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A bstract. W e consider a grow Ing netw ork, whose grow th algorithm isbased on the preferential
attachm ent typical for scale—free constructions, but where the long-range bonds are disadvantaged.

T hus, the probability to get connected to a site at distance d is proportional to d
tunable param eter ofthem odel. W e show that the properties of the netw orks grown w ith

,where isa
< 1are

close to those of the genuine scale-free construction, whilk for > 1 the structure of the network is
vastly di erent. Thus, in this regin e, the node degree distribbution is no m ore a power law, and it
is wellrepresented by a stretched exponential. O n the other hand, the sn allkworld property of the

grow ing netw orks is preserved at all values of .

PACS numbers: 89.75%, 0550+ g, 89.75Hc

Com plex weblke structures (the sm alkworld or scale—
free netw orks) have recently becom e an ob fct of exten—
sive Investigation, and in the last years a great success
In understanding the properties of these structures was
achieved (see Ref. '{_f] as a review ). Apart from appeal-
Ing m athem atics, this recent interest is due to the fact
that m any natural and technological system s, lke poly—
m ernetw orks [’4!], the science collaboration netw ork B{S
or networks of chem ical reactions in a living cell .té {-8]
seam to be organized according to som e Intermal princi-
pls. Thus, the Intemet [Si], the netw ork ofhum an sexual
contacts [10 orthe W W W tll- ] possess a sim ilar struc—
ture, eg. are they allbased on the preferential attach—
m ent of the new Iy introduced nodes to the highly con-
nected old ones. A llthese netw orks show the sm alkworld
property: the typical distance (in tem s of the num ber
of Interm ediate connections) between two nodes grow s
logarithm ically w ith the web’s size.

One of the prom inent exam ples of a m athem atical
m odel of such a grow ing network is the scale-free (SF')
construction ofB arabasiand A Ibert [L,:lZ], and one of its
m ost Interesting properties is the very soeci c form ofthe
probability distribution ofthe degree ofnodes (ie. ofthe
num bers ofbonds connecting any given node iw ith other
ones in the network): P ) / k 3 i_]::_lé{:_l!:;]. M any m od—
els have been presented, based on the same two most
In portant ingredients: growth and preferential attach—
ment. Exam ples are m odels w ith an accelerated grow th
of the netw ork th,:L%], m odels w ith a nonlinear prefer—
ential attachm ent _@5], w ith nodes provided by a initial
att:cactNeness {_l3,:_[8], w ith growth constraints as aging
and cost {19,20] m odels that have a com petitive aspect
ofthe nodes [2]: orm odels of netw orks that incorporate
localevents as the addition, rew iring or rem ovalofnodes
or edges {_Z-Zj]

T he SF -construction m ay be a reasonable approxin a—
tion for such world-spanning netw orks like one ofthe ITn—
temet’s nform ation tranam ission channels or one of the
form allinks of W W W .On the other hand, In m any si—

uations (lke in a network of hum an sexual contacts) a
connection m eans a physical contact, ie. means that
the contacting individuals, representing the nodes of the
netw ork, have to occur at the sam e site and at the sam e
tin e, thus Introducing a clear geographical agpect. In
what follow s we present a sin ple m odel taking into ac—
count this m etrical ("geographical") aspect, where the
probability to connect two nodes depends both on the
num ber of connections that the nodes already have (as
In the genuine SF -construction), and on the distance be—
tween them . That is, we treat an em erging network in a
m etric space. In this em erging netw ork the probability
that a new Iy introduced node n is connected to a pre—
viously existing node i is proportional to the num ber k;
of the already existing connections of node i (preferen—
tial attachm ent prescription), but on the other hand the
too long bonds are disadvantaged, because this probabil-
ity depends on the Euclidean distance di, between the
nodesn and iasd,, , (Clarly, a "scalefree" function),
wih > 0.

Based on extensive num erical sin ulations of a one-—
din ensional situation, we show that even if the length
penalties are m ild, the m odel exhibits properties which
di er strongly from those of the usual scalefree net—
works. T hus, the corresponding degree distribution func—
tion P (k) depends strongly on W e show, In par-
ticular, that or < 1 the behavior of P (k) is sin i
lar to the behavior of the SF m odel w thout penalies,
so that asym ptotically P ) / k 3, which distrbution
possesses a m ean, but no digpersion, and corresponds
to strong, universal uctuations). On the other hand,
for > 1 the behavior of P (k) is welldescribed by a
stretched-exponentialP () / exp( bk ), with thepower

dependingon , so that the uctuationsin k are rather
weak. W ediscuss the reasons for such a dram atic change,
being rooted in the probability of connection between the
nodes as function of the distance, and the overall struc—
ture of the em erging netw ork, preserving its sm alkw orld
nature even at large (probably at all) -values.
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FIG .1. Networks generated using the sin ulation prescription, Eq.(2), with di erent values of 15

and () = 15. A 1llthree exam ples have 300 edges, L = 106,N = 102, and m =

OI ©) =
3. Note the change in the appearence of
the networks. The network (a) is a genuine SF construction whilk (c) strongly resem bles the W atts and Strogatz’s sm allworld

: @) =

network.

W e start from a onedin ensional lattice of L sites,
spaced by a unit distance and apply cyclic boundary con—
ditions. O n this structure we w iIl Jet our netw ork grow,
so that each lattice site will be a possble location of a
netw ork’snode. W e denote by n; the position in the lat-
tice of a node i. T he distance d;; between any two nodes
iand j isde ned as:

dis=minfh; nsF@C  Hhi ny)g: 1)

Let us now construct the network. First, we choose
random Iy an even number m ( of sites from the lattice
and we bind them in pairsw ith onebond each. Thisw ill
be our initial condition. That is, at t = 0, our netw ork
w il consist from m o nodes connected in pairs. A s in the
SF modelwe will add at every tin e step a new node to
our network (linear growth). W e proceed according to
the follow Ing rule: at every tin e step we choose at ran—
dom a free site of our lattice, and pose the new node
there. Thisnew node is then connected through m edges
m mo) wih m di erent nodes already present in the
network. A fler t tin e steps the algorithm results in a
network w ith t+ m g nodesand m t+ m (=2 edges. In con—
trast w th the SF m odel, the probability for the new
node n to be connected to an old one iw ill depends not
only on the num ber ofedgesk; which i already possesses,
but also on the distance d;, between them :

ko4

ky ¢
Here the sum In the denom inator goes over all nodes

In the systam except the new ly introduced one and
is a real non-negative param eter describbing the distance

ki;din; )= 2)

3

penalties. For large , the probability of connection be-
tw een tw o distant nodes isvery am all. O n the otherhand,
fora very small the probability is alm ost Independent
from the distance. In the case = 0 ourm odel reduces
to the genuine scale-free one. Note that ourm odel is to
som e extent also scale—free: the connection probabilities
depend only on the relative distances.

Our Iniial condition is slightly di erent from one of
B arabasiand A bert, where the nitialm o nodes are not
connected: In our case allnodes introduced at t= 0 have
exactly one edge, which allows to use Eq.élga’) from the
very beginning. This sim pli es the algorithm , since we
do not have to distinguish between the mitial and the
further steps. The only di erence w ith the genuine SF
construction isthat at tin e tonehasm t+ m (=2 (instead
ofm t) edges present; hence, the asym ptotic behavior of
bothmodelsfort! 1 isthe same.

T hree exam ples ofthe evolring netw orks of such a kind
are given en Figl. Hereism = 3, L = 10°, N = 102
andm ¢ = 6, (so that allthree netw orks have exactly 300
edges). Three di erent values of wereused: = 020
(scalefreemodel), = 15 and = 150. Note that In—
creasing Jleadstom arked changes In the topology ofthe
network. Fig. 1(@) corresponds to a genuine scale-free
construction and exhibits a lot of Jong bonds connecting
distance sites. O n the other hand, only few such bonds
arepresent in Fig. 1 (©).

In our fiurther sin ulationswe use a lattice of L = 2 10
sites; the m axin al num ber of the Introduced nodes is
N = 2 19®.A llsinulation results are based on the aver—
age 0f 10 realizations ofthis structure. T he errorbars on
Figs. 3-5 correspond just to this ensem ble average. T he
sin ulations are done for several values of and fortwo



valies ofm , the number of the outgoing bonds: m = 1
andm = 3;mg= 2m .
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FIG.2. The degree distrdbbution P (k) for di erent values
of and orm = 1 (@) andm = 3 (). The values of
are = 0 (squares), = 08 (crosses), = 135 (triangls),

= 2 ( lled circles), = 5 (plusses) and = 45 (diam onds).
T he dashed lines correspond to the theoretical curve for the
scale-free m odel, Ref. [1,12])

O ne of the prom nent features of the scale freem odel
is that the distrdbution of the degrees of the nodes de—
cays as a power law, ie. lke P (k) k ,wih = 3.
T his corresponds to the fact that the m ean num ber of
connections per site exists, but is dispersion diverges.
Let us now discuss, how this distrdbbution changes if the
long-range connections are penalized. In Fig. 2 we plot
the probability distribbution ofk for di erent values of
on double logarithm ic scales. O ne readily infers that for
all0 < < 1no inportant di erencesw ith the scale free
model ( = 0) can be detected: In any case the asym p—
totic behavior of P (k) is welkdescrdoed by P k) k 3.

T he distrbutions seem to be alm ost identical; how ever,
an all but statistically signi cant deviations can be de-
tected for small kvalues. At ' 1 the degree distri-
bution show s a pronounced change In its behavior and
ceases being a power law ; now the behavior of the m odel
w ith distance penalties is quite di erent.

Let us concentrate on the case > 1 and try to de—
scribbe the shape of the degree distribution under such
conditions. T he analysis of the sin ulations suggests that
the corresponding m athem atical expression could be a
stretched-exponential finction of the fomm :

P k)= aexp( bk ); 3)

w here the param etersa, band dependon andm .To
obtain the values of these param eter and to analyze the
goodness of this tting function we have tted the data
to Eq.l_ﬁ’.) using the nonlinear least-squares Levenberg-
M arquardt algorithm 3], taking into consideration the
error bars as com ing out of 10 realizations of each siu-—
ation. T he data is replotted together w ith the outcom es
ofthe ts In Fig. 4 on the scales In which the tting
function, Eq.z_ﬂ), is represented by a straight line. One
nam ely takes k as the abscissa and InP (k) as the ordi-
nata ofthe graph. Fig. 4 shows that such a t (straight
line) is surprisingly good!

T he values of the exponent are shown asa function
of ( > 1) in Fig. 3, for the two di erent situations
corresponding tom = 1 and m = 3. We see that
m onotonously grows wih , and that the dependences

m = 1andm = 3 dier ie. that the () dependence
is nonuniversal.
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FIG.3. The parameter as a function of . The upper

dependence corresponds tom = 1, and the ower onem = 3.
The lines are drawn as a guide for eyes.

W e note that in related m odels of grow Ing netw orks
another form of degree djst.t:l“putjon appears: an expo—
nentially dem ped pow er-law [_24_1],
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FIG .4. Shown isInP (k) asa function ofk ,where isthe outputofthe t,Eqg.(3). (See text for details). T he param eters

are: @:m =1, =15, = 037. P):m =3, =15,

©:m-=1 =10, =107. ®:m =3, =10, = 0:96.

P k)= ak exp( bk): )

W etested also this t fiinction and found out that it gives
agood t forlarger -wvalues, but isde nitely inferior to
our t,Eq.@), bri< < 3.

A grow ing netw ork w ith disadvantaged long bonds isa

= 033. ():rm = 1,

=3, =069. d):rm =3, =3, = 0:64.

very interesting hierarchicalconstruction. T hus, for large

, the strong correlation between the age of the connec—
tion and its length exists. The old connections, m ade
w hen the nodes w ere sparce, are typically long, whik the
younger connections get shorter and shorter, since m ore
sites In the in m ediate vicinity ofa new Iy Introduced site



can be found. The simulations show that for Ilarge,
the nodes are alm ost surely connected to their nearest
neighbors. On the other hand, the old, long-range con—
nections are of great in portance for the overall topology
of the lattice, since they guarantee that for any the
network is a an alkworld one.
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FIG .5. The diam eter of a network as a function of the
num berofsitesN . Panel (@) correspondsto = 15 and panel
) corresponds to = 5. The upper lines in each panel are
those form = 1, the lower lines correspond tom = 3. Note
the logarithm ic scale.

In Fig. 5 we plot the m ean num ber of connections be—
tween each two nodes of the network for two di erent
valiesof ( = 15 and = 5) and for the two values
m = 1 andm = 3 asa function of the network size N .
The algorithm here is trivial: starting from a node (la—
beled 0) we passto allnodes connected to it (nodesofthe

rst generation, labeld 1), then to nodes of the second
generation (labeled 2), etc; untill all nodes are labeled.
T hem ean distance betw een thisnode (labeled 0) and any
other given node ofthe netw ork isthen the sum ofallval-

ues of these labels divided by N 1. This procedure is
repeated for each node, and the overallm ean value, the
so—called path diam eter of the network (1), is evaluated.
T he errorbars of the gure correspond to the average of
the m ean diam eters over 10 realizations of the netw ork.
Fig.5 show sthat them ean diam eter ofthe netw ork grow s
linearly in NN , ie. it show s the typical sn alkworld be—
havior. This behavior is preserved for all tested values
of ; the largest value tested was = 45; which, for
m = 1, corresponds to a practically sure connection of
a new Iy Introduced node to its nearest neighbor. The
high— networks resemble closely the simple sm allworld
constructions ﬁ_2§l]

Let us summ arize our ndings. W e considered a grow —
Ing network, whose growth algorithm is based, as in
the SF construction, on a preferential attachm ent of the
new Iy Introduced nodes to the highly connected old ones.
H ow ever, here the too long connections are disadvantaged
by introducing penalties. T hus, the probability to con—
nect tw o nodes separated by a distance d is proportional
tod ,where isa variable parameter. W e found out
that or < 1 the degree distrbution P (k) decays, as
in the SF model, ke P k) k3, whereasfor > 1 a
stretched exponential form P (k) = aexp( bk ) givesan
extram ely good description of this distrdbution. O n the
other hand, the an allw orld property is preserved at all
checked values of
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