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A bstract.-W e investigate the trapping problem in Erdos-Renyi(ER) and Scale-Free (SF) net-

works. W e calculate the evolution ofthe particle density �(t) ofrandom walkers in the presence

ofone or m ultiple traps with concentration c. W e show using theory and sim ulations that in ER

networks,while for short tim es �(t) / exp(� Act),for longer tim es �(t) exhibits a m ore com plex

behavior,with explicitdependenceon both thenum beroftrapsand thesize ofthenetwork.In SF

networks we revealthe signi�cant im pact ofthe trap’s location: �(t)is drastically di�erent when

a trap is placed on a random node com pared to the case ofthe trap being on the node with the

m axim um connectivity.Forthelattercase we�nd �(t)/ exp

h

� At=N
 � 2

 � 1 hki

i

forall > 2,where

 isthe exponentofthe degree distribution P (k)/ k
� 
.

Introduction. { The properties ofrandom walk greatly vary depending on the di-

m ension and thestructureofthem edium in which itiscon� ned [1{4],wherea particularly

interesting m edium forthe study ofthe random walk iscom plex networks[5{9].Networks

describe system s from various � elds,such as com m unication (e.g. the Internet),the so-

cialsciences,transportation,biology,and others. M any ofthese networks are scale-free

(SF) [10{13]. This class ofnetworks is de� ned by a broad degree distribution,such as a

powerlaw P (k)/ k�  (k � m ),where isa param eterwhich controlsthebroadnessofthe

distribution.

Trapping is a random walk problem in which traps are placed in random locations,

absorbing allwalkers that visit them . This problem was shown to yield di� erent results

overdi� erentgeom etries,dim ensionsand tim e regim es[2,3,14{17]. The m ain property of

interestduring such a processisthesurvivalprobability �(t),which denotestheprobability

that a particle survives after tsteps. The problem was studied in regular lattices and in

fractalspaces[2,14{19]and recently,in sm all-world networks[6].

In this Letter we study the problem oftrapping in networks. This is a m odelfor the

propagation ofinform ation in certain com m unication networks.Thisfollowssince in som e

casesdata packetstraversethenetwork in a random fashion (forexam ple,in wirelesssensor

networks[20],ad-hocnetworks[21]and peer-to-peernetworks[22]).A m alfunctioning node

in which inform ation islost(e.g.,a routerwhich cannottransm itdata due to som efailure)

acts just like a trap in the m odel. This m odelcan also be applied to loss ofinform ation

in m essages over com m unication system s, e.g. in the case of e-m ailm essages, where a

m alfunctioning e-m ailserver acts as a node absorbing, but not transm itting, alle-m ail
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m essagesitreceives.Furtherm ore,ourm odelm ay berelevantin socialsystem s,wheresom e

inform ation m ay initially spread random ly,butin laterstagesitm ightbe held by certain

individuals.

W e study the survivalprobability �(t)ofrandom walkerson random regularnetworks

(networks in which allnodes have equaldegree), Erdos-Renyi(ER) networks (a sim ple

m odelforrandom networksin which alllinksexistwith the sam eprobability [23{25]),and

SF networks. W e derive analyticalexpressions for �(t) for a wide range oftrap degrees

and concentrationsand highlight the role ofthe network structure,obtaining new scaling

relationsforthesurvivalprobability and averagetrapping tim ewhich areabsentin lattices.

O uranalyticalpredictionsarecon� rm ed with M onte-Carlo sim ulations.

M ethods.{ To perform M onte-Carlo sim ulations,we generate ER networksby con-

sidering allpairsofnodesand linking a pairwith probability p.The construction ofan SF

network followsthe M olloy -Reed schem e [26]. Each node iisassigned a num beroflinks

taken from the distribution P (k)/ k�  and then open linksare connected random ly.The

valueofk istaken to be between m (typically 1-3)to km ax = N � 1 (no uppercuto� value

isim posed).W e� nd thelargestclusterby using depth-� rstsearch [27]and then discard all

nodesthatare notin the largestcluster.Starting from a � xed density ofparticlesinitially

placed in random nodes,particleshop with equalprobability to one oftheirnearestneigh-

bors. Certain nodes are random ly chosen to serve as traps. These are perfect traps;ifa

particlefallson itthen itistrapped and rem oved from thenetwork.In thecaseofm ultiple

traps,n = cN trapsareplaced in the network,wherecisthe trap concentration.

R esults.{ Assum e the network has N nodes,average degree hki and n traps. How

does � change as t increases to t+ 1 (i.e.,after each particle has m oved once)? Denote

the trapsby (i1;i2;:::in)and de� ne kn � ki1 + ki2 + :::+ kin asthe totalnum beroflinks

em anating from alltraps. Ifat tim e t a given particle is not on a trap,but willhop on

any ofthese kn links on its next step,it willbe trapped at tim e t+ 1. W e approxim ate

the probability forthe particle to hop on any ofthese kn linksto be proportionalto their

relative num ber in the network,that is,A
kn

N hki
,where N hki is the totalnum ber oflinks

in the network,and A = O (1) is the proportion constant which we willstudy later. In

continuoustim e,thisresultsin the equation:

d�

dt
= � �A

kn

N hki
(1)

whosesolution is:

�(t)= �0 exp[� Atkn=(N hki)] (2)

Surprisingly,although Eq.(2)isbased on arathersim pleapproxim ation,weshow below

that it predicts very accurately the survivalprobability for various network m odels,tim e

scales,and trap concentrations.In fact,Eq.(2)can be seen asa specialcaseofthe theory

developed earlier in [15,17,28,29],where it was shown,that for a d-dim ensionallattice,

the survivalprobability decaysasa stretched exponential� � e� �t
�

with � = d

d+ 2
. Since

networkshavein� nitedim ension,d=(d+ 2)! 1 torecovertheexponentialdecay wepredict.

Note that the average tim e before trapping is O (N ),as expected from � rst passage tim e

considerations[30](seealso below).

A necessary condition forthe above approxim ation to hold isthatthe num beroflinks

between the traps is negligible. For ER networks where links exist independently ofone

anothertheprobability thatalllinksem anating from the trapsconnectto non-trapsnodes

is [(N � n)=(N � 1)]
kn
. Since hkni = nhki,and [1� n=(N � 1)]

nhki
� 1� n2 hki=N (for

n � N ),weexpectthataslong asn �
p
N =hki,thiscondition issatis� ed.

In thefollowing,wewillapply Eq.(2)to speci� cnetwork topologies.In random regular

networks,whereeach nodehasexactly k neighbors,weuseEq.(2)by substituting hki= k
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and kn = nk:

� = exp[� Ant=N ]= exp[� Act] (Regular,n traps); (3)

(withoutlossofgenerality,weset�(0)= 1).Forothernetworksonehastotakeintoaccount

thedistribution ofdegrees.Thus,in orderto average�(t)overallnetworksin theensem ble,

weneed to condition � on kn:

�(t)net =
X

k

P fkn = kgexp[� Atk=(N hki)]: (4)

Consider ER networks with one trap (n = 1): P fkn = kg = e� hkihki
k
=k!is the degree

distribution (a Poisson)[23{25].Thus:

�(t)=

1X

k= 1

e
� hkihki

k

k!
exp

�

�
Atk

N hki

�

= e
� hki

1X

k= 1

h

hkiexp

h

� A t

N hki

iik

k!

� exp

�

� hki

�

1� exp

�

�
At

N hki

���

(5)

(ER,onetrap,random k)

where we start the sum m ation from k = 1,since we do not place a trap on an isolated

node (k = 0). However,when evaluating the sum ,we assum e the probability for k = 0

isnegligible,which isjusti� ed wheneverhkiislarge enough,which we assum e henceforth.

Also,in thesim ulations,weconsideronly thelargestconnected cluster,which by de� nition

containsno isolated nodes.

The sam e approach can be applied to the case ofm ultiple traps,by realizing that(ne-

glecting links between the traps) the sum oflinks em anating from the traps is a sum of

Poisson variableswith m ean hki,which isitselfa Poisson with m ean nhki:

�(t)=

1X

k= n

e
� nhki(nhki)

k

k!
exp

�

�
Atk

N hki

�

� exp

�

� nhki

�

1� exp

�

�
At

N hki

���

(6)

(ER,n traps,random k)

The agreem entofEq. (6)with sim ulation resultsisevidentfrom Figure 1. Note thatthe

survivalprobabilityin Eq.(6)doesnotsolelydepend onthetrap concentrationc� n=N ,but

on both n and N ,exceptfortheshorttim elim it(t� N hki),when 1� exp

h

� A t

N hki

i

� A t

N hki

and � � exp[� Ant=N ]= exp[� Act]. Forlong tim es (t� N hki),due to the exponential

dependenceon t,them ain contribution tothesurvivalprobabilitycom esfrom con� gurations

in which kn issm all,the probability ofwhich dependson n alone.O n the otherhand,the

probability that the particle falls into the trap stilldepends on the totalnum ber oflinks

N hki. Thus,the survivalprobability depends on both n and N independently. It can

also beseen thatparticlessurvivelongerasthenetwork becom essm aller(Figure1(b))and

sparser(Figure1(c)).

Even though scale-free networks are highly heterogeneous and thus the approxim ate

approach isexpected to yield lessaccurate results,neverthelessitisstillquite useful. The

degree distribution isP (k)= C k� ;k � m ,where C isa norm alization factor.Thus,fora

singletrap:

� =
X

k

C k
� 

exp[� Atk=(N hki)]: (7)
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Fig.1:Trapping in ER networks.(a)Particle density �(t)vs.t(m easured in M onte-Carlo steps).

The network param etersare:N = 10000 and hki= 10.Trapsare placed with a concentration con

random nodesofthe network.Allresultsare averaged on atleast5000 runs,each with a di�erent

con�guration ofthe network. Solid lines represent �tting with Eq.(6)(with the num beroftraps

n = cN ). (b) �(t) for �xed trap concentration c = 0:001,average degree hki = 10,and di�erent

system sizes. (c)�(t)for�xed trap concentration c= 0:001,system size N = 10000,and di�erent

average degrees.

Since thisdoesnotlead to a closed form form ula,wefocuson the casewherethe degreeof

the trap k is� xed.W e expect:

� = exp[� Akt=(N hki)] (SF,onetrap,� xed k): (8)

Interestingly,sim ulationsshow a distinctbehaviorform < 3,and m � 3 (Figure2).W hile

in the case ofm � 3 the sim ulations agree with the theory (Eq. (8)),as is evident by

the collapse ofallcurves with the sam e kt; for m < 3 the decay of�(t) is slower than

exponential. Note thatin contrastto ER networks,�(t) is largerfor the densernetworks

(sm aller).Thus,whereasER networksbecom elessrobustaslinksareadded,SF networks

gain robustness.Thisisa fundam entaldi� erencebetween ER and SF networksrevealed by

ourresults.

W hen thedegreeofthetrap isallowed to vary,weconsiderthelong tim e regim e.Asin

ER networks,the m ain contribution com esfrom con� gurationsin which the degreeoftrap

ism inim ali.e.,k = m .Thusweexpect:

�(t)� exp[� Am t=(N hki)]

(SF,one trap,random k;m � 3;t� N hki) (9)

which agreeswith sim ulations (see Figure 3(a)). For SF networkswith m any traps,a

sim ple generalization ofEq.(9)(replacing m by nm )isnotapplicable,and we reportonly

the num ericalresults(Figure 3(b)). Here,sim ilarly to ER networks,the sm allernetworks

arem orerobust.

SF networksexhibitnodesofparticularim portance which have m any connectionsand

play specialrole in transport[31]. Thus,itisinteresting to study a failure in the node of

highestdegree(thehub)[32],which resultsin trappingofincom ingparticles.Them axim um

degree K in SF networksscaleslike K � m N
1

 � 1 (for > 2)[33]. Substituting k = K in

Eq.(8),we � nd:

� = exp[� AtK =N hki]� exp

h

� Am t=N
 � 2

 � 1 hki

i

(SF,trap on the hub;m � 3;t� N hki) (10)
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Fig.2:Trapping in scale-freenetworkswith a singletrap on a nodewith �xed degreek.(a)Particle

density �(t)vs.kt,forSF networkswith N = 10000, = 2:5,m = 1;2,and di�erenttrap degrees.

(b)Sam e as(a),butform = 3 ( = 2:5;5).In thiscase,allcurvescollapse,in agreem entwith Eq.

(8).

and the average tim e before trapping isthusttr � N� where � =
� 2

� 1
< 1 (see Figure 4).

RealisticSF networkshave2 <  < 3[10,34,35],sothat0< � < 1=2.Thisim pliesthatreal-

world networksare ultra-prone to failure in theirhighly connected nodes. Thisisan even

strongere� ectcom pared to thetargeted rem ovalofhigh degreenodes[32],whereasa failure

ofonly onehub inducesa signi� cantdecreasein thetrapping tim e,a � niteconcentration of

hubshasto be rem oved to fragm entthe network.

The dram atic decrease in the tim e before failure isnotlim ited to placing the trap pre-

cisely on the node with the m axim aldegree. Itcan be proven thatwheneverwe either(i)

choose the node with m axim aldegree outofn random nodes,when n=N is� nite,or,(ii)

choose one ofthe nth nodesofhighestdegree when n = O (1),the probability ofthe trap

degreeto exceed K = m N
1

 � 1 is� nite.Thus,in these cases,the trap willbe attached to a

su� cientnum beroflinksforthe scaling ttr � N
 � 2

 � 1 to appear.

Thevalueof forwhich SF networksareequivalentto ER networksisa topicofrecent

interest [36]. O ur results suggest that SF networks are equivalent to ER only when 

is in� nite,since only when  ! 1 does � ! 1,as for hom ogenous ER networks. For

ER networks,the degree distribution is a Poisson with variance equals to the m ean hki.

Consequently,the typicalm axim aldegree is roughly K � hki+
p
hki. This yields � �

exp

�

� A t

N

�

1+ 1p
hki

��

,such thatthetypicaltim e isttr � N asbefore.
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Fig.3:Trapping in scale-free networkswith m = 3.(a)Particle density �(t)vs.t,forSF networks

with  = 2:5,a single trap on a random node,and di�erent system sizes. Solid lines represent

�tting to exponentialdecay in thelong tim e regim e,Eq.(9).(b)Particle density �(t)vs.t,forSF

networks with  = 2:5,traps with concentration c = 0:01 placed on random nodes,and di�erent

system sizes.

In the following,westudy the behaviorofthe prefactorA.Forfully connected network

and large N ,A ! 1 (see,e.g.,[37]). Forsparse networkswhere the particle m ightbe far

from the trap,A is less than one,re ecting the fact that the probability to follow a link

to the trap is som ewhat less than kn=(N hki). To � nd the value ofA,we � rst point out

that the trapping problem is a specialcase ofa � rst passage tim e problem [3,4,8](since

�(t) = 1 �
P t

t0
F (t0) where F (t) is the probability to reach the trap for the � rst tim e at

tim e t). To calculate the � rstpassage tim e in networks,Baronchelliand Loreto [38]used

an approxim ate m ethod thatexploitsthe sm all-world nature ofm ostnetworks[34,39]. In

theory,using the adjacency m atrix one can calculate the transition probability m atrix of

therandom walker,from which the� rstpassagetim ecan beeasily obtained via consecutive

powers ofthe m atrix (see below). However,this is not feasible for large networks,and

thusthe originalrandom walk processwasreduced to a random walk between the network

layers[38].G iven thetrap,thenum berofnodesn‘ thatarein distance‘from itiscalculated.

Then,a m atrix B ofsize ‘m ax � ‘m ax isconstructed,in which B ‘;‘0 isthe probability ofa

random walkerin layer‘to jum p into a nodein layer‘0.Form ostrealand m odelnetworks,

‘m ax � logN such thatthesizeoftheproblem isreduced exponentially.De� nethenum ber

oflinksthatconnectlayers‘and ‘+ 1 by s‘,the num beroflinkswithin layer‘by o‘,and

the sum ofdegreesofnodesin layer‘by m ‘ = (s‘ + s‘� 1 + 2o‘).Since the random walker

jum psintoeach link with equalprobability,theonly non-zeroelem entsare:B ‘;‘+ 1 = s‘=m ‘,
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Fig.4:Trapping in SF networksafterfailure ofthe m ostconnected node.(a)Particle density �(t)

vs. t,in SF networks with  = 2:5 and m = 3,for di�erent system sizes. O ne trap is placed on

the node with the m axim um degree.Solid linesrepresent�tting to an exponentialdecay � � e
� B t

in the long-tim e regim e. (b) The exponent B vs. N ,for  = 2:5 plotted in (a),as wellas for

 = 3;4;5.Itcan be seen thatB � N
� �

with � �
� 2

� 1
(inset),in agreem entwith Eq.(10).

B ‘;‘� 1 = s‘� 1=m ‘,and B ‘;‘ = 2o‘=m ‘. To representthe trap,B 0;‘ = 0 forall‘ (since the

trap form slayer‘ = 0). Since the probability for a random particle to startin a node of

layer‘isn‘=(N � 1),the � rstpassagetim e probability F (t)isgiven by [38]:

F (t)=

‘m axX

‘= 1

n‘

N � 1
(B

t
)‘;0: (11)

In [38], the m atrix B was constructed for ER networks,and it was found that F (t) /

exp[� Akt=N hki],with the value ofA determ ined num erically.In the following,weextend

thisapproach to study random regularand SF networkswhich werenotpreviously studied,

and the behavior ofA for a concentration oftraps and di� erent average degrees in ER

networks.

To construct the transition probability m atrix for n traps in ER networks, one has

to calculate the num ber of nodes within distance ‘ from each of the n nodes. This is

easily accom plished by setting n0 = n and using the sam e form ulae as in [38]n‘+ 1 =�

N �
P ‘

k= 0
nk

�

[1� (1� p)n‘],with p = hki=(N � 1)being theindependentprobability of

a link to exist. The num beroflinksconnecting the di� erentlayersisthe sam e asin [38]:

p-7



A.K ittasetal.

3 4 5 6

0,6

0,8

1,0

10 100 1000

1E-3

0,01

0,1

b

 

 

 A

a

 

 

1-
A

<k>

Fig.5: An analysis ofthe prefactor A. (a)Plot of1� A vs. hki in ER networks,where A is the

�tting param eterin Eq.(5). Here N = 10000 and one trap wasplaced random ly (black squares).

The solid line correspondsto the theoreticalresultA = 1� 1=hkiderived in the text.(b)A vs.

forSF networkswith N = 10
8
and m = 3,when the trap islocated atthe hub (theory only).

s‘ = n‘

�

N �
P ‘

k= 0
nk

�

p,and o‘ = n‘(n‘� 1)p=2,from which them atrix B isdeterm ined.

W e then calculate F (t) from Eq. (11),and A by � tting F (t) to an exponential. W e � nd

thatthe change in A forn > 1 is m inor(ofthe orderofO (N � 1))and proportionalto n:

A(n)� A(n = 1)/ n.

W e nextstudy the dependence ofA on the averagedegree(fora singletrap).Applying

theabovem ethod forER networkswith di� erentaveragedegrees,we� nd thatA � 1� 1=hki.

Thisisalsocon� rm ed bysim ulations(Figure5(a)).Forrandom regularnetworks,wederived

thetransition m atrix B ,from which wefound thatA � 1� 1=(k� 1).Curiously,both results

can be written asA � 1� 1=(�� 1),where �� 1 �


k2
�
=hki� 1 isthe branching factor

ofthe network (since in ER networks � = hki+ 1,and in regular networks � = k). A

qualitativeexplanation ofthisrelation (which can also be recastasA � 1� pc,wherepc is

the percolation threshold [33])isstilllacking.

For SF networks,we calculate A for the case when the trap is located at the node of

m axim aldegree,by using [40]forthe num berofnodesin layer‘ (n‘),and the num berof

linksem anating from layer‘into itself(o‘)and into layer‘+ 1 (s‘).Asbefore,construction

ofthetransition m atrix B ,application ofEq.(11),and � tting to an exponentialareused to

calculate A fordi� erentvaluesof (Figure5(b)).Using thism ethod we can predictA for

very largeN sin which sim ulationsarenotpossible.Heretherelation A � 1� 1=(�� 1)[33]

isvalid up to  . 4.

C onclusions. { W e study the trapping problem on regular,ER,and SF networks

using theory and sim ulations. W e develop a sim ple theory to accountfor the behavior of

thesurvivalprobability in a variety ofconditions.In ER networkswe� nd thatthetrapping

process exhibits a non-exponentialbehavior which depends on both the num ber oftraps

and thesizeofthenetwork.ForSF networkswe� nd anom alousbehaviorfornetworkswith

sm allm inim aldegree,expressed asdeviationsfrom thetheory.W ealso� nd thatasopposed

to ER networks,particlessurviveforlongertim esin denserSF networks.Finally,when the

trap is placed in one the network hubs,we � nd a new scaling with the system size. The

averagetim e before trapping decreasesdram atically in com parison to random failure orto

ER networks.Thisistrueforallvaluesof,suggesting thattheequivalenceofSF and ER

networksfor > 4 doesnotexistforthe trapping problem .

A ppendix 1: Finite probability for a choice ofhigh degree traps.{ W eprove

the following. G iven a scale-free network with N ! 1 nodes and degree distribution

P (k)= m � 1( � 1)k�  ; k � m :

Theorem .

1.Theprobability thatthenodewith m axim aldegreeoutofn � cN random nodeswill
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havedegreethatexceedsm N
1

 � 1 is� nite,provided thatc= n=N is� nite.

2.The probability thatthe degreeofthe node ofnth largestdegreewillexceed m N
1

 � 1

is� nite,provided thatn = O (1).

Proof.

1.The probability ofthe node with m axim aldegree out ofn random nodes to have

degreeK isP (K )� P (K )

hRK
m
P (k0)dk0

icN
.Substituting P (k)= cN (� 1)m� 1k� 

wehave:

P (K )= cN ( � 1)m
� 1

K
� 

�
1� (K =m )

1� 
�cN

: (12)

Theprobability forK to be atleastm N
1

 � 1 is:

P fK > m N
1

 � 1 g =

Z
1

m N
1

 � 1

P (K )dK

=

Z
1

m N
1

 � 1

cN ( � 1)m
� 1

K
� 

�
1� (K =m )

1� 
�cN

dK

� cN ( � 1)m
� 1

Z
1

m N
1

 � 1

K
� 

h

1� (m N
1

 � 1 =m )
1� 

icN
dK

= cN ( � 1)m
� 1

Z
1

m N
1

 � 1

K
� 
e
� c
dK

= cN ( � 1)m
� 1

e
� c
�
K

1� 
=(1� )

�1

K = m N
1

 � 1

= ce
� c
: (13)

Thus,P fK > m N
1

 � 1 g � ce� c.Since c is� nite,in every choiceofcN nodesthere is

a � nite probability thatatleastoneofthem willhavedegreelargerthan m N
1

 � 1 .

2.The probability ofthe node with nth largest degree in the network to have degree

K is P (K ) =
�
N

n

�
nP (K )

�R
1

K
P (k0)dk0

�n� 1
hRK

m
P (k0)dk0

iN � n

. Inserting the degree

distribution we have:

P (K )=

�
N

n

�

n( � 1)m
� 1

K
� 

�
(K =m )

1� 
�n� 1 �

1� (K =m )
1� 

�N � n
: (14)

Theprobability forK to be atleastm N
1

 � 1 is:

P fK > m N
1

 � 1 g =

Z
1

m N
1

 � 1

P (K )dK

=

�
N

n

�

n

Z
1

m N
1

 � 1

( � 1)m
� 1

K
� 

�
(K =m )

1� 
�n� 1 �

1� (K =m )
1� 

�N � n
dK

�

�
N

n

�

nm
n(� 1)

( � 1)

Z
1

m N
1

 � 1

K
n(1� )� 1

h

1� (m N
1

 � 1 =m )
1� 

iN
dK

=

�
N

n

�

nm
n(� 1)

( � 1)

Z
1

m N
1

 � 1

K
n(1� )� 1

e
� 1
dK

=

�
N

n

�

nm
n(� 1)

( � 1)e
� 1

h

K
n(1� 

)=[n(1� )]

i1

K = m N
1

 � 1

=

�
N

n

�

e
� 1
N

� n ! e
� 1
(e=n)

n
; (15)

where in the laststep we used Stirling’sapproxim ation.Thus,ifn = O (1),the probability

thatthe node with nth largestdegreeisgreaterthan m N
1

 � 1 is� nite.
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A ppendix 2: D istancesdistribution in random regular netw orks.{ W ederive

thefollowing resultsforthedistribution ofdistancesfrom a random nodein random regular

networks. W e im agine a processin which allnodeshave initially k open links,and asthe

algorithm proceeds,we connect open links to form the network edges. At each step,we

connectthe open linksem anating from layer‘into random ly open linksfrom nodeswhich

areoutsidelayers1;:::‘toform layer‘+ 1(see[40]).Denotethenum berofnodesin distance

‘from therootasn‘.De� ner‘ � 1�

hP ‘

‘0= 0
n‘0

i

=N asthefraction ofnodesoutsidelayers

1;:::;‘.De� ne also s‘ asthe num berofedgesconnecting nodesin layer‘to nodesin layer

‘+ 1,o‘ asthe num berofedgesconnecting nodeswithin layer‘,and e‘ asthe num berof

edgesem anating from layer‘exceptfortheedgesincom ing from layer‘� 1.Thefollowing

recursion relationshold:

n‘+ 1 = N r‘

2

41�

e‘� 1Y

j= 0

�

1�
k

e‘ � j+ N kr‘

�
3

5 (16)

r‘+ 1 = r‘ � n‘+ 1=N (17)

e‘+ 1 = kn‘+ 1 � s‘ (18)

o‘+ 1 =
e2‘+ 1

2(kN r‘+ 1 + e‘+ 1)
(19)

s‘+ 1 = e‘+ 1 � 2o‘+ 1; (20)

with n1 = 1,r1 = 1� 1=N ,e1 = k,s1 = k.
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