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A bstract

The random graph of E rdds and R enyi is one of the oldest and best studied
m odels of a netw ork, and possesses the considerable advantage of being exactly
solvable for m any of its average properties. However, as a m odel of realworld
netw orks such as the Intemet, social netw orks or biological netw orks it leaves a
ot tobedesired. In particular, £ di ers from realnetworksin two crucialways: it
Jlacksnetw ork clustering or transitivity, and it hasan unrealistic P oissonian degree
distrbbution. In this paper we review som e recent work on generalizations of the
random graph ain ed at correcting these shortcom Ings. W e describe generalized
random graph m odels ofboth directed and undirected netw orks that lncorporate
arbitrary non-P oisson degree distrbutions, and extensions of these m odels that
Incorporate clustering too. W e also describe two recent applications of random
graph m odels to the problem s of netw ork robustness and of epidem ics spreading
on contact netw orks.

1 Introduction

In a series of sam inal papers in the 1950s and 1960s, Paul E rd$s and A Ifred Renyi
proposed and studied one of the earliest theoreticalm odels of a netw ork, the random

or vertices, pined by links or edges which are placed between pairs of vertices
chosen uniform ly at random . Erdds and Renyi gave a num ber of versions of their
model. Them ost comm only studied is the one denoted G, In which each possble
edge between tw o vertices is present w ith independent probability p, and absent w ith
probabilty 1 p. Technically, in fact, G, is the ensem ble of graphs of n vertices in
which each graph appears w ith the probability appropriate to its num ber ofedges:_l:

O ften one w ishes to express properties of G, not in term s of p but in temm s of
the average degree z of a vertex. (The degree of a vertex is the num ber of edges
connected to that vertex.) The average num ber of edges on the graph as a whol is
1

sn @ 1)p, and the average num ber ofends of edges is tw ice this, since each edge has

tw o ends. So the average degree of a vertex is
z= ——"= (@ 1)p’ np; @)

w here the last approxin ate equality is good for large n. T hus, once we know n, any
property that can be expressed in termm s of p can also be expressed in term s of z.

!Fora graph w ith n verticesand m edges this probability isg™ 1 p)* ™ ,whereM = %n(n 1).
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2 Random graphs as m odels of networks

The E rdps{Renyi random graph has a num ber of desirabl properties as a m odel
of a network. In particular it is found that m any of its ensem ble average properties

For exam ple, one Interesting feature, which was dem onstrated In the original papers
by E rdds and Renyi, is that the m odel show s a phase transji:]'onE: w ith Increasing z at
which a giant com ponent form s. A com ponent is a subset of vertices in the graph
each of which is reachable from the others by som e path through the network. For
an allvalies of z, when there are few edges in the graph, it isnot surprisingto nd that
m ost vertices are disconnected from one another, and com ponents are an all, having
an average size that ram ains constant as the graph becom es large. H owever, there is
a critical value of z above which the one largest com ponent In the graph contains a

nite fraction S ofthe totalnum ber of vertices, ie., is size nS scales linearly w ith the
size of the whole graph. This Jargest com ponent is the giant com ponent. In general
there w illbe other com ponents in addition to the giant com ponent, but these are still
an all, having an average size that ram ains constant as the graph grow s larger. The
phase transition at which the giant com ponent form s occurs precisely at z = 1. If
we regard the fraction S of the graph occupied by the largest com ponent as an order
param eter, then the transition falls in the sam e universality class as the m ean— eld

T he form ation of a giant com ponent in the random graph is rem iniscent of the
behaviour of m any realworld networks. One can In agihe loosekni networks for
which there are so few edges that, presum ably, the network has no giant com ponent,
and all vertices are connected to only a few others. T he socialnetwork in which pairs
ofpeople are connected ifthey have had a conversation w ithin the last 60 seconds, for
exam ple, is probably so sparse that it has no giant com ponent. T he network in which
peoplk are connected if they have ever had a conversation, on the other hand, is very
densely connected and certainly has a giant com ponent.

H owever, the random graph di ers from realworld networks in som e findam ental
ways also. Two di erences in particular have been noted in the recent literature

transitivity, where E rdds and Renyi’s m odel does not. A network is said to show
clustering if the probability of tw o vertices being connected by an edge is higher when
the vertices in question have a comm on neighbour. That is, there is another vertex
In the network to which they are both attached. W atts and Strogatz m easured this
clistering by de ning a clustering coe cient C, which is the average probabilityy
that two neighbours of a given vertex are also neighbours of one another. In m any
reatw orld netw orks the clustering coe cient is found to have a high value, anyw here

from a few percent to 50 percent or even m ore. In the random graph of E rdds and
Renyion the other hand, the probabilities of vertex pairs being connected by edges
are by de nition Independent, so that there is no greater probability of two vertices
being connected if they have a m utual neighbour than if they do not. This m eans
that the clustering coe cient for a random graph is simply C = p, or equivalently

g rdds and Renyididn’t call it that, but that’s what it is.
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clustering coe cient C
netw ork n z | measured random graph
Intemet (autonom ous system s)? 6374 38| 024 0:00060
W orldW de W eb (sites)® 153127 352 | 041 0:00023
pow er grid® 4941 2:7 | 0080 0:00054
biology collaborations? 1520251 155 | 0081 0:000010
m athem atics collaborations® 253339 39 | 0415 0000015

In actor collaborations® 449913 1134 | 020 000025
com pany directorst 7673 144 | 059 0:0019
word co-occurrence? 460902 701 | 044 000015
neural netw ork® 282 140 | 028 0:049
m etabolic netw ork™ 315 283 | 059 0:090
ood webt 134 8:7 | 022 0:065

Tabl 1: Number of vertices n, m ean degree z, and clustering coe cient C for a num ber of

C '’ z=n. In Tablk :1' we com pare clustering coe cients for a num ber of realw orld
netw orks w ith their values on a random graph w ith the sam e num ber of vertices and
edges. T he graphs listed In the tablk are:

Intemet: a graph of the bre optic connections that com prise the Intemet, at
the Jevel of so-called \autonom ous system s." An autonom ous system is a group
of com puters w ithin which data ow is handled autonom ously, whilk data ow
between groups is conveyed over the public Intemet. E xam ples of autonom ous
system s m ght be the com puters at a com pany, a university, or an Intemet
service provider.

W orldW ide W eb: a graph of sites on the W orld-W ide W €b in which edges rep—
resent \hyperlinks" connecting one site to another. A site In this case m eans
a collection of pages residing on a sexrver w ith a given nam e. A though hyper-
links are directional, their direction has been ignored In this calculation of the
clustering coe cient.

Power grid: a graph of the W estem States electricity transm ission grid in the
Unied States. Vertices represent stations and substations; edges represent
tranam ission lines.

B iology collaborations: a graph of collaborations betw een researchersworking in
biology and m edicine. A collaboration between two scientists is de ned in this
case as coauthorship ofa paperthat was catalogued In theM edline bi liographic
database between 1995 and 1999 nclusive.

M athem atics collaborations: a sin ilar collaboration graph for m athem aticians,
derived from the archives of M athem atical Reviews.

Fim actor collaborations: a graph of collaborations between In actors, where
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a ocollaboration m eans that the two actors in question have appeared h a In
together. T he data are from the Intermet M ovie D atabase.

C om pany directors: a collaboration graph of the directors of com panies in the
Fortune 1000 for 1999. (T he Fortune 1000 is the 1000 US com panies w ith the
highest revenues during the year in question.) Collaboration in this case m eans
that two directors served on the board of a Fortune 1000 com pany together.

W ord co-occurrences: a graph In which the vertices represent words in the En-
glish language, and an edge signi es that the vertices it connects frequently
occur In ad-poent positions in sentences.

Neuralnetwork: a graph of the neuralnetwork ofthe womm C . E lgans.

M etabolic network: a graph of interactions form ing a part of the energy gener-
ation and sn all building blodk synthesis m etabolism of the bacterium E . Col.
Vertices represent substrates and products, and edges represent interactions.

Food web: the ood web of predator{prey interactions between species In Y than
E stuary, a m arine estuary near A berdeen, Scotland. Like the links In the W orld—
W ide W eb graph, the directed nature of the interactions in this food web have
been neglected for the purposes of calculating the clustering coe cient.

A s the table show s, the agreem ent between the clustering coe cients in the real
netw orks and in the corresponding random graphs is not good. T he real and theoret—
ical guresdi erby asmuch as four orders of m agniude in som e cases. C learly, the
random graph does a poor b of capturing this particular property of netw orks.

A seocond way In which random graphs di er from their realw orld counterparts is
In their degree distrlbutions, a point which has been em phasized particularly In the

] 1999). T he probability py that a vertex in an E rdds{R enyirandom graph has degree

exactly k is given by the binom ial distrdbution:

1
Py = nk ga pp bk )

In the Iim it wheren kz, this becom es

zXe Z

k!

Px = i ®3)
w hich isthe welkknow n P oisson distrdbution. B oth binom ialand P oisson distributions
are strongly peaked about the m ean z, and have a largek tail that decays rapidly as
1=k !. W e can com pare these predictions to the degree distrbbutions of real netw orks by
constructing histogram s of the degrees of vertices In the realnetworks. W e show som e
exam pls, taken from the networks described above, In Fig. Q: A sthe gure shows,
In m ost cases the degree distrbution of the real network is very di erent from the
P oisson distribbution. M any of the netw orks, ncluding Intemet and W orld-W ide W b

ofthe vertices in these netw orks have very large degree. T hisbehaviour is quite unlke
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Figure 1: M easured degree distrbutions for a number of di erent networks. (a) Physical

The gure show s the out-degree of pages, ie., num bers of links pointing from those pages to
other pages. (c) Collaborations between biom edical scientists and between m athem aticians

ofwords in the English language ¢iC ancho and Sole, 2001). (f) Boardm em bership ofdirectors
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of Fortune 1000 com panies for year 1999 Newm an et al, 2-0-0-],') .
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the rapidly decaying P oisson degree distribution, and can have profound e ectson the
behaviour of the network, as we w ill see Jater In this paper. O ther netw orks, partic—
ularly the collaboration graphs, appear to have powerJaw degree distrbutions w ith

In thispaperwe show how to generalize the E rddps{R enyirandom graph tom im ic
the clustering and degree properties of realw orld netw orks. In fact, m ost ofthe paper
is devoted to extensions that correct the degree distribution, for which an elkgant
body of theory hasbeen developed in the last few years. H owever, tow ards the end of
the paper we also consider ways in which clustering can be introduced into random
graphs. W ork on this latter problem is signi cantly less far advanced than work on
degree distributions, and we have at present only a few prelin nary results. W hether
these results can be extended, and how , are open questions.

2 Random graphsw ith speci ed degree distributions

It is relatively straightforward to generate random graphs that have non-P oisson de-
gree distributions. T he m ethod for doing this has been discussed a num ber of tin es
In the literature, but appears to have been put forward rst by Bender and Can-—

eld C_l-g-z-@). The trick is to restrict oneself to a speci ¢ degree sequence, ie., to a
speci ed set fk;ig of the degrees of the vertices 1= 1:::n. Typically this set willbe
chosen In such a way that the fraction of vertices having degree k will tend to the
desired degree distribbution px as n becom es large. For practical purposes how ever,
such as num erical sin ulation, it is alm ost always adequate sin ply to draw a degree
sequence fkig from the distribution py directly.

O nce one has one’s degree sequence, the m ethod for generating the graph is as
follow s: one gives each vertex i a number k; of \st:ubs"| ends of edges em erging
from the vertex| and then one chooses pairs of these stubs uniform Iy at random and
pins them together to m ake com plete edges. W hen all stubs have been used up, the
resuling graph isa random m em ber ofthe ensem ble of graphsw ith the desired degree
sequenoe:f: N ote that, because %fthe k;!possible pem utations of the stubs em erging
from the ith vertex, there are ,k;! di erent ways of generating each graph in the
ensam ble. H owever, this factor is constant so long as the degree sequence fk;g is held

xed, so it does not prevent the m ethod from sam pling the ensem ble correctly. This
is the reason why we restrict ourselves to a xed degree sequenoe| merely xing the
degree distrbution isnot adequate to ensure that them ethod described here generates
graphs uniform ly at random from the desired ensemble.

Them ethod ofBenderand Can eld doesnot allow usto specify a clustering coe —
cient orourgraph. (T he clustering coe cient had not been Invented yet when Bender

*The only sm all catch to this algorithm is that the total num ber of stubs m ust be even fwe are
not to have one stub left ovgr at the end of the pairing process. Thus we should restrict ourselves to
degree sequences rwhich | k; iseven.
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and Can eld were writing in 1978.) Indeed the fact that the clustering coe cient is
not speci ed is one of the crucial properties of these graphs that m akes it possibl, as
we will show , to solve exactly for m any of their properties in the lim it of lJarge graph
size. A s an exam pk of why this is in portant, consider the follow Ing sin ple calcula—
tion. Them ean num ber ofnejghbou§s ofa random ly chosen vertex A In a graph w ith
degree distrbution px isz = hki= « KPx . Suppose how ever that we want to know
the m ean num ber of second neighbours of vertex A , ie., the m ean num ber of vertices
two stepsaway from A In the graph. In a network w ith clistering, m any ofthe second
neighbours of a vertex are also st nejghbours| the friend of my frdend isalsomy
friend| and we would have to allow for this e ect to order avoid overcounting the
num ber of second neighbours. In our random graphs however, no allow ances need be
m ade. T he probability that one of the second neighboursofA isalsoa st neighbour
goesasn ! in the random graph, regardless of degree distribution, and hence can be
ignored in the lin it of large n.

T here is another e ect, however, that we certainly m ust take into acoount ifwe
w ish to com pute correctly the num ber of second neighbours: the degree distribbution
ofthe rstneighbour ofa vertex isnot the sam e as the degree distribution of vertices
on the graph as a whole. Because a high-degree vertex has m ore edges connected to
i, there is a higher chance that any given edge on the graph w ill be connected to i,
In precise proportion to the vertex’s degree. T hus the probability distribbution of the
degree ofthe vertex to which an edge leads isproportionalto kp, and not jastpy é::-_efld;@-_,'

to all the further developm ents of this paper, and the reader w ill nd it worthwhike
to m ake sure that he or she is com fortabl w ith it before continuing.

In fact, we are interested here not in the com plte degree of the vertex reached by
follow ing an edge from A, but in the num ber of edges em erging from such a vertex
other than the one we arrived along, since the Jatter edge only leads back to vertex A
and so does not contrbute to the num ber of second neighbours of A . T his num ber is
one less than the total dﬁgree of the vertex and its correctly nom alized distribution
is therefore g 1 = kpx= 3 Jpy, or equivalently

1
g = g DPera, @)

3 JP;3

T he average degree of such a vertex is then

T his isthe average num ber ofverticestw o stepsaw ay from ourvertex A via a particular
one of tsneighbours. M uktiplying thisby them ean degree ofA , which is just z = hki,
we thus nd that the m ean num ber of second neighbours of a vertex is

7 = hk?i  hki: 6)

If we evaluate this expression using the P oisson degree distrdbution, Eq. @), then we
get zp = hk 1% | the m ean num ber of second neighbours of a vertex in an E rdps{R enyi
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random graph is just the square of the m ean number of rst neighbours. This is a
special case however. For m ost degree distrbbutions Eq. (:_6) w illbe dom inated by the
tem hk?i, so the number of second neighbours is roughly the m ean square degree,
rather than the square of the mean. For broad distributions such as those seen in
W e can extend this calculation to further neighbours also. The average num ber
of edges kading from each second neighbour, other than the one we arrived along, is
also given by @5), and indeed this is true at any distancem away from vertex A .Thus
the average num ber of neighbours at distancem is
B SR - S T ] -
Zy KA Zm 1 7 Zm 17
where z; z = hki and z is given by Eqg. @). Tterating this equation we then
detem ine that

m 1
Z2

Zy = — Z: @®)
Z1

D epending on whether z, is greater than z; or not, this expression w ill either diverge
or converge exponentially asm becom es large, so that the average total num ber of
neighbours of vertex A at all distances is nie if z, < 2z or in nite f z, > =z
(In the lm it of In nite n)..'f- If this number is nite, then clearly there can be no
giant com ponent in the graph. Conversly, if £ is In nite, then there must be a
giant com ponent. Thus the graph show s a phase transition sim ilar to that of the
E rdps{Renyi graph precisely at the point where z, = z;. M aking use ofEq. {6) and
rearranging, we nd that this condition is also equivalent to hk2i  2hki= 0, or, as it
ism ore comm only written,

®
kk 2= 0: 9)
k=0

T hiscondition for the position ofthe phase transition in a random graph w ith arbitrary
degree sequence was rst given by M olloy and Reed (@9:5:) .

An interesting feature ofEg. @) is that, because of the factork &k  2), vertices of
degree zero and degree two contribute nothing to the sum , and therefore the num ber
of such vertices does not a ect the position of the phase transition or the existence of
the giant com ponent. It iseasy to see why this should be the case for vertices of degree
zero; obviously one can rem ove (or add) degree—zero vertices w thout changing the fact
of whether a giant com ponent does or does not exist in a graph. But why vertices
of degree two? This has a sin pk explanation also: rem oving vertices of degree two
does not change the topological structure of a graph because all such vertices 21l in
them iddle of edges between other pairs of vertices. W e can therefore rem ove (or add)
any num ber of such vertices w thout a ecting the existence of the giant com ponent.

‘The cases ofz, = 2, is delberately m issed out here, since it is non-trivialto show how the graph

this m atters little, since the chances of any real graph being precisely at the transition point are
negligble.
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Another quantity of interest In m any networks is the typical distance through

the network between pairs of vertices M_ilgram , 1967; Travers and M ilgram , 1969;

-------- | e ]
___________________ [ = = = = e p e oo e om o= = =

Fooland K ochen, 1978; W_atts and Strogatz, 1999; Am aralet al, 2000). W e can use
Eqg. {-g) to m ake a calculation of this quantity for our random graph as follows. If
we are \below " the phase transition of Eqg. (_9}), in the regim e where there is no giant
com ponent, then m ost pairs of vertices w ill not be connected to one another at all, so
vertex {vertex distance has little m eaning. W ellabove the transition on the otherhand,
w here there is a giant com ponent, all vertices in this giant com ponent are connected
by som e path to all others. Eq. @) tells us the average num ber of vertices a distance
m away from a given vertex A In the giant com ponent. W hen the total number of
vertices w ithin distance m is equal to the size n of the whol graph, m is equal to
the socalled \radius" r of the netw ork around vertex A . Indeed, since z,=2; lwell
above the transition, the num ber ofvertices at distancem grow squickly with m in this
regine (see Eq. (_8) again), which m eans that m ost of the vertices in the network w ill
be far from A , around distance r, and r is thusalso approxin ately equalto the average
vertex {vertex distance ‘. W ell above the transition therefore,  is given approxin ately
by z.’ n,or

o 2907 (10)
log (zo=21)

For the special case of the E rd¢s{Renyirandom graph, forwhich z; = z and z, = z°
as noted above, this expression reduces to the welkknown standard formula for this

T he im portant point to notice about Eq. (_1-(_1) is that the vertex {vertex distance
Increases logarithm ically w ith the graph size n, ie. i grow s rather slow y;‘f_: Even
for very large netw orks we expect the typical distance through the network from one
vertex to another to be quite sm all. In social networks this e ect is known as the
sm all-world e ectug and was fam ously observed by the experin ental psychologist

contrary, i would be surprising ifm ost netw orks did not show the sm alkworld e ect.
Ifwe de nethediam eter d ofa graph to be them axim um distance between any two
connected vertices In the graph, then it can be proven rigorously that the fraction ofall
possble graphs w ith n vertices and m edges for which d > clogn for som e constant

Increases as logn or slower, then so also must the average vertex{vertex distance.

5K rzyw icki @QO_]:) points out that this is true only for com ponents such as the giant com ponent
that contain loops. For tree-lke com ponents that contain no loops the m ean vertex{vertex distance
typically scales as a power ofn. Since the giant com ponents of neither our m odels nor our realw orld
netw orks are tree-like, how ever, this is not a problem .

®Som e authors, notably W attsand Strogatz @9:9:8) , have used the expression \sm allw orld netw ork"
to refer to a network that sim ultaneously show s both the am allworld e ect and high clustering. To
prevent confision however we w ill avoid this usage here.
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Figure 2: C om parison ofm ean vertex {vertex distance m easured in fourteen collaboration net—
works against our theoretical predictions of the sam e quantities from Eq. @-C_;) . The networks
are constructed using bibliographic data for papers in biology and m edicine M edline), physics
(Los A lam os E print A rchive), high-energy physics (SP IRE S), and m athem atics (M athem at-
icalReview s). If em pirical results and theory agreed perfectly, the points would 2ll on the
dotted diagonal line. A fter Newm an @(}(Zl:d) .

T hus our chances of nding a network that does not show the gn alkworld e ect are
very sm all for arge n.

Asa test ofEq. (_fg), Fjg.:g com pares our predictions of average distance ‘ w ith
direct m easurem ents for ourteen di erent scienti ¢ collaboration netw orks, including
the biology and m athem atics networks of Tablk Q: In this gure, each network is
represented by a single point, whose position along the horizontal axis corresponds
to the theoretically predicted value of ' and along the vertical axis the m easured
value. IfEq. (-'_l-(_j) were exactly correct, all the points In the gure would fall on the
dotted diagonal line. Since we know that the equation is only approxin ate, it com es
as no surprise that the points do not &1l perfectly along this line, but the resuls
are encouraging nonetheless; In m ost cases the theoretical prediction is close to the
correct result and the overall scaling of ‘w ith logn is clear. Ifthe theory were equally
successful or netw orks of other types, £ would provide a usefil way of estin ating
average vertex {vertex separation. Since z; and z, are local quantities that can be
calculated at least approxim ately from m easurem ents on only a sm all portion of the
network, it would In m any cases be considerably sin pler and m ore practical to apply
Eqg. (_1'9) than to m easure " directly.

A though our random graph m odeldoes not allow usto x the level of clustering
in the network, we can still calculate an average clustering coe cient for the B ender{
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Can eld ensamble easily enough. Consider a particular vertex A again. The ith
neighbour of A has k; edges em erging from it other than the edge attached to A, and
ki is distrbuted according to the distrbution ¢, Eg. @) . The probability that this
vertex is connected to another neighbour j is kiks=(nz), where ky is also distribbuted
according to g, and average of this probability is precisely the clustering coe cient:

Mk 17X L 2 %1 kil 2
nz nz n hk i2 n z

C =

11)

T he quantity ¢, is the socalled coe cient of variation of the degree distribbution | the
ratio of the standard deviation to the mean. Thus the clustering coe cient for the
random graph w ith a non-P oisson degree distribution is equalto its value z=n for the
P oisson-distribbuted case, tin es a function w hose leading term goes as the fourth power
of the coe cient of variation of the degree distrbution. So the clustering coe cient
stillvanishesw ith increasing graph size, butm ay have am uch larger leading coe cient,
since ¢, can be quite large, especially for degree distrbbutions w ith long tails, such as
those seen In FJgQ:

Take or exam ple the W orld-W ide W eb. Ifone ignores the directed nature of links
on the W &b, then the resulting graph is m easured to have quite a high clustering

graph w ith the sam e n and z, by contrast, has a clistering coe cient ofonly 0:00023.
H owever, ifwe use the degree distribbution shown in Fjg.:gia to calculate a m ean degree
and coe cient of variation for the W eéb, we get z = 1023 and c, = 3:685, which
means that (Z + (z 1)=zf = 209:7. Eq. ({L) then tells us that the random graph
w ith the correct degree distrbution would actually have a clustering coe cient of
C = 000023 209:7 = 0:048. Thisis stillabout a factor oftwo away from the correct
answer, but a ot closer to the m ark than the original estin ate, which was o by a
factor ofm ore than 400. Furthem ore, the degree distribbution used in this calculation
was truncated at k = 4096. (T he data were supplied to author In this form .) W ithout
this truncation, the coe cient of variation would presum ably be larger still. Tt seem s
possble therefore, that m ost, if not all, of the clustering seen In the W eb can be
acoounted orm erely as a result of the Iong-tailed degree distrlbution. T hus the fact
that our random graph m odels do not explicitly include clustering is not necessarily
a problem .

O n the other hand, som e of the other networks of Table :J.' do show signi cantly
higher clustering than would be predicted by Eg. Qf]_:) . For these, our random graphs
w illbe an im perfect m odel, although aswe w ill see they stillhave m uch to contribute.
E xtension of ourm odels to Include clustering explicitly is discussed in Section -'_6

Ttwould bepossbl to continue the analysis ofour random graph m odels using the
sin ple m ethods of this section. H owever, this leads to a lot of tedious algebra which
can be avoided by introducing an elgant tool, the probability generating fiinction.

3 P robability generating functions

In this section we describe the use of probability generating functions to calculate
the properties of random graphs. Our presentation closely follow s that of New -
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man et al ©001).

A probability generating function is an altemative representation of a prob—
ability distrbution. Take the probability distrbution p, introduced in the previous
section, for instance, which is the distrdbbution of vertex degrees n a graph. The
corresponding generating function is

%
Go&)=  ppx*: (12)
k=0

It is clear that this function captures all of the Infom ation present in the original
distrdbution py, since we can recover py from G (x) by sin ple di erentiation:

1dG,
k! dxk

pk =
x=0
W e say that the finction G \generates" the probability distribution py .

W e can also de ne a generating function for the distrbution g, Eqg. @), of other
edges lkaving the vertex we reach by follow Ing an edge in the graph:

P P
2 1 k 1 k 1 0
G &) = Gk = k=0 f + ll)pk+ X k0 kf?kx Go &),
k=0 3 IP3 3 JP3 Z

w here G8 (x) denotes the rst derivative of G g (x) w ith respect to its argum ent. This
generating function w illbe usefilto us in follow ing developm ents.

3.1 P roperties of generating functions

G enerating functions have som e properties that w illbe of use In this paper. F irst, if
the distrbution they generate is properly nom alized then

Go(@)= P = 1: 15)

Second, the m ean of the distrbution can be calculated directly by di erentiation:

X
GS1) = kp= hki: (16)
k

Indeed we can calculate any m om ent ofthe distribution by taking a suitable derivative.

In general,
X 4 °
k"i= kK py = x— G &) : @7)
dx _
k x=1

Third, and m ost in portant, if a generating fiinction generates the probability

distribbution of som e property k of an ob gct, such as the degree of a vertex, then the

sum of that property over n Independent such ob gcts is distrbbuted according to the

nth power of the generating fnction. Thus the sum of the degrees of n random ly

chosen vertices on our graph has a distrbution which is generated by the function
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Gox)I'. To see this, note that the coe cient of x ™ In G ®)I" has one term of
fhe form px, Pk, :::Pk, r every set fkig of the degrees of the n vertices such that

;ki= m . But these temm s are precisely the probabilities that the degrees sum tom
In every possbl way, and hence G ¢ &)I' is the correct generating flinction. This
property is the reason why generating functions are useful in the study of random
graphs. M ost of the resuls of this paper rely on i.

32 Examples

Tom ake these ideasm ore concrete, let us consider som e speci cexam ples ofgenerating
finctions. Suppose for nstance that we are interested In the standard E rddps{Renyi
random graph, with its Poisson degree distrbution. Substiuting Eq. {3) into z_l_j),
we get

® ok

Z
Golx)=e * ka=ez(x Y (18)
k=0

T his is the generating fnction for the Poisson distribution. T he generating fiinction
G 1 (x) for vertices reached by follow Ing an edge is also easily found, from Eqg. C_l-l_l):

0
GO(X) ez(x 1).

Gi )= 19

V4

T hus, for the case of the Poisson distribbution we have G; X) = G x). This identity
is the reason why the properties of the E rdps{Renyi random graph are particularly
sin ple to solve ana]ytica]]yn?.

A s a second exam ple, consider a graph w ith an exponential degree distrdbution:

pr= 1 el)e*; 20)

where isa oconstant. T he generating fiinction for this distrdbution is

X 1 el
Gol)= (1 e'") ek:xk=171=; (21)
0 xe
and
1 els 2
G1 &)= F : 22)

A s a third exam ple, consider a graph in which all vertices have degree 0, 1, 2, or 3
w ith probabilities pg :::p3. Then the generating functions take the form of sinple
polynom ials

Go ) = p3x’ + pPox” + P1X + Po; 23)
3psx® + 2ppxX + p1
3p3+ 202+ P1

G1®) = @x*+ gx+ q= (24)

"This resul is also closely connected to our earlier result that the m ean num ber of second neigh—
boursofa vertex on an E rd¢s{R enyigraph is sin ply the square ofthem ean num berof rst neighbours.
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4 P roperties of undirected graphs

W e now apply our generating functions to the calculation of a variety of properties of
undirected graphs. In Section ﬁ we extend the m ethod to directed graphs aswell.

4.1 D istribution of com ponent sizes

T he m ost basic property we w ill consider is the distrdbution of the sizes of connected
com ponents of vertices in the graph. Let us suppose for the m om ent that we are
below the phase transition, in the regin e In which there is no giant com ponent. W e
w il consider the regin e above the phase transition In a m om ent.) A s discussed In
Section EZ, the calculations w ill depend crucially on the fact that our graphs do not
have signi cant clustering. Instead, the clustering coe cient| the probability that

two of your friends are also friends of one another| isgiven by Eq. ‘_l-}'), which tends
tozeroasn ! 1 . The probability of any two random 1y chosen vertices i and j w ith
degrees k; and k5 being connected is the sam e regardless of w here the vertices are. It
is always equal to kiks=(nz), and hence also tends to zero asn ! 1 . Thismeans
that any nite com ponent of connected vertices has no closed oops in it, and this is
the crucial property that m akes exact solutions possbl. In physics argon, all nie
com ponents are tree-like.

G iven this, we can calculate the distribution of com ponent sizes below the transi-
tion as follow s. C onsider a random ly chosen edge som ew here In our graph and im agine
follow ing that edge to one of is ends and then to every other vertex reachable from
that end. T his set of vertices w e refer to as the cluster at the end ofa random ly chosen
edge. Let H ; (x) be the generating function that generates the distrbution of sizes of
such clusters, In termm s of num bers of vertices. Each clister can take m any di erent
form s, as shown In FJg:f. W e can llow our random Iy chosen edge and nd only a
single vertex at its end, with no further edges em anating from it. Orwe can nd a
vertex w ith one or m ore edges em anating from it. Each edge then lkads to another
com plete cluster whose size is also distrbuted according to H 1 x).

T he num ber ofedges k em anating from our vertex, other than the one along w hich
we arrived, is distrbuted according to the distrbution g, ofEqg. @), and, using the
multiplication property of generating finctions from Section 3.1, the distrdbution of

Figure 3: Schem atic representation of the possbl fom s for the connected com ponent of
vertices reached by follow ng a random ly chosen edge. The total probability of all possible
form s (left-hand side) can be represented selfconsistently asthe sum ofthe probabilities (right—
hand side) ofhaving only a single vertex (the circke), having a single vertex connected to one
other com ponent, or tw o other com ponents, and so forth. T he entire sum can be expressed In
closed fom asEqg. ('_2-5).



D istribution of com ponent sizes 15

the sum of the sizes of the k clusters that they lad to is generated by H 1 ®)EF.
T hus the total num ber of vertices reachabl by follow Ing our random ly chosen edge is
generated by

®
Hi)=x qH1&F=x61H:1K); @5)

k=0

w here the kading factor of x acoounts for the one vertex at the end of our edge, and
we havem ade use of Eq. é'_l-ff) .

T he quantity we actually want to know isthe distrdbution ofthe sizes ofthe clisters
to which a random Iy chosen vertex belongs. T he number of edges em anating from
such a vertex is distrbbuted according to the degree distribution py, and each such
edge leads to a cluster w hose size In vertices isdrawn from the distribution generated
by the function H i (x) above. Thus the size of the com plete com ponent to which a
random ly vertex belongs is generated by

N
Ho®)=x pH1&)F=xGH1&)): (26)

k=0

Now we can calculate the com plte distribbution of com ponent sizes by solving (.'_2-5)
selfconsistently for H ; (x) and then substituting the result into £8).

Consider for Instance the third exam ple from Section :_3-_.2-}, ofa graph In which all
vertioes have degree three or less. Then Eq. {_2-55) in pliesthat u= H 4 x) is a solution
of the quadratic equation

Qu°+ g — utg=0; 27)
or
9 2
:a a x  ax
Hiy &)= : 28)
2%

Substituting this into Eq. (_2-§) and di erentiating m tim es then gives the probability
that a random ly chosen vertex belongs to a com ponent of exactly m wvertices total.

U nfortunately, cases such asthis in which we can solve exactly forH o ) and H 1 (x)
are rare. M ore often no closed—-form solution is possible. (For the sin ple Poissonian
case ofthe E rdds{R enyirandom graph, for instance, Eqg. (_2-'_3) istranscendentaland has
no closed-form solution.) W e can still nd closed-form expressions for the generating
functions up to any nie order in x however, by iteration of (;_2-5)- To see this,
suppose that we have an approxin ate expression for H 1 (x) that is correct up to som e

nite order x™ , but possibly incorrect at order x™ * ! and higher. Ifwe substitute this
approxin ate expression into the right-hand side ofEg. {_2-_3), wegetanew expression for
H 1 ) and, because of the leading factor of x, the only contrdbutions to the coe cient
of x**1 in this expression come from the coe cients of x ™ and lower in the old
expression. Since these lower coe cients were exactly correct, it In m ediately ollow s
that the coe cient of x ™ *! i the new expression is correct also. Thus, if we start
w ith the expression H ; (x) = ¢px, which is correct to order x!, substitute i into i_2-5),
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and iterate, then on each iteration we w ill generate an expression for H, (x) that is
accurate to one order higher. A fterm ierations, we w illhave an expression In which
the coe cients for all orders up to and including x ™ * ! are exactly correct.

T ake for exam pl the E rd¢s{R enyirandom graph w ith its P oisson degree distribu-—
tion, orwhich G x) = G; (x) = €® Y, asshown in Sectioni32. Then, noting that
@ = e * Prthiscase, we nd that the rst fow iterations of Eq. (25) give

zH l(l) x) = xze *+ O &2); (2%9a)
zH 1(2) x) = xze 2+ (xze ?)°+ 0 x°); (29%)
zH 1(5) x) = xze *+ (xze %)%+ %(xze 2)3 4 %(xze zyd 4 %(xze 25+ 0 &°);

(29¢c)

and so forth, from which we conclude that the probabilities Pg of a random Iy chosen
site belonging to com ponents of size s= 1;2;3::: are

2 3z

72e ; Pg= 3 4z

Pi=e ?; P,=ze %*; Py= z3e 17; po= 87% %%.  (30)

Nlw
wlu
wloo

W ith a good sym bolicm anipulation program it is straightforward to calculate such
probabilities to order 100 or so. If we require probabilities to higher order it is still
possble to use Egs. 5) and {6) to get answers, by iterating €5) num erically from
a starting value of H 1 X) = gyx. D oing this for a variety of di erent values of x close
to x = 0, we can use the results to calculate the derivatives of H (¢ (x) and so evaluate
the P,. Unfrtunately, this technigue is only usabl for the st few P, becauss,
as is usually the case w ith num erical derivatives, lin its on the precision of oating—
pont numbers result in large errors at higher orders. To circum vent this problem we
can em ploy a technique suggested by M oore and Newm an c_ég')g'c_i), and evaliate the
derivatives instead by num erically integrating the C auchy form ula

I
1@°Hy Ho()d

!
stexs ,_, 21 s

S

7 (31)

w here the Integral is perform ed around any contour surrounding the origin but inside
the rstpolein H o ( ). For the best precision, M oore and Newm an suggest using the
Jlargest such contour possble. In the present case, where P4 is a properly nom alized
probability distriution, it is straightforw ard to show that H ¢ ( ) m ust alw ays converge
w ithin the unit circle and hence we recom m end using this circke as the contour. D oing

or m ore derivatives easily calculable In reasonable tim e.

42 M ean com ponent size

A lthough, as we have seen, it is not usually possibl to calculate the probability dis—
tribution of com ponent sizesP ¢ to allorders in closed form , we can calculate m om ents
of the distrbution, which in m any cases is m ore usefiill anyway. The sinplest case
is the rst m om ent, the m ean com ponent size. As we saw In Section :_3-:1:, the m ean
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of the distrdbution generated by a generating function is given by the derivative of
the generating function evaluated at uniy Eqg. C_l-§')). Below the phase transition,
the com ponent size distribution is generated by H ¢ x), Eq. C_2-§), and hence them ean
com ponent size below the transition is

hsi= Ho()= GoH1 &)+ xGoH 1 &)H{ &) _, =1+ GoMH{Q); (32)

where we have m ade use of the fact, Eq. (-'_1-5), that properly nom alized generating
functionsareequaltol atx = 1,so0thatGg (@)= H; (1) = 1. The value ofH f(l) we
can caloulate from Eq. 25) by di erentiating and rearranging to give

HOM) = — s (33)
' 1 &’
and substiuting into C_§2‘) we nd
GJa
hsi= 1+ O(O) (34)
1 &

T his expression can also be w ritten In a num ber of other form s. For exam pl, we note
that

G =  kpx= hki= z; 35)

2. .
GO = ¥k DR DAL Bz 36)
kkpk hki Z1

where we have m ade use of Eq. (5) . Substiuting into @-f!) then gives the average
com ponent size below the transition as

2
2

hsi= 1+ :
Z1 2

37)

T his expression has a divergence at z; = 2z, which signi es the form ation of the
giant com ponent and gives an altemative and m ore rigorous derivation of the position
of the critical point to that given in Section ? Using Eq. G_3-f!), we could also write
the condition for the phase transition as G 2 €= 1.

4.3 Above the phase transition

T he calculations of the previous sections concemed the behaviour of the graph below

the phase transition w here there isno giant com ponent in the graph . A In ost allgraphs
studied em pirically seem to be In the regin e above the transition and do have a giant
com ponent. (Thism ay be a tautologous statem ent, since it probably rarely occurs to
researchers to consider a netw ork representation ofa set of ob ects orpeople so loosely
Iinked that there is no connection between m ost pairs.) Can our generating function
technigques be extended to this regimn €? Aswe now show, they can, although we will
have to use som e tricks tom ake thingswork. The problem isthat the giant com ponent
is not a com ponent lke those we have considered so far. Those com ponents had a
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nite average size, w hich m eant that in the lim it of large graph size they were all tree—
like, containing no closed loops, as discussed In Section :_4-_.1-: . T he giant com ponent, on
the other hand, scales, by de nition, as the size of the graph as a whole, and therefore
becomesin niteasn ! 1 . Thism eansthat there w ill in generalbe loops in the giant
com ponent, w hich m akes all the argum ents of the previous sections break down. T his
problem can be xed however by the follow ng sin ple ply. Above the transition,
we de ne H o (x) and H 1 (x) to be the generating functions for the distributions of
com ponent sizes excliding the giant com ponent. T he non-giant com ponents are still
tree-like even above the transition, so Egs. @-5) and C_2-§) are correct for thisde nition.
The only di erence is that now H (1) isno longer equalto 1 (and neither isH 1 (1)).
Thstead,

X
Ho@)= P = fraction of vertices not in giant com ponent; (38)

s

which follow s because the sum over s isnow over only the non-giant com ponents, so
the probabilities Pg no Ionger add up to 1. This resukt is very usefil]; it allow s us to
calculate the size S of the giant com ponent above the transition as a fraction of the
total graph size, since S = 1 Ho(@1). From Egs. (_2-'_3) and G_2-§), we can see that S
m ust be the solution of the equations

S=1 Gow); v=G1(v); (39)

where v Hi(1). As wih the calculation of the com ponent size distrlbution in
Section :fl-_.l-:, these equations are not nom ally solvable In closed form , but a solution
can be found to arbitrary num erical accuracy by iteration starting from a suiable
iniialvalue of v, such asv= 0.

W e can also calculate the average sizes of the non-giant com ponents in the standard
way by di erentiating Eq. £6). W e must be carefiil however, for a couple of reasons.
First, we can no longer assume that Hg(1) = H1 (1) = 1 as is the case below the
transition . Second, since the distribution P4 isnot nom alized to 1, we have to perform
the nom alization ourselves. T he correct expression for the average com ponent size is

0 0
hotm BOW Loy, SOELMIGIELQ)
Ho@) Ho(@) 1 GE:Q)
- 1+ zv’ . @0)
L st 3wl

where v and S are found from Eq. ('_3-9) It is straightforward to verify that this
becom es equal to Eq. (34) when we are below the transition and S = 0, v= 1.

A s an exam plk of these results, we show in Fjg.:fl the size of the giant com ponent
and the average (non-giant) com ponent size for graphs w ith an exponential degree
distrbbution of the form ofEq. {_Z-Q), as a function of the exponential constant . As
the gure shows, there is a divergence in the average com ponent size at the phase
transition, w ith the giant com ponent becom ing non-zero sm oothly above the transi-
tion. Those accustom ed to the physics of continuous phase transitions will nd this
behaviour fam iliar; the size ofthe giant com ponent acts as an order param eter here, as
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Figure 4: Behaviour of a random graph w ith an exponential degree distribution of the form
ofEq. C_Z(_)') . Top: fraction of the graph occupied by the giant com ponent. Bottom : average
com ponent size. N ote that the horizontal axis is logarithm ic.

it did in the E rd¢s{Renyirandom graph in the introduction to thispaper, and the av—
erage com ponent size behaves like a susoeptibility. Indeed one can de ne and calculate
critical exponents for the transition using this analogy, and as w ith the E rdps{R enyi
m odel, their values put us In the sam e universality class as the mean—-eld (ie., In —

in Fig.¥ takes place jist a litke below = 1 when G (1) = 1, which gives a critical
valuie of .= (log3) 1= 0910:::

5 P roperties of directed graphs

Som e of the graphs discussed In the introduction to this paper are directed graphs.
T hat is, the edges In the netw ork have a direction to them . E xam pls are the W orld—
W ideW eb, in which hyperlinks from one page to another point In only one direction,
and food webs, In w hich predator{prey interactions are asym m etric and can be thought
of as pointing from predator to prey. O ther recently studied exam ples of directed

D irected networks are m ore com plex than their undirected counterparts. For a
start, each vertex In an directed network has two degrees, an in-degree, which is
the num ber of edges that point into the vertex, and an out-degree, which is the
num ber pointing out. There are also, correspondingly, two degree distribbutions. In
fact, to be com plktely general, we m ust allow fora joint degree distribution of in—
and out-degree: we de ne p;x to be the probability that a random Iy chosen vertex
sin ultaneously has In-degree j and out-degree k. D e ning a pint distribution like this
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allow s for the possbility that the in—and out-degreesm ay be correlated. For exam ple
In a graph where every vertex had precisely the sam e In—and out-degree, p would
be non—zero ifand only if 3= k.

T he com ponent structure of a directed graph is m ore com plex than that of an
undirected graph also, because a directed path m ay exist through the network from
vertex A to vertex B, but that does not guarantee that one exists from B toA .Asa
resul, any vertex A belongs to com ponents of four di erent types:

1. The in—com ponent is the set of vertices from which A can be reached.
2. The out—com ponent is the set of vertices which can be reached from A.

3. Thestrongly connected com ponent isthe set of vertices from w hich vertex A
can be reached and which can be reached from A .

4. Theweakly connected com ponent is the set of vertices that can be reached
from A ignoring the directed nature of the edges altogether.

The weakly connected com ponent is just the nom al com ponent to which A belongs
if one treats the graph as undirected. C learly the details of weakly connected com po—
nents can be worked out using the form alisn of Section :_4, so we w ill ignore this case.
For vertex A to belong to a strongly connected com ponent of size greater than one,
there m ust be at least one other vertex that can both be reached from A and from

which A can be reached. This however In plies that there is a closed loop of directed
edges in the graph, som ething which, as we saw in Section :fl-j;, does not happen n
the 1m i of large graph size. So we ignore this case also. The two ram aining cases,
the In—and out-com ponents, we consider In m ore detail In the follow ing sections.

5.1 G enerating functions

B ecause the degree distribution p;x for a directed graph is a function oftwo variables,
the corresponding generating fiinction is also:

X .

G &iy) = PyxxIy" (41)

Jik=0
T his function satis es the nom alization condition G (1;1) = 1, and the m eans of the
In—- and outdegree distrbutions are given by its st derivatives w ith respect to x
and y. However, there is only one m ean degree z for a directed graph, since every
edge must start and end at a site. This m eans that the total and hence also the
average num bers of In-going and out-going edges are the sam e. T his gives rise to a
constraint on the generating fiinction of the fom

@G @G
— =z= — ; 42)
@x

x;y=1 @y x;y=1
and there is a corresponding constraint on the probability distribbution pyx itself, which
can be w ritten

G k)pk = 0: 43)
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From G (x;y), we can now de ne singleargum ent generating functionsG g and G 1
for the num ber of outgoing edges kraving a random ly chosen vertex, and the num ber
laving the vertex reached by ollow ing a random Iy chosen edge. These play a sin ilar
role to the functions of the sam e nam e In Section g W e can also de ne generating
functions Fy and F1 for the num ber of edges arriving at a vertex. T hese functions are
given by

1 QG
Fo®) = G &x;1); F1 &)= —— i 44)
z @y ,_4
Y
1 @G
Goly) = G@L;y); Gi1ly)= - — : (45)
zZ @x

O nce we have these functions, m any results follow as before.

52 Resuls

T he probability distribution ofthe num bers of vertices reachabl from a random ly cho—
sen vertex in a directed graph | ie., ofthe sizes ofthe out-com ponents| isgenerated by
the function Ho (y) = yGo H 1 (¥)), where H ; (y) isa solution ofH; (y) = yG1 H 1 (),
Just as before. @A sin ilar and obvious pair of equations govems the sizes of the in—
com ponents.) The average out-com ponent size for the case where there is no giant
com ponent is then given by Eq. (_3-4), and thus the point at which a giant com po-
nent rst appears is given oncemore by G (1) = 1. Substiruting Eq. @5) into this
expression gives the explicit condition
X
@k J kKm=0 (46)

Jjk

for the st appearance of the giant com ponent. This expression is the equivalent
for the directed graph of Eg. G_SI) . It is also possible, and equally valid, to de ne
the position at which the giant com ponent appears by Ff(l) = 1, which provides an
altemative derivation orEq. €6).

But this raises an interesting issue. W hich giant com ponent are we taking about?
Just asw ith the an all com ponents, there are four types of giant com ponent, the giant
In—and out-com ponents, and the giant weakly and strongly connected com ponents.
Furthem ore, while the giant weakly connected com ponent is as before trivial, the
giant strongly connected com ponent does not nom ally vanish as the other strongly
connected com ponents do. T here is no reason why a giant com ponent should contain
no loops, and therefore no reason why we should not have a non—zero giant strongly
connected com ponent.

T he condition for the position of the phase transition given above is derived from
the point at which the m ean size of the out-com ponent reachabl from a vertex di-
verges, and thus this is the position at which the giant in-com ponent formm s (since
above this point an extensive num ber of vertices can be reached starting from one
vertex, and hence that vertex m ust belong to the giant In-com ponent) . Furthem ore,
as we have seen, we get the sam e condition if we ask where the m ean in-com ponent
size diverges, ie., w here the giant out-com ponent form s, and so we conclude that both
giant In—and out-com ponents appear at the sam e tin g, at the point given by Eq. ifl-_é) .
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T he sizes of these two giant com ponents can also be calculated w ith only a little
extra e ort. A sbefore, we can generalize the functionsH ¢ (y) and H 1 (v) to the regim e
above the transition by de ning them to be the generating fiinctions for the non-giant
out-com ponents In this regine. In that case, H (1) is equal to the fraction of all
vertices that have a nite out-com ponent. But any vertex A that has only a nite
out-com ponent cannot, by de niion, belong to the giant in-com ponent, ie., there
de niely do not exist an extensive num ber of vertices that can be reached from A.
T hus the size of the giant in-com ponent is simnply S; = 1 Ho (1), which can be
calculated asbefore from Eq. {_3-9) . Sin ilarly the size of the giant out-com ponent can
be calculated from (9) with Go ! Foand G ! Fy.

To calculate the size of the giant strongly connected com ponent, we observe the

olow ing O orogovtsev etal, 2001) . Ifat least one ofa vertex’s outgoing edges leads to
anyw here In the giant in-com ponent, then one can reach the giant strongly connected
com ponent from that vertex. C onversely, if at least one of a vertex’s Incom ing edges
Jeads from anyw here in the giant out-com ponent, then the vertex can be reached from

the strongly connected com ponent. Ifand only ifboth ofthese conditions are satis ed
sin ultaneously, then the vertex belongs to the giant strongly connected com ponent
Itself.

Consider then the outgoing edges. T he function H 1 x) gives the probability dis—
tribution ofthe sizes of nite out-com ponents reached by follow ing a random ly chosen
edge. This In plies that H 1 (1) is the total probability that an edge kads to a nite
out-com ponent (ie., not to the giant in-com ponent) and as before Eg. @-é)) Hi(Q) is
the xed point 0ofG i x), which we denote by v. For a vertex w ith k outgoing edges,
vk is then the probability that all of them lad to nite com ponents and 1 v s
the probability that at least one edge leads to the giant In—com ponent. Sin ilarly the
probability that at last one incom Ing edge lads from the giant out-com ponent is
1 W,whereu isthe xed point of F; (x) and j is the n-degree of the vertex. T hus
the probability that a vertex w ith in—and out-degrees j and k is in the giant strongly
connected component is (I W) (L V), and the average of this probability over all
vertices, w hich is also the fractional size of the giant strongly connected com ponent, is

Ss = P @ w) 1 \}s)= Pk (L 0 ¥+ uj\f‘)
jk ik
=1 G @;1) G @1;v)+ G @u;v); @47)

where u and v are solutions of
u= Fi@); v=G1(V); 48)

and we have m ade use of the de nition, Eq. ('_-Z_L'), ofG x;y). Noting thatu= v=1
below the transition at which the giant in— and out-com ponents appear, and that
G (1;1) = 1, we see that the giant strongly connected com ponent also rst appears at
the transition point given by Eq. {_4-_6) . Thusthere are In general two phase transitions
In a directed graph: the one at which the giant weakly connected com ponent appears,
and the one at which the other three giant com ponents all appear.

Applying the theory of directed random graphs to real directed networks has
proved di cul so far, because experin enters rarely m easure the pint in— and out-
degree distribution p4 that is needed to perform the calculations described above. A
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fow results can be calculated w ithout the pint distrdbbution| seeNewm an etal. @001),
for instance. By and large, how ever, the theory presented in this section is still aw ait—
Ing em pirical tests.

6 N etworks w ith clustering

Far fewer analytical resuls exist for networks that incorporate clustering than for
the non—clustered networks of the previous sections. A rst attem pt at extending
random graph m odels to Incorporate clustering hasbeen m ade by the present author,
who studied the correction to the quantiy z | the average num ber of next-nearest

Consider a vertex A, wih its rst and second neighbours In the network arrayed
around it In two concentric rings. In a nom al random graph, a neighbour of A that
has degree m contributes m 1 vertices to the ring of second neighbours of A, as
discussed In Section Q T hat is, all of the second neighbours of A are independent;
each of them is a new vertex never before seen. This is the reasoning that led to
our earlier expression, Eq. (§): z, = ki  hki. In a clustered network however, the
picture is di erent. In a clustered netw ork, m any of the neighbours of A 's neighbour
are neighbours of A them selves. T his is them eaning of clustering: your friend’s friend
isalso your friend. In fact, by de nition, an average fraction C ofthem 1 neighbours
are them selves neighbours of the central vertex A and hence should not be counted
as second neighbours. C orrespondingly, this reduces our estin ate of z, by a factor of
1 Ctogivez= (1 C)HEL hki).

But this is not all. There is another e ect we need to take Into account if we
are to estin ate z, correctly. It is also possbl that we are overcounting the second
neighbours of A because som e of than are neighbours of m ore than one of the rst
neighbours. In other words, you m ay know two people who have another friend in
comm on, whom you personally don’t know . Such connections create \squares" in the
netw ork, whose density can be quanti ed by the socalled m utuality M :

m ean num ber of vertices two steps away from a vertex .

= : 49
m ean num ber of paths of length two to those vertices “9)

In words, M m easures the average num ber of paths of length two leading to a vertex’s
second neighbour. A s a result of the m utuality e ect, our current estin ate of z, will
be too great by a factor of 1=M , and hence a better estin ate is

z=M (1 C)Eéi ki): (50)

But now we have a problm . Calculating the mutuality M ushg Eqg. (:fl'Sl) re—
quires that we know the m ean num ber of individuals two steps away from the central
vertex A . But thism ean number is precisely the quantity z, that our calculation is
supposed to estim ate In the rst place. There is a partial solution to this problem .
C onsider the two con gurations depicted In F ig. E, parts @) and (o). In @) our ver—
tex A hastwo neighboursD and E, both ofwhom are connected to F, although F is
not itself an neighbour of A . The sam e is true In ©), but now D and E are friends
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@ (b)
E F E F

Figure 5: (@) An exampl of a vertex ') that is two steps away from the center vertex @,
shaded), but is connected to two of A’s neighbours @ and E).F should only be counted
once as a second neighbour of A, not twice. () A sim ilar situation in which D and E are
also neighbours of one another. (c) The probability of situation () can be calculated by
considering this situation. Sihce D is frdends w ith both E and F, the probability that E and
F also know one another (dotted line), thereby com pleting the quadrilateral n (o), is by
de nition equalto the clustering coe cient.

of one another also. Em pirically, i appears that In m any networks situation (@) is
quite uncom m on, while situation () ismuch more common. And we can estin ate
the frequency of occurrence of (o) from a know ledge of the clustering coe cient.

Consider Fjg.if’gc. T he central vertex A shares an edge w ith D, which shares an
edgew ith F .H ow m any otherpathsof length two are there from A toF? W ell, ifA has
ki neighbours, then by the de nition of the clustering coe cient, D w illbe connected
to C (kg 1) ofthem on average. T he edge between verticesD and E In the gure is
an exam pl of one such. But now D is connected to both E and F, and hence, using
the de nition ofthe clustering coe cient again, E and F w ill them selves be connected
(dotted line) w ith probability equalto the clustering coe cient C . T hus there w illon
average be C ? k; 1) otherpaths of ength 2 to F, or 1 + C? (k1 1) paths In total,
counting the one that runs through D . This is the average factor by which we will
overcount the num ber of second neighbours of A because of the mutuality e ect. As
shown by Newm an 001d), the m utuality coe cient is then given by

= 2 1
M - k= + C .(k 1)]1: 51)
hki

Substituting this into Eq. (_5-9) then gives us an estim ate of z, .

In essence what Eqg. {5}') does is estin ate the value of M 1n a network in which
triangles of ties are com m on, but squares that are not com posed of ad pcent triangles
are assum ed to occur w ith frequency no greater than one would expect in a purely
random network. It is only an approxin ate expression, since this assum ption will
usually not be obeyed perfectly. Nonethelss, it appears to give good resuls. The
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authorapplied Egs. (50) and (51) to estin ation ofz, frthe two coauthorship networks
ofFjg.-'_llc, and found that they gave resuls accurate to w ithin 10% in both cases.

This calculation is certainly only a rst step. Ideally we would like to be able to
calculate num bers of vertices at any distance from a random ly chosen centralvertex in
the presence of clustering, and to do it exactly rather than jist approxin ately. Ifthis
were possble, then, as in Section EZ, one could use the ratio of the num bers of vertices
at di erent distances to derive a condition for the position of the phase transition at
which a giant com ponent form s on a clustered graph. At present it isnot clear if such
a calculation is possble.

7 M odels de ned on random graphs

In addition to providing an analytic fram ew ork for calculating topological properties
of networks, such as typical path lengths or distribbutions of cluster sizes, random
graphs form a useful substrate for studying the behaviour of phenom ena that take
place on networks. Analytic work in this area is in its Infancy; here we describe two
exam ples of recent work on m odels that use ideas drawn from percolation theory.

7.1 N etwork resilience

A s em phasized by A bert and co-workers, the highly skewed degree distributions of
Fjg.:;ll have substantial in plications for the robustness of netw orks to the rem oval of

a degree distrbution typically have low degree, the random rem oval of vertices from

the netw ork has little e ect on the connectivity of the ram aining vertices, ie., on the
existence of paths between pairs of vertices, a crucial property of networks such as
the Intemet, for which finctionality relies on oonnect'_tfityf: In particular, rem oval of
vertices w ith degree zero or one w ill never have any e ect on the connectivity of the
rem aining vertices. (Vertices of degree zero are not connected to anyone else anyw ay,
and vertices of degree one do not lie on any path between another pair of vertices.)

C onversely, however, the speci ¢ ram oval of the vertices In the network w ith the
highest degree frequently has a devastating e ect. These vertices lie on m any of
the paths between pairs of other vertices and their rem oval can destroy the connec—
tivity of the network in short order. This was rst dem onstrated num erically by
A Dbertetal 4.'_2-9-9-(_)') and independently by Broder et al @@Q@) using data for subsets
oftheW orld-W ideW eb. M ore recently how ever it hasbeen dem onstrated analytically
also, for random graphsw ith arbirary degree distributions, by Callaway et al @@QO)
and by Cochen et al C_iQ-Q-l:) . Here we follow the derivation of Callaway et al, which
closely m irrors som e of the earlier m athem atical developm ents of this paper.

Consider a sinpl model de ned on a network in which each vertex is either
\present" or \absent". Absent vertices are vertices that have either been rem oved, or
m ore realistically are present but non-functional, such as Intemet routers that have

A fow recent papers In the physics literature have used the word \connectivity" to m ean the sam e
thing as \degree", ie., num ber of edges attaching to a vertex. In this paper however the word has its
standard graph theoreticalm eaning of existence of connecting paths betw een pairs of vertices.
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failed orW b sites whose host com puter has gone down. W e de ne a probability by of
being present which is som e arbitrary function of the degree k of a vertex, and then
de ne the generating fiinction

%
Fo®) =  pcbx"; (52)
k=0

whose coe cients are the probabilities that a vertex has degree k and ispresent. N ote
that this generating function is not equalto 1 at x = 1; Instead i is equal to the
fraction of all vertices that are present. By analogy w ith Eg. (_1-4) we also de ne

fPebt T Fo®) 53)

F1 &)=
x Kpx Z

T hen the distribbutions of the sizes of connected clusters of present vertices reachable
from a random ly chosen vertex or edge are generated respectively by

Hox)=1 Fo@)+ xFoH1&)); Hix)=1 FR@0Q)+ xF1H1&)); (54)

which are logical equivalents of Egs. 25) and £6).

Take for instance the case of random failire of vertices. In this case, the proba—
bility b, of a vertex being present is independent of the degree k and Just equalto a
constant b, which m eans that

Ho&)=1 b+ xG H 1 K)); Hix)=1 b+ xG #H:K)); (53)

where Gy (x) and G; x) are the standard generating functions for vertex degree,
Egs. @.-g) and @.-fl) . This I plies that the m ean size of a cluster of connected and
present vertices is

hsi= Hy)=b+ FJOH Q) =b 1+ Bem (56)
0 oL 1 wda
and the m odelhas a phase transition at the critical value ofb
b= L o7
G’

If a fraction b < k. of the vertices are present in the network, then there w ill be no
giant com ponent. This is the point at which the network ceases to be functional in
termm s of connectivity. W hen there is no giant com ponent, connecting paths exist only
w ithin an all isolated groups of vertices, but no long-range connectivity exists. For a
com m unication network such as the Intemet, thiswould be fatal. A swe would expect
from the argum ents above however, k. is usually a very sm all num ber for netw orks
w ith skewed degree distrbutions. For exam pl, if a network has a pure power-law
degree distrbution w ith exponent , as both the Intemet and the W orld-W ide W eb
appear to do (see Fjg.-'_]:a and -j:b), then
( 1)

= ; 58
R ( 2) ( 1) )
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where () istheRiemann -function. This expression is form ally zero for all 3.
Since none of the distrdbutions in Fjg.:J: have an exponent greater than 3, i follows
that, at least to the extent that these graphs can be m odelled as random graphs,
none of them has a phase transition at all. No m atter how m any vertices fail in
these netw orks, as long as the failing vertices are selected at random w ithout regard
for degree, there will always be a giant com ponent in the network and an extensive
fraction of the vertices w ill be connected to one another. In this sense, networks
w ith power-aw distrbuted degrees are highly robust, as the num erical experin ents
of A bert et al (_é_d(_)'g‘) and Broder et alL C_2-Q-Q-Q') also found.

But now consider the case in which the vertices are rem oved In decreasing order
of their degrees, starting w ith the highest degree vertex. M athem atically we can
represent this by setting

b = knpax k); (59)
where (x) isthe Heaviside step function

0 forx < 0
= 60
&) 1 for x 0. (60)
This is equivalent to setting the upper lin i ofthe sum in Eqg. (_5__2) to K ax -
Forthis case we need to use the fiillde nition ofH o X) and H 1 X), Eg. G_Séf),whidq
gives the position of the phase transition as the point at which Flo(l) =1,or

P 1
w—a K& Db
=1

= 1: (1)
k=1 KPx

Taking the exam pl of our powerdaw degree distrbution again, pr / k , this then
In plies that the phase transition occurs at a value k. of ky 5« satisfying

(2
ke

g V= ( 1; (62)

H ke

where H rfr) is the nth ham onic num ber of order r:

(x) X 1
r) — .
H Y = et (©3)
k=1
T his solution is not in a very useful form however. W hat we really want to know
is what fraction f. of the vertices have been rem oved when we reach the transition.

T his fraction is given by

ke . 64)

A lthough we cannot elin inate k. from {_6-_2) and (fil_l) to get f. In closed form , we can
solve Eq. (_6-_2) num erically for k. and substitute into 6_6-4) The resulk is shown as
a function of i Fig. 6: A s the gure shows, one need only rem ove a very anall
fraction of the high-degree vertices to destroy the giant com ponent In a power-law
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Figure 6: The critical fraction, Eq. C_él_l'), of highest degree vertices that m ust be ram oved in
order to destroy the giant com ponent in a graph w ith a power-Jdaw degree distrlbution having
exponent

graph, alw ays lss than 3% , w ith the m ost robust graphs being those around = 22,
Interestingly quite close to the exponent seen in a number of realworld networks
Fig. {-;I:)). Below = 2, there is no real solution for f.: powerdaw distrbutions
wih < 2 have no nite mean anyway and therefore m ake little sense physically.
And f. = 0 Prallvalues > 34788:::, where the latter gure is the solution of

( 2)= 2 ( 1), because the underlying network itself has no giant com ponent

O verall, therefore, our results agree w ith the ndings of the previous num erical
studies that graphs w ith skewed degree distributions, such as power laws, can be
highly robust to the random rem oval of vertices, but extrem ely fragile to the speci ¢
rem oval of their highest-degree vertices.

7.2 Epidem iology

An in portant application of the theory of networks is in epidem iology, the study
of the soread of disease. D iseases are comm unicated from one host to another by
physical contact, and the pattem of who has contact wih whom form s a contact
netw ork whose structure has in plications for the shape of epidem ics. In particular,
the sm allworld e ect discussed in Section Q m eans that diseases w ill spread through
a communiy much faster than one m ight otherw ise In agine.

In the standard m athem atical treatm ents of diseases, researchers use the socalled
fully m ixed approxim ation, in which it is assum ed that every individualhas equal
chance of contact w ith every other. T his isan unrealistic assum ption, but it hasproven
popular because it allow s one to w rite di erential equations for the tin e evolution of
the disease that can be solved or num erically integrated w ih relative ease. M ore
realistic treatm ents have also been given In which populations are divided into groups
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according to age or other characteristics. These m odels are still fully m ixed w ithin
each group however. To go beyond these approxin ations, we need to incorporate a
full netw ork structure into the m odel, and the random graphs of this paper and the
generating function m ethods we have developed to handl them provide a good basis
for doing this.

In this section we show that the m ost findam ental standard m odel of dissase
propagation, the SIR m odel, and a large set of its generalized formm s, can be solved on
random graphsby m apping them onto percolation problem s. T hese solutions provide
exact criteria for deciding when an epidem ic will occur, how m any peopl will be
a ected, and how the network structure or the transm ission properties of the disease
could bem odi ed In order to prevent the epidem ic.

7.3 The SIR m odel

F irst form ulated (though never published) by LowellR eed and W ade H am pton Frost
in the 19205, the SR m odel 1k}, 1973; & ndérson and I ay, 1991 H &icots, 2000)
is a m odel of disease propagation in which m em bers of a population are divided into
three classes: susceptble (S), m eaning they are free of the disease but can catch
it; infective (I), m eaning they have the disease and can pass it on to others;'_gl and
ram oved R ), m eaning they have recovered from the disease ordied, and can no longer
pass it on. There isa xed prcbability per unit tin e that an infective individualw ill
pass the disesase to a suscegptble ndividualw ith whom they have contact, rendering
that Individual infective. Individuals who contract the disease rem ain infective for a
certain tin e period before recovering (or dying) and thereby losing their infectivity.
A's rst polnted out by G rassoerger @§§-3_:), the SIR modelon a network can be
sin ply m apped to a bond percolation process. C onsider an outbreak on a netw ork that
starts w ith a single Individualand spreads to encom pass som e subset of the netw ork.
T he vertices of the netw ork represent potential hosts and the edges represent pairs of
hosts who have contact w ith one another. If we in agihe occupying or colouring in all
the edges that resul In tranam ission of the disease during the current outbreak, then
the set of vertices representing the hosts infected in this outbreak form a connected
percolation cluster of occupied edges. Furthem ore, it is easy to convince oneself that
each edge is occupied w ith independent probability. If we denote by the time for
which an Infected host ram ains Infective and by r the probability per unit tim e that
that host w ill infect one of its neighbours in the network, then the total probability
of Infection is
T=1 t]'jmo(l ry =1 e’ : (65)
T his quantiy we callthe transm issibility, and it is the probability that any edge on
the netw ork is occupied. T he size distribbution of outbreaks of the disease is then given
by the size distribbution ofpercolation clusters on the netw ork when edges are occupied
w ith this probability. W hen the m ean cluster size diverges, we get outbreaks that
occupy a nite fraction ofthe entire netw ork, ie., epideam ics; the percolation threshold

°In comm on parlance, the word \infectious" ism ore often used, but in the epidem iological literature
\infective" is the accepted temm .
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corresponds to what an epidem iologist would call the epidem ic threshold for the
disease. Above this threshold, there exists a giant com ponent for the percolation
problem , whose size corresponds to the size of the epidem ic. Thus, if we can solve
bond percolation on our random graphs, we can also solve the SIR m odel.

In fact, we can also solve a generalized form ofthe SIR in which both and r are
allowed to vary across the network. If and r instead of being constant are picked
at random for each vertex or edge from som e distribbutionsP ( ) and P (r), then the
probability of percolation along any edge is sin ply the average ofEJg. (_6-5) over these

two distrbutions 1 arren et al, 2001, 2003):

T=1 P@P ()e ™ drd : (66)

7.4 Solution ofthe SIR m odel

T he bond perocolation problem on a random graph can be solved by techniques very

ofEqg. (§-§) for bond percolation w ith bond occupation probability T is
Ho®)= xGoH1&)); Hix)=1 T+ TxG H1KX)); (67)
which gives an average outbreak size below the epidem ic threshold of

TG @)
700: 68)
1 TG; Q@)

T he threshold iself then falls at the point where TG% (1) = 1, giving a critical trans-
m issbility of
1 hki Z1

T. = = ==; 69
© 6% ki ki oz (69)

where we have used Eq. ('_6) . The size S ofthe epidem ic above the epideam ic transition
can be calculated by nding the solution of

S=1 GyWw); v=1 T+ TG W); (70)

w hich w illnom ally have to be solved num erically, since closed form solutions are rare.
It is also Interesting to ask what the probability is that an outbreak starting wih a
single carrier w illbecom e an epidem ic. T his is precisely equal to the probability that
the carrier belongs to the giant percolating cluster, which isalso Just equalto S. The
probability that a given Infection event (ie., tranam ission along a given edge) w illgive
rise to an epidem ic isv Hf(l).

Newm an and co-workers have given a variety of further generalizations of these
solutions to networks w ith structure of various kinds, m odels in which the probabili-
ties of tranan ission betw een pairs of hosts are correlated In various ways, and m odels
ncorporating vaccination, either random or targeted, which is represented as a site

sider the network by which a sexually transm itted disease is com m unicated, which is
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also the netw ork of sexualpartnershipsbetween individuals. In a recent study 0f£2810

respondents, Lilproset al 4_2-9-@-1:) recorded the num bers of sexualpartners ofm en and
wom en over the course of a year. From their data it appears that the distrdbutions of
these num bers llow a power law sim ilar to those of the distributions in Fjg.il:, with

exponents that 2ll in the range 33 to 3:3. Ifwe assum e that the disease of interest

is tranam ited prim arily by contacts between men and wom en (true only for som e
diseases), then to a good approxin ation the network of contacts is bipartite, having
tw 0 separate sets of vertices representing m en and wom en and edges representing con—
tacts running only between vertices of unlike kinds. W e de ne tw o pairs of generating

functions form ales and fem ales:

X ) 1X -
Fo &) = P5x7; Fi&x)=—  Josx? °; (71)
3 j
X 1 X
_ k _ k 1
Go )= KX ; G x)= — kgx™ 75 (72)
k k

where py and g are the two degree distributions and and are theirmeans. We
can then develop expressions sin ilar to Egs. (_6-3) and ¢_6-§1) for an epidem ic on this
new network. W e nd, for Instance, that the epoidem ic transition takes place at the
point where Ty, ¢ Tg, = 1=F(1)G{ (1)] where T, ¢ and T¢, are the transm issbilities
form ale-to—fam ale and fam ale-to-m ale infection respectively.

O ne In portant resul that follow s In m ediately is that if the degree distributions
are truly power-law In formm , then there exists an epidem ic transition only fora snall
range ofvalues ofthe exponent ofthepower law . Let usassum e, as appearsto bethe

m = = .Then if 3,we ndthat T, ¢fTfn = 0, which is only possibl ifat
Jeast one of the tranam issbilities T, ¢ and T¢, Is zero. A s long as both are positive,
we will always be in the goidam ic regim €, and this would clearly be bad news. No
am ount ofprecautionary m easures to reduce the probability oftransm ission would ever
eradicate the disease. (Sin ilar results have been seen in other types of m odels also

® astor-Satorras and Vespignani, 2001; Lloyd and M ay, 2001).) Conversely, if > .,

where .= 34788 :::isthesolutionof ( 2)=2 ( 1),we ndthatT,Teg > 1,
which is not possble. (This latter resul arises because networks wih > ¢ have

regin e then, no gpidam ic can ever occur, w hich would begood new s. Only in the an all
Interm ediate region 3< < 34788 ::: doesthem odelpossess an epidem ic transition.

Tnterestingly, the reatworld netw ork m easured by Liljros et al. €001) appears to fall
precisely in thisregion, wih ' 32. Iftrue, thiswould be both good and bad new s.

On the bad side, i m eans that epidem ics can occur. But on the good side, it m eans
that that it is In theory possbl to prevent an epidem ic by reducing the probability of
tranam ission, which isprecisely whatm ost health education cam paigns attem pt to do.
T he predicted critical value of the tranam issbility is  ( 1)=[ ( 2) ( 1)1,
which gives T, = 0:363::: for = 32. Epidem ic behaviour would cease were it

possbl to arrange that Tp, ¢ Ten < TZ.
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8 Summ ary

In this paper we have given an introduction to the use of random graphs as m odels
of realworld networks. W e have shown (Section EZ) how the much studied random

graph m odel of E rdds and Renyi can be generalized to the case of arbitrary degree
distribbutions, allow Ing us to m in ic the highly skewed degree distribbutions seen in
m any netw orks. T he resulting m odels can be solved exactly using generating fiinction
m ethods In the case where there is no clustering (Sections Ea‘ and E4) . If clustering is
Introduced, then solutions becom e signi cantly harder, and only a few approxin ate
analytic results are known (Section -:6) . W e have also given solutions for the properties
of directed random graphs (Section -'_5), In which each edge has a direction that it
points in. D irected graphs are useful as m odels of the W orld-W ide W eb and food
webs, am ongst other things. In the last part of this paper (Section :j) we have given
two exam ples of the use of random graphs as a substrate for m odels of dynam ical
processes taking place on networks, the rst being a m odel of network robustness
under failure of vertices (eg., ailure of routers on the Intemet), and the second being
a m odel of the sporead of dissase across the network of physical contacts between
disease hosts. Both of these m odels can be m apped onto percolation problem s of one
kind of another, which can then be solved exactly, again using generating fuinction
m ethods.

There are m any conceivable extensions of the theory presented In this paper. In
particular, there is room form any m ore and diverse m odels of processes taking place
on networks. It would also be of great interest if it proved possbl to extend the
results of Section 'é to obtain exact or approxin ate estin ates of the global properties
of netw orks w ith non-zero clistering.
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