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W estudy theoptim aldistancein networks,‘opt,de�ned asthelength ofthepath m inim izing the

totalweight,in thepresenceofdisorder.D isorderisintroduced by assigning random weightsto the

linksornodes. Forstrong disorder,where the m axim alweightalong the path dom inatesthe sum ,

we �nd that‘opt � N
1=3

in both Erd}os-R�enyi(ER)and W atts-Strogatz (W S)networks. Forscale

free (SF)networks,with degree distribution P (k)� k
� �
,we �nd that‘opt scales as N

(�� 3)=(�� 1)

for3 < �< 4 and asN
1=3

for�� 4.Thus,forthesenetworks,thesm all-world natureisdestroyed.

For2 < �< 3,ournum ericalresultssuggestthat‘opt scalesasln
�� 1

N . W e also �nd num erically

thatforweak disorder‘opt � lnN forboth the ER and W S m odelsaswellasforSF networks.

PACS num bers:89.75.H c

Recently m uch attention hasbeen focused on thetopic
ofcom plex networkswhich characterizem any biological,
social,and com m unication system s [1,2,3]. The net-
works can be visualized by nodes representing individ-
uals,organizations,or com puters and by links between
them representing theirinteractions.

Theclassicalm odelforrandom networksistheErd}os-
R�enyi(ER)m odel[4,5].An im portantquantity charac-
terizing networksis the average distance (m inim alhop-
ping) ‘m in between two nodes in the network of total
N nodes. For the Erd}os-R�enyinetwork, and the re-
lated, m ore realistic W atts-Strogatz (W S) network [6]
‘m in scalesaslnN [7],which leadsto theconceptof\six
degreesofseparation".

In m oststudies,alllinksin the network are regarded
as identicaland thus the relevant param eter for infor-
m ation ow including e�cient routing, searching, and
transportis‘m in.In practice,however,theweights(e.g.,
the quality or cost) oflinks are usually not equal,and
thusthe length ofthe optim alpath m inim izing the sum
ofweightsisusually longerthan the distance. In m any
cases,the selection ofthe path iscontrolled by the sum
ofweights(e.g.,totalcost)and thiscase correspondsto
regular or weak disorder. However,in other cases,for
exam ple,when a transm ission ata constanthigh rate is
needed (e.g.,in broadcasting video recordsoverthe In-
ternet)the narrowestband link in the path between the
transm itterand receivercontrolstherateoftransm ission.
This situation| in which one link controlsthe selection
ofthe path| is called the strong disorderlim it. In this
Letter we show that disorder or inhom ogeneity in the
weight oflinks m ay increase the distance dram atically,
destroying the \sm all-world" natureofthe networks.

To im plem ent the disorder, we assign a weight or
\cost" to each link or node. For exam ple,the weight
could be the tim e �i required to transitthe link i. The
optim alpath connecting nodes A and B is the one for
which

P

i
�i is a m inim um . W hile in weak disorder all

linkscontribute to the sum ,in strong disorderone term

dom inatesit.Thestrongdisorderlim itm ay benaturally
realized in the vicinity ofthe absolute zero tem perature
ifpassing through a link isan activation processwith a
random activation energy �i and �i = exp(��i),where�
isinversetem perature[8].Letusassum ethattheenergy
spectrum isdiscreteand thatthe m inim aldi�erencebe-
tween energy levels is ��. It can be easily shown that
if� > ln2=��,the value of

P

i
�i is dom inated by the

largestterm ,�m ax. Thus ifwe have two di�erentpaths
characterized by the sum s

P

i
�i and

P

i
�0i, such that

�m ax > �0m ax,itfollowsthat
P

i
�i >

P

i
�0i.

To generate ER graphs,we start with zN links and
foreach link random ly selectfrom thetotalN (N � 1)=2
possible pairs ofnodes a pair that is connected by this
link.TheW S network [6]isim plem ented by placing the
N nodes on a circle. Initially,each node iis connected
with z nodesi+ 1;i+ 2;:::;i+ z and periodicboundaries
areim plem ented.Thuseachnodehasadegree2zand the
totalnum beroflinksiszN .Nextwerandom ly rem ovea
fraction pofthelinksand usethem toconnectrandom ly-
selected pairsofnodes.W hen p = 1,we obtain a m odel
very sim ilarto the ER graph.
To generate scale-free (SF) graphs, we em ploy the

M olloy-Reed algorithm [9]in which each nodeis�rstas-
signed a random integerk from a powerlaw distribution
P (k > �k)= (�k=k0)� �+ 1,wherek0 isthem inim alnum ber
oflinksforeach node. Nextwe random ly selecta node
and try to connecteach ofitsk linkswith random ly se-
lected k nodesthatstillhavefreepositionsforlinks.
W e expect that the optim alpath length in the weak

disordercase willnotbe considerably di�erentfrom the
shortestpath,asfound forregularlattices[10]and ran-
dom graphs[11].Thusweexpectthatthescaling forthe
shortestpath ‘m in � lnN willalso be valid forthe opti-
m alpath in weak disorder,butwith a di�erentprefactor
depending on the detailsofthe graph.
In the case ofstrong disorder,we present the follow-

ing theoreticalargum ents.Cieplak etal.[12]showed that
�nding the optim alpath between nodesA and B in the
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strong disorder lim it is equivalent to the following pro-
cedure. First,we sortallM linksofthe network in the
descending order oftheir weights,so that the �rst link
in this listhasthe largestweight. Since the sum ofthe
weights on any path between nodes A and B is dom i-
nated by a single link with the largest weight,the op-
tim alpath cannot go through the �rst link in the list,
provided there isa path between A and B which avoids
thislink.Thusthe�rstlink in thelistcan beelim inated
and now ourproblem isreduced to the problem of�nd-
ing them inim alpath on thenetwork ofM � 1 links.W e
can continueto rem ovelinksfrom thetop ofthelistone
by one untilwe pick a link whose rem ovaldestroysthe
connectivity between A and B.This m eansthatallthe
rem ainingpathsbetween A and B gothrough thissingly-
connecting or\red"link [13]and allthesepathshavethe
sam e largestweightcorresponding to the \red" link.To
continueoptim ization am ong thesepathswem ustselect
thepathswith them inim alsecond largestterm ,m inim al
third largest term and so on. So we m ust continue to
rem ovelinksin thedescending orderoftheirweightsun-
lessthey are\red" untila singlepath between A and B,
consisting ofonly \red" linksrem ains.Since the assign-
ing ofweightsto thelinksisrandom so istheirordering.
Hencethe optim ization procedurein the strong disorder
lim it is statistically equivalent to rem oving the links in
random order unless the connectivity between nodes A
and B isdestroyed.
Atthe beginning ofthisprocess,thechancesoflosing

connectivity by rem oving a random link are very low,
so the process corresponds exactly to diluting the net-
work,which isidenticalto the percolation m odel. O nly
when theconcentrationoftherem aininglinksapproaches
the percolation threshold willthe chancesofrem oving a
singly-connected \red" link [13]becom esigni�cant,indi-
cating thattheoptim alpath m ustbeon the percolation
backbone connecting A and B.Since the network isnot
em bedded in spacebuthasan in�nitedim ensionality,we
expect from percolation theory that loops are not rele-
vantatcriticality [14].Thus,theshortestpath m ustalso
be the optim alpath.
W ebegin byconsideringthecaseoftheER graph that,

atcriticality,is equivalentto percolation on the Cayley
treeorpercolation attheuppercriticaldim ension dc = 6.
FortheER graph,itisknown thatthem assoftheincip-
ientin�nite clusterS scalesasN 2=3 [4].Thisresultcan
also be obtained in the fram ework ofpercolation theory
fordc = 6.Since S � R df and N � R d (where df isthe
fractaldim ension and R the diam eterofthe cluster),it
followsthatS � N df =d and fordc = 6,df = 4 [15]

S � N
2=3

: (1)

It is also known [15]that, at criticality, at the upper
criticaldim ension,S � ‘

d‘
m in with d‘ = 2,[15]and thus

‘m in � ‘opt � S
1=d‘ � N

2=3d‘ � N
�opt; (2)

where�opt = 2=3d‘ = 1=3.W eexpectthattheW S m odel
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FIG .1:Scalingplotof‘opton W S graphsforweak disorderas

afunction lnN =n0 forvariousvaluesofpand z = 2.Theinset

showsthe log-log plotofn0 versuspz.The di�erentsym bols

represent di�erent p values: p = 0:001 (4 ),p = 0:002 (� ),

p = 0:004 (� ),p = 0:008 (5 ),p = 0:016 (+ ),p = 0:032 (� )

p = 0:064 (� ),and p = 0:128 (2). Sim ilar results have been

obtained forz = 1,4,and 8.Those resultsscale according to

Eq.(4).

forlarge N and large p willbe in the sam e universality
classasER.
For SF networks,we can also use the percolation re-

sults at criticality. It was found [16]that d‘ = 2 for
�> 4,d‘ = (�� 2)=(�� 3)for3 < �< 4,S � N 2=3 for
�> 4,and S � N (�� 2)=(�� 1) for3 < �� 4. Hence,we
concludethat

‘m in � ‘opt �

�

N 1=3 �> 4
N (�� 3)=(�� 1) 3 < �� 4

: (3)

To testthesetheoreticalpredictions,weperform num er-
icalsim ulationsin thestrong disorderlim itby random ly
rem oving links(ornodes)forER,W S,and SF networks
and usetheDijkstra algorithm [17]fortheweak disorder
case.W ealsoperform additionalsim ulationsforthecase
ofstrongdisorderon ER networksusing directoptim iza-
tion with Dijkstra algorithm ofthe sum ofweightsand
�nd resultsidenticalto theresultsobtained by random ly
rem oving links,see Fig.2a.
Resultsforweak disorderforW S graphswith di�erent

p are shown in Fig.1.W e propose a scaling form ula for
‘opt sim ilarto theform uladerived in [18,19]forthem in-
im aldistanceon theW S graphswith a di�erentrewiring
probability p

‘opt �
n0(p;z)

n1(z)
F

�

N

n0(p;z)

�

; (4)

where n0(p;z)� 1=pz isthe characteristic graph size at
which the crossoverfrom large to sm allworld behavior
occurs,n1(z)� z isa correction factor,and F (x)isthe
scaling function

F (x)�
n
lnx x ! 1

x x ! 0
: (5)
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FIG .2:(a)Thedependenceof‘opt on N
1=3

forER graphsfor

the strong disordercase obtained by directoptim ization (+ )

and by random ly rem oving links (� ). The linear asym ptote

has a slope of 3.27. Also shown are the successive slopes

m ultiplied by 50 fordirectoptim ization (� )and forrandom ly

rem oving links(� ).(b)Scaling plotof‘opt in W S graphsfor

strong disorderasa function (N =n0)
1=3

forvariousvaluesof

p and z = 2.Thesym bolsindicating valuesofp arethesam e

asin Fig.1.The insetshowsa log-log plotofn0 versusp for

z = 2.

The scaling variable x = N =n0 indicates the num berof
nodes with long range links. As p ! 0,this quantity
scales as N pz. The quantity n0(p;z) � 1=pz indicates
a typicalshort-range neighborhood ofa node with long
range links. W e can think about this graph as an ER
graph consisting ofN =n0 e�ectivenodes,each represent-
ing a typicalshort-rangechain-likeneighborhood ofsize
n0. Thus we conclude thatan optim alpath connecting
any two nodesisproportionalto ln(N =n0),asin an ER
graph,tim esan average path length through a chain of
short-range links. This average path is proportionalto
the length ofthischain n0 and inversely proportionalto
the average range n1(z) ofa link in this chain. Ideally
n1(z)= z,butin reality itcan signi�cantly deviatefrom
z due to �nite size e�ects. Figure 1 shows the scaled
optim alpath ‘opt=n0 versusthescaled variableN =n0 for
z = 2 and di�erentvaluesofp.Theinsetin Fig.1 shows
thatn0 � 1=pz asp ! 0.
In contrast,forEq.(4)to bein agreem entwith Eq.(2)
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FIG .3:(a)The dependence of‘opt on lnN forSF graphsin

the weak disorder case for various values of� shown on the

graph.The behaviorofthe asym ptotic slope versus� shown

asan inset.(b)The dependence of‘opt on ‘m in.The curves

from leftto rightrepresentincreasing valuesof�given in (a).
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FIG .4: (a)The dependence of‘opt on N
1=3

for�� 4. (b)

The dependence of‘opt=lnN on N
1=3

for � = 4. (c) The

dependence of‘opt on N
(�� 3)=(�� 1)

for 3 < � < 4. (d) The

dependence of‘opt on lnN for�� 3.

forthe strong disorderlim it,wehave(see Fig.2),

F (x)�

�

x1=3 x ! 1

x x ! 0
: (6)

Forlargeenough zand p ! 1,werecoverER network for
which ‘opt does not depend on z. Thus we can assum e
n0(1;z)= 1.Usingsim ilarscalingargum entsasin caseof
weak disorder,weassum ethatasp ! 0,‘opt � z� 2=3N ,
and hence n1(z)� z2=3.
ForSF networks,the behaviorofthe optim alpath in

the weak disorder lim it is shown in Fig.3 for di�erent
degree distribution exponents�. Here we plot‘opt asa
function oflnN .Allthe curveshave linearasym ptotes,
butthe slopesdepend on �,

‘opt � f(�)lnN : (7)

This result is analogousto the behaviorofthe shortest
path ‘m in � lnN for3 < �< 4.However,for2< �< 3,
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‘m in scalesaslnlnN [20]while‘opt issigni�cantly larger
and scalesaslnN (Fig.3b).Thusweakdisorderdoesnot
changetheuniversality classofthelength oftheoptim al
path exceptin thecaseof\ultra-sm all"worlds2 < �< 3.
In contrast,strong disorderdram atically changesthe

universality classofthe optim alpath. Theoreticalcon-
siderations [Eqs.(2) and (3)]predict that in the case
of W S and ER (Fig. 2) and SF graphs with � > 4,
‘opt = N 1=3, while for SF graphs with 3 < � < 4,
‘opt � N (�� 3)=(�� 1). Figure 4a shows the linear be-
havior of‘opt versus N 1=3 for � � 4. The quality of
the linear �t becom es poor for � ! 4. At this value,
the logarithm ic divergence ofthe second m om entofthe
degree distribution occurs and one expects logarithm ic
corrections,i.e.,‘opt � N 1=3=lnN (see Fig.4b). Fig-
ure 4c showsthe asym ptotic linearbehaviorof‘opt ver-
susN (�� 3)=(�� 1) for3 < �� 4.Theoretically,as�! 3,
�opt = (�� 3)=(�� 1)! 0,and thusonecan expectfor
� = 3 a logarithm ic dependence of‘opt versus N . In-
terestingly,for 2 < � < 3 our num ericalresults for the
strong disorderlim itsuggestthat‘opt scalesfasterthan
lnN .Thenum ericalresultscan be�tto‘opt � (lnN )�� 1

(see Fig.4d). Note that the correctasym ptotic behav-
ior m ay be di�erent and this result represents only a
crossoverregim e.W e obtain the sam e resultsforthe SF
networksin which theweightsareassociated with nodes
rather then links. The exact nature ofthe percolation

cluster at � < 3 is not clear,since in this regim e the
tarnsition doesnotoccurata �nite concentration [14].

In sum m ary,westudytheoptim aldistancein ER,W S,
and SF networks in the presence of strong and weak
disorder. W e �nd that in ER and W S networks and
for strong disorder,the optim aldistance ‘opt scales as
N 1=3. W e also study the strong disorder lim it in SF
networkstheoretically and by sim ulationsand �nd that
‘opt scales as N 1=3 for � > 4 and as N (�� 3)=(�� 1) for
3 < � < 4. Thus,the optim aldistance increases dra-
m atically in strong disorderwhen itiscom pared to the
known sm allworld result ‘m in � lnN and the \sm all
world" nature forthese networksisdestroyed.O ursim -
ulations also suggestthat for 2 < � < 3,‘opt scales as
ln�� 1 N ,which isalso m uch fasterthan the \ultra-sm all
world" result‘m in � ln(lnN )[20]. W e also �nd num er-
ically that in weak disorder ‘opt � lnN in alltypes of
networksstudied.
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