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Abstract

In this study we introduce and analyze the statistical &trat properties of a
model of growing networks which may be relevant to sociamoeks. At each step
a new node is added which selegtpossible partners from the existing network
and joins them with probability by undirected edges. The ‘activity’ of the node
ends here; it will get new partners only if it is selected byewoomer. The model
produces an infinite-order phase transition when a giantpooent appears at a
specific value of , which depends oR. The average component size is discontin-
uous at the transition. In contrast, the network behavesfgigntly different for
k = 1. There is no giant component formed for angnd thus in this sense there

1

is no phase transition. However, the average componentisizeges for .

1 Introduction

There are many kinds of networks including probably the nidfgiential network of
all, the World Wide Webllil]. This network is a popular one t@abaze because of its
size and easy accessibility for statistical analysis. Haneghere are many other net-
works that share some of the properties of the Web and sorhddmot. Among these
networks we find social networksl[2, 3, 4], collaborationsn&, [6,[7,[8], industrial
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and business related networks[[5[ 5, 9], transportatios [i€] and many biological
related nets such as food, ecological, and protein interaoetworks|[11} 12, 13, 14]
and neural network&15].

The mathematical description of networks started with thnelbmental works of Erdds
and Reényil[1B117], which in the absence of reliable dataaogd networks were rarely
compared to real networks. Recently, the computationatrbbas provided us an
increasing number of types of networks and more data on theseorks. One of
the most exciting discoveries is the scale-free structafertain evolving networks
[18,[19,20]. These nets have power law degree distributiiere only a few vertices
have many connections to the others and the rest of the gsaprely connected.
To explain the origin of this scale free structure of netveoBarabaset al. [21],[22]
suggested the mechanism of preferential attachment antiasized the key role of
growth. In their model the probability of a new node connagto an existing node is
proportional to the degree of the target node. Variationhamodel include networks
where there is aging of nodes, nonlinear attachment prbtiedi and re-wiring are
allowed. [23[ 24 25, 26]

Probably the most obvious feature of real networks that ssimg from most of the
models studied by mathematicians and physicists are deaistics of individual nodes
in real networks which influence the connection probabilitiius, if the nodes repre-
sent individual persons, it is obvious that in many circuanses two people are more
likely to become connected in some form of relationship heeaf the nature of their
individual characteristics. Our model is motivated by teedto incorporate this idea.
A similar idea was used in a preferential attachment moddiapconi and Barabasi
[24] who assigned to each new node a fitness parameter. Imtlogiel a larger fitness
parameter may overcompensate the smaller probabilityadianent.

In our study we propose a simple model of growing networksseteiatistical proper-

ties are identical to a more complicated model containirdpsavith distinct character-
istics. We will calculate the edge distribution of the groginetwork, the distribution

of cluster sizes and the emergence of a giant cluster. Walsdlshow how the number
of attempted connections made when a new node is added dedsrihe position and

type of the phase transition as well as the cluster sizeligion.

2 The Model

We first consider a social network model where each node Hagdoal characteristics

or traits. Each node that is added to the network is assigpednaanent set of random
traits which could be coded as an ordered binary string aiovex lengthL.. When a
node is added it chooses randorily® N possible partners from the already existing
nodes, or if there are less then+ 1 (because the simulation has not yet reached time
stepk+ 2) it chooses all the existing nodes as possible partneraitdistance between
the new node and one of its possible partners is calculateetban their trait vectors



| | | |
(t., t;) using a distance measum®, t;; t, , such as the Hamming distance.

Then a connection is formed between the two nodes with a pitityaletermined from

a given probability distribution over the distance funatipD ). Different functions,

p @ ), correspond to different soicopsychological situatiortsus, if we wish to model
the case where people are more likely to link together if thaye similar traits, then

p © ) would be a monotonically decreasing functionoof For this case, the simplest

p © ) would be to form a link ifo is below some threshold. This procedure is repeated
for each possible partner of the new node. Thus, each newcsdbave initially up

to k links with the other existing nodes. Existing nodes can hmawee thark links as
more nodes are added to the network and link up with the aegistodes. There are no
multiple links between pairs of nodes.

Because each node is given a random trait vector, and thesriodimk to are also
chosen randomly, many properties of the network simply ddpa the probability,
that two chosen nodes will link together:

X o 1o
= pD(t1; t2) rD (t1; t2) 1)

wherer O ) is the probability of the distanae between two nodes, and the sum is over
all possible distance values. Thus, the model is reducduktotiowing procedure. At
each time step we add a node to the network, and attempt tavithk existing nodes
which are chosen at random. An actual connection is madeanittobability . The
asymptotic behavior of the network in the limit of large timeloes not depend on the
initial condition of starting with a single isolated vertex

Although frequently structural properties of a network ofies with trait vectors de-
pends only on , there are other properties which will depend on the detdibem
of p© ) and the nature of the trait vectors. Examples of such prigseiriclude the
distribution of traits in different parts of the network atine correlation of traits with
distance in the network. For example, one can imagine a venyls network of nodes
representing men and women. In one network the probabfifigraning a link is inde-
pendent of sex, and in the other persons prefer to link up mégmbers of the opposite
sex. As long as the mean probability of two chosen nodesrimtagether is the same
in the two scenarios the structural properties of the twavagks will be the same, but
the distribution of men and women within the network will hétg differentin the two
cases. In this paper we confine ourselves to the structusakpties of networks and
are considering these other non-structural propertiesiirtorrent research.



3 Age dependence of the expected number of edges, and
the edge distribution

The expected number of edges at a node is approximately

later co}nrection

initial cQnnections
Z(ﬂ { Xt k
Ky = k + s 1 k@l+Hy 1 Hy 1)7; (2)

s=N +1

whereN > kisthe time-step when it was created, (the smallés, the older the node
is) tis the total simulation time, is the probability that two nodes form a connection,
k is the maximum number of initial connections cg a newly ceglatode, andi ,, is
then™ harmonic number given by the formuta, = = 7, iforn> 0,andH, = 0.
This equation shows that the number of edges of a node hetefilgnds on the age of
the node.

Equation [R) slightly overestimates the number of conoastifor the oldest nodes in
the network in two respects. First, the above formula assuheg a node always has
k possible initial connections. However, multiple conneat between a pair of nodes
are not allowed, and there are less tiaavailable partners for the initial connections
of a node created before or in th® time step (overestimation of initial connections).
Second, the term for the late connections assumes that asdg=m 1) chance
of being selected as the partner of th#® node (which choosespossible partners out
of m 1 already existing nodes). However, for a node created in fitapN < k,
this term yields a probability of being chosen greater thaetween time steps + 1
andk (wherem 1 < k) that is unacceptable again because multiple connections
between a pair of nodes are not allowed (overestimationtefdannections). Below is
the formula correcting these errors, but will use the simplecorrected formula in the
remaining part of our paper because the errors are negigibl

. P . x
Ky ©= mon k;N D+ g4 mIn ;1 =

= 8}(1+Ht1 Hy 1) 1

@Tax(k{N+1;O})+]Tmax(Hk1 Hy %;O) max kK N;0 =

| initial connections late connections

{ }

correction for oldest nodes

< k ¢+ hk 1) L 1 ifN k+1

k + 1) —1— ifN >k+ 1;
Q)
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usingd, hn+ +:, where = e *hxdx 05772is the Euler-
1

Mascheroni constant[28], and = 1+ In ¢ 1)+ 5.

Note that the firsk + 1 nodes are expected to have the same number of connections
(becaus& y does not depend an in their case), and the edge number starts breaking
down exponentially for nodes created after time stepl (Fig.[I andd®). This means

that this growth mechanism is identical to that where th¢ kirs 1 nodes are created

in the same time step.

We now wish to determine the edge distributienx ), equal to the probability that
a node picked at random has on averagedges. We return to EQ1(2) ignoring the
correction term in Eq[d3), and write the formula ok (t) in the simpler form (FigldL
and2n):

1

"k n 1) ——— 4
Ky () & (N >2(N 5 (4)

where . is the same used in EQ1(3). Using EQ. (4), neglecting the % in
Eg. [4) forn large enough, and knowing that the age distribution of néaglasiform,
we analytically approximate the edge distribution of théwaek with the following

exponential

_ — i X—k+ t .
P K @©=X)= s : (5)
We used the standard transformation rule for random vasgbIN ) = P K y ) dgNN
with P N ) = 1=t For sufficiently larges, due to the definition of ., this can be ef-

fectively approximated by a distribution which is indepentof t (Fig. [ anddB):
P )= —e i ©)

We can also determine a slightly different degree or edgeiluligion which is the
percentage of nodes with edges. Denote by, () the expected number of nodes
with degreen at timet. The number of isolated nodes, (), will increase by ¥,
which is the probability of the addition node not connectingny existing node, and
decrease on average kyd, (t)=t:

jooxRO, )

do et I)=do®+ .

The formula for the expected number of nodes of degree 0 is a bit complicated.
For@ m k) there are two ways to increage either selecting degree 1
nodes for connection with the new node or the new node hawagtgm edges. For
(m > k), the new node cannot contributedp . The decrease will be proportional to
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Figure 1: (A) Expected number of edges of a nogey() as a function of the age of
the node 1 ) at different ages of the network)( Symbolsare numerically calculated
values from Eq[{3), showing that the fitst- 1 nodes have the same number of con-
nections at any, whereas there is an exponential break down in the expectater
of edges for nodes created later than th&sgesrepresent approximations by Efl (4):
the number of edges of the firsthodes are overestimated because the correction term
in Eqg. [3) was ignored (see text). Note that the x-axis istibiganic. (B) Edge distribu-
tion of the network Symbolsepresent numerically calculated distributions, wheee th
numbers of edges of individual nodes were obtained from@dliese numbers were
binned into integer values and the relative frequenciegsofioences in each bin were
plotted. Thdine represents the approximate distribution given by Hq. (@wsng that
it is valid for the edge distribution at large valuesggfor t ~ 100). The mismatch be-
tween approximated and actual distributions at the higt@stection numbers is due

the same reason as (A). Note that y-axis is logarithmic. Parameters were 035,
k= 5.



Figure 2:(A) Numerical simulation of the average expected number of®dfj@ node
(x y ) as a function of the age of the node ). Symbolsare results of numerical simu-
lations,line is the graph of Eq[{4). Also see notes of [EIg. {B) Numerical simulation
of the edge distribution of the networkymbol$. Lineis the graph of Eq[6). Average
relative frequency of individual number of edges and std.revealculated. Deviation
of simulation from analytical results at high number of eslgea result of the finite
size of simulated networks due to dispersion of expectedbaurof edges arround
its expected value as shown in parbf this figure. As age of the network increases
this deviation disappears and simulation results appraaalytical approximation for
longer interval. At low number of edges deviation is a resfiiom neglecting the
correction term in Eq{4) Averages and standard deviatizare calculated from 100
simulations. Parameters were= 0:5, k = 5asin FiglL



the probability of choosing a degreenode for attachment.

1 m  k: g(t+1)=dm(t)+kw+
Ko R dy ©
o @ f k= (8)
m>k: dy £+ 1)= dm(t)+kd‘“t1(t) kd’“t(t): (9)

These equations are correcttas 1 , and numerical simulations show th#t ()
P. t Substituting this form into the equations fay ) we obtain

m k : = " . ; (10)

(11)

This degree distributiop,, decays exponentially consistent with our previous result
forp ).

4 Critical behavior

4.1 Cluster size distribution

In some network models, such as the preferential attachmedels, all the nodes
belong to a single cluster. For such models the focus is ordégeee distribution
and the distance between nodes in the network. However, etwonk can contain
a number of disconnected clusters of nodes. Then the kepigungdecome what
is the cluster size distribution and is there a phase tianditetween a collection of
finite size clusters and the appearance of a giant clusteh tanger than the rest. The
transition is similar to that in percolation, with our pareter playing the role of the
site occupation probability in a percolation model. The kifference between our
model and percolation models is that our nodes do not sit attiad structure, and
there is thus no geometric constraints. The definition obatgtluster in our model is
somewhat different than a spanning cluster in percolatiodets. Nevertheless, some
of the behavior is similar.

Our model is similar to one by Callowast al. [2S] where an infinite order phase
transition was found. In that model after a node was addeldgmetwork, two nodes
were picked at random and connected with probabilitpur model is more general



in that we consider the effect of making more than one linkngtgiven time. Also, in
our model the new links are between the added node and egisitides, whereas in
the model by Callowagt althe new links are between any two nodes in the network.

To determine the cluster distribution we use a procedurdasiro the one we used
to calculate the degree distribution. The cluster numbertt) denotes the expected
number of clusters of size¢. On average, at each time step, ¥ isolated nodes
arrive at the network and N ; (t)=tnodes will be chosen for attachment reduaing
Thus,N ; is described by

N,kt+ )=N,®+ @ | kNlt(t): (12)
For § > 1 new clusters of sizg come from connecting the new node to a cluster of
sizej 1orif k > 1using the new node to make connections between smalleedust
whose sizes add up tp Reducing 5 will be jk N 5 (t)=tnodes from clusters of size
jconnecting to the new node. Thus, we have

N1 € 2N, (&
Not+ D=N.@+ < o pr2®@ N0 (13)
1 t t
0 :
minjg;j 1) K
N+ 1)= N0+ @ _oota
=1
1
X 1 T ilan, .. @
1N, (©) 22N 4, ©) J =1 %t G 1 qz) 8
t t t A
zZ1+ it ze=3 1
zi 1;1 r
N5 ®
k ———: 14
" (14)

The first sum in Eq.[{04) determines the number of sums in tixé teem. Each of
these sums represent a cluster that is melted intg gieed cluster. These equations
are valid fort ! 1 , where the probability of closed loops tends to zero. Thatgia
cluster, if there exists one, is an exception in which cotine®f nodes in loops is not
negligible. Thus, Eq[{d4) holds only for the finite sizedstkrs in the network. This
property lets us determine a generating function which weuwse to find the size of
the giant cluster. Our simulations show that solutions of.Hf2), [IB) and{14) are of
the steady state form ; (t) = ajt. Using this form in Eqs[{12)[{13) and{14), we find

a f
=S e (13)
k
1 a Fla
= 16
az a+ 2k ) (16)
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Figure 3: Cluster size distribution for differents andk = 1 (left), k = 2 (right).
Solid, dashed and dotted lines are obtained from a leastesdia for the interval
11> m@N3) > 4(A)and20 > I (N3) > 2 (B)indicating the power-law behavior
of the distributions. Simulation data were obtained by agerg over 500 runs afo’
time-steps and are shown on a log-log plot. Note that in figBjesimulations for

= 005and = 0:3 distributions do not follow a power-law. In SectiGnK4.2 it is
shown that there is a phase transition near 0:146.
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Generally we cannot obtain a simpler equation for the chusire distributiona;, ex-
cept fork = 1. Substitutingk = 1 into the Eqs.[(115),[[16) an@{lL7) we obtain after
some algebra the general result

Ve 1

as= @ H)’tg !

m=

; (18)

1+ m
1

which can be written in the form:

1 ) (=) ) .
2 G+ 1+ =)’

(19)

where (x) denotes the gamma-function. EQ.]J(19) shows that the clsierdistri-
bution fork = 1 always follows a power-law distribution. This result is éiomed by
simulations shown in the left graph of FIg. 3. Distributiasfcluster sizes fok = 2
(right graph of Fig[B), in contrast ta = 1 show power-law behavior only near the
phase transition.
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4.2 Position of the phase transition

Fig.[4 shows the simulation results fer the ratio of the average size of the largest
cluster to the total number of nodes versus the connectiobatility . The figure
suggests that there is a smooth transition in the appeacduscat a specific value of
between = 0and = 02;which depends on the paramekeiTo predict the position
of a possible phase transitiop [29], we will use a generating function for the cluster
size distribution[[30]. To derive the generating functioa use the iterative Eq$_{15),
(@d), and[Il). The generating function will be of the form:

X .
g&) = byx’; (20)

where
by = jas; (21)
is the probability that a randomly chosen node is from a elust sizej. Multiplying

both size of Eqs[{15){16) ard{17) by?, and summing ovefwe derive a differential
equation forg (x)

Xk , , , ,
g= k g0+ x@ N+ ]i Y f T&Pot tik xgh): (22)
i=1
Rearranging fogOwe obtain
P k . .
@ F o=+ L, | o i
g0= 7 (23)
Py k {4 1s
k x 1 i (1 ’( lgl ll

which can be further simplified to

g=x+ 0+ @ 1Y .
k xk QA+ @ 1)Ht°

g0= (24)

The generating function for the finite size clusters is dyame atx = 1 when there
is no giant cluster in the network ardl) < 1 otherwise. Hence

s=1 gQ): (25)

Without an analytic solution for Eqd_{RP4), we calculatemumerically by integrating
Egs. [Z#) with the initial conditionx;g x)) = (xq; %0 @ f=@ + k )) where
%o is small. This is equivalent to starting with a cluster ofyonhe node. In Figll4
there are results from direct simulations of the model (syisjband solid lines from
the integration of the generating function. The agreengegbod which verifies the
approximations.

11
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Figure 4: Giant cluster size as a function of andk. Symbols are from simulations
of the growing network for0° time steps averaged over 30 runs. Lines are from the
analytical calculations.

To discuss the phase transition location we first considercdsesk > 1. Consider
the expected value that a randomly chosen node belongs tibessfire cluster. We can
determine this quantity in terms of the generating functian)
o
i = 220, (26)
g@)
For those values of where no giant cluster exists,< ., g(1) = 1;and both the
numerator and denominator of EG.J24) goes to zere as 1. Using L'Hopital’s rule
we derive a quadratic equation f@d(1). The solution of this equation is

p
1 2k Ck 1 4k k 1)2
2kk 1)2

for g(1) = 1. Because as ! 0 all clusters will have size 1, one can show that the
correct solution of Eq[{27) is the one with the negative sigraddition from Eq.[[27)
we can find the location of the phase transition. It is the@alfs where the solution
of Eq[ZT becomes complex:

go() = ; (27)

1 P 1 1=k
= ————— : (28)

In the region where there is a giant cluster ., Eq. [24) becomesas! 1;

g+ A+ @ 1Y
k k @+ @ 1)t

g0= (29)
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which is still not solvable analytically. Making the appioration @ af 1 ka
whena 1, we can simplify Eq.[{29) close ta.:
k 1

SR A IS (30)
whereg)< 1, > cand@g@) 1) 1. In Fig[d we show the simulation results
and the above derived theoretical functionsdo@ ). We can see thatfor< ., where
we have an explicit expression fgo(@) in terms of the parameteksand the fit is
very good. For >  the fit is good close to the phase transition point, where the
approximation@g 1) 1 holds. Although below, the description 0§0@) is very
good, it seems that the location of the phase transition laad/dlue of the function
go(1) above . is somewhat different than the data. Also if we carefullyahEig.[3
at the jumps, we find that the larger the jump the less accthattheory seems to be.
This can be explained as follows. At the critical point therage size of finite clusters
jumps, hence much larger clusters appear in the network.efsamw only simulate for a
finite time large (but not the giant) clusters are underregméed. The weights of them
computed from the simulation data are less then they woulih lae infinitely long
simulation. Away from the transition regime fewer finiteesialusters remain beside
the giant cluster in the network, and thus the distributian be specified better.

Although the formalism using the generating function candbee fork = 1, the
meaning of a giant cluster is problematic. In Secfiod 4.1 ivewed that the size-
distribution of clusters fok = 1 always follows a power-law which means there is no
obvious border between the ‘giant’ cluster and smallertehss There is not a sharp
break between the largest and the next largest cluster. Rysqal reason for this is
that clusters grow only by the addition of newly added nodEsis is different than
the case fok > 1 and in percolation models where clusters can also grow byka li
combining two clusters. In this sense no giant cluster apgiaahe network except for
= 1. Eq. [23) becomes
1 ) g=x+ g

g0x) = i ; (31)

which becomeg in the limitx ! 1with g(1) = 1. Applying L'Hopital’s rule yields

g0@) = : (32)

At = % g0@) ! 1 ,which means the average size of finite clusters approacfies i
ity. From the definition ofy x) in Eq. [2Z0) and the power-law cluster size distribution
for a5, it follows thatg(@) = 1forany € 1. To seethag0o@)! 1 asx ! 1for

> % we consider the sum f@rm of the generating function in EG).(Zor largej,
a; ju—ll) Eq. (19), andy0= ;1 F#ajx3 ', which can not be summed for  1:
When < Z;the probability of a new node not joining a cluster is higliert joining,
and thus the weight of small clusters is higher than that fdlaclusters, and hence
the average size remains finite. As % the probability of forming clusters increases
and so do the weight of large clusters.
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Figure 5: Discontinuity ing0(1) for different values ok. Solid lines are theoretical,
and symbols are results from the simulations of growing néte/for 10° time steps,
averaged over 30 runs.

4.3 Infinite-order transition

To show the nature of our phase transitidng [29], we numirigetegrated Eq.[(24)
for different values ok near the corresponding critical. In Fig.[d the linear parts of
the log(-log(S)) plots suggest that

sS() et < as ! (33)
and because all derivatives ®fvanish at ., the transition is of infinite order.

Table[1 contains the parameters of the fitted straight lim&sg.[8. As the calculations
were done close to the numerical limit and referring to timeilarr results in[[ZB] we
conjecture that equals % for all k. This result suggests that the mechanism of
the transition is common and the number of possible parfoesach node to link to
determines the speed of emergence of the giant clgst€hese results are in accord
with Eq. (30), the average cluster size decrease is appeatzlynindependent af; but

the size of the jump and the rate of decrease is drivela by

14
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Figure 6: Numerical calculation of the giant cluster sizesel to but above the phase
c)

transition. Least-squares fitted solid straight lines sstig ( )

flat ends of the curves on the top appear due to the limit of tearacy of numerical

e

integration.
K 2 3 5 10 15 20 25 30 40 50
025 | 05 | 075 | -1.14 | -1.35 | -1.52 | -1.64 | -1.77 | 19 |-2.02
0.577 | -0.569 | -0.557 | -0.554 | -0.551 | -0.552 | -0.551 | -0.554 | -0.551 | -0.55

Table 1: The parameter valuesgnd ) of the fitted lines in Fig.[J6. Taking into
account that we were at the border of the maximal numericalracy and that the fit
is short we presume =

1

2
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5 Discussion

The present model was intended to gain insight into the ¢éenlwf various social net-
works by considering mechanisms that account for hetegtyeim the population of
participating entities. To analyse the statistical prtipsiof the generated network we
simplified the model. We found that the structure of the nekvdsamatically changes
when the number of possible links to a newly added node iseseffomk = 1 to

= 2. With k = 1 the network does not form a giant cluster but the averageeslus
size goes to infinity (at = 1) in contrasttok 2, where the giant cluster appears
in an infinite-order phase transition and the average algste jumps discontinuously
but remains finite. The size of the jump corresponds to howlglthe giant clus-
ter overcomes the other competitive large clusters. Howdévere is no transition for
k = 1, where none of the clusters can absorb other clusters. Btrébdtion of the size
of finite clusters always follows an exponential distrilbouti both below and above the
critical point fork > 1, while the model studied in [3L, 29] is in a critial state belo
and at the critical point and exhibits an exponential disttion of cluster size above the
transition as in a Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless phtaasition. Thus, even though
there are disconnected clusters as in our model, theregardicant differences in the
behavior of the cluster size distribution.

Our model is similar to a previous model of Callawetyal. [29], but there are essential
differences in several points due to nature of the growtbrélym: in the model of
Callawayet al. network growth and connection formation are independerilevih
our model only newly added nodes form connections. Also,unrmodel multiple
connections might be formed in one time step depending cempatersk and . This
difference is well reflected in the generating function dedifor the two models.

The structural properties of our model are more relevantaoyisocial networks than
other growth models such as preferential attachment bedhesdegree distribution
is exponential which is closer to real social systems anaiul&ethere are clusters of
nodes which represents the reality of social systems wremrgle usually form various
communities which are relatively isolated from each otl#erlong as the distribution
of nodal traits are random, then the structural propertieghvwe have discussed in
this paper do not depend on the nature of the traits and thusatwork model should
be relevant to any social network. The next step is to anahlydistribution of traits
on a social network. This will vary depending on how the dttaent rule depends on
the values of these traits even though the structural ptiegesf the network remains
the same. We will discuss the distribution of traits on a rekwn a future publication.

6 Conclusions

We introduced a model of growing social networks and analyizestatistical prop-
erties. Our analytical calculations showed that these mgwetworks exhibit expo-
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nential degree distributions. We gave an explicit desicnipdf the expected number of
edges which showed an exponential dependence on the agedéawWwe also showed
that emergence of a giant cluster and the cluster-sizdldititin strongly depend on
the number of possible initial partners. Numerical siniols suggested that the gen-
erated networks have scale free cluster distributions antige phase transition point.
In all other regions of the phase space the cluster distobwtas exponential. In the
absence of an exact solution for Hg.l(24), we showed nunieésalts suggesting that
the order of the phase transition is infinite, which is simitathe results found by [29].
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