moreover,
the relation between the modules of this network and its
hierarchical layers also support the hypothesis that the
networks comprise relatively independent modules, each
with an embedded set of hierarchically ordered layers [see
S8 Figure, right panel, in Supplementary Information].

III. DISCUSSION

The mesoscopic organization of a network is expected
to reflect its function [43]. For instance, the neces-
sity of performing multiple independent tasks in parallel,
with relatively low requirement for coordination between
them, may favor a modular architecture. A network with
such a functional requirement can be partitioned into
a number of sub-networks, each characterized by high
intra-connection density facilitating recurrent communi-

cation between their constituent nodes, while having cor-
respondingly fewer connections between nodes belonging
to different sub-networks. On the other hand, a hier-
archical network may be preferred if the function typi-
cally requires performing several steps in sequence (such
that each step needs to be finished before initiating the
next), possibly coordinating across many input streams.
Such a connection topology would promote efficient se-
rial processing, often in conjunction with feed-back and
feed-forward connection across the levels. As we show
here, the connection architecture of the brain manifests
both of these fundamental organizing principles.

Indeed, our analysis of the connectomes suggest a novel
structural feature at the mesoscopic level in these net-
works that we term modular hierarchies. These are char-
acterized by the brain regions being segregated into dis-
tinct communities, while at the same time being arranged
in a specific sequence of levels within their own commu-
nity. The robustness of the modular partitioning, as well
as, the hierarchical sequence, suggests that both of these
features are fundamental attributes of the network or-
ganization. In fact, while there have been previous at-
tempts to identify signatures of hierarchy in the brain, we
venture that it is the simultaneous presence of a strong
modular arrangement that has made such an attempt
particularly challenging. The method proposed here is
particularly suited for identifying the interplay of these
two kinds of mesoscopic organization. We note that a
similar architecture is known to be extant in the visual
cortex, where information coming from different parts of
the visual field are processed by different microcolumns
(hence, representing a modular partitioning) with each
microcolumn being composed of a sequential arrange-
ment of neurons that process the information from the
specific part of the visual field received upstream [44].
Thus, it appears that a common organizing principle may
be operating at both the micro- and macro-scale of the
connectome.

It is of interest that the various hierarchical modules
themselves appear to be sequentially arranged, but is
consistent with a model postulating that the hierarchical
organization in each of the modules are independent of
the others (Fig. 3). We note that this parallels recent
evidence in mice about the manner in which the visual
network develops, with independent modules being ini-
tially established and subsequently concatenated [30]. It
suggests a process by which the modular hierarchies may
be developmentally programmed, lending further support
to the organizational principle suggested by the network
structural analysis presented here. In addition, a plau-
sible functional relevance of this architecture is hinted
at by the robust sequential relation between the various
modules [depicted in S4 Figure in Supplementary Infor-
mation]. The observations are consistent with the pos-
sibility that inter-modular connections may have a pref-
erence for connecting a node in a given layer a of a par-
ticular module with that in layer b of a different module,
where these two layers belong to an overall hierarchical
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sequence. We note that if such a global arrangement was
strictly enforced, nodes would have been observed to be
organized into layers following a global hierarchical ar-
rangement, which would have been independent of the
specific modules to which the individual nodes belong.
On the other hand, in the absence of any such prefer-
ence, the hierarchical level to which a node belongs will
have no effect outside of its module and inter-modular
links should be equally likely between any pair of lev-
els. Our results, while not supporting a global hierar-
chy independent of the modules, do appear to suggest
a certain preference for sequential arrangement across
modules. Functionally, this may provide a basis for sys-
tematic integration of information and hence allow for
distributive processing in a network that otherwise has
a markedly modular organization and hence would have
appeared to support a segregated (or specialized) mode
of processing [45]. Indeed, such a relation between modu-
larity and hierarchy has been hypothesized in the specific
case of the visual system, as a possible solution to the ill-
posed problem of feature binding [46].

Our analysis of the modular hierarchy present in three
connectomes, viz., the network of white matter tracts
linking brain areas in the macaque and the human, and
that of neurons in the nematode Caenorhabditis elegans,
using the novel hierarchy detection algorithm we intro-
duce here, reveals various facets of the intriguing inter-
play between hierarchy and modularity. In the first brain
network we investigate, viz., that of a single hemisphere
of the macaque, our results suggest the existence of two
distinct streams along which signals could propagate par-
allel to the anteroposterior axis. One of these extends
from the frontal lobe to the occipital via the parietal
lobe, whereas the other extends from the occipital lobe
to the frontal via the temporal lobe. As the occipital
lobe comprises the primary visual cortex, belonging to
one of the first layers in which sensory information is
processed, we can distinguish the two pathways identi-
fied above tentatively as “downstream” and “upstream”,
respectively. While the latter may correspond to sensory
stimuli being successively analyzed in brain areas that
perform higher level processing, the former can plausibly
be involved in sending feedback signals back to the initial
layers. We note that an analogous model of bottom-up
and top-down processing working in conjunction has been
proposed in the context of vision [13, 14, 47–49]. Indeed,
the macaque visual system has been reported to comprise
several stages of hierarchical processing, the number of
layers estimated being comparable to that obtained us-
ing our algorithm (which is distinct from the procedures
used by these earlier studies) [8, 50].

For the individual human connectomes, as in the case
of the Macaque, we observe a clearly identifiable arrange-
ment of brain regions into modular hierarchies, that is
consistent across subjects in terms of the number of lay-
ers and their sequential ordering. Thus, across different
individuals we observe that regions occurring in the ter-
minal layers are located either in the frontal or in parietal

lobes. However, the progression from the initial layers
can either be from the left to the right hemispheres or the
reverse, depending on the subject whose connectome is
being analyzed, suggesting that the connectivity from the
fronto-parietal regions to the left and right hemispheres
is asymmetric. More generally, the structural organiza-
tion of the human brain uncovered using the techniques
employed here closely resemble the hierarchically layered
architectures employed by artificial neural networks im-
plementing deep learning [51]. These in turn have been
inspired by ideas that, in the brain, information is pro-
cessed through several sequentially arranged stages of
transformation and representation. Indeed, recent stud-
ies using MEG and fMRI suggest a strong correspondence
between object representation in the various layers of de-
signed artificial deep neural networks and the hierarchi-
cal topography of visual representations in the human
brain [52]. It has long been assumed that the hierarchi-
cal organization of the brain is reflected functionally in a
sensory stimulus being represented at different levels of
abstraction in the successive layers, e.g., in the context
of the visual system, the various stages respond succes-
sively to edges, primitive shapes, etc., and eventually to
complex forms [53]. The mammalian brain is, from the
context of such layered neural network architectures, be-
lieved to implement a deep architecture with many layers,
where depth corresponds to the number of sequentially
arranged stages of non-linear operations, applied on the
output of the immediately preceding layers [54]. Intrigu-
ingly, our results show that connectomes exhibit aspects
of “deep”, as well as, “shallow” architecture. Specifically,
the various modules that we identify typically comprise 3-
4 layers, while the network viewed in totality can be seen
to possess a much higher number of layers, e.g., 15-16
in the macaque, as the modules are themselves arranged
in a sequential order. Thus, it appears that there may
not be a strict dichotomy between shallow and deep ar-
chitectures, but rather they are associated with the scale
at which one analyzes the network organization of the
brain.

The connectomes of macaque and human discussed
above differ in a fundamental manner, in that the former
is directed while the latter is undirected. The method
proposed here is nevertheless able to detect broadly sim-
ilar hierarchical organizations in both, which points to
the robustness of the technique to the occurrence of di-
rected links. This is important in the context of our
analysis of the neuronal network of Caenorhabditis ele-
gans, where we focus on the directed network comprising
chemical synapses. However, the neurons are also con-
nected by electrical gap junctions, that in principle allow
bidirectional communication, and hence can be viewed
as constituents of an undirected network. Considering
these networks of synapses and gap junctions together
brings up additional challenges as the co-occurrence of
directed and undirected links in the same network can
obscure the hierarchical nature of the connections. Fur-
thermore, the size of the organism is small relative to
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the typical length scales of the components of its nervous
system, with the longest neuronal processes spanning al-
most the entire body. This implies that there may not be
a strict correspondence between the sequential arrange-
ment of the hierarchical layers and the spatial proximity
of neurons occurring in neighboring levels, unlike in the
macro-scale networks for macaque and human.

The hierarchical architecture reconstructed from the
neuronal network (around three-quarters of whose links
comprise synapses) agrees with our intuitive notion of
how signals are processed through the nervous system fol-
lowing the stimulation of specific sensory organs, encoun-
tering in turn, sensory, inter and motorneurons, the latter
serving as actuators for possible muscle activity. The fact
that our algorithm is able to do this despite the specific
challenges of analyzing the nematode nervous system, not
only highlights its effectiveness in determining hierarchi-
cal organization across scales (from macro-connectome
of brain areas to micro-connectome of neurons) but also
underscores the ubiquity of the hierarchical architectural
plan of the nervous system. To conclude, the algorithm
that we present here provides a comprehensive method
for uncovering the hierarchical organization of networks
appearing in very different species, effective across scales,
nature of links (viz., directed or undirected) and the ex-
istence of other structural features such as modules. In-
deed, our results provide a new perspective on debates
concerning the extent that processing in the brain is se-
quential (as in a hierarchically layered system) as op-
posed to being compartmentalized (as in modular sys-
tems), by suggesting a novel architecture, viz., modular
hierarchies, combining aspects of both these mesoscopic
organization principles.

IV. METHODS

Data

We have considered empirical connectomes comprising
unweighted links corresponding to anatomical tracts be-
tween brain regions in the macaque and human, and
synapses and gap junctions between neurons in the ne-
matode C. elegans. In cases where the original data has
weights associated with each link, we consider only the
adjacency matrix of the network.

1. Macaque

Connectivity. We have used a reconstructed macaque
structural connectome comprising 266 cortical and sub-
cortical brain regions, with 2602 directed links between
them, as described in Ref. [38]. It is a revised version
of an earlier database [35], compiled from more that 400
separate tract tracing studies catalogued in CoCoMac,
a comprehensive neuroinformatics electronic archive [32–
34].

Spatial Information. The stereotaxic coordinates and
the volume of each brain region in the connectome
has been obtained from several sources, including
the website https://scalablebrainatlas.incf.org/
macaque/PHT00 associated with the Paxinos Rhesus
Monkey Atlas [55], as well as, manual curation from the
relevant research literature [for details see Ref. [38]].

2. Human

Human brain structural connectomes were chosen from
those of subjects in the Nathan Kline Institute (NKI)
/ Rockland Sample [36] repository of diffusion ten-
sor imaging (DTI) data, made publicly available by
the UCLA multimodal connectivity database at http://
umcd.humanconnectomeproject.org/ [37] as undirected
connectivity matrices. The 3-dimensional coordinates lo-
cating each brain region in a standardized space have
been obtained from the above-mentioned database.

3. Caenorhabditis elegans

Connectivity. Information about the directed connec-
tions (corresponding to synapses), as well as undirected
gap-junctions, between the 279 connected neurons of the
C. elegans somatic nervous system have been obtained
from the dataset published in Ref. [31].

Functional type. Information about the functional type
of each neuron, i.e., whether it is a sensory, inter- or
motor neuron, has been obtained from the database pro-
vided in Ref. [56].

Spatial information. Coordinates of each neuronal
cell body projected on a two-dimensional plane de-
fined by the anterior-posterior axis and the dorsal-
ventral axis, were obtained from the database associ-
ated with Ref. [57], accessible online from https://www.
dynamic-connectome.org/.

Hierarchy index

In analogy with the intuitive notion of hierarchy as a
sequential ordering of items [58], we consider a network
to be hierarchically organized if its nodes can be parti-
tioned among multiple levels that are arranged in a spe-
cific sequence, with a discernible preference for nodes in
neighboring levels to be connected to each other. Thus,
specifying the hierarchical organization of a network not
only requires the partitioning of the nodes into different
levels but the sequential order of the levels that maxi-
mizes the connectivity between adjacent levels must also
be identified. To quantify the extent to which a given
network exhibits hierarchical organization, we introduce
a hierarchy index H, which for a directed, unweighted

https://scalablebrainatlas.incf.org/macaque/PHT00
https://scalablebrainatlas.incf.org/macaque/PHT00
http://umcd.humanconnectomeproject.org/
http://umcd.humanconnectomeproject.org/
https://www.dynamic-connectome.org/
https://www.dynamic-connectome.org/
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network whose nodes have been partitioned into a num-
ber of sequentially arranged levels is defined as:

H =
1

L

∑
i,j

[
Aij −

kini · koutj

L

]
· (δli,lj+1 + δli+1,lj ), (1)

where Aij represents an element of the adjacency ma-
trix (= 1 if there is a directed link from node j to node
i, and 0 otherwise), L (= ΣijAij) is the total number
of connections in the network, kini (= ΣjAij) is the in-
degree of node i, i.e., the total number of connections re-
ceived by it and koutj (= ΣiAij) is the out-degree of node
j, i.e., the total number of its outgoing connections. The
largest magnitude ofH is obtained for a partitioning that
maximizes the number of connections between adjacent
layers in the hierarchical arrangement. This is ensured
by performing the summation over only those pairs of
nodes that occur in immediately neighboring layers in
a given partition via the introduction of the Kronecker
delta functions δli,lj+1 + δli+1,lj (= 1 if levels li and lj to
which i and j belong, are adjacent to each other in the se-
quential arrangement, and = 0, otherwise). As kini koutj /L
is the probability of a connection from j to i in a homo-
geneous random network with the same degree sequence
as the network under consideration, the difference with
the occurrence frequency in the empirical network (given
by the adjacency matrix A) provides a measure of the
excess number of links between adjacent layers over that
expected by chance. Note that it is expected that H ∼ 0
for a homogeneous, unstructured network. We would like
to point out that the concept of hierarchy that we quan-
tify by H is distinct from that of hierarchical modularity,
i.e., network structure characterized by inter-nested com-
munities [25–28].

Maximization of the hierarchy index

Having defined the hierarchical arrangement of a net-
work to be a partitioning of the nodes into L sequentially
arranged levels that maximizes the hierarchy indexH, we
require a procedure by which to obtain this arrangement
given only the adjacency matrix of a network comprising
N nodes. Noting that the analogous task of uncovering
the community organization of a network by determining
its optimal partitioning that yields the maximum possi-
ble value of the modularity measure Q is known to be
NP-hard [59, 60], we proceed to obtain an approximate
solution to the problem of finding the configuration that
maximizes H by using a probabilistic algorithm, specif-
ically, simulated annealing [61] [see Fig. 1 which sum-
marizes the procedure described below]. As the config-
uration specifies not only the node membership of each
level but also the sequence in which these levels occur,
the heuristic routine for searching the configuration space
needs to explore different partitionings of nodes, as well
as, alternate arrangements of levels. This is achieved by
beginning with an initial configuration that comprises an

arbitrary number (typically 5) of sequentially arranged
levels with the nodes randomly partitioned between them
and then iteratively altering the configuration by per-
forming any one of the following operations at each step:
(i) randomly select any one of the N nodes and move it
from the level it is occupying to any of the other L − 1
levels, (ii) create a new level, placed at the end of the
existing sequence, comprising any one of the N nodes ex-
tracted at random from the L existing levels, (iii) merge
two levels that are chosen at random from the L levels,
(iv) exchange the positions in the sequence of any two
levels chosen at random from the L levels, and (v) split
any one of the L levels chosen at random into two, placed
adjacent to each other in the sequence. The total number
of possible ways in which these operations can be carried
out is (N(L− 1) +N +L C2 +

L C2 + L =)NL+ L2 and
at each iteration of the algorithm we choose any one of
these with equal probability.

If the hierarchy index computed for the new configu-
ration resulting from the operation carried out at a par-
ticular step is higher than the H of the existing con-
figuration, the alteration to the hierarchical structure is
accepted. On the other hand, if the change in the hier-
archy index ∆H < 0, the new configuration is accepted
with a probability P ∼ e−|∆H|/T , where the parameter
T is referred to as temperature in analogy with thermal
annealing. In the course of annealing, the temperature is
gradually reduced according to a cooling schedule, viz.,
Tn = T0e

−λn where n is the number of iterations and T0

is the initial temperature. For the results shown in our
paper we have chosen T0 = 10, λ = 2 × 10−6 and have
carried out the annealing for nmax = 2 × 107 iterations
which was sufficient for convergence of the process for
networks having N ∼ 300 nodes (corresponding approx-
imately to the sizes of the empirical networks we have
considered). As the temperature decreases, the system
tends to spend longer times in a particular configuration
until a new configuration is accepted and we terminate
the algorithm if the configuration has not altered in the
preceding ncutoff iterations [we have set ncutoff equal to
5 times the total number of possible operations, viz., 5
(NL+ L2)].

The solutions resulting from applying the algorithm
on a given network need not be unique, as there could
be multiple optimal hierarchical configurations character-
ized by high values of H. Given this degeneracy, multiple
realizations of the hierarchy index maximization process
have been carried out to construct an ensemble of opti-
mal partitionings for each network (e.g., 103 realizations
for the Macaque connectome and 200 for the human and
C. elegans connectomes). A network is determined to
possess a robust hierarchical organization if the solutions
comprising the ensemble are mutually consistent in terms
of both the node membership of the different levels, as
well as, the sequence in which these levels are arranged.
The process by which the level of agreement between the
different optimal partitionings of a network is quantified
is described below (see section on determining the ro-
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bustness of the partitions and their sequence).

Benchmarking the performance of the algorithm

In order to show that the maximization of hierarchy
index using the procedure outlined above does indeed
uncover the inherent hierarchical structure of a network
(if any), we test the algorithm on ensembles of random
networks whose connection topology has a hierarchical
organization by design. To construct a network having a
desired extent of hierarchy, we use the ratio h = ρnc/ρcon
as a tuning parameter, where ρcon and ρnc represent the
density of connections between nodes occurring in con-
secutive levels in the the hierarchical sequence and that
between nodes occurring in all other levels (including the
same level), respectively. The parameter h can vary over
the interval [0, 1], with h = 1 corresponding to a homo-
geneous network without any hierarchy, while for h = 0,
nodes at each level connect only to those at the levels
immediately above or below, corresponding to a rigidly
hierarchical organization. Apart from the ensemble of hi-
erarchical random networks, we have also considered an
additional ensemble of modular hierarchical random net-
works wherein the network comprises multiple modules
or communities, each containing an embedded hierarchi-
cal structure.

For the ensemble of hierarchical random networks (see
Fig. S1 in SI), we generate a benchmark network for a
given value of h, having N nodes equally distributed
among L levels by linking nodes occurring at different
levels with the connection probabilities

ρcon =
ρnc
h

=
k · L

2(1− h)(1− L)(N/L) + hLN
, (2)

where k is the average degree of the network. For the
simulation results reported here, we chose L = 4, with
N = 272 and k = 10 (similar to the corresponding values
for the empirical networks).

To generate hierarchical modular random networks
(see Fig. S2 in SI), we assume that the N(= 272) nodes of
the network are clustered into m(= 4) modules. Within
each module Lm(= 4) hierarchical layers are embedded,
such that the network has L = mLm hierarchical layers
in total. Apart from the tuning parameter h for the hier-
archy, we also use an additional parameter r that specifies
the extent of modularity or community organization in
the network. It is defined as the ratio of the density of
connections between nodes belonging to different mod-
ules (ρo) to those occurring in the same module (ρi) [39].
The nodes of a network are equally distributed between
the modules and are linked according to the connection
probabilities

ρi =
ρo
r

=
k

(N/m)(1− r) +Nr
, (3)

where the average degree k = 10. Having determined
the mean connection density ρi within a module, we can

obtain the connection probability between nodes occur-
ring in the different hierarchical levels that are embedded
within each module as

ρcon =
ρnc
h

=
Lm(N/m)ρi

2(1− h)(Lm − 1)(N/L) + hLm(N/m)
.

(4)
For each class of benchmark networks (hierarchical and

modular hierarchical) we generate 20 adjacency matrices
for each value of h which logarithmically spans the inter-
val [10−2, 1]. The algorithm for maximizing the hierarchy
index is applied after randomly permuting the order of
the nodes in the adjacency matrix so that its hierarchical
structure is no longer apparent. The optimal hierarchical
configurations of the network that are obtained from mul-
tiple realizations of the H maximization process can then
be compared with the original partitioning of the nodes
into levels that have been embedded by design. We can
quantify how close two different hierarchical decomposi-
tions A and B (comprising LA and LB number of levels,
respectively) of a network are to each other by computing

a similarity score between the sequence of levels {lAi }
LA
i=1

and {lBj }
LB
j=1 describing the two decompositions. For this

purpose we use the normalized mutual information [62],
viz.,

Inorm (A,B) =
2
∑

i

∑
j P (lAi , l

B
j ) ln[P (lAi , l

B
j )/P (lAi )P (lBj )]

−
∑

i P (lAi ) lnP (lAi )−
∑

j P (lBj ) lnP (lBj )
,

(5)
where P (lXi ) is the probability that a randomly cho-
sen node lies in level li in partition X ∈ {A,B}, while
P (lAi , l

B
j ) is the joint probability that a randomly chosen

node belongs to level lAi in partition A but occurs in level
lBj in partition B (i = 1, . . . ,LA, and j = 1, . . . ,LB).

Establishing robust hierarchical structure in the
empirical networks

As mentioned above, the different hierarchical configu-
rations of a network obtained from multiple realizations
of the H maximization algorithm should be similar both
in terms of the node composition of their levels, as well
as, the sequence in which the levels occur, for any hi-
erarchical organization identified in the network to be
robust. The distribution of normalized mutual informa-
tion Inorm (see Eq. 5) between every pair of hierarchical
configurations obtained can give us a gross measure for
the variability between the solutions obtained from the
different realizations. However, in order to quantify the
extent to which each node in the empirical network oc-
cupies a consistent position in the hierarchical sequence
of levels we need to first identify a reference sequence R
with which to compare all configurations. To this end,
for each hierarchical decomposition A, we compute the
mean of the normalized mutual information between it
and the decompositions X obtained from all other real-
izations, viz., Inorm(A) = ⟨Inorm(A,X)⟩X , and choose
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the configuration that has the maximum value of Inorm
as the reference.

Robustness of nodal composition of the levels. Upon
numbering the levels of the reference decomposition as
they occur in sequence from 1, . . . ,LR, a mapping Fl :
{lXi }LX

i=1 → {lRj }LR
j=1 is established between the levels in

any hierarchical configuration X obtained from the dif-
ferent realizations and those occurring in R. This is
achieved by identifying for each level i ∈ X the corre-
sponding level in R with which it has maximum overlap.
Thus, it allows us to express the identity of the level
that a particular node belongs to in a given realization
in terms of a standard numbering convention common
across all realizations, viz., that of the levels of the ref-
erence configuration R. We then compute the fraction
of realizations (or trials) ftrls(q, p) in which node p oc-
curs in level q of the reference sequence [see Fig. 2 (e),
Fig. 4 (e) and Fig. 5 (e)]. For a hierarchical organization
identified by the algorithm to be considered robust, the
nodes should occur consistently in the same hierarchical
level, implying that the distribution of ftrls(q, p) is highly
localized. We have ensured that for each of the empirical
networks that we have investigated here, the majority of
nodes p ∈ {1, 2, . . . N} satisfy maxqftrls(q, p) > 0.5.

Robustness of the sequence of hierarchical levels. While
the composition of each of the network partitions that
correspond to the different levels may be consistent
across multiple realizations of the hierarchical decom-
positions, it is possible that the order {1, . . . ,LX} in
which the levels occur sequentially in a given realization
X may be drastically different from that of the reference
sequence R. Therefore, we need to ensure that the
sequential arrangement of the partitions are also consis-
tent between the different realizations. For this purpose,
we construct another mapping Fs : {lRi }LR

i=1 → {lXj }LX
j=1

which relates the levels in the reference sequence R to
those occurring in the configuration X. In contrast to
the mapping Fl, this is achieved by identifying for each
level i ∈ R the corresponding level in X with which it
has maximum overlap. Subsequently, we re-order the
LR layers of R according to the rank of the layers in
X that they map to. This allows us to identify the
extent to which the sequential arrangement of levels in
R gets rearranged in a realization X. The robustness
of the sequential order of the hierarchical levels is
quantified by computing the fraction of realizations
(or trials) ftrls(i, j) in which layer i of the reference
sequence R occurs in position j of the sequence obtained
upon re-ordering according to the mapping with X
[see Fig. 2 (c) and Fig. 4 (c), as well as, Fig. S4
and Fig. S10 in SI]. In the ideal situation, where the
hierarchical levels consistently occur in exactly the same
sequence across all realizations, ftrls(i, j) = δij , i.e.,
the Kronecker delta function for i, j = 1, . . . ,LR. Note
that for the empirical networks investigated here, the
matrices representing ftrls have most diagonal entries
close to 1 with off-diagonal entries ≪ 1 indicating that
the sequential arrangement of the levels is robust.
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[26] R. Guimerà and L. A. N. Amaral, Functional cartography
of complex metabolic networks, Nature 433, 895 (2005).

[27] M. Sales-Pardo, R. Guimera, A. A. Moreira, and L. A. N.
Amaral, Extracting the hierarchical organization of com-
plex systems, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci., USA 104, 15224
(2007).

[28] A. Clauset, C. Moore, and M. E. Newman, Hierarchical
structure and the prediction of missing links in networks,
Nature 453, 98 (2008).

[29] A. B. Kunin, J. Guo, K. E. Bassler, X. Pitkow, and
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S1 Table. The hierarchical decomposition of the macaque connectome. The different columns of the table
display the different brain areas belonging to each of the hierarchical layers, corresponding to those shown in Fig. 2 (a)
of the main text, identified by the method presented in the main text. The names of the areas are as per the convention
followed in the database of 266 macaque brain areas used in our study (for details see the subsection Data in the
Materials and Methods section of the main text).

S2 Table. The hierarchical decomposition of a human connectome. The different columns in the Layers
Sheet of the table display the different brain areas belonging to each of the hierarchical layers, corresponding to those
shown in Fig. 4 (a) of the main text, identified by the method presented in the main text. The brain areas indicated
by the node numbers are identified in the Nodes Sheet of the table using the convention followed in the database
of 188 brain areas of a subject chosen from the NKI-Rockland sample (for details see the subsection Data in the
Materials and Methods section of the main text).

S3 Table. The hierarchical decomposition of the neuronal network comprising only synapses of the
nematode Caenorhabditis elegans. The different columns of the table display the different neurons belonging to
each of the hierarchical layers, corresponding to those shown in Fig. 5 (a) of the main text, identified by the method
presented in the main text. The names of the neurons are as per the convention followed in the database of 279
neurons belonging to the largest connected component of the somatic nervous system used in our study (for details
see the subsection Data in the Materials and Methods section of the main text).
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FIG. S1. Performance of the hierarchy determination algorithm on benchmark networks. (a-b) (Left) Adjacency
matrices representing directed random networks having embedded hierarchy are shown with the different levels (specified by
construction, each level being indicated by red bounding lines) made visually explicit. (Centre) The proposed method for
determining hierarchical organization is applied on the matrix after randomly reordering the nodes of the network keeping the
connections invariant so as to obscure the mesoscopic structure. (Right) The resulting matrix obtained by rearranging nodes
into levels (indicated by red bounding lines) according to the proposed method. The existence of a directed connection between
a pair of nodes i, j is represented by the corresponding entry in the matrix being colored white. The density of connections
between nodes belonging to the same or different hierarchical levels is indicated by the brightness of the corresponding block.
The hierarchy of a benchmark network is parameterized by the ratio h of the connection densities of non-consecutive levels
(ρnc) to that of consecutive levels (ρcon). The results of applying the method on (a) a strongly hierarchical network (h = 0.02)
is contrasted with that obtained from (b) a moderately hierarchical network (h = 0.1). The accuracy of the hierarchical
organization determined by the proposed method is quantified by computing the similarity, in terms of the normalized mutual
information Inorm between the partitions separating the embedded levels (known from construction) of the benchmark networks
and those obtained by applying the hierarchy determination method (see Materials and Methods section in the main text).
(c) Performance of the hierarchy detection method on benchmark networks ranging from strongly hierarchical (h = 0.01) to
homogeneous (h = 1). Note that up to h ∼ 0.1, the hierarchical levels determined by the proposed method closely match the
original embedded levels. (d) Hierarchy indices H corresponding to the partitioning into levels obtained from the proposed
method (solid curve) compared with that of the original partitions embedded by construction (broken curve). As expected from
(c), the two curves almost coincide up to h ∼ 0.1. The solid curves in (c) and (d) are obtained by averaging over 20 network
realizations for each value of h, the standard deviations being shown as shaded regions around the curves.
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FIG. S2. Performance of the hierarchy determination algorithm on benchmark networks having both hierar-
chical and modular organization. (a-b) As in Fig. S1, the panels represent adjacency matrices with (left) the embedded
hierarchical levels shown explicitly (indicated by red bounding lines), (centre) the nodes randomly reordered to obscure the
hierarchical organization prior to applying the proposed algorithm, and (right) the levels obtained by applying the method
to partition the network (indicated by red bounding lines). The existence of a directed connection between a pair of nodes
i, j is represented by the corresponding entry in the matrix being colored white. The density of connections between nodes
belonging to the same or different hierarchical levels is indicated by the brightness of the corresponding block. The hierarchy
of a benchmark network is parameterized by the ratio h of the connection densities of non-consecutive levels (ρnc) to that of
consecutive levels (ρcon), while the modularity is parameterized by r = ρo/ρi, i.e., the ratio of inter-modular to intra-modular
connection densities. The results of applying the method on (a) a strongly hierarchical network (h = 0.07) with no modular
organization is contrasted with that obtained from (b) a moderately hierarchical network (h = 0.1) having relatively prominent
modules (r = 0.2). As in Fig. S1, the performance is quantified by the normalized mutual information Inorm between the net-
work partitions known from construction and those obtained by applying the hierarchy determination method. (c) Performance
of the hierarchy detection method on benchmark networks having very different modular characters, ranging from networks
comprising several isolated modules (r = 0) to weakly modular (r = 0.4), as well as those without any modules, shown for a
range of the parameter h varying from strongly hierarchical (h = 0.01) to homogeneous (h = 1). The displayed results are for
networks with N = 272 nodes, having 16 levels, 4 modules and average degree ⟨k⟩ = 10. Each curve is obtained by averaging
over 20 network realizations for each value of h, the standard deviations being shown as shaded regions around the curves. The
diamonds shown on the curves corresponding to modular networks with r > 0 indicate the values of h below which ρnc < ρo,
such that the intra-modular connections become sparser than the inter-modular connections.
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FIG. S3. Dependence of the graph diameter on the hierarchical nature of networks with macroscopic attributes
identical to the macaque connectome. To show that the path length between any two brain areas can be much shorter
than the number of hierarchical levels into which the network is decomposed, the diameter, viz., the longest of all the geodesics
between pairs of nodes in a network, is shown for synthetic networks having the same number of levels (viz., 16) and number
of nodes occupying each level as the macaque connectome (as shown in Fig. 2 in the main text, see Table S1 for details). The
diameter is seen to increase as the hierarchical nature of the network becomes more prominent upon decreasing h, viz., the ratio
of connection densities of non-consecutive levels (ρnc) to that of consecutive levels (ρcon). The curve is obtained by averaging
over 20 network realizations for each value of h, the standard deviation being shown as a shaded region around the curve. For
reference, the diameter computed for the empirical network is indicated by the broken line.
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FIG. S4. Robust sequential arrangement of the modules and hierarchical layers in the macaque, human and
nematode connectomes. (a-b) The sequence of layers into which the macaque connectome is decomposed in each of 103

realizations colored according to (a) the module to which the majority of nodes in each layer belongs, and (b) the position
they occupy in a reference sequence, viz., the decomposition shown in Fig. 2 (a) in the main text. (c) The relative frequency
of occurrence ftrls, calculated over 103 realizations, of each layer in the reference sequence (ordered along the abscissae) at
specific positions in the hierarchical decomposition obtained in each trial (shown along the ordinate). (d-e) The sequence
of layers into which the human connectome (analyzed in Fig. 4 in the main text) is decomposed in each of 200 realizations
colored according to (d) the module to which the majority of nodes in each layer belongs, and (e) the position they occupy in
a reference sequence, viz., the decomposition shown in Fig. 4 (a) in the main text. (f) The relative frequency of occurrence
ftrls, calculated over 200 realizations, of each layer in the reference sequence (ordered along the abscissae) at specific positions
in the hierarchical decomposition obtained in each trial (shown along the ordinate). (g-h) The sequence of layers into which
the synaptic connectome of Caenorhabditis elegans is decomposed in each of 200 realizations colored according to (g) the
module to which the majority of nodes in each layer belongs, and (h) the position they occupy in a reference sequence,
viz., the decomposition shown in Fig. 5 (a) in the main text. (i) The relative frequency of occurrence ftrls, calculated over
200 realizations, of each layer in the reference sequence (ordered along the abscissae) at specific positions in the hierarchical
decomposition obtained in each trial (shown along the ordinate).
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FIG. S5. Dependence of the graph diameter on the hierarchical nature of networks with macroscopic attributes
identical to a human connectome. To show that the path length between any two brain areas can be much shorter than the
number of hierarchical levels into which the network is decomposed, the diameter, viz., the longest of all the geodesics between
pairs of nodes in a network, is shown for surrogate networks having the same number of levels (viz., 12) and number of nodes
occupying each level as the human connectome shown in Fig. 4 in the main text (see Table S2 for details). The diameter is seen
to increase as the hierarchical nature of the network becomes more prominent upon decreasing h, viz., the ratio of connection
densities of non-consecutive levels (ρnc) to that of consecutive levels (ρcon). The curve is obtained by averaging over 20 network
realizations for each value of h, the standard deviation being shown as a shaded region around the curve. For reference, the
diameter computed for the empirical network is indicated by the broken line.
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FIG. S6. Robust hierarchical organization of human connectomes seen across subjects. The panels correspond to
four individuals of different ages, viz., (a) 15, (b) 27, (c) 30 and (d) 42 years, from the NKI/Rockland sample (see main text
for details). In each panel, the networks of brain areas are shown in horizontal projection (top left) with the undirected links
representing axonal tracts between the areas. The layer in the hierarchy to which an area (filled circle) belongs is indicated by
the corresponding node color (see color key). Each link between a pair of areas is assigned the color of one of the two nodes it
joins. The robust sequential arrangement of the layers is indicated (top right) by the relative frequency ftrls of each layer in a
reference sequence (ordered along the ordinate) occurring at specific positions (shown along the abscissae) in the hierarchical
decomposition obtained in each of 50 realizations. The reference sequence is the hierarchical decomposition shown at top left.
The invariance of the hierarchical partitioning of the brain areas identified across different realizations is quantified (bottom)
by the relative frequency ftrls with which an area occurs at a given layer ordered as per the reference hierarchical arrangement.
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FIG. S7. Dependence of the graph diameter on the hierarchical nature of networks with macroscopic attributes
identical to the Caenorhabditis elegans connectome. To show that the path length between any two neurons can be
much shorter than the number of hierarchical levels into which the network is decomposed, the diameter, viz., the longest of
all the geodesics between pairs of nodes in a network, is shown for surrogate networks having the same number of levels (viz.,
12) and number of nodes occupying each level as the C. elegans synaptic connectome shown in Fig. 5 in the main text (see
Table S3 for details). The diameter is seen to increase as the hierarchical nature of the network becomes more prominent upon
decreasing h, viz., the ratio of connection densities of non-consecutive levels (ρnc) to that of consecutive levels (ρcon). The
curve is obtained by averaging over 20 network realizations for each value of h, the standard deviation being shown as a shaded
region around the curve. For reference, the diameter computed for the empirical network is indicated by the broken line.

FIG. S8. Association between modules and hierarchical layers in the Caenorhabditis elegans connectome
comprising (left) only synaptic and (right) both synapses and gap-junctional links between neurons. The
alluvial diagrams represent the arrangement of the neurons belonging to each of (left) the three modules identified in the
synaptic network and (right) the four modules determined in the network comprising synapses and gap-junctions, among the
layers in the reference sequences that are shown in Fig. 5 in the main text and Fig. S9 in the SI, respectively.
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FIG. S9. The hierarchical structure identified in the Caenorhabditis elegans somatic nervous system network
comprising both synaptic and gap junctional connections. (a) Spatial representation of the network of synapses
and gap-junctions between the 279 connected neurons that control all activity except pharyngeal movements in the mature
hermaphrodite individuals of the species. The nodes representing the neurons are arranged according to their position in the
worm body along the anteroposterior axis, the head and tail being indicated in the figure. The node color indicates the layer
in the hierarchy to which a neuron belongs (see color key), while the shape indicates whether it is a sensory (circle), motor
(square) or interneuron (triangle). While each directed synaptic link between a pair of neurons has the same color as the
source node, an undirected gap-junctional connection is assigned the color of any one of the two neurons it joins. To resolve
the layered organization of the connections between the densely clustered neurons in and around the nerve ring near the head,
the area enclosed within the broken lines is shown magnified in panel (b). (c) The total number of neurons (black), as well
as, the individual functional subtypes, viz., sensory (green), motor (red) and interneurons (blue) at each level of the hierarchy
(upper panel), and the fraction of each subtype in these levels (lower panel). The solid curve represents the mean while the
band represents the dispersion across 200 realizations of the hierarchical decomposition of the network. (d) Adjacency matrix
representation of the C. elegans somatic neuronal network, with nodes (neurons) arranged according to the hierarchical level
in which they occur in the decomposition shown in (a). The existence of a synapse or gap junction between a pair of neurons
i, j is represented by the corresponding entry in the matrix being colored white. The density of connections between neurons
belonging to the same or different hierarchical levels is indicated by the brightness of the corresponding block. (e) The invariance
of the hierarchical partitioning of the neurons identified across different realizations is quantified by the relative frequency ftrls
with which a neuron occurs at a given layer ordered as per the reference hierarchical arrangement shown in (d).
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FIG. S10. Robust sequential arrangement of the modules and hierarchical layers in the C. elegans connectome
comprising synaptic, as well as, gap-junctional links between neurons. (a-b) The sequence of layers into which the
connectome is decomposed in each of 200 realizations colored according to (a) the module to which the majority of nodes in
each layer belongs and (b) the position they occupy in a reference sequence that is considered to be the decomposition shown
in Fig. S9 (a). (c) The relative frequency of occurrence ftrls, calculated over 200 realizations, of each layer in the reference
sequence (ordered along the abscissae) at specific positions in the hierarchical decomposition obtained in each trial (shown along
the ordinate). Comparison with the corresponding panels for the synaptic connectome shown in Fig. S4 (g-i) indicates that the
sequential order of the hierarchical layers is more consistent across realizations for the network comprising both synapses and
gap-junctions.
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