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Truncation of power law behavior in \scale—free" netw ork m odels due to inform ation
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W e form ulate a generalm odel for the grow th of scale-free networks under ltering informm ation
condjtjons| that is, when the nodes can process inform ation about only a subset of the existing
nodes In the network. W e nd that the distrdbbution of the number of incom ing links to a node
follow s a universal scaling form , ie., that it decays as a power law with an exponential truncation
controlled not only by the system size but also by a feature not previously considered, the subset of
the network \accessble" to the node. W e test ourm odelw ith em pirical data for the W orld W ide

W eb and nd agreem ent.

PACS numbers: PACS num bers: 84.35+ i, 05404, 0550+ g, 87.18.Sn

T here is a great dealof current interest in understand-—
ing the structure and grow th m echanisn s of globalnet-
works Q,rd -'3 such astheword-wideweb W W W ) fff,:_ﬂ]
and the Intemet {6 N etw ork structure is criticalin m any
contexts such as Intemet attacks ﬁ soread of em ail
virus [_7' Jordynam ics ofhum an epidem ics [g]. In allthese
problem s, the nodesw ith the lJargest num ber of Iinksplay
an in portant rolk on the dynam ics of the system . It is
therefore In portant to know the global structure of the
network as well as its precise distrdbution of num ber of
links.

R ecent em pirical studies report that both the Intemet
and the W W W have scale-free properties, that is, the
num ber of incom ing links and the number of outgoing
links at a given node have distribbutions that decay w ith
power law tails Eﬂ, "9J, :_6]. It has been proposed E_Q] that
the scalefree structure of the Intemet and the W W W
m ay be explained by a m echanisn referred to as \prefer-
ential attachm ent" tLO ] in which new nodes link to exist—
Ing nodes w ith a probability proportionalto the num ber
of existing links to these nodes. Here we focus on the
stochastic character ofthe preferential attachm ent m ech—
anisn , which we understand in the follow nhg way: New
nodes want to connect to the existing nodes w ih the
largest num ber of links| ie. with the largest degree|
because of the advantages o ered by being linked to a
w elloconnected node. For a large netw ork it isnot plausi-
ble that a new node w illknow the degrees of all existing
nodes, so a new nodem ustm ake a decision on which node
to connect w ith based on what Infom ation it has about
the state of the network. The preferential attachm ent
m echanisn then comes into play as nodes wih larger
degree are m ore likely to becom e known.

T his picture has one underlying and unstated assum p—
tion, that the new nodes w ill process (ie., gather, store,
retrieve and analyze) inform ation conceming the state of
the entire network. For very large netw orks, such as the
W W W orthe scienti ¢ literature, this would correspond

to the unrealistic situation in which new nodes can pro—
cess an extram ely large am ount of inform ation | ie. have
unlim ted inform ation-processing capabilities. Indeed, it
is Jkely that nodes have lin ited inform ation-processing
capabilities and so must Ier incom ing inform ation ac—
cording to their particular \interests". T hus, new nodes
of a Jarge grow ing netw ork w ill only process inform ation
conceming a subset ofexisting nodes, since there isa cost
associated w ith processing lnfom ation. The new nodes
w ill then m ake decisions on w ith whom to link, based on

Ttered nform ation. From the standpoint proposed here,
m ostm odels studied In the literature w ork under the un—
realistic assum ption ofun lered inform ation | ie., anew
node processes inform ation about all the existing nodes
n the network.

Here we consider for the st tine the e ect on
network growth of Xtering Infom ation due to lim ited
Inform ation-processing capabilities. First, we calcu-—
late the In-degree distrbutions of web-pages using two
databases. The rstdatabase, which com prises 2 18
pages Efi surveys a very signi cant fraction of the entire
W W W , while the second, which com prises 3 18
pages, lists the University of Notre D am e dom ain E_4]|
ie. the set of URLs containing the string \ndedu". For
the rst database, w ePca]cu]ate the cum ulative In-degree
distrdbbutionsP (k) = k0>kp(k ) wherep k) is the prob—
ability distribution. W e con m that the in-degree dis—
tribution decays as a power law [g] ofthe form

P&k k ™= @)

with an exponent i, = 125 005 Figl}). Furtherwe

nd an exponential truncation of the scale—free behavior
rk > k 2 18, In contrast with the plateau re-
ported In other studies 'Q, :_ll:] For the second database,
wealso nd apowerdaw regin e w ith the sam e exponent,
but the exponential truncation appearsto be absent, sug—
gesting that the truncation isnot due to the nite size of
the databases.
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FIG. 1: D istrbution of number of incom ing links for
the WW W . Cumulative Jn—degree distrbution from two
databases, the entire W b t9], and the University of N otre
D am e dom ain I4] W e also pt a power law ﬁmct:on WJth
exponent i, = 125 (dashed line) and a Yule function [__LO] of
the form k  exp( k) (solid lne). A cuto degreek '/
200,000 is visble in the data.

To explain these em pirical results, we hypothesize that
the authors of new web-pages lter som e ofthe Inform a—
tion regarding existing w eb-pages, that is, the new nodes
m ake linking decisions under inform ation- Iering condi-
tions. To investigate this process, we consider netw ork
grow th m odels n which new nodes process nform ation
from only a fraction of existing nodes which one m ay
view asm atching the \interests" ofthe new nodes. Ifthe
fraction £ of \Interesting" nodes in the network ismuch
Jess than one, then the attachm ent of new links is a ran—
dom process, so the generated netw ork w illbe a random
graph w ith an exponentially-decaying in-degree distribbu-—
tion. In contrast, if £ 1, then preferential attachm ent
is recovered and the in-degree distrbution is scale-free.

W e rstde nethenetwork growth rule:Attinet= O,
one createsn, nodesw ith n, 1 linkseach.Ateachtine
step, one adds to the network a new node wih n, 1
outgoing links. T hese n, links can connect to a random ly
selected subset C containing n (£) = (t+ no)f nodes. The
links to the nodes in the subset are selected according
to the preferential attachm ent rule, ie., the probability
that node i belonging to C is selected is proportional to
the num ber of ncom ing links k (i) to i
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In Fjg.'@'(a), we show our num erical results for the in—
degree cum ulative distribbutions for networks with S =
5 10 nodesand n, = 1, fora sequence of £ values. For
f = 1, we reproduce the results reported for the scale-
free m odel i_d]| ie. we observe an in-degree distribution
that decays as a power law wih an exponent i, 2.
For £ < 10 2, we observe a crossover at k = k  from
power-law behavior to exponential behavior.

To further Investigate the e ect of changes in £ on
the cuto degreek ,wepltin Fjg.urg(b) the In-degree
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FIG .2: In-degree cum ulative probability distributionsP (k)

under inform ation Iering. Constant £ case: (@) Resuls for
S = 5 10° and di erent valies of £. ) Results for £ =
10 ® and di erent values of S. (a) and (b) show that k

decreasesw ith f and increasesw ith S. (c) D ata collapse ofthe
num erical results according to Eq. (3!) wih i, = 197 005
and 1 = 045 0:04. Constantn Gase: d) Resuls for S =
5 10° and di erent values ofn show ing the decrease in the
cut-o degree k with decreasihgn. () Results orn = 2;10
and 1;000 for di erent values of S show ing that P (]5) does
not depend on S. (f) D ata collapse according to Eq. @ff) w ith

in = 200 0:03and , = 065 0:04.

distrbutions for di erent network sizes S and a xed
valie of f. We nd that k Increases as a power law
wih S. Al of our num erical results can be expressed
com pactly by the scaling form

k
P k;f;S)/ k *"F; o 3)
wih k (Sf)*. We nd ;, = 197 0:05, ; =
045 0:04 and F; (x) const: for x 1, F; %) e X
for x 1. Asa test ofthe scaling form Eq. {3 ), weplt

n Fi. -]. (c) the scaled cum ulative dJsl:t:bqun versus the
scaled Jn—degree The gurecon m sour scaling Ansatz,
since alldata \collapse" onto a single curve, the scaling
function F 1 ).

W e consider next a situation In which new nodes are
not processing inform ation from a constant fraction £ of
nodes but from a constant number n of nodes. That is,
as the netw ork grow s, the new nodes are able to process
Inform ation about a an aller fraction of existing nodes.
Thism odelm ay bem ore plausble for netw orksthat have
grown to a very large size, since the fraction £ of all
nodes represents a very large num ber. In the case of the
scienti c literature, thise ect leads to the fragm entation
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FIG . 3: D ependence of the in-degree distrbbution exponent

in on the out-degree distrbution exponent ouyt. W e show
results for m odels (i) without tness ( (i) = const:) and (ii)
with tness ( (i) uniform ly distributed). For the form er case,

in Increases mitially approxin ately linearly wih out, and
then saturates at i, 2 for out > 2. This saturation of i,
isto be expected as i, = 2 for the case of a peaked distribu-
tion ofn, . Forthe lattercase, i, Increasesapproxin ately lin—
early with oy Initially, and then saturates at i, 125 for

out > 1:9. This saturation is to be expected as in = 1255
for the case of a peaked distribbution ofn, !él_l]

ofa scienti ¢ el as it grow s [{21.

Forthe constant n case, the fraction ofknow n nodes at
timetisf (t) = n=(+ n,), In plying that as the netw orks
grow sthere are tw o antagonistic trendsa ectingk .The

rst is a tendency to increase due to the grow ing size of
the netw ork, and the second is a tendency to decrease due
to the decreasing value of £ . H ence, onem ay hypothesize
that there w illbe a characteristic netw ork size S, above
which k¥ willno longerdepend on S.

W e now test these argum ents w ith num erical sin ula—
tions. In Fig. 1_2 d)—(), we show our resuls for grow ing
netw orks or which new nodes process inform ation only
from n random ly selected existing nodes. We nd, in
agream ent w ith our scaling argum ents, that for S Sc
the in-degree distrbution obeys the scaling relation

k
P k;n;S)/ k *™F, P 4)

with k n?, iy, =200 003, ,= 065 0:04,and
w here the scaling function F, (x) has the sam e lim iting
behaviorasF; (x). To test the scaling form Eq. ('_4), we
plot in Fig.4 () the scaled cum ulative distrbution versus
the scaled ndegree. This con m s our scaling Ansatz
since the data collapse onto a singke curve, the scaling
function F;, (x).

Com parison of the two scaling relations Eq. @) and
Eqg. (;ff) reveals an unexpected result. By replacing S£
by n in ('_i%) one would naively expect to ocbtain ('_4) w ith

1= zandF; k)= F, x). Surprisingly,we nd that ;
is signi cantly di erent from , and that F; (x) is signif-
icantly di erent from F ;, (x). In order to understand this
resul, consider two grow ing netw orks that have reached

size S . Forthe rst, new nodesprocess inform ation from
a fraction f ofexisting nodes, while, for the second, new
nodes process nfom ation from n = £S5 existing nodes.
At atinet, prior to the network having reached is nal
size S, there are t+ n, < S sites, and the preferential
attachm ent is acting for the rst network on a num ber of
nodes (t+ ny)f < Sf = n. The preferential attachm ent
m echanign can operate e ectively only when it actson a
num ber ofnodes com parableto S, so the fact that for the

rst network new nodes have alw ays processed inform a—
tion from fewer existing nodes suggeststhe rst network
w ill not develop nodes w ith as large a degree as the sec—
ond network. T hus, we expect that (i) the two resulting
netw orks have di erent in-degree distributions, and (i)
the In-degree distrbution for f xed has a sharper trun—
cation and a analler cuto than orn xed, which is
Indeed what we nd.

Our num erical results are n qualitative agreem ent
w ith em pirical data. However, the valie of the power
law exponent i, 125 found forthe W W W is signif-
icantly sn aller than the value i, = 2 predicted by the
model. This fact prom pts the question of the e ect of
the cost of nform ation lering on m odels generating an
In-degree distribution closer to the em pirical results. To
answ er this question, we Investigate two possble expla-
nations for the observed value i, 125.

(1) E ect of outdegree distribution on i, . The scale—
freem odelig'] ism issing an im portant ingredient: a het—
erogeneous distribution of num ber of outgoing links. In—
deed, the out-degree distribution considered so far is re—
stricted to a single valuem = ng 1, ie. Rutm) =
1, while forthe em piricaldata ofthe W W W it de—

m ;ng
cays as a power law ofthe form poycfm) m  °ut wih
out = 168  0:05. We show in Fig.3 the computed

value of the exponent i, of the in-degree distribution
as a function of oyt t_lg] We nd that ;, Increases
approxin ately linearly with increasing values of the ex-—
ponent o, until i reaches the lim iting valie i, = 2.
For out 1:7, which is the em pirically-observed value
fortheWW W ,we nd i 18, which does not agree
w ith the em pirical value of 125, so the powerlaw de—
caying out-degree distrbution alone cannot explain the
results obtained fortheW W W .

(i) E ect of tnesson i, . The preferential attach-
ment m echanism is modi ed by a \ tness" factor [L1i:
N odes have di erent tness, and tter nodes are m ore
likely to receive Incom ing links than less t nodes with
the sam e value of k. Unifom ly-distrbuted tness is
known to lead to a amaller exponent ;, = 1255 {_l]_;],
w hich isquite close to the valuem easured fortheW W W .
Hence, we assign to each node a tness (i) f_l-]_}], re ect—
ing the fact that for equal values of k som e nodes are
m ore \attractive" than others [_l-é_I] T he probability that
a new node w ill Iink to node i is
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W e consider here the case n which (i) is a uniform ly



distrbuted random variablk [15]. F igured show sthat the
In-degree distribution decays as a power law w ith valies
of in < 125. For oyt > 1:9, the exponent approaches
the lm iting valie i, 125. Interestingly, or out
1:7,the em piricalvaluie fortheW W W ,we nd i, 12,
In agreem ent w ith the em piricalvalie i, 125.

Our results or the model with tness show that in-—

form ation Iering and node tness are both necessary
In order to approxin ate the em pirical results. An open
question is which type of ltering is m ore appropriate
for the W W W , constant £ or constant n? To answer
this question one would need W W W data for a di er-
ent sam ple size, which are not available to us at present.
However, due to the sheer size ofthe WW W , it seem s
plausble that constant n would be the m ore appropriate
case.
Ourkey nding isthat lim ited nform ation-processing
capabilities have a signi cant and quanti able e ect on
the largescale structure of grow ing networks. W e nd
that Informm ation Iering leads to an exponential trun-
cation of the in-degree distrdbution for networks grow —
Ing under conditions of preferential attachm ent. Surpris—
ngly, we nd sinple scaling relations that predict the
In-degree distrdbution in tem s of (i) the Infom ation-
processing capabilities available to the nodes, and (i)
the size of the network.

W e also quantify the e ect of a heterogeneous out-
degree distrdbution on the in-degree distrbution of net—
works grow ing under conditions of preferential attach—
ment. W e nd that Pra power law decaying out-degree
distrbbution with exponents oyt < 2, the exponent iy
characterizing the tail of the in-degree distribution will

take values am aller than those predicted by theoretical
calculations 'E,:j].

T he exponentialtruncation we ndm ay have dram atic
e ectson the dynam ics of the system , especially for pro—
cesses w here the nodes w ith the largest degree have in -
portant roles. This is the case, for exam ple, for virus
spreading [_1], where for networks with exponentially—
truncated in-degree distrbutions there is a non-zero
threshold for the appearance of an epidem ic. In con-—
trast, scale-free netw orks are prone to the soreading and
the persistence of infections no m atter how am all the
soreading rate. Our nding of a m echanian lading to
an exponential truncation even for system s w here before
none w as expected l_l§‘] indicatesthat them ost connected
nodesw illhave a an aller degree than predicted for scale-
free networks lading, possbly, to di erent dynam ics,
eg., orthe initiation and spread of epidem ics.

In the context of netw ork grow th, the in possibility of
know ing the degrees of all the nodes com prising the net—
work dueto the lteringprocess | and hence the nability
to m ake the optim al, rational, dqojce| is not altogether
unlike the \bounded rationality" concept of Sin on @-]']
R em arkably, i appearsthat forthe description of W W W
grow th, the preferential attachm ent m echanisn , origi-
nally proposed by Sin on [_ld], must be m odi ed along
the lines of another concept also ntroduced by hin |
bounded rationality [L7].
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