
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
20

61
50

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.d
is

-n
n]

  1
0 

Ju
n 

20
02
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A bstract

Using a m axim um entropy principle to assign a statisticalweight

to any graph,we introduce a m odelofrandom graphswith arbitrary

degree distribution in the fram ework ofstandard statisticalm echan-

ics. W e com pute the free energy and the distribution ofconnected

com ponents. W e determ ine the size ofthe percolation cluster above

thepercolation threshold.Theconditionaldegree distribution on the

percolation cluster is also given. W e brie
y present the analogous

discussion fororiented graphs,giving forexam plethepercolation cri-

terion.

1 Introduction

The statisticalproperties of networks, either biological, socialor techno-

logical,have received a lot ofattention recently both experim entally and

theoretically,See eg. refs.[2,6]. One ofthe m oststudied features ofthose

networks isthe degree distribution,which describes the probability forthe

verticesto have0;1;� � � neighbors.Onestriking observation isthat,in m any

exam ples,the degree distribution islarge so thatthe probability to have n

neighborsdecreasesslowlywith n.Severalm odels(staticorevolving)predict

1Em ail:bauer@ spht.saclay.cea.fr
2M em berofthe CNRS;Em ail:dbernard@ spht.saclay.cea.fr
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such a behavior.M oregenerally,they contain enough tunableparam etersto

reproducealm ostany degreedistribution.

However,thestaticm odelsarein generalnotconveniently de�ned within

thelanguageofstatisticalm echanics(seeref.[2],which m otivated ourinterest

inthisquestion).Thisisforinstancethecasewiththem ostintuitiveproposal

[5]:generate independently halfedgesforeach vertex,with theappropriate

distribution,and then join the halfedgesatrandom . Thism akesitrather

easy to generate random graphs, but does not assign in a sim ple way a

probabilitytoanygiven sim plegraph :itisform allycom plicated toelim inate

m ultiple edges. Another proposalm ade in [4]has som e form altechnical

sim ilarity with ourwork butreally leadsto a di�erentm odel.

Itism oreoverobvious,ifnotalwaysapparentin the literature,thatthe

knowledgeofthedegreedistribution leavesm any statisticalpropertiesofthe

graphsundeterm ined,even ifoneinsiststhatallverticesareequivalent.This

arbitrarinessisaproblem ,becausem ostofthetim ethem odelsused to�tthe

behaviorofsay a com m unication network arejustingeniousconstructions:

they arenotderived from clearbasicprinciples.Such principlesm ay beout

ofourreach atthe m om ent,and so is a classi�cation ofallrandom graph

m odels with certain aprioriproperties. Consequently, we propose to use

m axim um entropy asa criterion to build a m odelthatdoesnotm akeany a

prioribias,incorporatingwhatweknow {in thiscasethedegreedistribution

{ butnothing else.Com parison with realnetworksisa way to getevidence

forotherstriking featuresthatm ightbeoverlooked today.

The m axim alentropy principle is applied here to dealwith constraints

on thedegreedistribution butitcan clearly beengineered todealwith other

constraints.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows:

{ Section 2 starts with the m ain de�nitions,goes on with a quick re-

m inder on the M olloy{Reed m odel[1]and continues with the de�nition of

them axim um entropy m odel.W euseitto reform ulatethestandard Erd�os-

Renyirandom graph m odel.Then wederiveafew generalidentitiesvalid for

them axim alentropy m odel,and study thedistribution ofconnected com po-

nents. Ourm odelisa close cousin ofthe M olloy{Reed m odeland we m ake

theconnexion precise below.Finally we discussthe possibility ofnum erical

sim ulations.

{ Section 3 studies the therm odynam icallim it when the num ber N of

sitesislarge,butthe num berofedgesscaleslike N ,hence the nam e �nite

connectivity lim itforthisregim e. W e derive the equations thatdeterm ine
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allphysicalquantitiesin thisregim e:freeenergy,distribution ofthenum ber

ofedgesincidentata vertex,... W e then study the connected com ponents,

derivethecriterion fortheexistenceofa percolation clusterand theform ula

foritssize.Finally,westudy thedistribution ofthenum berofedgesincident

ata vertex in thepercolation cluster.

{ Section 4 analyzes the generalization to oriented graphs,ending with

thecriterion fortheexistenceofa percolation clusterand theform ula forits

size.

2 T he m odel

2.1 G eneralde�nitions

In the following,we shallconcentrate on labeled sim ple unoriented graphs,

orequivalently on sym m etric0� 1 m atrices,with vanishing m ain diagonal:

them atrix elem ent(i;j)is1ifverticesiand jareconnected by an edgeand

0 else. So we use the sam e letterG to denote the graph and itsadjacency

m atrix with m atrix elem entsG i;j.In thesequel,unlessotherwisestated,the

term graph refersto labeled sim ple unoriented graph.Thenum berofedges

ofa graph G isdenoted by E (G)and thenum berofverticesby V (G).

The row-sum Ĝ i =
P

jG i;j is the num ber ofneighbors ofsite i. The

degree distribution ofG is the sequence ~G k = # fisuch that Ĝ i = kg,so

that ~G 0 isthe num berofisolated pointsofG, ~G 1 isthe num berofvertices

ofG with exactly oneneighbor,and so on.

Not every integer sequence can appear as the degree distribution ofa

graph on N vertices: ~G k = 0 fork � N ,
P

k
~G k = N and

P

k k
~G k iseven

because this num ber counts twice the num ber ofedges ofG,i.e.
P

i;jG i;j.

There areotherlessobviousconstraints.W ecallthesequencesthatappear

asdegreedistribution ofagraph on N verticesN -adm issible.Thereisarela-

tivelysim plefam ilyofinequalitiesthatcharacterizesN -adm issiblesequences,

butforinstancethe(asym ptotic)counting ofN -adm issiblesequencesisstill

unknown.

2.2 T he M olloy{R eed m odel

Before we introduce our m odel,let us describe the m ethod ofM olloy and

Reed [1]which can beinterpreted asa kind ofm icrocanonicalversion ofour
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m odel. The idea is quite elegant : for any integer N �x an N -adm issible

sequence fm N ;kgk� 0 and take asprobability space the setGfm N ;kg
ofgraphs

with degree distribution fm N ;kgk� 0,endowed with the uniform (counting)

probability.Byconstruction,in Gfm N ;kg
,theprobabilitythatvertexi2 [1;N ]

hask neighborsisexactly m N ;k=N .

M olloy and Reed show that ifthe sequence fm N ;k=N g converges (uni-

form ly)to a probability distribution f�kg,(
P

k �k = 1),underone technical

assum ption,thespaceGfm N ;kg
convergesin an appropriatesensetoarandom

graph ensem ble Gf�kg on which standard questions can be form ulated and

answered :

{ the probability in Gf�kg that a given vertex has k neighbors is { not

surprisingly { �k,

{ M olloy and Reed givea criterion forthepresenceorabsenceofa giant

com ponent.

Heuristicargum ents[5]show thatthe‘intuitive’m odel(which doesnotin

generallead tosim plegraphs)nam ely \generateindependently halfedgesfor

each vertex,with distribution f�kg and then join thehalfedgesatrandom ",

hasthe sam e therm odynam ical{ large N { propertiesasthe M olloy{Reed

m odel.

2.3 T he m axim um entropy m odel

To startwith,we�x an integerN � 1,and a probability distribution f�N ;kg

(
P N � 1

k= 1 �N ;k = 1).W ewantto look fora probability distribution fpG g on the

set ofgraphs on N vertices such that forany vertex i,
P

G ;Ĝ i= k
pG = �N ;k

where,here and below,the notation m eans that the sum is restricted to

graphs such that Ĝ i,the num ber ofneighbors ofvertex iin G,equals k.

W ith words,welook fora probability distribution fpG g on thesetofgraphs

on N vertices such that the probability that vertex i has k neighbors is

�N ;k. As explained in the introduction,this requirem ent is farfrom �xing

theprobability distribution.

W e also wantthisprobability distribution to have no otherbias. So we

look fora distribution fpG g with m axim alentropy
1.

1Notice that,ifno constraintisim posed,the uniform counting m easure hasm axim al

entropy. This m easure can be described as follows: the probability ofan edge between

verticesiand j is1=2 independently ofthe presenceorabsenceofany otheredge.
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Hencewewantto m axim ize
P

G pG logpG undertheconstraints
X

G ;Ĝ i= k

pG = �N ;k

which weim plem entasLagrangem ultipliers.Theextrem um conditionsfor
X

G

pG (logpG + 1)� �(
X

G

pG � 1)�
X

i;k

�i;k(
X

G ;Ĝ i= k

pG � �N ;k)

are

pG = e
�+
P

i
�
i;Ĝ i,

X

G

pG = 1 and
X

G ;Ĝ i= k

pG = �N ;k:

Itisnotobvious to usthatthese equationsalways have a solution and

thatthissolution isunique and sym m etric i.e. �i;k doesnotdepend on i2.

Butasusualin statisticalm echanics,wecan reversethelogic:westartfrom

an arbitrary sequence ofpositivenum berstk = e�k and de�nepG :

pG � e
�+
P

i
�
Ĝ i = e

�
Y

k

t
~G k

k (1)

with suitably adjusted �so asto ensure
P

G pG = 1.

W ede�netheweightw G ofa graph as

wG �
Y

k

t
~G k

k =
Y

i

t
Ĝ i

and thepartition function asthesum ofweights

ZN �
X

G

wG =
X

G

Y

k

t
~G k

k :

Hence�= � logZ N and pG = wG =ZN .

By construction the probability distribution �N ;k that vertex i has k

neighbors is i-independent. Recallthat ~G k is the num ber ofvertices with

k neighborsin G so that

N �N ;k =
X

i

X

G ;Ĝ i= k

pG =
X

G

~G kpG =
1

ZN

X

G

~G kwG :

But ~G kwG = @wG =@�k so

�N ;k =
1

N

@logZN

@�k
=

1

N
tk
@logZN

@tk
:

2In thelargeN lim it,som espontaneoussym m etry breaking m ightoccur.W eshallnot

pursuethisquestionshere.
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2.4 T he Erd�os{R enyim odelrevisited

As a �rst application,but also as a preparation to section 3,let us rein-

terpret the standard Erd�os-Renyirandom graph m odel[7]in our fram e-

work. Recallthat in the Erd�os-Renyim odel,the edges are described by

independent binom ialvariables,each edge being drawn with probability p.

RecallthatE (G)denotesthenum berofedgesofa graph G.The probabil-

ity ofthe graph G issim ply pE (G )(1� p)N (N � 1)=2� E (G ) which we rewrite as

(1� p)N (N � 1)=2
�

p

1� p

�E (G )
. Now 2E (G)=

P

k k
~G k. So letting tk �

�
p

1� p

�k=2

showsthatthe Erd�os-Renyim odelisthe m axim alentropy m odelsuch that

the probability thata vertex hask neighborsis
�
N � 1

k

�

pk(1� p)N � 1� k. The

averagenum berofneighborsis(N � 1)p.In thelargeN lim it,an interesting

regim eoccurswhen thisnum beriskept�xed,so thatp� �=N and �isthe

controlparam eter. The im portantobservation is thatifp scales like N � 1,

the param eters tk scale like N � k=2. In section 3,we shallsee that indeed

generically these scaling relations ensure that logZN scales like N ,as any

\good" freeenergy should.

2.5 U sefulrelations

W eestablish a few form ul� which willbecentralin thefollowing discussion.

The sequence fZN gN � 1 satis�es a �rst order functionalrecursion rela-

tion thatwillprove usefulin the subsequentanalysis.W ede�ne the form al

LaurentseriesH (!;t0;� � � ;tk;� � �)=
P

k tk!
� k.

Suppose N � 2. Then ZN isthe constant(i.e. ofdegree 0)term in the

!-expansion oftheproduct

H (!;t0;� � � ;tk;� � �)ZN � 1(t0 + !t1;� � � ;tj + !tj+ 1;� � �):

The!-expansion oftheproductiswell-de�ned becauseboth factorsinvolve

atm osta �nitenum berofterm sofpositivedegree.

The proofofthis relation goes as follows. IfG 0 is a graph on N � 1

vertices1;� � � ;N � 1,itcan becom pleted to a graph G on N verticesin the

following ways : add vertex N and k = 0;� � � ;N � 1 edges em erging from

N . Attach these edges to any k distinct vertices ofG 0. There is a sim ple

relation between theweightsofG and G 0becauseonevertex ofdegreek has

been added (this is taken care ofby the term tk in H ),and k vertices in

1;� � � ;N � 1 have seen theirdegree increased by 1 so,in wG 0 =
Q N � 1
1 t

Ĝ 0

i

,k
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ofthefactorstj arereplaced by tj+ 1 (thisistaken careofby replacing alltj’s

in ZN � 1 by tj+ !tj+ 1 and expanding toorderk in !).Notethattherelation

isalso trueforN = 1 ifwem akethenaturalchoiceZ0 = 1.

W erewritethisresultasa (form al)contourintegral3 :

ZN (t0;� � � ;tj;� � �)=

I
d!

!

X

k

tk!
� k
ZN � 1(t0 + !t1;� � � ;tj + !tj+ 1;� � �):

The sam e argum ent,based on enum erating the ways the point N can be

linked to therem aining partofthegraph underthecondition that Ĝ N = k,

showsthat

ZN �N ;k = tk

I
d!

!
!
� k
ZN � 1(t0 + !t1;� � � ;tj + !tj+ 1;� � �);

to becom pared with theform ula ofSection 2.3.Thesetwo form ul� for� N ;k

arenotso trivially equivalentbecause they involve di�erentrearrangem ents

ofthesum ofweights.

2.6 C om ponent distribution

W estudy thedistribution ofsizesofconnected com ponents.

De�neW n by

W n =
X

G ;V (G )= n

c
wG ;

where
P

c denotesthe sum overconnected graphs. Observe thatifG splits

asa disjointunion oftwo subgraphsG 1 and G 2 (G containsno edgejoining

a vertex ofG 1 to a vertex ofG 2),theweightofG factorizes:wG = wG 1
wG 2

.

So the totalweightofgraphsG ofsize N thatare the disjointunion ofk1
connected com ponentsofsize 1 (i.e. isolated points),k2 connected com po-

nentsofsize2,� � �,kn connected com ponentsofsizen,� � � (so
P

n� 1nkn = N )

is
N !

Q

n kn!n!
kn

Y

n

W
kn
n :

The com binatorialfactor just counts the num ber ofways to split the N

vertices ofG in packets ofthe right size. Sum m ing over allpossible kn’s

3Thesym bol
H
denotesthecontourintegral 1

2i�

R
along sm allcontoursurrounding the

origin.
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givesback ZN :

ZN =
X

kn � 0;
P

n� 1
nkn = N

N !
Q

n kn!n!
kn

Y

n

W
kn
n :

Thisform ulaallowstoview ZN notasafunction ofthetk’sbutasafunction

ofthe W n’s,and using thisinterpretation,we see that,denoting by Cm (G)

thenum berofconnected com ponentsofsize m in thegraph G,the average

num berofcom ponentsofsizem in therandom graph m odelis

X

G

pG Cm (G)= W m

@logZN

@W m

:

So m W m
@ logZN

@W m
is the average num ber ofsites belonging to com ponents of

size m ,and sum m ing overm we should have
P

m m W m
@ logZN

@W m
= N .Thisis

sim ply thestatem entthatZN isa hom ogeneousfunction ofdegreeN in the

W n’sifW n isassigned degreen.

Thiscan berephrased in com pactform .Introducea(com plexorform al)4

variable z and de�ne Z �
P

N � 0
zN

N !
ZN ;the z-generating function for the

ZN ’s.Replacing Zn by itsexpression in term softheW n’s,wegetthe(well-

known)factthatZ = eW where W =
P

n� 1
zn

n!
W n:Conversely,oneretrieves

ZN by

ZN = N !

I
dz

z
z
� N

e

P

n� 1

z
n

n!
W n
: (2)

Theaveragenum berofcom ponentsofsizen in therandom graph isthus

W n

@logZN

@W n

=
N !

n!(N � n)!
W n

ZN � n

ZN

:

Sim ilarly,the average num ber oftim es a given graph g ofsize n � N

appearsasa connected com ponentin therandom graph G ofsizeN is

N !

n!(N � n)!
wg

ZN � n

ZN

:

4In thissection,som e ofthe com putationswe m ake require thatthe tk’ssatisfy som e

properties so as to ensure that the series we write have a �nite dom ain ofconvergence.

Forinstance,wecould assum ethatonly a �nite (though arbitrarily large)num beroftk’s

arenon vanishing.Alternatively wecould work with form alpowerseries.
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2.7 D iscussion

A crucialobservation isthattheweightofagraph dependsonly on itsdegree

distribution,asin theM olloy{Reed m odel.Butwhereasin theM olloy{Reed

m odeltheweightofagraph is0unlessithasthecorrectdegreedistribution,

thedegreedistribution 
uctuatesin ourm odel.So ourm odelisa canonical

description ofa random graph m odelwith given \num berofedgesdistribu-

tion ata vertex",and theM olloy{Reed m odela m icrocanonicalone.

Thatthe two m odelsturn outto be equivalentin som e large N lim itis

m aybe not surprising. However,note that contrary to standard statistical

m echanics (when only a few quantities,forinstance energy and num ber of

particles,
uctuate in the canonicaldescription butare �xed in the m icro-

canonicalone)the constrainthypersurface ofthe m icrocanonicalm odelhas

a codim ension thatgetslargerand largerasN grows.

Finally,let us observe that the m axim um entropy m odelis wellsuited

forstandard therm odynam icalsim ulations,nam ely heatbath algorithm sor

m etroplolisalgorithm s.Thisisbecausecontrary to the‘naive’m odelorthe

M olloy{Reed m odelthephasespacehasa sim plestructure.

3 Finite connectivity lim it

3.1 G eneralanalysis

Assuggested attheend ofsection 2.3by thespecialcaseoftheErd�os{Renyi

m odel,weshallshow thatatherm odynam iclim itoccursin thelargeN lim it

iftk scaleslikeN
� k=2.Notethatin thiscasewG ,theweightofG scaleslike

N � E (G ),whereasbeforeE (G)standsforthenum berofedgesofG.

The starting pointofthe analysiswillbe the functionalequation estab-

lished in section 2.5 :

ZN (t0;� � � ;tj;� � �)=

I
d!

!

X

k

tk!
� k
ZN � 1(t0 + !t1;� � � ;tj + !tj+ 1;� � �):

W esettk = �kN
� k=2 and de�neFN (�:)�

1

N
logZN (t:).Substituting !N

� 1=2

for! leadsaftera few m anipulationsto

e
N FN (�:) =

I
d!

!

X

k

�k!
� k
e
(N � 1)FN � 1((�:+

!

N
�:+ 1)(1� 1=N )k=2)

:

9



This equation stillinvolves no approxim ation. Now we m ake the usual

therm odynam icalhypothesis,nam ely thatN FN (�:)� (N � 1)FN � 1(�:)has

a lim it,say F(�:) when N ! 1 . This im plies in particular that FN (�:)

convergesto F(�:). The above equation hasthen a large N lim it. To see it

clearly,werewriteitas

e
N FN (�:)� (N � 1)FN � 1(�:) =

I
d!

!

X

k

�k!
� k
e
(N � 1)[FN � 1((�:+

!

N
�:+ 1)(1� 1=N )k=2)� FN � 1(�:)]:

In thelargeN lim it,thisleadsto theequation

1= �y
X

k

�k
�xk

k!
; (3)

wherewehavede�ned

�y � e
� F �

1

2

P

k
k�k

@F

@�k ; �x �
X

k

�k+ 1
@F

@�k
:

On can take an analogouslim itofotherrelationsin 2.5 to obtain the m ore

detailed equationsforthedegreedistribution,

�k = �k
@F

@�k
= �y�k

�xk

k!
: (4)

Eq.(3)ensuresthatthisdistribution iscorrectly norm alized,
P

k �k = 1.

The param eter �x posseses a sim ple interpretation. W e start from the

relation @F

@�k
= �y�k

�xk

k!
;m ultiply itby �x�k+ 1 and sum overk to get

�x2 = �y
X

k

�k+ 1
�xk+ 1

k!
=

X

k

k�k; (5)

so that�x2 isthe�rstm om entofthedistribution �k forthenum berofedges

incidentata vertex.

W ecan sum m arizequitecom pactly ourresultsasfollows:

Letusintroduce the function V (x)�
P

k �k
xk

k!
,which we callthe potential

forreasonswhich willbeclearin a m om ent.Ifallourpreviousform ulaeare

to m akesense,thisfunction should havea positiveradiusofconvergence.

Letusalso de�ne

F (y;x)� �1� logy�
x2

2
+ yV (x): (6)

10



Then (�y;�x)isa criticalpointforF ,thanksto eqs.(3,5),and F isthecorre-

sponding criticalvalue.

Itisnottruethattheseequationsfor(�y;�x)alwayshaveasinglesolution.

Itisnotdi�cultto �nd exam pleswith no solution atall.W e can interpret

this by saying that in that case there is no therm odynam ic lim it in our

sense. M ore troublesom e isthe case when there are severalsolutions. The

m ost naive requirem ent would be that the physicalsolution is to take the

couple (�y;�x) that leads to the absolute m axim um Fm ax for F because the

factoreN Fm ax willbethedom inantcontribution to Z.W eshallm eetsuch a

behaviourin one ofthe exam plesofSection 3.6,and m ake a few com m ents

there.

Form ostofthepaper,weshallsim ply assum ethatifthereism orethan

oneextrem um ,wehavepicked thecorrectone.

3.2 C onnected com ponents

In section 2.6,wegavea form ula forZN in term sofconnected com ponents.

This form ula has also an interesting lim iting form in the therm odynam ic

lim it,but we shallwait untilthe next section to derive it. For the tim e

being,recallthat W n is the sum ofthe weights ofconnected graphs on n

vertices.W ehaveshown thattheaveragenum berofcom ponentsofsizen in

therandom graph is N !

n!(N � n)!
W n

ZN � n

ZN
:

Now,wesplitW n =
P

l� 0W n;lasasum ofcontributionscorresponding to

connected graphswith l= 0;1;� � � (independent)loops5 .IfG isaconnected

graph with L (independent)loops,E edgesand V vertices,an old theorem

ofEulersaysthatL = E � V + 1 (in particulartrees,i.e.connected graphs

withoutloops,haveE = V � 1)soW n;lissim plythehom ogeneouscom ponent

ofdegree2(n+ l� 1)in thet0ks.Ifwesettk = �kN
� k=2 weseethatW n;l(t:)=

N 1� n� lW n;l(�:).W ede�neTn � W n;0(�:).

W hen N ! 1 for �xed n and �k’s we �nd that N !

n!(N � n)!
W n � N Tn

n!
,

m eaning thattreesdom inate.In thetherm odynam iclim it,we�nd asbefore

that
ZN � n

ZN
(t:)� e

� n(F +
1

2

P

k
k�k

@F

@�k
)
� �yn:

Soin thetherm odynam iclim it,theaveragenum berofcom ponentsofsize

n in the random graph is N Tn
n!
�yn:The num ber ofpoints in com ponents of

5O rclosed circuitsin the m athem aticalliterature.
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sizen in therandom graph is

Cn � N n
Tn

n!
�yn;

and thetotalfraction ofsitesoccupied by �nitecom ponentsis

Q �
X

n

n
Tn

n!
�yn:

Ifthisnum ber is1,we can consistently interpret the random graph m odel

as a random forest m odelin the therm odynam icallim it. However,ifthis

num ber is < 1,this m eans that a �nite fraction ofpoints is not in �nite

com ponents,and thereisa percolation clusterin thesystem .

3.3 Tree distribution

W ewould liketo �nd a closed form ula forthegenerating function

T(y)�
X

n

n
Tn

n!
y
n
:

The �rstobservation com esfrom an analogy with a baby quantum �eld

theory.Theasym ptoticexpansion oftheintegral

I =
1

(2��h)1=2

Z
+ 1

� 1

e
(� x2=2+ yV (x))=�h

in powersofthe�k’shasa usefulreinterpretation.Nam ely

I �
X

G

1

A(G)
�h
L(G )� C (G )

Y

k

(y�k)
~G k;

wherethesum isoverFeynm an graphs6 with an arbitrarynum berofvertices,

A(G)isthe orderofthe autom orphism group ofG (fora precise de�nition

seee.g.[3])and C(G)thenum berofconnected com ponentsofG.Again by

a factorization argum entforthe weightsthe connected contributionsexpo-

nentiate,and

�hlogI �
X

G

c 1

A(G)
�h
L(G )

Y

k

(y�k)
~G k:

6W arning :Feynm an graphsareessentially generalgraphsi.e.notnecessarily sim ple!
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In theclassical(sm all�h)lim it,on theonehand graphswith L(G)= 0 dom i-

nate.Though Feynm an graphsarenotnecessarily sim ple,looplessFeynm an

graphs are just ordinary trees. On the other hand,I can be calculated in

thelim it�h sm allby thesaddle pointapproxim ation,leading to theidentity

between form alpowerseries:

T(y)�
X

looplessG

c 1

A(G)

Y

k

(y�k)
~G k = S(~x) (7)

withS(x)= �x2=2+ yV (x)= �x2=2+ y
P

k �kx
k=k!and ~x istheform alpower

seriesofy and the�k’sforwhich S isextrem al,~x = y
P

k �k+ 1~x
k=k!= yV 0(~x).

Hence,the expansion of� ~x2=2 + yV (~x) in a form alpower series ofy

with ~x = yV 0(~x)yields
P

n y
nTn=n!. From T(y)= � ~x2=2+ yV (~x)and the

stationnarity condition,wealso inferthatT0(y)= V (~x).

The expansion ofT(y)isconvergent forsm ally ifV (x)hasa non van-

ishing radiusofconvergence. Note thatif�1 = 0,the solution ~x = 0 hasto

be chosen,because itleadsto the correctT(y)= �0y (treeson two orm ore

verticeshaveleaves,so they count0 if�1 = 0).

W e now m ake the generalassum ption that�1 6= 0,and V (x)hasa non-

vanishing radiusofconvergence. Letusstudy the inversion ofthe relation

y = x=V 0(x).Thiscan beobtained via the Lagrangeform ula.By Cauchy’s

residueform ula

~x(y)=

I

x
(x=V 0(x))0

x=V 0(x)� ~x=V 0(~x)
dx

wherethex contourhasindex 1 with respectto ~x.Replacing ~x=V 0(~x)by y,

they-expansion yields

~x(y)=
X

n� 0

y
n

I

x
(x=V 0(x))0

(x=V 0(x))n+ 1
dx:

Onecan useintegration by partsto get:

~x(y)=
X

n� 1

yn

n!

 

dn� 1

dxn� 1

 

dV

dx

! n!

jx= 0

:

Thisisclearly a serieswith non-negative coe�cients. Asa consequence,its

radiusofconvergenceisgiven by the�rstsingularity on thepositiverealaxis,

atthepointym = xm =V
0(xm )corresponding to theuniquem axim alvalueof

theconcavefunction x=V 0(x).Thism axim um m ighthavetwoorigins:either

13



xm isa singularpointofV ,orthe derivative ofx=V 0(x),which ispositive

forsm allx,vanishesatxm .Thisisequivalentto V
0(xm )� xm V

00(xm )= 0

The explicitform ofTn can sim ilarly be obtained via the Lagrange for-

m ula:

T(y)= �0y+
X

n� 1

yn

n!

 

dn� 2

dxn� 2

 

dV

dx

! n!

jx= 0

;

a classicalform ula which can also be proved by purely com binatorialargu-

m ents,giving an independentargum entforthe factthatthe classicallim it

ofquantum �eld theory isdescribed by trees.

3.4 Percolation

Theanalysisoftheprevioussection showsthattheseries

X

n

n(x=V 0(x))n� 1Tn=n!

convergesforany positivex in thedom ain ofconvergenceofV ,and that,in

thisdom ain,itssum isequalto V (x)forx < xm .

For x > xm the series is stillconvergent. However there is a (unique)

num berx� < xm such thatx�=V 0(x�)= x=V 0(x)and,since the series only

involvestheratio x=V 0(x),wehave:

X

n

n(x=V 0(x))n� 1Tn=n!= V (x�)< V (x); for x > xm :

Thepercolation question can berephrased asfollows.Istherelevantso-

lution �x ofthe system �yV 0(�x) = �x,�yV (�x) = 1 such that �x � xm or not?

Indeed,we know that the fraction ofpoints in �nite clusters is
P

n n
Tn
n!
�yn.

Substituting �y = �x=V 0(�x),thisseries sum sto �yV (�x)= 1 if�x � xm butto

�yV (x�(�x))< 1if�x > xm .Thecondition �x
<
> xm isequivalenttothecondition

V 0(�x)� �xV 00(�x)<> 0. Thiscan be transcribed in term ofthe probability dis-

tribution f�kg : �y�xV
0(�x)=

P

k k�k � hkiand �y�x2V 00(�x)=
P

k k(k � 1)�k �

hk(k� 1)i(weusebracketsto denoteaveragesofthedistribution f�kg).

Thus,thepercolation criterion isthatthereisapercolation clusterin the

system ifand only ifh2k � k2i< 0. Thisisprecisely the criterion given in

ref.[1].Therelativesizeofthegiantcom ponentQ 1 = 1�
P

n n
Tn
n!
�yn isthen:

Q 1 = 1� �yV (�x�)= 1�
X

k

�k(�x
�
=�x)k (8)
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where�x� isthesm allestx solution of�y = x=V 0(x).Thisisagain in agreem ent

with theresultofref.[1].Closetothepercolation threshold,and forageneric

potentialV ,thesizeofthegiantcom ponentincreaseslinearly with hk2� 2ki:

Q 1 ’
h2kihk2 � 2ki

hk(k� 1)(k� 2)i

Thisform ula isnotvalid when the probability distribution �k hasno third

m om ent. Then the grows ofthe giant com ponent close to the transition

can exhibit a di�erent criticalbehavior. W e shallgive an exam ple ofthis

situation in theexam plesofsection 3.6.

Letusanalyse in m ore detailswhathappensif�x = xm . W e know that

there is no percolation cluster. Now,ifthe radius ofconvergence ofV is

strictly largerthan xm ,close to ym = xm =V
0(xm ),T

0(y)hasa square root

branch point. This im plies that the contribution ofpoints in com ponents

ofsize n in the system decreasesalgebraically asCn � N n� 3=2 forlarge n.

In the physics language,thisisinterpreted asa criticalpointand 3=2 asa

criticalexponent. Note thateven in thiscase,the distribution f�kg isstill

decreasing atleastexponentially atlargek.

To observe other criticalpoints, with di�erent criticalexponents, the

radiusofconvergence ofV hasto be exactly �x = xm ,which requires som e

�ne tuning. In that case,both C n and �k decrease algebraically. Assum e

that V has a leading singularity at �x = xm locally ofthe form (�x � x)
,

with 
 > 2 to ensure the existence ofhki and hk2i. Generically,y� ym is

linearin x� xm so thatyT0(y)= V (x)hasa leading singularity oftheform

(y� ym )

 and both �k and Ck=N = kTk�y

k=k!decrease ask� 
� 1. W e shall

givean exam plebelow.

Ifthere is no percolation cluster,we can treat the large N lim it from

another point ofview. W e start from eq.(2) and in the contour integral

giving ZN ,wechangevariablesand replacez! N z,leading to

ZN =
N !

N N

I
dz

z
z
� N

e
N
P

l� 0
N � l

P

n� 1

z
n

n!
W n;l(�:):

For�xed n,theconnected graphswith loops(l� 1)aresuppressed byinverse

powersofN . However,in the sum overthe size ofconnected com ponents,

term s up to n = N m ake a contribution to the contour integral, and it

m ighthappen thatforlarge n and N related by som e condition connected

com ponentsofsize n ofwith loopsm ake a �nite contributionsto 1

N
logZN .
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However,ifthere isno percolation cluster,we m ay safely neglectl� 1 and

getan accurateapproxim ation to theleading exponentialbehaviorofZN in

thelargeN lim it.

Under appropriate conditions, the contour integralfor ZN can be de-

form ed to pass through a dom inant saddle point. Then the free energy

is given by the saddle point approxim ation. W e see that ZN � eN F (�:)

with F(�:) = �1� log�z + T(�z),�z being the the saddle point m axim izing

�1� logz+ T(z). Thisequation iswhatone getsfrom eq.(6)when �y = �z

and �x isseen asa function of�y = �x=V 0(�x). Thisgivesyetanotherproofof

thedom inanceoftreesand theLagrangeinversion form ula.

3.5 C onditionaldegree distributions

W enow presentform ulasforthedegree distributions,denoted �
(n)

k ,forver-

ticeswithin clustersofsize n. W e are particularly interested in the degree

distribution �
(1 )

k in thegiantcom ponentwhen itexists.

From the lastform ula ofSection 2.6,the average num ber ofvertices of

degreek belonging to a com ponentofsizen is:

Cn(k)=
N !

n!(N � n)!
(tk

@W n

@tk
)
ZN � n

ZN

In thetherm odynam iclim it,tk = N � k=2�k,N ! 1 ,thisbecom es

Cn(k)

N
=

�yn

n!
(�k

@Tn

@�k
):

By de�nition,the degree distribution within com ponentsofsize n isC n(k)

dividedbytheaveragenum berofpointsincom ponentsofsizen sothat�
(n)

k =

Cn(k)=Cn,with Cn=N = nTn�y
n=n!in thetherm odynam iclim it.Hence:

�
(n)

k =
1

n
�k
@logTn

@�k
:

Noticethatthesedistributionsarenorm alized,
P

k �
(n)

k = 1,sincetheTn’sare

hom ogeneouspolynom ialsin the �i ofdegree n ifeach �i isassigned degree

one.

Assum e now that the percolation criterion is satis�ed so that a giant

com ponentexists.Thenum berofverticesofdegreek in thegiantcom ponent
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are:C1 (k)= N �k �
P

n Cn(k).In thetherm odynam iclim it,

C1 (k)=N = �k �
X

n

(�k@�kTn)
�yn

n!
= �k � (�k@�kT)(�y)

ButT(y)= � ~x=2+ yV (~x)with theextrem um condition ~x = yV 0(~x)so that

(@�kT)(y)= y(~x)k=k!.Using�k = �y�k
�xk

k!
,weget,with �x� de�ned asin Section

3.4:
C1 (k)

N
= �k

�

1�
��x�

�x

�k�

orequivalently,

�
(1 )

k =
�k

Q 1

�

1�
��x�

�x

�k�

(9)

since�
(1 )

k istheratio between C1 (k)and thenum berofpointsin thegiant

cluster,which isN Q 1 .Asitshould,�
(1 )

k iscorrectly norm alized:
P

k �
(1 )

k =

1,and vanishesatk = 0(thereisnoisolated vertex in thegiantcom ponent).

Thereisacrossovervaluekc = log(�x=�x�)� 1 abovewhich �
(1 )

k isexponentially

close to �k=Q 1 . Close to the transition the ratio �
(1 )

k =�k goes to k=hki.

The form ula for�
(1 )

k hasa sim ple probabilistic interpretation :asitisthe

conditionalprobability thata vertex hask neighborsgiven thatitisin the

giantcom ponent,itcan be written asthe quotientof�k;1 ,the probability

to havek neighborsand bein thepercolation cluster,by Q 1 .W eread from

eq.(9) that �k;1 = �k � �k

�
�x�

�x

�k
. Hence �k

�
�x�

�x

�k
is the probability for a

vertex to have k neighborsand to be in a �nite com ponent. Thissuggests

thatwhen anew pointisadded tothegraph,theprobability thatitconnects

to k otherverticesnoneofthem in thegiantcom ponentis�k

�
�x�

�x

�k
:foreach

new edge,thepenalty foravoiding thegiantcom ponentis �x�

�x

3.6 R econstruction,w ith exam ples

Them axim alentropy graph distribution can bereconstructed form thedata

ofthedegreedistribution �k,
P

k �k = 1.W esetH (s)=
P

k �ks
k.

Given �k,�x isde�ned asthe positive square rootofhki=
P

k k�k,and

�y�k as�k k!=�x
k.Thisyields�yV (x)=

P

k �k(x=�x)
k = H (x=�x).Thecoe�cient

�y appearsthen asa norm alization factorwhich m ay be choosen atwill,eg.

wecould set�y = 1.
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Thetreedistribution T(y)=
P

n Tny
n=n!isthen reconstructed,asa for-

m alseries,from T0(y) = V (~x) with ~x = yV 0(~x). It is clear that Tn�y
n is

independentofthechoosen norm alization for�y.

Thefraction ofsiteoccupied by the�nitesizecom ponentsisQ = �yT 0(�y).

By construction,�x issolution to �x=V 0(�x)= �y. The giantcom ponentexists

when there are two solutions to the above equation in the interval[0;�x].

W e denote by �x� the sm allest ofthem . The fraction ofsite occupied by

the giant com ponent is Q 1 = 1� �yV (�x�). Equivalently,one can look for

a solution 0 < s� < 1 to the equation H 0(s)= sH 0(1),and ifthere isone,

Q 1 = 1� H (s�).

Letusillustratethisreconstruction on a few sim pleexam ples.

1.Poissonian degree distribution: �k = e� � �k=k!. This is the Erd�os{

Renyim odel. W e have �x = �1=2,and V (x) = expx�x,choosing �y =

e� �. The tree distribution is T0(y) = exp~x with ~xe� ~x = �y. The

giant com ponent exists for � > 1 when the equation ~xe� ~x = �e� �

adm its two solutions �� and � with � � < 1 < �. Its relative size is

Q 1 = 1� e� �T0(e� �)= 1� ��=�.

2.Geom etric degree distribution: �k = (1� p)pk. Then �x2 = p=(1� p)

and �yV (x)= 1=(1+ �x2 � x�x).Theextrem um relation x = yV 0(x)isa

cubic equation: �yx(1+ �x2 � x�x)2 = y�x. The percolation transition is

at �x2 = 1=2 (p = 1=3)and the relative size ofthe giantcom ponentis

Q 1 = 1� (�x�=�x)1=2 with �x�x� = 1

2
(�x2 + 2� �x

p
4+ �x2).

This exam ple confronts us with the am biguity problem alluded to a

long tim eago.

Changingp into1� p leadstoreplace �x by 1=�x.Thischanges�yV (x)=

1=(1 + �x2 � x�x) into itselfup to an irrelevant m ultiplicative factor.

To state things in a slightly di�erent way,the extrem um conditions

yV 0(x)= x and yV(x) = 1 have two solutions,and one leads to the

geom etricdistribution with param eterp and theotheroneto thegeo-

m etricdistribution with param eter1� p.Ofcourse,therealresultof

thecom putation ofZN willm akeade�nitechoice.Thecriterion ofthe

m axim um forF leadsto chooseinf(p;1� p),and thisisalso consistent

with continuity starting from p = 0,a random graph m ade ofisolated

points.

However,the form ulas obtained before for,say,the size ofthe giant
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com ponent,coincide with theonesfrom ref.[1]even forp > 1=2.This

situation requiresclari�cation.M aybethisisthepointwhen thecanon-

icaland the m icrocanonicalapproaches�nally diverge and stop being

equivalent.

3.An exam ple ofa scale free distribution: H (s)=
P
�ks

k � �0 + �1s+

�2s
2=2+ �(1� �s+ �(�� 1)s 2=2� (1� s)�),where 2 < � < 3 and

�0;�1;�2 and � are nonnegative param eters subject to the condition

�0 + �1s+ �2s
2=2+ �(�� 1)(�� 2)=2 = 1 to ensure thatthe � k’sare

correctly norm alized.The�k’sdecreaselike�k �
� �

�(� �)
k� �� 1.

Then �x2 = H 0(s = 1)= �1 + �2 + ��(�� 2)from which the potential

�yV (x)isrecovered asusual.

Thereisapercolation clusterifand onlyiftheequation H 0(s)= sH 0(1)

hasasolution s� < 1.So,welook forthesolutionsof(1� s)(��� �1)=

��(1� s)�� 1.Ifhk2� 2ki= ��� �1 isnegative,thereisno percolation

cluster,butifitispositive,1� s� = (1� �1
��
)1=(�� 2). The size ofthe

giantcom ponentis1� H (s�)� (1� s�)H 0(1),and

Q 1 � hk
2
� 2ki1=(�� 2)

closetothethreshold.Thisisan exam plewhen thegrowth ofthegiant

com ponentclosetothethreshold isnonlinearasafunction ofhk2� 2ki.

The num ber ofpoints in com ponents ofsize k is reconstructed from

T0(y)= V (x) with x = yV 0(x). Below the threshold,this leads to a

singularity T0
sing � (�y� y)�,which im pliesthatCn � n� �� 1.Abovethe

threshold,theradiusofconvergence r ofT islargerthan �y,leading to

Cn’sthatdecreaseexponentially asCn � n� 3=2(�y=r)n.

4 T he case oforiented graphs

Itisnotdi�cultto m odify the previousargum entsto dealwith m axim um

entropy oriented graphs with given \in-out" degree distributions. W e give

thepercolation criterion,om itting alldetails.

The�rstresultisthatforsuch m odels,each vertex with k outgoing and

lincom ing verticescontributesa �xed m ultiplicative factor,say tk;l,to the
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weightofa graph.Thegeneralization oftherecursion form ula forZN reads

ZN (ti;j)=

I
d!+

!+

d!�

!�

X

k;l

tk;l!
� k
+ !

� l
� ZN � 1(ti;j + !+ ti;j+ 1 + !� ti+ 1;j):

The large N �nite connectivity lim it is obtained by letting N ! 1 while

keeping �k;l= tk;lN
(k+ l)=2 �xed.De�ning

V (x+ ;x� )�
X

k;l

�k;l
xk+

k!

xl�

l!
;

a straightforward adaptation oftheargum entin section 3.1 leadsto thefact

thatthefreeenergy F isthevalueof

F (y;x)� �1� logy� x+ x� + yV(x+ ;x� ):

atthepoint(�y;�x+ ;�x� )whereitism axim um :

�x+ = �y(@x� V )(�x+ ;�x� ); �x� = �y(@x+ V )(�x+ ;�x� ); 1= �yV (�x+ �x� ): (10)

The analysis ofthe �rst two equations is a bit m ore involved than the

analysis ofthe single im plicit equation forthe oriented case. W e can view

thepairofequationsx+ = y@x� V and x� = y@x+ V in thefollowing way.It

de�nesa function y overthecurveC in thepositivequadrantofthe(x+ ;x� )

planegiven by x� @x� V = x+ @x+ V .Thiscurveissm ooth aslongasV iswell-

de�ned. Forinstance,one can take x � x+ @x+ V = x� @x� V asan analytic

param eteron it.Then y isa sm ooth convex function ofx,and allproperties

ofthe non-oriented case are true fory(x): y isa good analytic param eter

on C forsm ally,butthereisa singularity iftheconvex function y(x)hasa

m axim um .To bem oreexplicit,taking di�erentialsweseethat

 

dx=x

dx=x

!

=

 

1+ x+ @
2
x+
V=@x+ V x� @x+ @x� V=@x+ V

x+ @x� @x+ V=@x� V 1+ x� @
2
x�
V=@x� V

!  

dx+ =x+

dx� =x�

!

;

and
 

dy=y

dy=y

!

=

 

1� x+ @x� @x+ V=@x� V �x� @
2
x�
V=@x� V

�x+ @
2
x+
V=@x+ V 1� x� @x+ @x� V=@x+ V

!  

dx+ =x+

dx� =x�

!

:

A sim ple com putation showsthatthe determ inant ofthe 2 by 2 m atrix in

the�rstrelation isalwaysstrictly positive,butthatthedeterm inantofthe2

20



by 2m atrix in thesecond relation ispositiveforsm ally butcan changesign.

This happens ify0(x) vanishes. So the discussion ofthe non-oriented case

carries over word forword. Itis consistent to write �y = y(�x);�x� = x� (�x)

and �x�(�x)forthe sm allest x such thaty(�x)= y(x). W e set �x�� � x� (�x
�).

Thereisa percolation clusterifand only ifthesecond determ inantis< 0 at

(�y;�x+ ;�x� ).Thisisequivalentto

(@x� V � x+ @x� @x+ V )(@x+ V � x� @x+ @x� V )� x+ x� @
2
x�
V @

2
x+
V

being < 0 atthatpoint.Then thefraction ofsitesin thepercolation cluster

is

Q 1 = 1� �yV (�x�+ ;�x
�
� ):

Togetthepercolation criterion,wejusthavetorephrasethevanishing of

thedeterm inantin term softheprobability distribution �k+ ;k� thata vertex

oftherandom graph hask+ outgoingand k� incom ing vertices.Theexplicit

form ula is

�k+ ;k� = �y�k+ ;k�
�x
k+
+

k+ !

�x
k�
�

k� !
: (11)

By construction
P

k;lk�k;l =
P

k;ll�k;l � hki since any graph has the sam e

num ber ofoutgoing and incom ing edges. The param eters �x+ and �x� are

constrained by therelation

�x+ �x� = hki

Thepercolation criterion reads:

(hki� hk+ k� i)
2
� hk

2
+ � k+ ihk

2
� � k� i< 0: (12)

Given the distribution �k;l, the potentialV can be reconstructed via

eq.(11). As in the oriented case,the param eter �y is an arbitrary norm al-

ization factor.The productofthe param eters �x� isdeterm ined by �x+ �x� =

hki. The ratio �x+ =�x� can be choosen at willsince there is a naturalin-

variance in eq.(10). Nam ely if �x� solves the extrem um condition for the

potentialV (x+ ;x� ),so does x̂� = �� 1�x� for the potentialW (x+ ;x� ) =

V (�x+ ;�
� 1x� ) and leaves �k;l invariant. Again this �nds its origin in the

factthatany graph hasthesam enum berofoutgoing and incom ing edges.
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