
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
30

55
80

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
ta

t-
m

ec
h]

  2
4 

M
ay

 2
00

3

Structure ofa large socialnetw ork

G �abor Cs�anyi�y

TCM G roup, Cavendish Laboratory, University of Cam bridge

M adingley Road, Cam bridge CB3 0HE, United K ingdom

Bal�azs Szendr}oiz

Departm ent of M athem atics, Utrecht University

PO . Box 80010, NL-3508 TA Utrecht, The Netherlands

(D ated:M arch 22,2024)

W estudy a socialnetwork consisting ofover104 individuals,with a degreedistribution exhibiting

two power scaling regim es separated by a criticaldegree kcrit,and a power law relation between

degree and localclustering. W e introduce a growing random m odelbased on a localinteraction

m echanism that reproduces allofthe observed scaling features and their exponents. O ur results

lend strong supportto theidea thatseveralvery di�erentnetworksaresim ultenously presentin the

hum an socialnetwork,and these need to be taken into accountforsuccessfulm odeling.

PACS num bers:89.75.D a,89.75.H c,89.75.Fb,89.65.Ef

The ubiquity ofnetworks has long been appreciated:

com plex system sin the socialand physicalsciencescan

often be m odelled on a graph of nodes connected by

edges.Recently ithasalso been realized thatm any net-

worksarising in nature and society,such asneuralnet-

works[1],food webs[2],cellularnetworks[3],networksof

sexualrelationships [4],collaborations between �lm ac-

tors[1,5]and scientists[6,7],powergrids[1,8],Internet

routers [9]and links between pages ofthe W orld W ide

W eb [10,11,12]allshare certain universalcharacteris-

tics very poorly m odelled by random graphs [13]: they

arehighly clustered \sm allworlds" [1,14,15]with sm all

averagepath length between nodes,and they havem any

highly connected nodeswith a degree distribution often

following a power law [5,10]. The network ofhum ans

with linksgiven by acquaintance tiesisone ofthe m ost

intriguing ofsuch networks[14,15,16,17],butitsstudy

has been hindered by the absence oflarge reliable data

sets.

| The new data set The W IW projectwasstarted by

a sm allgroup ofyoung professionalsin Budapest,Hun-

gary in April2002 on the web site www.wiw.hu with

the aim to record socialacquaintance. The network is

invitation{only and new m em bersjoin by an initiallink

connecting to the person who invited them . New links

are recorded between m em bersafterm utualagreem ent.

This schem e results in m em bers preferring to use their

realnam esand e�ectively preventsproliferation ofm ul-

tiple pseudonym s. Because ofthe relatively short age

ofthe network,links form ed between people newly ac-

quainted through theweb sitehavea m inim alstructural

e�ect;thus the m ajority ofthe links represent genuine

socialacquaintanceand theW IW developsasa growing
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subgraph oftheunderlying socialacquaintancenetwork.

Indeed,the growth process ofthe W IW network is es-

sentially equivalentto the \snowballsam pling" m ethod

wellknown tosociologists[17],and tothecrawlingm eth-

odsused to investigate the W orld W ide W eb and other

com puter networks. W e study the W IW network using

two anonym ous snapshots taken in O ctober 2002 (with

12388 nodes and 74495 links) and January 2003 (with

17496 nodesand 127190 links).

Thedegreedistribution oftheW IW networkisplotted

on Figure1.Thegraph showstwo powerlaw regim es

P (k)�

�

k�1:0 ifk < kcrit

k�2:0 ifk > kcrit

Thetworegim esareseparated by acriticaldegreekcrit �

25. The exponent 2 � � 2 of the large-k power law

falls in a range that has often been observed before in

a variety of contexts [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12].

The value 1 � � 1 ofthe sm all-k power law exponent

ism uch lesscom m on,observed before only in som e sci-

enti�ccollaboration networks[6]and food webs[2].The

possibility ofa doublepowerlaw wasdiscussed in [7,18],

buttheW IW network isthe�rstdata setwhich conclu-

sivelydem onstratestheexistenceofdoublepowerlaw be-

haviour.Thetwosnapshotsgiveessentially identicaldis-

tributions.Sincethenetwork grew by about50% during

this period,the described distribution can be regarded

asessentially stationary in tim e.

The two scaling regim es in the degree distribution of

theW IW graph areindicativeoftwodistinctgrowth pro-

cesses: the invitation ofnew m em bers,and the record-

ingofacquaintancebetween already registered m em bers.

The degree distribution ofthe invitation tree graph is

shown on Figure 2,where a power law is observed for

large degreeswith an exponent � � 3. Since this dis-

tribution is qualitatively di�erentfrom the totaldegree

distribution,it is reasonable to conclude that there are

atleasttwo di�erenttypesofsociallinking atplay here:

the network offriends de�ned by ties strong enough to
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FIG .1: The degree distribution ofthe W IW network (dia-

m onds),with a sm all-k powerlaw P (k)� k
�1:0 and a large-

k power law P (k) � k
�2:0 separated by a critical degree

kcrit � 25. The solid line gives the degree distribution of

the m odelofthe textwith edge/node ratio m = 15,q = 0:5

and size V = 2� 10
5
,averaged over50 graphs.
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FIG .2: The degree distribution ofthe invitation tree ofthe

W IW graph (diam onds)exhibitsa large-k powerlaw P (k)�
k
�3
. Also plotted is the invitation tree ofthe m odelgraph

with V = 2� 10
5
nodes,m = 15 and di�erentparam etersq.

warrant an invitation is di�erent from the network of

acquaintances that drives the m utualrecognition,once

both partiesareregistered.

Thedensity ofedgesin theneighbourhood ofa nodeis

m easured by the localclustering coe�cient. Fora node

v ofdegree k,the localclustering coe�cientC (v)isthe

num berofacquaintancetrianglesofwhich v isa vertex,

divided byk(k� 1)=2,thenum berofallpossibletriangles.

Figure 3 plots C (k),the average ofC (v) over nodes of

degree k,againstthe degree,showing the existence ofa

powerlaw

C (k)� k
�0:33

:

A relationship C (k) � k�� was observed before in [19,

20],butwith signi�cantly largerexponents.Such power
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FIG .3: The correlation between the localclustering coe�-

cient C (k) and the node degree k for the W IW graph (di-

am onds), showing a power law C (k) � k
�0:33 . The solid

line plots the sam e for the m odel graph with param eters

V = 2 � 10
5
, m = 15 and critical q = 0:5, averaged over

50 graphs.

lawshintatthepresenceofhierarchicalarchitecture[20]:

when sm all groups organize into increasingly larger

groupsin a hierarchicalm anner,the localclustering de-

creaseson di�erentscalesaccording to such a powerlaw.

Theaverageclusteringcoe�cienthC i� 0:2isobtained

astheaverageofC (v)overallnodes.Theaveragediam -

eterbetween two m em bersoftheW IW network isabout

4:5.These two m easuresindicate the \sm all{world" na-

tureofthe W IW network in the senseof[1].

| Tim e developm ent AsFigure 4 shows,the num berof

nodesofthe W IW network grew approxim ately linearly

with tim e.Thisappearstoberelated tothefactthatthe

W IW network developsasa subgraph ofthe underlying

socialnetwork,and thustheavailability ofnew m em bers

is constrained by high clustering ofthe existing social

links: a substantialproportion ofthe aquaintancesofa

newly invited m em berwillhavebeen invited already.

O n theotherhand,thenum berofedgesalso grew lin-

early with tim e,and thustheedge/noderatio only grew

m oderately duringtheexistenceofthenetwork.Thisob-

servation isin contradiction with any purely localtim e-

independentedge creation m echanism .Ifevery m em ber

ofthe network actively participatesin edge creation in-

depently ofits age in the network,the edge/node ratio

would alsoincreaselinearlywith tim e.Thislineargrowth

ofthe edge/noderatio wasnotobserved in the network,

and hence we conclude that the edge creatioon activity

ofm em bersnecessarily decreased with tim e.

The fact that the edge/node ratio changes little over

tim eisconsistentwith theobserved stationary natureof

the degree distribution. To see this, consider a grow-

ing network with V (t) nodes at tim e t and a tim e-

independentdegreedistribution P (k)with
P

k
P (k)= 1
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FIG .4: The tim e developm ent ofthe num ber ofnodes and

edges ofthe W IW network. Note that the num berofnodes

ism ultiplied by 3 forbettervisibility.

and �nite �rstm om ent
P

k
kP (k).Attim e t,thereare

n(k;t)= V (t)P (k)

nodesofdegreek,and hence the num berofedgesis

E (t)=
1

2

X

k

kn(k;t)=
V (t)

2

X

k

kP (k):

Consequently the edge/node ratio E (t)=V (t) is essen-

tially constant,and itonly changesbecausethem axim al

degreeincreases.Thisargum entappliestotheW IW net-

work with stationary distribution

P (k)=

�
c1
k1

ifk < kcrit
c2
k2

ifk > kcrit

with 1 � � 1, 2 � � 2. This distribution is on the

boundary ofdistributions with �nite �rst m om ent: the

�rstm om entexistsfor2 < � 2 butnototherwise.

| Network m odelling A random graph processbased on

linear preferential attachm ent for the creation of new

edges was proposed in [5]to account for the observed

power laws in naturalnetworks. Such a process leads

indeed to a graph with a power law degree distribu-

tion [5,21].However,thism odelisby de�nition m acro-

scopic,requiringinform ation abouttheentirenetwork in

every step. This assum ption is realistic for the W orld

W ide W eb or som e collaboration networks, where all

nodesare\visible"from allothers.Forhum an socialnet-

workshowever,itisreasonableto assum esom edegreeof

locality in the interactions. Also,the originalscale-free

m odelsare notapplicable to networkswith high,degree

dependent clustering coe�cients. These problem s m o-

tivated the introduction ofnew m odels which use local

triangle creation m echanism s[15,22,23,24,25],which

increase clustering in the network. These m odels have

degree-dependent localclustering,and can also lead to

powerlaw degreedistributions,though noexistingm odel

ofthiskind showsa doublepowerlaw.

W e now present a new m odelto account for the ob-

served properties ofthe W IW network. As m entioned

above,the W IW can be viewed as a growing subgraph

ofthe underlying socialacquiantance graph. This sug-

gestsa m odelobtained by a two-step process,�rstm od-

elling the underlying graph, and then im plem enting a

growth process. The lack ofavailable data on the un-

derlying graph however prevents us from following this

program m e directly. W e build instead a growing graph

in one single process,choosing the localtriangle m ech-

anism as our basic edge creation m ethod. This m odels

thesocialintroduction oftwo m em bersoftheW IW net-

work by a com m on friend som e tim e in the past,such

edgesbeing gradually recorded in the W IW network it-

self.Theinvitation ofnew m em bersism odelled by sub-

linear preferentialattachm ent [5],m otivated by experi-

m entalresultson scienti�ccollaboration networks[7,26],

where the data perm its the analysis ofinitialedge for-

m ation.W ealso im posetheconstantedge/noderatio to

be consistentwith the observed stationary distribution.

Note thatthisconstanthasto be tuned from the shape

ofobserved distributions,and cannot be inferred from

the W IW data directly. The reason for this is that the

W IW hasa disproportionate num berofnodesofdegree

one (Figure 1),representing people who once responded

to the invitation butneverreturned,which distortsthe

edge/node ratio without invalidating our other conclu-

sions.

Theprecisedescription ofourprocessisasfollows.

� W e begin with a sm allregulargraph.

� New nodes arrive at a rate ofone per unit tim e

and are attached to an earliernode chosen with a

probability distribution giving weightkq to a node

ofdegreek,whereq� 0 isa param eter.

� Internaledgesarecreated asfollows:weselecttwo

random neighbours ofa random ly chosen node v,

and ifthey areunconnected,wecreatean edgebe-

tween them . O therwise,we selecttwo new neigh-

boursofthe sam enode v and try again.

� A constantnum berofinternaledgesiscreated per

unittim e,sothattheedge/noderatioequalsacon-

stantm aftereach tim e step.

The degree distribution of graphs generated by our

process is shown on Figure 5. W e found a very robust

large k power law ofexponent 2 � � 2,essentially in-

dependently ofthe invitation m echanism .W e m easured

the joint probability distribution ofthe degrees k,k0 of

nodes connected by new internaledges,and found that

forlargevalues,itwasproportionalto kk0.Thisdirectly

leadsto a powerlaw exponentof� 2 via standard m ean-

�eld argum ents[7].Thesm allk behaviourwasfound to

besensitiveto theinvitation m echanism ;Figure5 shows

thata second powerlaw only appearsatacriticalq.The

critialvalueofq dependson the edge/noderatio.
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FIG . 5: The dependence of the degree distribution of our

m odelgraph on theparam eterq,with m = 15 and V = 2� 105

(q= 0:5;1)and V = 5� 104 (q= 0),averaged over50 graphs.

To testthe hypothesisthatthe low degree powerlaw

isindeed related to theinvitation m echanism ,weploton

Figure 2 the degreedistribution ofthe invitation tree of

them odelnetwork forvariousvaluesoftheparam eterq.

Atthe criticalvalue,we obtain a scale-free distribution

with exponent� 3.Decreasing qleadsto a m uch sharper

drop in the curve,with an exponentialtailfor q = 0,

whereas increasing q above the criticalvalue leads to a

gelation-typebehaviour:new nodesconnectonly to very

largedegreenodes.

Figure 1 showsthat,forappropriate choice ofparam -

eters, the degree distribution ofour m odelreproduces

that ofthe realnetwork extrem ely well. Figure 3 plots

thedependenceofthelocalclusteringco�cientC (k)asa

function ofthedegreek in ourm odelnetwork.W hileno

sim ple powerlaw can be observed,there isa cleartrend

ofdecreasingclusteringwith increasingdegree,indicative

ofthe presenceofhierarchy in the m odelnetwork [20].

| Conclusion W e have presented and analyzed a large

new data set of a hum an acquintance network with a

stable degree distribution which exhibits a new feature:

twopowerlaw regim eswith di�erentexponents.Theob-

served approxim ately constantedge/noderatio isa con-

sequence ofthe stability ofthe degree distribution,and

im pliesthatthe averageactivity ofm em bersistim e de-

pendent,whereasthe growth ofthe num ber ofnodesis

constrained by the underlying socialnetwork. W e also

introduced a m odelwhich reproduces the observed de-

greedistribution extrem ely well,and concluded thatthe

sm all-k powerlaw isa related to the scale-freenatureof

the invitation tree,whereas the large-k power law is a

resultofthe triangle m echanism ofsocialintroductions.

O ur results show that hum an socialnetworksare likely

to be com posed ofseveralnetworkswith di�erentchar-

acteristics,and directly observableprocesseswillexhibit

a m ixture offeatures resulting from distinct underlying

m echanism s.
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