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Percolation C riticalExponents in Scale-Free N etw orks
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W estudy thebehaviorofscale-free networks,having connectivity distribution P (k)� k
��
,close

to the percolation threshold. W e show that for networks with 3 < � < 4,known to undergo a

transition at a �nite threshold ofdilution,the criticalexponents are di�erent than the expected

m ean-�eld values ofregular percolation in in�nite dim ensions. Networks with 2 < � < 3 possess

only a percolative phase.Nevertheless,we show thatin thiscase percolation criticalexponentsare

wellde�ned,nearthelim itofextrem edilution (whereallsitesarerem oved),and thatalso then the

exponentsbeara strong �-dependence.The regularm ean-�eld valuesare recovered only for�> 4.
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Large networks have been attracting considerable in-

terest[1{6]. A usefulcharacterization ofsuch networks

istheirdegreedistribution,P (k),ortheprobability that

an arbitrary nodebeconnected to exactly k othernodes.

M any naturally occurringnetworks(theInternet,netsof

socialcontacts,scienti�c collaborations,ecologicalnets

ofpredator-pray,etc.,)exhibita power-law,orscale-free

degreedistribution:

P (k)= ck
��
; k � m : (1)

wherem isthem inim alconnectivity (usually taken tobe

m = 1)and cisa norm alization factor.

Im agine that a large network is diluted, by random

rem ovalofa fraction p ofits nodes. Ifp is sm all,one

expectsthatthe network rem ainsessentially connected:

there existsa giantcom ponent ofconnected nodes that

constitutesa�nitefraction ofthetotalsizeoftheoriginal

network. Above a certain threshold ofdilution,pc,the

giantcom ponentdisappearsand the network e�ectively

disintegrates.Thisisthe problem ofpercolation [7,8]as

de�ned on networks.(Percolation wasoriginally de�ned

on regular lattices.) The giant com ponent corresponds

to thein�niteincipientcluster orspanningclusterwhich

form sonly in the percolating phase,atdilutionssm aller

than the percolation threshold pc.

Percolation in scale-freenetworksiswidely recognized

as a key problem ofinterest [1{6]. Applications range

from the robustnessofcom m unication networks(the In-

ternet,phonenetworks)in thefaceofrandom failure(re-

m oval)ofa fraction oftheirnodes(e.g.,random break-

down ofrouters),to the e�ciency ofinoculation strate-

giesagainstthespreadofdisease,totheecologicalim pact

ofthe extinction ofsom especies.

For a random network of arbitrary degree distribu-

tion,thecondition fortheexistenceofa spanning cluster

is[5,9{11]:

� �
hk2i

hki
> 2: (2)

Suppose a fraction p ofthe nodes (and their links) are

rem oved from the network. (Alternatively, a fraction

q= 1� p ofthenodesareretained.) Theoriginaldegree

distribution,P (k),becom es

P
0
(k)=

1X

l= k

P (l)

�
l

k

�

(1� p)
k
p
l�k

: (3)

In view ofthisnew P 0(k),Eq.(2)yieldsthe percolation

threshold:

qc = 1� pc =
1

� � 1
; (4)

where � iscom puted with respectto the originaldistri-

bution,P (k),beforedilution.

Applying the criterion (4) to scale-free networks one

concludes that for � > 3 a phase transition exists at a

�niteqc,whereasfor2 < � < 3 thetransition takesplace

only attheextrem elim itofdilution ofqc = 0 [5,6].Here

we concern ourselveswith the criticalexponentsassoci-

ated with thepercolation transition in scale-freenetwors

of� > 2. W e show that criticalexponents are wellde-

�ned (and wecom putetheir�-dependentvalues)even in

the non-percolative regim e of2 < � < 3. In the per-

colative range of� > 3,we �nd �-dependentexponents

which di�er from the regular m ean-�eld values ofper-

colation in in�nite dim ensions. Thisirregularity can be

traced to thefattailofthedistribution (1).Theregular

m ean-�eld exponentsarerecovered only for� > 4.

In [4,12]a generating function isbuiltforthe connec-

tivity distribution:

�
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G 0(x)=

1X

k= 0

P (k)x
k
: (5)

Theprobability ofreaching a sitewith connectivity k by

following a speci�c link is kP (k)=hki [4,9,12],and the

corresponding generating function forthoseprobabilities

is

G 1(x)=

P
kP (k)xk�1
P

kP (k)
=

d

dx
G 0(x)=hki: (6)

LetH 1(x)bethegenerating function fortheprobability

ofreaching a branch ofa given size by following a link.

Afteradilution ofafraction pofthesites,H 1(x)satis�es

the self-consistentequation

H 1(x)= 1� q+ qxG 1(H 1(x)): (7)

SinceG 0(x)isthegenerating function fortheconnectiv-

ity ofa site,the generating function forthe probability

ofa siteto belong to an n-siteclusteris

H 0(x)= 1� q+ qxG 0(H 1(x)): (8)

H 0(1)is the probability thata site belongsto a cluster

ofany �nite size.Thus,below thepercolation transition

H 0(1) = 1,while above the transition there is a �nite

probability that a site belongs to the in�nite spanning

cluster:P1 = 1� H 0(1).Itfollowsthat

P1 (q)= q(1�

1X

k= 0

P (k)u
k
); (9)

whereu � H 1(1)isthe sm allestpositiverootof

u = 1� q+
q

hki

1X

k= 0

kP (k)u
k�1

: (10)

This equation can be solved num erically and the solu-

tion m ay be substituted into Eq.(9),yielding the size

ofthe spanning clusterin a network ofarbitrary degree

distribution,atdilution q [4].

W e now com pute the order param eter criticalexpo-

nent �. Near criticality the probability ofbelonging to

the spanning cluster behaves as P1 � (q � qc)
�. For

in�nite-dim ensionalsystem s(such asa Cayley tree)itis

known that � = 1 [7,8,13]. This regular m ean-�eld re-

sultisnotalwaysvalid,however,forscale-freenetworks.

Eq.(9) has no specialbehavior at q = qc;the singular

behaviorcom esfrom u. Also,atcriticality P1 = 0 and

Eq.(9)im ply thatu = 1.W ethereforeexam ineEq.(10)

foru = 1� � and q= qc + �:

1� � = 1� qc � � +
(qc + �)

hki

1X

k= 0

kP (k)(1� �)
k�1

: (11)

The sum in (11)hasthe asym ptoticform

1X

k= 0

kP (k)u
k�1 � hki� hk(k � 1)i�

+
1

2
hk(k � 1)(k� 2)i�2 + � � � + c�(2� �)�

��2
; (12)

where the highest-order analytic term is O (�n), n =

b� � 2c. Using this in Eq.(11),with qc = 1=(� � 1)=

hki=hk(k� 1)i,weget

hk(k � 1)i2

hki
� =

1

2
hk(k � 1)(k� 2)i� + � � �

+ c�(2� �)�
��3

: (13)

Thedivergenceof� as� < 3 con�rm sthelack ofa phase

transition in that regim e. Thus, lim iting ourselves to

� > 3,and keeping only the dom inant term as � ! 0,

Eq.(13)im plies

� �

8

><

>:

�

hk(k�1)i
2

chki�(2��)

� 1

��3

�
1

��3 3< � < 4;

2hk(k�1)i
2

hkihk(k�1)(k�2)i
� � > 4:

(14)

Returning to P1 ,Eq.(9),we see thatthe singularcon-

tribution in � is dom inant only for the irrelevant range

of� < 2. For� > 3,we �nd P1 � qchki� � (q� qc)
�.

Com paring thisto (14)we�nally obtain

� =

�
1

��3
3 < � < 4;

1 � > 4:
(15)

W e see that the order param eter exponent � attains

itsusualm ean-�eld value only for� > 4. M oreover,for

� < 4thepercolation transition ishigherthan 2nd-order:

for3+ 1

n�1
< � < 3+ 1

n�2
the transition isofthe nth-

order. The result (15) has been reported before in [6],

and also found independently in a di�erent but related

m odelof virus spreading [14,15]. The existence ofan

in�nite-orderphase transition at� = 3 forgrowing net-

worksofthe Albert-Barab�asim odel,has been reported

elsewhere[16,17].Theseexam plessuggestthatthecriti-

calexponentsarenotm odel-dependentbutdepend only

on �.

For networks with � < 3 the transition still exists,

though at a vanishing threshold,qc = 0. The sum in

Eq.(11)becom es:

1X

k= 0

kP (k)u
k�1 � hki+ c�(2� �)�

��2
: (16)

Using thisin conjunction with Eq.(10),and rem em ber-

ing thathereqc = 0 and thereforeq= �,leadsto

� =

�
� c�(2� �)

hki

� 1

3��

�
1

3�� ; (17)

which im plies
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� =
1

3� �
; 2< � < 3: (18)

In otherwords,the transition in 2 < � < 3 is a m irror

im age ofthe transition in 3 < � < 4.An im portantdif-

ference isthatqc = 0 isnot�-dependentin 2 < � < 3,

and theam plitudeofP1 divergesas� ! 2 (butrem ains

�nite as� ! 4).

In [12]it was shown that for a random graph ofar-

bitrary degree distribution the �nite clusters follow the

usualscaling form :

ns � s
��
e
�s=s

�

: (19)

Here s isthe clustersize,and ns isthe num berofclus-

tersofsize s.Atcriticality s� � jq� qcj
�� divergesand

the tailofthe distribution behavesasa powerlaw. W e

now derive the exponent�. The probability that a site

belongsto an s-clusterisps = sns � s1�� ,and isgener-

ated by H 0:

H 0(x)=
X

psx
s
: (20)

ThesingularbehaviorofH 0(x)stem sfrom H 1(x),ascan

beseen from Eq.(8).H 1(x)itselfcan beexpanded from

Eq.(7),by using the asym ptotic form (12) ofG 1. W e

let x = 1� �,as before,but work at the criticalpoint,

q= qc.W ith thenotation �(�)= 1� H1(1� �),we�nally

get(note thatatcriticality H 1(1)= 1):

� �= � qc + (1� �)qc[1�
�

qc

+
hk(k� 1)(k � 2)i

2hki
�
2
+ � � � + c

�(2� �)

hki
�
��2

]: (21)

From thisrelation weextractthesingularbehaviorofH 0:

� � �y. Then,using Tauberian theorem s[18]itfollows

thatps � s�1�y ,hence � = 2+ y.

For� > 4 the term proportionalto ���2 in (21)m ay

be neglected. The linear term �� m ay be neglected as

well,due to the factor�. Thisleadsto � � �1=2 and to

the usualm ean-�eld result

� =
5

2
; � > 4 : (22)

For� < 4,the term sproportionalto ��,�2 m ay be ne-

glected,leading to � � �1=(��2) and

� = 2+
1

� � 2
=
2� � 3

� � 2
; 2 < � < 4 : (23)

Note that for 2 < � < 3 the percolation threshold is

strictly qc = 0. In that case we work at q = � sm all

but �xed,taking the lim it � ! 0 at the very end [19].

ForgrowingnetworksoftheAlbert-Barab�asim odelwith

� = 3,ithasbeen shown thatsns / (slns)�2 [17].This

is consistent with � = 3 plus a logarithm ic correction.

Related results for scale free trees have been presented

in [20].

Thecriticalexponent�,forthecuto�clustersize,m ay

betooderiveddirectly.Finite-sizescalingargum entspre-

dict[7]that

qc(1 )� qc(N )� N
�

1

d� = N
�

�

� �1 ; (24)

where N isthe num berofsitesin the network,� isthe

correlation length criticalexponent:� � (q� qc)
�� ,and

d is the dim ensionality ofthe em bedding space. Using

a continuous approxim ation ofthe distribution (1) one

obtains[5]

� �

�
2� �

3� �

�
K 3�� � m 3��

K 2�� � m 2��
; (25)

where K � N 1=(��1) is the largest site connectivity of

the network.For3 < � < 4,thisand Eq.(4)yield

qc(1 )� qc(N )� �� � K
3�� � N

3��
��1 ; (26)

which in conjunction with Eq.(24)leadsto

� =
� � 3

� � 2
; 3< � < 4 : (27)

For � > 4 we recover the regular m ean-�eld result

� = 1=2. Note thatEqs.(24),(15),(23)are consistent

with the known scaling relation: �� = � � 2 [7,8,13].

For 2 < � < 3, qc(1 ) = 0 and qc(N ) � K ��3 �

N (��3)=(��1) .Therefore

� =
3� �

� � 2
; 2< � < 3 ; (28)

again consistentwith the scaling relation �� = � � 2 (cf

Eq.(18)).

Throughsim ilarscalingrelations,anytwooftheperco-

lation exponentsdiscussed above determ ine the rem ain-

ing (static) percolation exponents. Thus,for exam ple,

theexponent,governing the averagesizeof�nite clus-

ters: hsi� (q� qc)
� ,followsfrom the scaling relation

 = (3� �)=�.In view ofEqs.(23),(27),(28),weget

 =

n
1 � > 3;

� 1 2< � < 3:
(29)

The negative value of  in the range 2 < � < 3 is,

at �rst sight,surprising. However,recallthat for that

range only the percolating phase exists. At the transi-

tion point,qc = 0,allclusters have size zero. As q in-

creases,�nite-sizeclustersbegin to show,consistentwith

hsi� (q� qc)
� � q.

In sum m ary,we have shown that percolation critical

exponents in scale-free networks bear a strong depen-

dence upon the degree distribution exponent �. This

istrue even in the range 3 < � < 4,where the percola-

tion transition occursata�nitethreshold qc:theregular

m ean-�eld behaviorofpercolation in in�nite dim ensions

isrecovered only for� > 4.M oreover,criticalexponents

3



are wellde�ned also in the m ostphysically relevantre-

gion of2 < � < 3 (the case ofm ostnaturally occurring

networks),despite the lack ofa non-percolating phase.

In thisregim etoo thecriticalexponentsdepend strongly

on �.

An interesting exception isthe exponent,which at-

tains constant values independent of�,Eq.(29). This

suggestssom eunderlyingdeeperprinciplewhich wewere

notyetableto uncover.
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