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A bstract

W e Investigate the structure of the M arvel Universe collaboration network, where
twoM arvelcharacters are considered linked ifthey pintly appear in the sam eM arvel
com ic book.W e show that this network is clearly not a random netw ork, and that
it hasm ost, but not all, characteristics of \reaHife" collaboration netw orks, such as
m ovie actors or scienti ¢ collaboration netw orks. T he study ofthisarti cialuniverse
that tries to look lke a real one, helps to understand that there are underlying
principles that m ake realHlife netw orks have de nite characteristics.
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1 Introduction

A recent popular topic of research in social networks has been the study of collaboration
networks. In these, the vertexes (or nodes) represent people and the edges that link pairs
of nodes denote the existence of som e kind of collaboration between them . T heir popularity
stem smanly from two factors. First, they are m ore ob fctive than other social networks
like friendship or rst-nam eknow ledge networks. T heir links have a de nite m eaning, whilk,
for Instance, the m eaning of links in frrendship networks is sub gctive and thus possibly
non-hom ogeneous throughout. A nd seocond, the existence and availability of large databases
containing all nform ation conceming m ovies, bassball team s, scienti ¢ papers, and other
large eldsofcollaboration, m akes it easier to create and study these netw orks, while reliable
frdendship networks can only be raised through the intensive gathering of infomm ation by
m eans of interview s. Furthem ore, the databases from which collaboration networks are
extracted usually contain inform ation about the tin e when each ocollaboration has taken
place. This infom ation can be used to describbe the evolution of the network and then to
extract properties about how social networks grow [3,15].

A weltknown collaboration network istheM ovie A ctors netw ork, also dubbed the H ollyw ood
network. In i, nodes represent actors and actresses, and a link is added between two nodes
when they have pintly appeared in thesame In .A llinform ation conceming this network is
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accessbl at the Intemet M ovie D atalase [10], and it hasbeen studied from am athem atical
point of view [1,16,18,19]. This is the basis of the popular Kevin Bacon game [L7], which
consists of trying to connect any given actor or actress to K evin B acon through the shortest
possible path of collaborationsin  In s.

Scientd ¢ collhboration networks have also been thoroughly studied in the lJast years. In such

a netw ork, nodes represent scientists and links denote the coauthorship of a scienti c piece
ofwork contained In som e database. For instanoe, there is the so—called E rdos collaboration
graph.PaulE rdos was a Hungarian m athem atician, dead in 1996, who published over 1500
papers w ith 492 coauthors, m ore than any other m athem atician in history. The E rdos col-
Taboration graph is the m athem aticians’ collaboration network around E rdos him s=If [5,6],
buil up through data collected by G rosan an P].A Iso,Newm an [12{15]has studied in detail
the scienti ¢ collaboration netw orks corresponding to severaldatabases, namely M ED LINE

(oiom edical research papers In refereed pumals), SPIRES (oreprints and published papers
In high-energy physics), NCSTRL (preprints In com puter science), and Los A Iam os eP rint
Archive (preprints in physics). Barabasi et al. 3] have studied the networks based on two
databases containing articles on m athem atics and neuro-science, respectively, published in
relevant pumals.

Newm an [12] argues that scienti ¢ collaboration networks are true social networks, since
m ost pairs of scientists that have w ritten a paper together are genuinely acquainted w ith
one another. T he socialm eaning of the H ollyw ood netw ork is, In this sense, weaker, because
it has been built up m ainly through the decisions of cast directors, producers and agents,
rather than the voluntary collaboration of actors. D espite these, and other, di erences, all
collaboration netw orks studied so far present the sam e basic features: (@) on average, every
pair ofnodes can be connected through a short path w ithin the network; () the probabiliy
that two nodes are linked is greater if they share a neighbor; and (c) the fraction of nodes
w ith k neighbors decays roughly as a function of the form k  for som e positive exponent

, with perhaps a cuto for large values ofk. A network satisfying properties (@) and (o) is
called a anallworld [18,19], and if it satis es (c) then it is called scal—free [1,2].

D oes this sin ilarity in features represent som e profound principle in hum an interaction? O r,
on the contrary, does any large network w ith som e \collaboration" between nodes present
these characteristics? A rst, theoretical, step In this direction has been recently m ade
by Newman et al. [16], who have developed a theory of random oollaboration networks
and have chown that som e statistical data of m ost \reaHife" collaboration networks di er
substantially from the data cbtained from random m odels.

In this paper we want to contribute to a possble answer to these questions by analyzing
a new oollBboration network, that is arti cial, but m in ics realHife networks: the M arvel
Universe collaboration network. In it, the nodes correspond to M arvel C om ics characters,
and two nodes are linked when the corresponding characters have pintly appeared in the
sam e M arvel com ic book.

M arvel C om ics, togetherw ith D C C om ics, have been form any decades the two m ain com ic
book publishing com panies in the world [B,11]. It was founded in 1939 by M . G codm an,
under the nam e of T in ely Com ics Inc.; it changed its nam e in the early 1960s to M arvel
Com ics, which was also the nam e of the rst com ic book published by Tinely. A ftera rst
decade of popularty, known as the G olden A ge of com ics (193949), and a later period of



general waning of interest in superhero stories, M arvel relaunched in 1961 is super-hero
com ic books publishing line, starting what has been known as the M arvel Age of Com ics.
Som e of the characters created in this period, lke SpiderM an, the Fantastic Four, the X -
M en, together w ith other characters rescued from the G olden A ge, lke Captain Am erica,
are world-w ide know n and have becom e cultural icons of the westem society ofthe last orty
years.

One of them ain features of M arvel Com ics from the sixties to our days has been the cre—
ation and developm ent, under the lading pen of Stan Lee, ofthe socalled M arvel U niverse.
A Though crossovers (a hero with its own title series appears in an issue of another hero’s
series) were not uncom m on in the G olden A ge period, the nature and span of the crossovers
In thebooks from theM arvelA ge Jed to the perception that allM arvel characters lived their
adventures in the sam e ctional coam os, called the M arvel U niverse, w here they interacted
like real actors. T his concept was helped by the interrelation of all titles that were being
created, which m ade characters and even plots cross over on a regular basis, by the appear-
ance of the sam e villains and secondary characters In com ic books of di erent titles, and by
continuous references to events that were sim ultaneously happening, or had happened, In
otherbooks.A paradigm oftheM arvelUniverse could be Q uicksilver, who appeared rstas
am ember ofM agneto’s B rotherhood of EvilM utants in the early issues ofUncanny X -M en,
then he becam e a m em ber of the A vengers and later of X -Factor, to end as the leader of the
K nights of W undagore; he is also the son 0ofM agneto, the tw in brother ofthe Scarkt W ich,
and hem arried Crystal, a orm er anoee of Fantastic Four'sHum an Torch and a m ember of
the Tnhum ans (@swell as of the Fantastic Four as a substitute of the Invisble W om an when
she took her \m atemal leave").

TheM arvel U niverse netw ork captures the social structure ofthisM arvel U niverse, because
m ost pairs of characters that have pintly appeared in the sam e com ic book have fought
shoulder to shoulder or each other, or have had som e other strong relationship, like fam ily
ties or kidnapping. Thus, i shares, in is arti cial way, the true social nature of scienti ¢
collaboration netw orks, whilke the way it has grown has echoes of the H ollyw ood netw ork, as
w riters, directors and producers create their characters and assign them to actors in a way
that som ew hat ressmbles the way M arvel w riters m ake characters appear In com ic books.

T hus, besides any sentin ental or culuralm otive, this iswhere them ain reason for studying
the properties of the M arvel Universe lies: it is a purely arti cial social network, whose
nodes corresoond to invented entities and whose links have been raised by a team ofw riters
w ithout any preconception for a period of forty years.W e considered therefore interesting to
know iftheM arvelU niverse network’s arti cialnature would resam ble reaHife collaboration
netw orks, or, on the contrary, would rather look lke a random collaboration network.Aswe
shall see, the rst is essentially the case:m ost statistical data ofthe M arvel Universe di er
from the random m odelin a way ram Iniscent of reaHife collaboration netw orks. N evertheless,
wem ustm ention that there is one particularvalue, the clustering coe cient, that also greatly
di ers from what one would expect in a realHlife collaboration network. W e shall argue that
this di erence stam s from the way how characters were distributed am ong books by M arvel
w riters, which isdi erent from the way how realHlife scientists pin to w rite scienti ¢ papers.
A fter all, men, even Stan Lee (The M an hin self) cannot In itate society.



2 The M arvelU niverse netw ork

W e de ne the M arvel Universe network (M U ) as the network whose nodes are signi cant
M arvel characters and where two characters are linked when they pihtly appear nh a sig—
ni cant way in the sam e com ic book.W e only consider here com ics published after Issue 1
of Fantastic Four (dated N ovem ber 1961), which is understood as the point of departure of
the M arvel Age of Com ics.

Any study lke this one must be based on a database, which puts the m ain restriction to
its scope. In this case, the database we have used is the M arvel C hronology Progect M CP),
w hich, acoording to its creator, R .Chappell [7], catalogs every canonicalappearance by every
signi cant M arvel character. T hus, the \signi cant characters" represented by nodes In our
network and the \signi cant appearances" that yield the links in i are, actually, nothing
but those characters and appearances currently lncluded in theM CP database.N evertheless,
all in all, this database collects over 96 000 appearances by m ore than 6500 characters in
about 13000 com ic books, and thus yields quite a com plete picture of the M arvel U niverse.
A though the M CP database isnot nished (it hasam ain gap, as it does not include com ic
books published between early 1993 and m id 1994, as well as som e other m inor ones) we
believe that this doesnot a ect In a signi cant way the results cbtained in our analysis.

Tt is necessary to clarify what we understood by a character when buiding up M U .On the
one hand, it is quite comm on for the sam e person In the M arvel Universe to take di er-
ent personalities. A s an exam ple, recall Hank Pym , one of the original and m ost popular
A vengers: it hasbeen known, In di erent periods, as the Ant-M an, the G iant-M an, G oliath,
Y ellow Jacket, and has even appeared sim ply as the world’s greatest biochem ist D r. Henry
Pym in m any books.O n the other hand, from tin e to tin e di erent charactersm ay assum e
the sam e personality: for instance, besides Hank Pym , there have been at least two m ore
G oliath’s: C lint Barton (Wwho changed from Hawkeye to G oliath, before retuming badk to
Hawkeye) and Erk Josten who was Power M an before becom ing the third G oliath, and
after that he took the nam e of Atlas, being actually the second character w ith this nick-
nam e) . In fact, these problem s w ith the identi cation of nodes are not speci cto M U, but
they are shared by all collaboration netw orks: di erent authors can appear under the sam e
nam e in a scienti ¢ collaboration network, and an actress could use a nicknam e during her
period as prodigy child, then use herm aiden nam e after adolescence, and then take her hus-
bands’ nam e after every wedding, com ing badk to herm aiden nam e In every period betw een
m arriages. Fortunately, and contrary to scienti ¢ databases or the Intemet M ovie D atabass,
the M CP database takes care of m ost vicissitudes conceming nam e changes. W e decided
then to assign a node to every \person" (or, m ore in accordance w ith the nature of som e
characters, \entity"), ilndependently of the nicknam e or personality under which it appears
In each com ic book. In this way we have obtained 6486 nodes, appearing In 12 942 com ic
books.

3 Analysis of the network

From the data contained in the M CP database, we have built up a bipartite graph (also
known asmode 2 graph), with nodes corresponding to either M arvel characters or com ic



books, and edges from every character to all the books where it has appeared. W e have
extracted then from this bipartite graph the M U network, as its profction on is set of
characters, and we have used PAJEK , a program for large netw ork analysis [4], to com pute
m ost of the key values in our study of M U . In this section we discuss In som e detail the
results we have obtained, which are num erically summ arized in Tabls 1 and 2.

Tabk 1l

Basic data on appearances of characters in com ic books.
N um ber of characters: 6486
N um ber of books: 12942
M ean books per character: 149
M ean characters per book: 747

D istrbution of characters perbook: Ppk) k 32

D istrbution of books per character: P.(k) k 09010 k=18

3.1 The bipartite graph

T he bipartite graph sum m arizing the M CP database contains 6 486 nodes corresoonding to
characters and 12 942 nodes corresponding to com ic books, and 96 662 edges going from the
characters to the books where they appear.

A M arvel character appears typically in about 14:9 com icbooks. T he num ber of appearances
goans from 1 to 1625: this greatest value corresoonds to SpiderM an. T he average num ber
of characters per com ic book is 747 with a range spanning from 1 to 111: this last value
is achieved by Issue 1 of Contest of Cham pions (1982), where the G randm aster and the
Unknown took every superhero in the planet and selected two team s to battle it out.

W e shall denote by Py, k) the distrdoution of ilngoing edges, and by P. (k) the distribution
of outgoing edges in this bipartite graph. That is, Py, k) represents the probability that a
com ic book has k characters appearing in it, and P, (k) represents the probability that a
character appears In k com ic books. To obtaln the best t of these distrbutions we have
logarithm ically binned the data and perfom ed a linear regression of log® (r)) on log ().
W e have found that Py, k) follow s the power-aw tail

Pb(]() k 3:1228.

T he resulting histogram , together w ith the tail distrbution is shown in Figure 1. The dis-
tribution ofPy, is sin ilar to what can be found in reallife networks and isa new exam plk of
the ubigquity of Zipf's law .

On the other hand the best t for the distribution ofP. (k) is di erent of what is nom ally
found in bipartite graphs associated to collaboration networks. The best tting distrdoution
we found is

c :

T he exponent ofonly 0.66 ismuch am aller than other values published for sim ilar netw orks,
that usually ranges from 2 to 3. A Iso, the presence of a cuto has been seldom reported
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Fig. 1. D istrbbution of characters per com ic books In the bipartite graph. T he horizontal axis
corresponds to the number of characters that appear in a com ic book, while the vertical axis
represent the frequency ofbooksw ith those m any characters. N ote that the scales on both axis are
logarithm ic. T he dashed line show s the tail probability distrbution Py, k) k 2.

In the literature. It is also of note that the tting is not only of the tail, but of all the
histogram , w ith a high correlation of 0.992. T he histogram together w ith the distribution
found is shown in Figure 2.
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Fig.2.D istrbbution ofbooks per character in the bipartie graph. T he horizontal axis corresoonds
to the num ber of com ic books in which a character appears, w hile the vertical axis represents the
frequency of characters that appear in those m any books. N ote that the scales on both axis are
logarithm ic. T he dashed Iine show s the probability distrbution P k) k 99610 k71895,

T hese distrdbutions w ill be the starting point to create a null random m odel against which
to com pare the characteristics ofthe M arvel U niverse network . T hism odelw ill be described
In the next section.

32 The null random m odel

To galn som e perspective on the results obtained from the M U network, we com pare them
to a nullrandom m odel. A reasonable random m odelwould seem to be onew ith its sam e sst



of nodes and whose links have been generated by sim ply tossing a (ossbly charged) coin:
each link exists, ndependently of the other ones, with a xed probability p.W e shall call
thisa random network.A djusting p, we can create a random network w ith asm any nodes as
our netw ork and w ith expected num ber of links equal to the num ber of links in our netw ork.
This nullm odel is quite popular and hasbeen often tin esus=d.

Reoently, Newm an et al. [16] have stated that given that collaboration netw orks are created
from bipartite graphs, a better null random m odel from which our expectations about net—
work structure should be m easured is obtained by profcting random bipartite graphs w ith
predetermm ned distributions of ingoing and outgoing edges. W e have followed this approach
in this paper.M ore speci cally, the null random m odelM U-R we are going to com pare the
MU network to is cbtained In the ollow hg way. W e start from a random bipartite graph,
which we shallcalla M U-BR graph, with 6486 nodescharacters and 12 942 nodesbooks,
and whose edges have been random ly created follow ing exactly the sam e distributions P (k)
and Py, (k) of outgoing and ingoing edges as those of the bipartite graph obtained from the
M CP database in the previous subsection. Then, a M U-R graph is the profction of this
random bipartite graph on its set ofnodes-characters: ie., its nodes correspond to characters
and its links represent to be connected to the sam ebook n aM U-BR graph. T he theoretical
data corresponding to this random m odel have been com puted through the form ulas given
by Newm an et al. in loc. cit.

3.3 Basicdata

OurMU network hasNy y = 6486 nodes (characters) and M y ¢y = 168267 links, ie. pairs
of characters that have colbborated In som e com ic book. W e would lke to m ention that
the actual num ber of collaborations is 569 770, but this value counts all collaborations in
the M arvel Universe history, and while there are 91 040 pairs of characters that have only
m et once, other pairs have m et quite often: for instance, every pair of m embers of the
Fantastic Four has pintly appeared in around 700 com ic books (m ore speci cally, this range
of collaborations of the m em bers of the Fantastic Four runs between 668 pint appearances
ofthe Thing and the Invisble W om an to 744 pint appearances ofthe T hing and the Hum an
Torch).

T he num ber of characters that have pintly appeared w ith a given character in som e com ic
book is given by the degree ofthis character in the network . T he average value for this degree
In theM U collaboration network is

M U

= 5188;

MU
ie., a M arvel character has collaborated, on average, w ith 52 other characters. T he range
of this num ber of collaborators runs from 0 (the M CP database contains characters that

have appeared in com ic books where no other character is reported to appear) to 1 933, the
num ber of partners of C aptain Am erica.

Even in such a basic quantity as the num ber of links, or, equivalently, the average degree of
anode, we nd abig di erence between the values obtained in the M U network and in is
null random m odelM U-R . Indeed, according to Newm an et al. [16,Eqg. (72)], In the M UR



graph we would expect all 569 770 collaborations to form di erent links, which is about
34 tim es the actual number of links in the M U network. A s a consequence, the average
degree n M U-R is the average degree in M U muliplied by this sam e factor, and would
therefore becom e 17569: should the M U oollaboration network (or, rather, the bipartite
graph representing character appearances in books) have been created In a purely random
way, a M arvel character would have collaborated on average w ith m ore than 175 other
characters.

It is shown [16, xV A ] that in the Hollywood graph and in several scienti ¢ collaboration
netw orks the actualaverage degree is consistently an aller than the theoretical average degree
of the corresponding random m odel, but not by such a lJarge factor as the one ound here.
This indicates that M arvel characters are m ade to collaborate repeatedly with the same
characters, w hich reduces their totalnum ber of co-partnerswellbelow the expected num ber
In the random m odel, and that they collaborate quite m ore often w ith the sam e pecple than
realm ovie actors or scientists do. This probably should be a hint of the arti ciality of the
M arvel Universe.

Tabk 2
Sum m ary of resuls of the analysis ofthe M U network.

M ean partners per character: 51:88

Size of giant com ponent: 6449 characters (9942% )
M ean distance: 263

M axinum distance: 5

C lustering coe cient: 0012

D istrbbution of partners: P k) k 07210 k=2167

34 The giant com ponent

Two nodes In a network are said to be connected when there is at kast one path in the
network, m ade of consecutize links, that connects them . In a collaboration network, this
m eans that tw o nodes are connected when they can be linked through a path of intem ediate
collaborators, or rather, in our case, co-partners. A sm entioned before, nding such a path,
and m ore soeci cally the shortest one, between any actor or actress and K evin Bacon In the
H ollyw ood netw ork, is the goalof the K evin Bacon gam e.

In general, two nodes in a collaboration network need not be connected. But, in all large
enough, sensible realHife networks, alm ost every node is connected to aln ost every other
node.M ore speci cally, large collaboration netw orks (@and other large socialnetw orks) usually
contain a very large subset ofnodes | around 80% to 90% of a]lnodes| that are connected
to each other: when this happens, this Jarge subset of nodes w ith their corresponding links
is called the giant com ponent ofthe network.A Iso, Newm an et al. [16] show that in random

collaboration netw orks giant com ponents do also occur, provided the corresponding random

bipartite graphs have enough edges.

MU contains a giant com ponent of 6449 nodes, which cover 99:42% of the characters In
it. Let us also m ention that the largest group of connected characters in the M U network



outside this giant com ponents has only 9 m em bers.

3.5 Separation

T he distance between tw o connected nodes In a network isde ned asthe length (the num ber
of links) of the shortest path connecting them , ie., the least num ber of links we have to
traverse In order to m ove from one node to the other w thin the network. N otice that the
num ber of links in a path is equal to the num ber of interm ediate nodes plus one, and thus
we could also say that the distance between two connected nodes is the last num ber of
Intermm ediate nodes visited by a path connecting them plus one. For Instance, the Kevin
Bacon gam e asks for the distance of any actor or actress to K evin Bacon in the H ollyw ood
netw ork, asthe least num ber of intermm ediate co-partnersplusone linking that actor oractress
to Kevin Baoon.And i is popular am ong m athem aticians to com pute E rdos num kers, that
is his/her distance to P . E rdos in the m athem aticians’ collaboration netw ork.

W e have calculated all distances between all pairs of connected nodes in M U . T he greatest
distance between two connected nodes, called the diam eter of M U in the usual network—
theoretical tem nology, is 5. It in plies that there isalways a chain ofatm ost 4 collaborators
connecting any two connectable characters in the M arvel U niverse.

W e have also com puted them ean ofalldistances in the netw ork, w hich provides the average
separation of two characters In it. The value of this average separation is 2:63. Thus, on
average, any pair of characters in the M U network can be connected through a path of at
m ost tw o consecutive partmers. T his is Jarger than the expected value in the M U-R network,
which is145.A gain, the reason isthat only a third ofthe Iinksin M U-R do appearn M U .
N evertheless, the values ofboth the diam eter and the average ssparation in theM U netw ork
are signi cantly an aller than the values of reaHife netw orks reported so far.

F inally, we have com puted the center of the giant com ponent, the character that m inin izes
the sum of the distances from it to all other nodes in the com ponent. It tums out to be
Captain Am erica, who is, on average, at distance 1:70 to every other character.

3.6 Clustering

In m ost social netw orks, two nodes that are linked to a third one have a higher probability
to be linked between them : two acquaintances of a given person probably know each other.
This e ect ism easured using the clustering coe cient, that is de ned as follows. G Iven a
node v In a network, ¥t k, be its degree, ie., the number of neighbors of v, and ket N, be
the num ber of links between these k, neighbors of v. If all these nodes were linked to each
other, then N, would be equal to the num ber of unordered pairs of nodes belonging to this
st of k, neighbors, ie., to k, k, 1)=2.The clustering coe cient C , of node v rates the
di erence between the actualvalue N , and this greatest value by taking their quotient

N,

Cy= ——:
k, &, 1)



T hus, this coe cient C , m easures the fraction ofneighbors ofnode v that are linked. N otice
that 0 C, 1.Theclustering coe cient C ofa network isthen de ned asthem ean value
ofthe clustering coe cients of all s nodes. It represents the probability that two neighbors
ofan arbitrary node are linked.

A 11 collaboration networks studied so far, and in generalm ost social networks, have large
clustering coe cients. For instance, the clustering coe cient of the H ollywood network is
0:199,'_1'; show Ing that two actors that have collaborated (possbly In di erent Ins) with a
third actor, have greater probability of being partners in a m ovie than two arbitrary, ran—
dom Iy chosen, actors. A sin ilar e ect appears In scienti ¢ collaboration netw orks: exospt
forM ED LINE, all other scienti ¢ collaboration networks studied so far have their cluster-
Ing ooe cients between, roughly, 03 and 0:8, which tells us that a large fraction of the
collaborators of a scientist collaborate w ith each other. T his Jarge clustering, together w ith
a low value of the average distance between connected nodes, is taken as the de nition of
an albkword networks [18].

A ctually, the word \large" m eans large com pared to the expected value of the clustering
coe cient n a null random m odel. D epending on the choice of the null random m odel
the resuls di er. It is worthwhile to dedicate som e tin e to discuss the di erences as this
w ill shed som e light on the nature of the M arvel Universe and how i di ers from reallife
collaboration netw orks.

In a random network with n nodes and m links, it can be proved that the expected value of
the clustering coe cient is nothing but the probability p that two random Iy selected nodes

are connected; In other words,
2m

nn 1)

M easured values n collaboration netw orks are usually \large" In the sense that they are a few
orders of m agnitude Jarger than the predicted value of a random network. For instance, the
clustering coe cient ofthe M ED LINE network is 0:066, which seem s am all, but i becom es
very large when com pared w ith the value 0:0000042 of the clustering coe cient ofa random
network with the sam e num ber of nodes and Iinks.

C random =

A ganst what happens w ith reaHlife social networks, it tums out that the clustering coe —
cient of M U is am all, even In the last sense. ksvalue isCy awe1 = 0012, whilk the clustering
coe cient ofa random network with 6 486 nodes and 168267 links isC ngom = 0:008.Thus,
wUgh Cy amwe1 3815  C rangom » and not several orders of m agnitude larger.

This result separates the M arvel Universe from all other, realHife, collaboration netw orks.
But if we use the M UR as null random network to com pare the clustering coe cient of
the M U network the analysis changes quite drastically. T he expected value of the clustering
coe cient ofthe null random m odelM U-R using the form ula given by Newm an et al. [L6], is

Cuy r = 00066.Thus, them easured clustering coe cient is about double the one predicted

by M U-R

Cvuarwel 2 Cumu ri

and this agrees w ith what is observed In realife networks, as shown by Newm an et al. [16,
Tabl I]: the clustering coe cient of the Hollywood network and the M EDLINE and Los

! This gure is its last value, published by Newm an et al. [16], and is quite di erent from the
gure 0:79 previously published by W atts [18] when the network was quite an aller.
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A Jam oseP rint A rchive collaboration netw orks are between tw ice and 2 :3 tin es the expected
clustering coe cient ofthe corresponding null random m odel. So, In this sense, the tendency
to clustering in the M arvel U niverse is sin ilar to that of realHife collaboration netw orks.

O ur analysis show s that the M arvel U niverse behaves \realistically" when com pared toM U -
R, but not when com pared to a random network. Reallife collaboration networks have as
clustering coe cient roughly tw ice the one of their null random m odel, and the latter tums
out to be highly clustered. The clustering coe cient of the M U network is also roughly
tw ice the one of its null random m odel, but this null random m odel is not highly clustered,
having a clustering coe cient only three tim es that of a random network with the same
num ber of nodes and links. W e believe that, as we already argued in connection w ih the
average degree, this is a hint of the arti ciality of the bipartite graph which procts Into
M U . It ssem s that M arvel w riters have not assigned characters to books in the sam e way
as natural interactions would have done i, with the globale ect that the combination of
the distrbutions P k) and Py (k) is very di erent from what would be found in reallife
netw orks, yielding non—clustered graphs. But, once we have these distrdbbutions, the M arvel
U niverse behaves realistically and is di erent In a signi cant way from a random network.

3.7 D istribution of the num ker of partmers

An interesting statistical datum that can be used to distinguish random networks from
non-random netw orks is the distrdboution P (k) of degrees in the network. For every positive
Integer k, et P (k) denote the fraction ofnodes in a given network that have degree k. In a
random network with n nodes and m links, the expected value forP (k) follow s a binom ial
distribution |

1
P k)= nk pPa pt -

where
2m

P ha 1
A gainst these values, it hasbeen ocbsaerved [1,2] that in all collaboration netw orks considered
so far the distrdoution P (k) has a tail that follow s either a power law

P k) k
for som e constant, positive exponent , ora power law form with an exponential cuto
P k) k 10 *°

where and c are two positive constants, and c¢ is large. W hik the power law com ponent
of such a distrdbution allow s the existence of a non-negligible num ber of nodes w ith high
degree, the cuto preventsthe existence ofnodesw ith very high degree. In m ost collaboration
networks, this cuto is explained because the colbboration under consideration can only
take place In a nite am ount of tin e (for nstance, the professional lifetim e of an actor or
a scientist), which m akes unplausbl the existence of nodes w ith a num ber of collaborators
greater than som e reasonable upper bound.
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W hen we tested how the data t a power law distrbution with an exponential cuto , we
obtained that thebest ttingtailwasP () k °71%810 ¥=2167 Thus, the degree distribution
ofthe M U network has a power law tailw ith cuto ascan be seen In Figure 3.

A valueof amallerthan 2 m eans that the average properties of the netw ork are dom nated
by the few actors with a large number of collaborators. This happens in m any reallife
networks [12].Thevalueof much sn allerthan 2 show sthat the weight ofC aptain Am erica,
SpiderM an, and other m a pr super-heroes is much larger than what happens in scienti ¢
orm ovie actor collaborator netw orks. T his should be expected: there are no super-heroes in
real life.

0.1} ~
0.05 ~

frequency ~
of ~
characters S

0.005 N

0.001+ \

1 5 10 50 100 500 1000 2000

Num ber of partners

Fig. 3.D egree distrbution in the M U network. T he horizontal axis corregponds to the num ber of
relations (or links) ofa character, whilk the vertical axis represent the frequency of characters w ith
those m any relations. N ote that the scales on both axis are logarithm ic. T he dashed line show s the
tail probability distrbution P (k) k 0713810 k=2167,

4 Conclusions

R eatlife collaboration networks of very di erent origins, sizes and styles present comm on
basic features: they are scale-free, sm allworlds.W e have tried to ascertain ifthese character—
istics depend on som e profound social relationship or are there by chance. W e have studied
the M arvelU niverse, which is a collaboration network that is arti cialand hasbeen created
w ith no special intention during the past 40 years by a team of com ic book w riters.

A Tthough to som e extent the M arvel Universe tries to m in ic hum an relations, and in par-
ticular it is com plktely di erent from a random network, we have shown that i cannot
com plktely hide is arti cial origins. A s in reaHife collaboration and, in general, socialnet—
works, is nodes are on average at a short distance of each other, and the distrloution of
collaborators show s a clear powerdaw tailw ith cuto .But its clustering coe cient is quite
an aller than what's usual In reaHlife collaboration netw orks.

W e have com pared the M arvel U niverse network w ith a null random m odel obtained as the
progction of a bijpartite random graph w ith the sam e num ber of character and com ichbook
nodes and the sam e distribution of lngoing and outgoing edges as the actualbipartie graph
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of appearances of characters In books which the M arvel Universe is built upon. From this
com parison we deduce that the arti ciality of the M arvel U niverse network liesm ainly on
the distrlbbutions of edges in the bipartite graph which yields it, because the relationship
between the M arvelU niverse netw ork’s data and those of itsnull random m odel is sim ilar to
that of reaHife collaboration netw orks’ data and their corresponding null random m odels.

From here we conclude that in the construction of real collaboration netw orks there are two
unknown, profound di erent principles in play. On the one hand, the degree distributions
of the bipartite graph which they are based upon are not arbitrary. O n the other hand, the

nal structure of any actual collaboration network, be it reaHlife or arti cial, di ers from
its null random oollaboration network m odel roughly In the sam e way, and thus there is
probably a comm on m echanisn that produces them . Further study is needed to nd what
these principlesm ay be.

W e believe that continuing to study the M arvel Universe m ay contribute to this ssarch.
N am ely, the study of its evolution and is com parison with that of reallife collaboration
networks should shed som e light on the basis of the aforem entioned m echanisn and on
w here the arti ciality of this network lies. Fortunately, the M CP database, In the words of
its creator R . Chapell, attem pts to \not only catalog every canonical appearance by every
signi cant M arvel character, but to place those appearances in proper chronological order,"
and thus it contains enough infom ation to allow such study.W e hope to report on it in the
foture.
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