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W e form ulate a generalm odelfor the growth ofscale-free networks under �ltering inform ation
conditions| that is,when the nodes can process inform ation about only a subset ofthe existing
nodes in the network. W e �nd that the distribution ofthe num ber ofincom ing links to a node
follows a universalscaling form ,i.e.,thatitdecaysasa powerlaw with an exponentialtruncation
controlled notonly by thesystem size butalso by a featurenotpreviously considered,thesubsetof
the network \accessible" to the node. W e testourm odelwith em piricaldata for the W orld W ide
W eb and �nd agreem ent.

PACS num bers:PACS num bers:84.35.+ i,05.40.-a,05.50.+ q,87.18.Sn

Thereisa greatdealofcurrentinterestin understand-
ing the structure and growth m echanism sofglobalnet-
works[1,2,3]such astheworld-wide-web (W W W )[4,5]
and theInternet[6].Networkstructureiscriticalin m any
contexts such as Internet attacks [2], spread of e-m ail
virus[7]ordynam icsofhum an epidem ics[8].In allthese
problem s,thenodeswith thelargestnum beroflinksplay
an im portantrole on the dynam ics ofthe system . It is
therefore im portantto know the globalstructure ofthe
network as wellas its precise distribution ofnum ber of
links.

Recentem piricalstudiesreportthatboth theInternet
and the W W W have scale-free properties,that is,the
num ber ofincom ing links and the num ber ofoutgoing
linksata given node havedistributionsthatdecay with
power law tails [4,5,6]. It has been proposed [9]that
the scale-free structure ofthe Internet and the W W W
m ay beexplained by a m echanism referred to as\prefer-
entialattachm ent" [10]in which new nodeslink to exist-
ing nodeswith a probability proportionalto thenum ber
ofexisting links to these nodes. Here we focus on the
stochastic characterofthepreferentialattachm entm ech-
anism ,which we understand in the following way: New
nodes want to connect to the existing nodes with the
largest num ber oflinks| i.e.,with the largest degree|
because ofthe advantages o�ered by being linked to a
well-connected node.Fora largenetwork itisnotplausi-
blethata new nodewillknow thedegreesofallexisting
nodes,soanew nodem ustm akeadecision on which node
to connectwith based on whatinform ation ithasabout
the state ofthe network. The preferentialattachm ent
m echanism then com es into play as nodes with larger
degreearem orelikely to becom e known.

Thispicturehasoneunderlying and unstated assum p-
tion,thatthe new nodeswillprocess(i.e.,gather,store,
retrieveand analyze)inform ation concerningthestateof
the entirenetwork.Forvery largenetworks,such asthe
W W W orthescienti�cliterature,thiswould correspond

to the unrealistic situation in which new nodescan pro-
cessan extrem elylargeam ountofinform ation| i.e.,have
unlim ited inform ation-processing capabilities.Indeed,it
is likely that nodes have lim ited inform ation-processing
capabilitiesand so m ust�lter incom ing inform ation ac-
cording to theirparticular\interests".Thus,new nodes
ofa largegrowing network willonly processinform ation
concerningasubsetofexistingnodes,sincethereisacost
associated with processing inform ation. The new nodes
willthen m akedecisionson with whom to link,based on
�ltered inform ation.From thestandpointproposed here,
m ostm odelsstudied in theliteraturework undertheun-
realisticassum ption ofun�ltered inform ation| i.e.,anew
node processesinform ation aboutallthe existing nodes
in the network.
Here we consider for the �rst tim e the e�ect on

network growth of �ltering inform ation due to lim ited
inform ation-processing capabilities. First, we calcu-
late the in-degree distributions ofweb-pages using two
databases.The�rstdatabase,which com prises� 2� 108

pages[9],surveysa very signi�cantfraction oftheentire
W W W ,while the second, which com prises � 3 � 105

pages,lists the University ofNotre Dam e dom ain [4]|
i.e.the setofURLscontaining the string \nd.edu".For
the�rstdatabase,wecalculatethe cum ulativein-degree
distributionsP (k)=

P

k0> k
p(k0)wherep(k)istheprob-

ability distribution. W e con�rm that the in-degree dis-
tribution decaysasa powerlaw [9]ofthe form

P (k)� k
� in (1)

with an exponentin = 1:25� 0:05 (Fig.1).Furtherwe
�nd an exponentialtruncation ofthe scale-freebehavior
for k > k� � 2� 105,in contrast with the plateau re-
ported in otherstudies[2,11].Forthe second database,
wealso �nd a power-law regim ewith thesam eexponent,
buttheexponentialtruncation appearstobeabsent,sug-
gesting thatthetruncation isnotdueto the�nitesizeof
the databases.
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FIG . 1: D istribution of num ber of incom ing links for
the W W W . Cum ulative in-degree distribution from two
databases, the entire W eb [9], and the University of Notre
D am e dom ain [4]. W e also plot a power law function with
exponentin = 1:25 (dashed line)and a Yulefunction [10]of
the form k

� in exp(� �k)(solid line). A cut-o� degree k � ’

200,000 isvisible in the data.

Toexplain theseem piricalresults,wehypothesizethat
theauthorsofnew web-pages�ltersom eoftheinform a-
tion regardingexisting web-pages,thatis,thenew nodes
m akelinking decisionsunderinform ation-�ltering condi-
tions. To investigate this process,we consider network
growth m odels in which new nodes processinform ation
from only a fraction of existing nodes which one m ay
view asm atching the\interests"ofthenew nodes.Ifthe
fraction f of\interesting" nodesin the network ism uch
lessthan one,then theattachm entofnew linksisa ran-
dom process,so thegenerated network willbea random
graph with an exponentially-decayingin-degreedistribu-
tion. In contrast,iff � 1,then preferentialattachm ent
isrecovered and the in-degreedistribution isscale-free.
W e�rstde�nethenetwork growth rule:Attim et= 0,

onecreatesno nodeswith no� 1linkseach.Ateach tim e
step,one adds to the network a new node with no � 1
outgoinglinks.Theseno linkscan connecttoarandom ly
selected subsetC containing n(t)= (t+ no)f nodes.The
links to the nodes in the subset are selected according
to the preferentialattachm entrule,i.e.,the probability
thatnode ibelonging to C isselected isproportionalto
the num berofincom ing linksk(i)to it

p(i;t)�
k(i)

P

j�C
k(j)

: (2)

In Fig.2(a),weshow ournum ericalresultsforthe in-
degree cum ulative distributions for networks with S =
5� 105 nodesand no = 1,fora sequenceoff values.For
f = 1,we reproduce the results reported for the scale-
free m odel[9]| i.e.we observean in-degreedistribution
that decays as a power law with an exponent in � 2.
For f < 10� 2,we observe a crossover at k = k� from
power-law behaviorto exponentialbehavior.
To further investigate the e�ect of changes in f on

the cut-o� degree k� ,we plotin Fig.2(b)the in-degree
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FIG .2: In-degree cum ulative probability distributionsP (k)
underinform ation �ltering. Constantf case: (a)Resultsfor
S = 5 � 105 and di�erent values off. (b) Results for f =
10� 3 and di�erent values of S. (a) and (b) show that k�
decreaseswith f and increaseswith S.(c)D atacollapseofthe
num ericalresultsaccording to Eq.(3)with in = 1:97� 0:05
and �1 = 0:45 � 0:04. Constantn case: (d)Resultsfor S =
5� 105 and di�erentvaluesofn showing the decrease in the
cut-o� degree k� with decreasing n.(e)Resultsforn = 2;10
and 1;000 for di�erent values ofS showing that P (k) does
notdepend on S.(f)D ata collapse according to Eq.(4)with
in = 2:00� 0:03 and �2 = 0:65� 0:04.

distributions for di�erent network sizes S and a �xed
value off. W e �nd that k� increases as a power law
with S. Allofour num ericalresults can be expressed
com pactly by the scaling form

P (k;f;S)/ k
� in F1

�

k

k�

�

(3)

with k� � (Sf)�1. W e �nd in = 1:97 � 0:05,�1 =
0:45� 0:04 and F1(x)� const:forx � 1,F1(x)� e� x

forx � 1.Asa testofthe scaling form Eq.(3),weplot
in Fig.1(c)thescaled cum ulativedistribution versusthe
scaled in-degree.The�gurecon�rm sourscaling Ansatz,
since alldata \collapse" onto a single curve,the scaling
function F1(x).
W e considernext a situation in which new nodes are

notprocessing inform ation from a constantfraction f of
nodesbutfrom a constantnum bern ofnodes. Thatis,
asthe network grows,the new nodesareableto process
inform ation about a sm aller fraction ofexisting nodes.
Thism odelm aybem oreplausiblefornetworksthathave
grown to a very large size, since the fraction f of all
nodesrepresentsa very largenum ber.In thecaseofthe
scienti�cliterature,thise�ectleadsto thefragm entation
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FIG .3: D ependence ofthe in-degree distribution exponent
in on the out-degree distribution exponent out. W e show
resultsform odels(i) without�tness(�(i)= const:)and (ii)

with �tness(�(i)uniform ly distributed).Fortheform ercase,
in increases initially approxim ately linearly with out,and
then saturatesatin � 2 forout > 2.Thissaturation ofin
isto beexpected asin = 2 forthecaseofa peaked distribu-
tion ofno.Forthelattercase,in increasesapproxim ately lin-
early with out initially,and then saturatesatin � 1:25 for
out > 1:9. Thissaturation is to be expected asin = 1:255
forthe case ofa peaked distribution ofno [11].

ofa scienti�c�eld asitgrows[12].
Fortheconstantn case,thefraction ofknown nodesat

tim etisf(t)= n=(t+ no),im plying thatasthenetworks
growstherearetwoantagonistictrendsa�ectingk� .The
�rstisa tendency to increase due to the growing size of
thenetwork,and thesecond isatendencytodecreasedue
tothedecreasingvalueoff.Hence,onem ay hypothesize
thatthere willbe a characteristicnetwork size Sc above
which k� willno longerdepend on S.
W e now testthese argum entswith num ericalsim ula-

tions. In Fig.2(d)-(e),we show ourresults forgrowing
networksfor which new nodes processinform ation only
from n random ly selected existing nodes. W e �nd, in
agreem entwith ourscaling argum ents,thatforS � Sc
the in-degreedistribution obeysthe scaling relation

P (k;n;S)/ k
� in F2

�

k

k�

�

; (4)

with k� � n�2,in = 2:00� 0:03,�2 = 0:65� 0:04,and
where the scaling function F2(x) has the sam e lim iting
behaviorasF1(x). To testthe scaling form Eq.(4),we
plotin Fig.2(f)thescaled cum ulativedistribution versus
the scaled in-degree. This con�rm s our scaling Ansatz
since the data collapse onto a single curve,the scaling
function F2(x).
Com parison ofthe two scaling relations Eq.(3) and

Eq.(4) reveals an unexpected result. By replacing Sf

by n in (3)one would naively expectto obtain (4)with
�1 = �2 and F1(x)= F2(x).Surprisingly,we�nd that�1
issigni�cantly di�erentfrom �2 and thatF1(x)issignif-
icantly di�erentfrom F 2(x).In orderto understand this
result,considertwo growing networksthathavereached

sizeS.Forthe�rst,new nodesprocessinform ation from
a fraction f ofexisting nodes,while,forthesecond,new
nodes processinform ation from n = fS existing nodes.
Ata tim et,priorto thenetwork having reached its�nal
size S,there are t+ no < S sites,and the preferential
attachm entisacting forthe�rstnetwork on a num berof
nodes(t+ no)f < Sf = n.The preferentialattachm ent
m echanism can operatee�ectively only when itactson a
num berofnodescom parabletoS,sothefactthatforthe
�rstnetwork new nodeshave alwaysprocessed inform a-
tion from fewer existing nodessuggeststhe�rstnetwork
willnotdevelop nodeswith aslargea degreeasthe sec-
ond network.Thus,we expectthat(i)the two resulting
networks have di�erent in-degree distributions,and (ii)
thein-degreedistribution forf �xed hasa sharpertrun-
cation and a sm aller cut-o� than for n �xed,which is
indeed whatwe�nd.
O ur num erical results are in qualitative agreem ent

with em piricaldata. However,the value ofthe power
law exponentin � 1:25 found forthe W W W is signif-
icantly sm allerthan the value in = 2 predicted by the
m odel. This fact prom pts the question ofthe e�ect of
thecostofinform ation �ltering on m odelsgenerating an
in-degreedistribution closerto the em piricalresults.To
answerthis question,we investigate two possible expla-
nationsforthe observed valuein � 1:25.
(i)E�ectofout-degree distribution on in.The scale-

free m odel[9]ism issing an im portantingredient: a het-
erogeneousdistribution ofnum berofoutgoing links.In-
deed,the out-degreedistribution considered so farisre-
stricted to a single value m = no � 1 ,i.e. pout(m ) =
�m ;no� 1

,whilefortheem piricaldata oftheW W W itde-
caysasa powerlaw ofthe form pout(m )� m� ou t with
out = 1:68 � 0:05. W e show in Fig.3 the com puted
value ofthe exponent in ofthe in-degree distribution
as a function ofout [13]. W e �nd that in increases
approxim ately linearly with increasing valuesofthe ex-
ponent out untilit reaches the lim iting value in = 2.
For out � 1:7,which is the em pirically-observed value
forthe W W W ,we �nd in � 1:8,which doesnotagree
with the em piricalvalue of1.25,so the power-law de-
caying out-degree distribution alone cannot explain the
resultsobtained forthe W W W .
(ii) E�ectof�tness on in. The preferentialattach-

m ent m echanism is m odi�ed by a \�tness" factor [11]:
Nodes 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. Uniform ly-distributed �tness is
known to lead to a sm aller exponent in = 1:255 [11],
which isquiteclosetothevaluem easured fortheW W W .
Hence,weassign to each node a �tness�(i)[11],reect-
ing the fact that for equalvalues ofk som e nodes are
m ore \attractive" than others[14]. The probability that
a new nodewilllink to node iis

p(i;t)�
�(i)k(i)

P t+ no

j= 1
�(j)k(j)

: (5)

W e consider here the case in which �(i) is a uniform ly
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distributed random variable[15].Figure3showsthatthe
in-degreedistribution decaysasa powerlaw with values
ofin < 1:25. Forout > 1:9,the exponentapproaches
the lim iting value in � 1:25. Interestingly,for out �
1:7,theem piricalvaluefortheW W W ,we�nd in � 1:2,
in agreem entwith the em piricalvalue in � 1:25.
O ur results for the m odelwith �tness show that in-

form ation �ltering and node �tness are both necessary
in orderto approxim ate the em piricalresults. An open
question is which type of�ltering is m ore appropriate
for the W W W ,constant f or constant n? To answer
this question one would need W W W data for a di�er-
entsam plesize,which arenotavailableto usatpresent.
However,due to the sheer size ofthe W W W ,it seem s
plausiblethatconstantn would bethem oreappropriate
case.
O urkey �nding isthatlim ited inform ation-processing

capabilities have a signi�cantand quanti�able e�ect on
the large-scale structure ofgrowing networks. W e �nd
that inform ation �ltering leads to an exponentialtrun-
cation ofthe in-degree distribution for networks grow-
ing underconditionsofpreferentialattachm ent.Surpris-
ingly,we �nd sim ple scaling relations that predict the
in-degree distribution in term s of (i) the inform ation-
processing capabilities available to the nodes, and (ii)

the sizeofthe network.
W e also quantify the e�ect of a heterogeneous out-

degree distribution on the in-degree distribution ofnet-
works growing under conditions of preferentialattach-
m ent.W e �nd thatfora powerlaw decaying out-degree
distribution with exponents out < 2,the exponent in
characterizing the tailofthe in-degree distribution will

take values sm aller than those predicted by theoretical
calculations[2,3].
Theexponentialtruncation we�nd m ayhavedram atic

e�ectson thedynam icsofthesystem ,especially forpro-
cesseswhere the nodeswith the largestdegree have im -
portant roles. This is the case,for exam ple,for virus
spreading [7], where for networks with exponentially-
truncated in-degree distributions there is a non-zero
threshold for the appearance of an epidem ic. In con-
trast,scale-freenetworksareproneto thespreading and
the persistence of infections no m atter how sm all the
spreading rate. O ur �nding ofa m echanism leading to
an exponentialtruncation even forsystem swherebefore
nonewasexpected [16]indicatesthatthem ostconnected
nodeswillhavea sm allerdegreethan predicted forscale-
free networks leading, possibly, to di�erent dynam ics,
e.g.,forthe initiation and spread ofepidem ics.
In the contextofnetwork growth,the im possibility of

knowing thedegreesofallthenodescom prising thenet-
workduetothe�lteringprocess| and hencetheinability
to m ake the optim al,rational,choice| isnotaltogether
unlike the \bounded rationality" conceptofSim on [17].
Rem arkably,itappearsthatforthedescription ofW W W
growth, the preferentialattachm ent m echanism , origi-
nally proposed by Sim on [10],m ust be m odi�ed along
the lines ofanother concept also introduced by him |
bounded rationality [17].
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