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group of people
with COMIMON interests
who know €ach other
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reduce the Clutter
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lack of semantics
mostly structure
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each node Is In one community
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each node is injone community
at least
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conseguences

grandiose allusions



partition

community size <n

number of communities c <n
number of divisions n Bell number

space to store one division nlog, C

n nodes, ¢ communities

overlap
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~ 5.79 X 10° overlaps of 8 elements
~ 1.57 x 10" particles in the observable universe

~ 250 particles/overlap...



[deal algorithm
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locality
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NoN deterministic



from partltlon to overlap
DRY, KISS
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top—down



~ Where to spiit ?
D1as towards Central nodes
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combinatorial explosion
boom



solutions

or ideas thereof



hardest overlap

falal

hard partition



bounded overlap

Imit number of communities

MOostly distinct

imit overlap coefficient

mitigate constraints



1 node = C communities

local exploration

egomunities



compression : n-overlap
interests inference : egomunities

conclusion: the right tool






