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G iant C lusters in R andom A d H oc N etw orks

G . N�em eth� and G . Vattay
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(D ated:M arch 22,2024)

The present paper introduces ad hoc com m unication networks as exam ples oflarge scale real

networks that can be prospected by statistical m eans. A description of giant cluster form ation

based on thesingle param eterofnode neighbornum bersisgiven along with thediscussion ofsom e

asym ptotic aspectsofthe giantclustersizes.

PACS num bers:89.75.H c,05.40.-a,64.60.Cn

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Nowadays,naturaland designed networks are in the

focus ofresearch in di�erent scienti�c disciplines. Us-

ing com puterstheam ountofavailableem piricaldata on

realworld networkshas been increased during the past

few years.Exam plesofrealnetworksinclude the W orld

W ide W eb[1,2],the Internet [3,4,5,6,7],collabora-

tion networks ofm ovie actors and scientists [8,9,10],

powergrids[11,12]and the m etabolic network ofliving

organism s[13,14,15,16].

Random graphsarenaturalcandidatesforthedescrip-

tion ofthetopologyofsuch largesystem sofsim ilarunits.

In [17, 18, 19]the authors have developed a m odel{

which assum eseach pairofthegraph’sverticestobecon-

nected with equaland independent probabilities { that

treatsa network asan assem bly ofequivalentunits.

Thism odel,introduced by the m athem aticiansErd}os

and R�enyi,hasbeen m uch investigatedin them athem ati-

calliterature[20,21].However,theincreasingavailability

oflargem apsofreal-lifenetworkshasindicated thatthe

latter structures are fundam entally correlated system s,

and in m any respects their topologies deviate from the

uncorrelated random graph m odel.

Two classes of m odels, com m only called the sm all-

world graphs[11,12,22]and the scale-free networks[23,

s
d

FIG .1:Nodesand connectionsofan exam plead hocnetwork.

Thetransm ission range isthesam e forallnodes{ itisnoted

by the dotted circle fortwo ofthe nodes. The shortest path

between the ssource and d destination userstouches3 inter-

m ediate nodes,and there is an alternative route of6 hops,

which hasno com m on interm ediate nodeswith the �rst.
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24]havebeen developed tocapturetheclusteringand the

powerlaw degreedistribution presentin realnetworks[1,

3,8,9,10,11,12,13,23,24,25,26,27,28,29].

Here we presentad hoc networks[30]asnew exam ples

ofrealstructuresthatcan beinvestigatedusingtheabove

network m odels. Ad hoc networksarise in nextgenera-

tions of com m unication system s and hereby we try to

sum m arize the principalcharacteristicsofsuch system s.

In the ad hoc schem e users com m unicate by m eans of

shortrangeradiodevices,which m eansthatevery device

can connectto those devicesthatare positioned no far-

therthan a �nite m axim um geom etricalrange. W e call

thisrangethegiven device’stransm ission range and the

exact value ofthis range m ay depend on the transm it-

ter’s power and various other physicalparam eters. See

Fig.1 foran exam ple ad hoc network topology. Neigh-

bornodestalk the way ordinary radios{ like CBs{ do,

however com m unication between non-neighboring users

isalso possible.Thelattercaseisaccom plished by send-

ing the inform ation from the source user to the desti-

nation hop by hop,through interm ediate nodes. Ifthe

density ofusers in the area is high com pared to their

transm ission ranges,itishighly possiblethatm orethan

onealternativerouteexistsbetween two users.Thislast

featurecan be exploited in the caseifthe shortestroute

isoverloaded orbroken,orifthe system allowssplitting

the inform ation ow into separate parallelows. M ore-

over,the usersare free to m ove random ly and organize

them selvesarbitrarily;thus,thenetwork’stopology m ay

change rapidly and unpredictably. Such a network m ay

operatein a stand-alonefashion,orm ay beconnected to

the Internet.

G iantclustersin ad hocnetworksarem adeinteresting

because a com m unication network provides a m eaning-

fulserviceonly ifitintegratesasm any usersaspossible

within the covered area (e.g., 99% m ay be considered

a good coverage). In this paper we introduce a fractal

m odel,thatduplicatesthegiantcom ponentform ation in

ad hoc networks in an area inlaid with obstacles,par-

tially screening radio transm ission. O ur m ain result is

that in such networks the giant com ponent size can be

described by a single param eter:the averagenum berof

neighbors a node has. The rest ofthis paper is struc-

tured as follows. Section IIgivesa detailed description

ofour random ad hoc network m odel. In Sections III

and IV we delve into the topology di�erences between

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0211325v3
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random graphsand graphsbuilt using our m odel. Sec-

tion V showsthenum ericalsim ulation resultssupporting

these analyses.

II. T H E R A N D O M A D H O C N ET W O R K

M O D EL

A wirelessad hocnetworkconsistsofanum berofradio

devices,also referred to as"nodes" in thefollowing.Ev-

ery nodem ay beconnected tooneorm oreothernodesin

hervicinity;theactualsetofconnectionsdependson the

distanceofthenodes.In a staticenvironm entthesecon-

nectionsde�ne the topology ofthe system ;ifthe nodes

allowed to m ovethen thetopology m ay change,however

at any given point oftim e there is stilla wellde�ned

topology available.

To be precisewede�nea random ad hoc network asa

setofuniform lydistributed nodesonthearenaoftheunit

Euclidean square[0;1]� [0;1]with connectionsbetween

pairsofthem .Theconnectionsaretwo-way in thesense

thatifnodeA can com m unicateto nodeB ,then nodeB

isalso ableto com m unicateto node A.

Twonodesareconnected ifthegeom etricaldistanceof

the two islessthan a certain value rt,thatisthe nodes

can com m unicate up to their"transm ission range". W e

represent a realization ofsuch a system using an undi-

rected graph G (V;E ),where the verticesand the edges

denote the nodes and the two-way connections respec-

tively. Som etim esa graph resulting thisway isreferred

to asa geom etric random graph orGRG.Notethatthere

arenoloopsand nom ultipleedgesin G :a)anodeshould

notcom m unicateto itself;and b)iftwo nodesareneigh-

bors,then technically thereisno senseto open a second

com m unication channelbetween them .

Furtherm ore,allthe length param etersin the system

are m ade dim ensionless as follows. Length is m easured

as the m ultiples ofthe unitradius r0,which is in turn

de�ned by the shareofthe wholearea foreach node:

r0 :=

r

A

N �
(1)

where A isthe size ofthe arena.The ratio ofthe trans-

m ission rangeand theunitradiusiscalled thenorm alized

transm ission range and noted by:

rn :=
rt

r0
(2)

As m entioned in the Introduction,a com m unication

network m ay deliver m eaningfulservice only ifthe net-

work is connected,or at least has a vast subset that is

connected.O urworkisfocused on exam iningthecriteria

forgiantclusterform ation and in particularin networks

with fractalconnectivity properties.

In the following we give a shortoverview ofnetworks

on random graphsand afterwardswe turn to ourm odel

offractalad hocconnectivity.

III. C O N N EC T IV IT Y IN R A N D O M

N ET W O R K S

After distributing and connecting the nodes as de-

scribed previously,the largest connected com ponent of

G can be determ ined. Let S be this com ponents’size

fraction:

S :=
nodesin the largestcom ponent

N

which quantity isobtained by counting.Thisquantity is

ofparticularim portance because the network gets fully

connected ifS divergesand forthisend weareto inves-

tigateitsrelationship with othernetwork param eters.

In [31] the authors present the theory of random

graphs[18]ofarbitrary degree distribution. Am ong oth-

ers, an exact result for the com ponent sizes is given,

which we shallcite here. It is shown,that the average

com ponentsizedivergesif

1X

k= 0

k(k � 2)pk = 0

holds,where pk is the degree distribution ofvertices in

G .Letususe here the actualdistribution ofourad hoc

network:itiseasilyseen thattheprobabilitydistribution

ofthenum berofnodescontained in any discwith radius

rn is the Poisson-distribution with expectation value of

r2
n
.Itm eansthat

pk =

�
r2
n

�
k

k!
e
�r

2

n (3)

istheprobability thata vertex willhavek� 1 neighbors

(the � 1 is because the node itselfdoes not count for a

neighbor).Applying theresultin [31],onecan derivethe

relationship ofthesizeofthegiantcom ponentS and the

transm ission range:

r
2

n
=
log(1� S)

� S
(4)

It shallbe noted here that while (4) holds for random

networks and { as it is to be shown in Section V { for

fractalad hocnetworks,thern� S relationshipisdi�erent

forthe�nite rangead hoccase,however,the latteristo

be discussed in a separatepaper.

IV . T H E FR A C TA L A D H O C N EIG H B O R SH IP

A LG O R IT H M

The results ofthe previous section apply for scenar-

ios where the arena is "at": that is the only lim it to

build a connection between two nodes is their geom et-

ricaldistance. In the present section we introduce the

idea ofgeneralized obstaclesthatcan screen nodesfrom

each other even ifthey are positioned within transm is-

sion range.Thischange producesgraphswith extended
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FIG .2: G iant com ponent sizes for various values ofN and

�. Note that S(N ) reaches 1 for � 6 2,yet lim
N ! 1

S(N ;�)=

Sm ax(�)< 1 for� > 2.

spatialstructurewhich iswhy wecallthealgorithm frac-

tal.

The obstaclesare adopted by changing the algorithm

foredgegeneration.Now twonodeswithin thetransm is-

sion range willbe connected with a probability which is

given asthe function oftheirgeom etricaldistance. For

every two nodesu;v 2 V letp(dist(u;v))be the proba-

bility that an edge euv 2 E connecting them is set up.

Forthe description ofourobstacleswe use a long tailed

probability function which is im plied by the picture of

a hilly landscape, where the possibility of connections

drops with the increasing geom etricaldistance between

the nodes,howeverlong range connectionsare stillpos-

sible:

p(r)=
a

�

1+ r

r0�

�
�

(5)

with param etervaluesa > 0 and � > 0.

Perform ing com puter sim ulations of networks con-

nected according to (5),one obtainsdi�erentresults,as

� changes. O n Fig.2 we com pared the resulting giant

cluster sizes for di�erent � values. At lower param eter

values S(N ) saturates to S = 1 { allnodes becom e el-

em ents ofthe giant cluster above a certain �nite node

num ber. For � = 2:5 and above S stillconverges to a

�nite value,however the lim it now is strictly less than

1. It m eans that networks with such param eter values

willnotbecom efully connected even atlargenodenum -

bers,m oreover,the proportion ofthe largestconnected

subgraphsdropswith � worse than linearly. In the rest

ofthis Section we try to interpretthis dualbehaviorof

S(�).

It is easy to im agine that the m ore connections the

nodeshavein average,thelargerthegiantclustergrows.

M ore accurately we state thatthe average vertex degree

hC i determ ines the cardinality ofthe largestconnected

subgraph in G .Clearly,ifhC i= 0,then every connected

com ponent contains a single node,and in the N ! 1

lim itS becom es0.Also,ifhC idivergesoreven ifonly a

singlenodeisconnected toalltheothers,thegraph obvi-

ously getsfully connected.Based on theseconsiderations

weareto exam inehC iin detail.

Vertex degree in G can be calculated by �xing a sin-

gle node and totaling the hCriexpectation value ofthe

num berofneighborsthatreside exactly atthe distance

r away from the�xed one.Assum ing thatthedensity of

nodesisconstant(N =A),hCrican be expressed by m ul-

tiplying the average num ber ofnodes in distance r and

the probability (5):

hCri=
2r�

A
N p(r)

Now if� = N =A,the averagevertex degreeis

hC i=

Z

A

hCridr=

Z

A

p(r)2��rdr (6)

whereA representsthephysicalboundariesofthearena.

Asthere areno nodesoutside thisregion,thusthe inte-

gralshallbe 0 outside A.

In generalsolving (6)yields

hC i= a2��
r0�

1� �

�

"

r

�

1+
r

r0�

� 1��

�
r0�

2� �

�

1+
r

r0�

� 2��
#

A

(7)

However the expectation value ofhC i is dependent on

the value of�. Accordingly,ourdiscussion isseparated

into severalcases.

a � > 2.In thiscase(7)can beevaluated forA being

the intervalr2 [0;1 )in the lim itwherer0 ! 0:

hC i=
a2��� r2

0
�2

(1� �)(2� �)
�

2a�2

(� � 1)(� � 2)
(8)

Furtherm ore,knowing that

lim
�! 1

1

(1+ x)�
= e

��x

in the � ! 1 lim it(8)becom es

hC i= a2��r
2

0
� 2a

b � = 1 or� = 2. (7)divergeslogarithm ically in r,

thusC doesnothavean expectation value.

c � < 2 and � 6= 1. Here hC i willdiverge as N !

1 ,howeverunlikely to thepreviouscasewetry to

determ inethehC (N )irelation.Firstletusrewrite

(7)as

hC i=
a2��� r0�

(1� �)(2� �)

"

r(1� �)� r0�

(1+ r

r0�
)��1

#

A

(9)
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Concerning the r-dependence in [:::]A we can as-

sum e that there is a m axim altransm ission range

rm ax such that for transm ission ranges r > rm ax

thecontributionoftheintegrandin (6)isnegligible.

Thisway the[:::]A partof(9)can beestim ated as

[:::]
A
’ �

r0�
�

1+ r

r0�

���1
+

rm ax � (1� �)
�

1+
rm ax

r0�

���1
(10)

Now ifr0 ! 0 (which happens to be the case at

su�ciently large node num bers) the �rst term in

(10)vanishesand the+ 1 becom esnegligiblein the

denom inatorofthesecond term .Aftersubstituting

thissecond term and sim plifyingtheexpression,(7)

�nally becom es

hC i’
a2��

2� �

�
r0�

rm ax

� �

� r
2

m ax

TheN -dependenceofhC ican bederived from here

by substituting de�nition (1), � = N =A and the

fact that r2
m ax

/ A. By these m eans the above

expression yields:

hC i/ N
1�

�

2 (11)

To sum m arize,if� > 2,then a �nite neighbor count

isexpected,and thussuch networksare notgoing to be

fully connected (seeagain Fig.2).O n the otherhand,if

� < 2,then hC i diverges exponentially with increasing

node num bers,which in theory leadsto fully connected

networksatlargeN ,and m eans,thatthem orenodesare

in thesystem ,thelargerthefraction ofconnected nodes

isto becom e.

V . SIM U LA T IO N R ESU LT S

W e carried outcom putersim ulationsto illustrate our

�ndings,especially Eqs.(8)and (11). During a sim ula-

tion run we �rstpick the random coordinatesforthe N

nodes. Second the probability p iscalculated according

to (5),using the inputparam etersa,� and r. Then for

every two nodes a uniform random num ber � 2 [0;1]is

generated and com pared to p: for cases � < p an edge

connectingthosetwonodesisrecorded.Finally wecount

the com ponentsizes and take the largestofthese. The

output ofthe sim ulation run is the average vertex de-

gree,hC i,and the largestcom ponents’size,S.Notethe

analogy with (3)ifusing the fact,thatherehC i= r2
n
.

Asthe �rsttestwe recorded the giantclustersize vs.

transm ission range relationship. Data points were ob-

tained byrepeated runs,changingonlytheam plitudepa-

ram etera of(5)in an appropriateinterval(e.g.,a 2 [1;9]

for the � = 2:5 case). Fig.3 illustrates that in a net-

work connected using thefractalneighborship algorithm

0

1
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3

4

5

6

7

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

S

h
C
i

� = 5:6

� = 1:56

random graphs,Eq.(4)

FIG . 3: Sim ulations of ad hoc networks using the fractal

neighborship algorithm with param eter values both � < 2

and � > 2 yield thesam e giantclustersize vs.average vertex

degree asrandom graphs.Insetdisplaysthe sam e plotswith

� log(1� S)=S asthe abscissa.
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FIG .4: Average vertex degree ofad hoc graphs for � > 2.

D ata pointswere acquired using a = 0:8,� = 5:6;thedashed

line yieldsthe analyticalresult hC i= 3:03,which shallhold

in the N ! 1 lim it.

the observableS � hC irelationship m atchesthe equiva-

lentanalyticalresultforrandom graphsforboth relevant

casesa and c in Section IV.

O n the other hand,the behavior ofhC i turns out to

be sensible to the value of�,asitwasexpected.Letus

startwith thecase� > 2.Fig.4 presentsthesim ulation

results for networksconnected as by (5),using a = 0:8

and � = 5:6.According to (8),theaveragevertex degree

isexpected to be

hC i=
2� 5:62

4:6� 3:6
’ 3:03

in thiscase.Itisclearly seen on theFigurethatincreas-
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FIG .5:D ivergence ofaverage vertex degreeswith N for� <

2. Crosses: data pointsfor a = 0:1,� = 1:56;dashed line is

/ N
1��=2

= N
0:22

. Inset displays the sam e plot with both

axeslogarithm ic.

ing N ,thesim ulation outputconvergesto theanalytical

result.

Now letusturn to the 0 < � < 2 case.O n Fig.5 the

data obtained for a = 0:1 and � = 1:56 is shown along

with a num ericfunction �taccording to (11):

hC (N )i= c0 � N
1�

1:56

2 + c1

(the param eters turn out to be c0 = 0:74 and c1 =

� 1:38). The sim ulations agree with the N 1��=2 diver-

gencewell,ascalculated in Section IV.

Figs.4 and 5 now illustrate the di�ering S-behavior

presented on Fig.2, as a data set for � = 5:6 would

convergeto som e connectivity < 20% even atvery large

N ,while the one for� = 1:56 isclearly reaching S = 1

fornodenum bersin them agnitudeofseveralthousands.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In the present paper we have investigated the con-

nected com ponentsthatareproduced in random ad hoc

networks. Based on the results, the num ber ofnodes

needed for a given connectivity ratio can be estim ated.

Thusourresultsm ayhintabouttheusefulnessofrandom

fractalad hocnetworks.

W em odi�ed theconventionalconnection function and

m adelong rangeconnectionspossible.Thisway thepro-

ducing networksbecom e extended in theirspatialstruc-

ture,asthoughtthe network issituated in an area with

obstaclesscreening som e ofthe transm issions. W e have

found that a single param eter { the average neighbor

counthC i{can characterizetheproportion ofthelargest

connected subnetwork.W ehavealsoseen thatdepending

on the connection function param eters,this proportion

can be eitherbounded orunbounded asthe system size

N isincreased.Forboth caseshC (N )iwasderived ana-

lytically and con�rm ed by sim ulations.
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