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1. Introduction

T he purpose of this com m unication is to overview the resuls published
recently In the Physical Review E by the K rakow -O rsay collaboration [1,
2, 3] and devoted to the geom etry of random networks'. T he discussion is
sketchy and ainm ed to give the reader only a general idea of what hasbeen
achieved. A 1l the usefuldetails can be found in the origihal papers.

N etwork study is not our origihal eld of research: we are trying to ex—
ploi the experience gained working on a di erent sub et —quantum gravity,
or, m ore precisely, statistical m echanics of random m anifolds — in another
context and to 1l the gap between two com m unities, that are di erently
m otivated but often confronted to m anifestly sin ilar problem s. This is a
status report, n the same vein asmy tak at the Utrecht sym posum in
2001, addressed to a sin ilar audience [B].

T here are two com plam entary approaches to random networks, and ac—
tually to num erous com plex system s: the diachronic and the synchronic one.
In the form er one focuses on the tin e evolution ofthe system . It is particu—
larly suitable if the aim is to uncover the evolution dynam ics. In the latter

Tak at the W orkshop on Random G eom etries, K rakow ,M ay 15-17, 2003. To appear
in the P roceedings, to be published in A cta Physica Polonica B .
! Excellent general review s on netw ork physics can be ©und i ref. 4].
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oneworks at a xed tim e, considering an ensam ble of related system s, w ith
the ammn of nding comm on structural traits. Being prin arily interested in
the geom etry of netw orks, we have adopted the synchronic approach.

T he goal is to develop a statistical m echanics of random netw orks. In
the statisticalm echanics of gases one starts w ith an idealgas. A nalogously,
working w ith uncorrelated nodes is a natural rst step In our research. For
de niteness, we consider undirected netw orks only.

2.N etw orks w ith uncorrelated nodes
2.1.Form ulhtion of the m odel

T he m odel is com pactly de ned by w riting the partition function as a
form al ntegral

Z+l 1 X
2_ n
zZ d exp—[ “=2 + Pn ] @
1 n>0

The set of "ooupling constants" p, is eventually denti ed wih the de-
gree distrdbbution, while and are controlparam eters. O focourse, strictly
soeaking, the integral does not exist. However, the perturbative series In
the "coupling constants" iswellde ned and the lndiridualtem s can be, as
In eld theory, represented by Feynm an diagram s. The idea is to identify
the labeld Feynm an diagram s of the m ini eld theory de ned by (1) w ih
the graphs representing the network and to attach to every such graph a
w elght equalto the corresponding Feynm an am plitude. A 11this isexplained
In detail n refs. [1, 2].

Consider the ensamble where N and L, the num ber of nodes and links,
respectively, are xed. U sing the Feynm an rulesone ndsthat theweightw
of a labeled non-degenerate graph —ie. one w ithout tadpoles and multiple
connections between nodes —is up to an irrelevant factor given by

\ nj!pnj 2)

where ny is the degree of the j+th node. This graph is, iIn general, not
connected .
It ollow s from the cbvious identity

R
nj= 2L @)
j=1
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that, at xed N and L, all non-degenerate graphs are equiprobable when
Pn has the Poisson form p, &¢=n!, with som e constant c. Hence, in this
case graphs are those of the classicalE rdosR enyitheory [7]. In general, the
statistical ensem ble discussed in this section is a generalization ofthe classi-
calensam bl of random graphsto allow for an arbitrary degree distribution
(see later).

N otice, that, because of (3), the relative weights of m icrostates are In—
variant under the transform ation p, ! & p,. W e shall see Jater that the
am biguity is lifted when one xesthe ratio L=N .

22.A few words on trees

In the "quasiclassical" lm it ! 0 only connected tree graphs con—
trbute to W = InZ. The integral In (1) can be calculated using the
saddlepoint approxim ation. T he saddlepoint condition reads

X 1
= NPn " 4)

n>0

and one easily checksthat = @W =(@p;,whith meansthat generates tree
graphs w ith one extemal node m arked. A though eg. (4) can be exactly
solved by Lagrange inversion, it is su cient to use a m ore direct approach
bl: Eg. (4) can only be satis ed when is an aller than som e critical value

c. Hence is a singular function of = ¢ . Furthemm ore, only the
singularpart of isofrealphysical interest, since it determ inesthebehavior
of arbitrarily large trees. And this singular part is readily found directly
from (4). The resul is used to detemm ine the distrdbution of the am allest
distance betw een pairs ofnodes, the H ausdor and spectraldin ensions, etc.
A 1l this is discussed at length In ref. [1], where, am ong others, the resuls
of ref. [6] are extended to the interesting case of scale-free graphs. I shall
not enter nto m ore details here.

2.3. A jorithm ic considerations

Equation 2) gives a weight to each m icrostate. For given L=N , this,
in essence, de nes the statistical ensem ble. H owever, in order to m ake this
de nition being ofany use, we supplam ent it w ith an explicit recipe enabling
one to construct graphs, eg. on a com puter. To this end we de ne a local
move transform ng one graph into another. A succession of such m oves
is a M arkov process. The Initial state of the system is rapidly forgotten
and graphs are sam pled w ith relative frequency given by (2). The whol
procedure isa goeci capplication ofthe so-called M etropolism ethod, w idely
used in other branches of statistical physics B].
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O nem ove consists of three steps ?. F irst, we sam ple tw o distinct nodes,
say j and k. Seocond, we pick one neighbor of j, say i. Third, we rew ire
ij ! ik with probability
Pny+1Pny 1

pnk pnj

Prob(@j! ik)=min 1; 5)

Tt is evident, that as far as the m odi cations of node degrees are concemed,
the algorithm is identical to that de ning the so called ballssn-boxesm odel
@], de ned by the partition function

X ¥ A
z Pn; ™ n;) (6)
fnigi=1 =1

and descbingM balls distributed w ith probability g amongN boxes (in
out case M = 2L). T he constraint represented by the K ronecker delta is In
thelImit N ! 1 satis eg "for ft%" by virtue of the law of lJarge num bers
provided M =N = Ini 2 0Pn= _ Pn . W hen the last condition ism et,
the occupation number ofonebox ! p, whenN ! 1 .

T he isom orphy of the graph and balls-in-boxes m odel in plies that the
degree distribbution in the graph m odeltends asym ptotically to p, provided

1
L= EN i (7)

A though the relative weigths of m icrostates are invariant under the trans-
form ation p, ! & p,, niisnot. Hence, the ratio L=N is xed, once one
has decided that the degree distribbution should be p, .

T here is a problem , however. G raphs generated by the above described
algorithm are, in general, degenerate (as are the ob fcts constructed In
the welltknown paper by M olloy and Reed [L0]; these construction is often
m isused in the physics literature as a m ethod of generating graphs, w thout
due attention to the degeneracy problem ).

Our algorithm is local. T he creation of degeneracies is therefore easily
forbidden: It su ces to check that i and k are neither identical nor con—
nected. But this chedk introduces a bias. T he point is discussed In the next
subsection.

2 An equivalent and sin plerde nition isgiven in refs. [1, 2]. T he one given here m akes
the usefilm apping on the balls-in-boxesm odelm ore evident (cf. ootnote [15] in ref.
R1.
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2 4. Finitesize e ects and the degeneracy problkm

T he use of the M etropolis m ethod guarantees that the degree distribu-
tion approachesp, for largeN , provided one hasenough statistics, i.e.when
N pq 1, even if one forbids degeneracies. H owever, this condiion is not
satis ed when p, has a fat tail. Then, there are Jarge uctuations in the
tail and Introducing a constraint can bias the sam ple.

A ssum e that p, n at argen. At nie N the tail of p, cannot
extend to In nity, because there exists som € ny ax such that the expected
num ber of nodes w ith degrees n > np ax is lss than unity. Neglcting all
correlations one easily nds the scaling law

Npax NTO U @®)

It is easily seen that np, can actually be very am allwellbelow this natural
cuto .

T he bias associated w ith refpcting degeneracies can be evaluated R].
C onsider the sym m etric ad jpcency m atrix C i5: the elem ents of say them -th
row sum up to n, the degree ofthem -th node. T hese elam ents equal etther
0 or 1 when the graph is non-degenerate, they are just positive integers
w hen the graph is degenerate. W e w ish to com pare the num ber ofways the
m -th node can be connected to n other nodes, when one acospts or refcts
degeneracies. The problem reduces to counting the num ber ofways to place
nballsin N 1 boxes, but isnot altogether trivial, sihce one has to take Into
acoount the sym m etry factors that appear In the weights of the degenerate
graphs as well as the shape of the degree distrbution. T he resul at large
N is

# w ithout degenera n?
= & exp [ oonstN—] )

# w ith possible degeneracies

N otice, that although n=N isalways an all, n°=N m ay be large. W e cbserve,
that at xed n the refection of degeneraties does not introduce any bias at
asym ptotic N . However, at lJarge n the refection of degeneracies introduces
a non—unifbﬁn_deﬁjm ation of the spectrum . A ctually, there is a cuto
scaling like N . Thiscuto is am aller that the "natural” cuto given by
8) when 2 < < 3. And this is not a m argihal case. The exponent is
like that form ost Interesting netw orks! A pparently, forbidding degeneracies
Introduces a kind of "kinem atic" correlation at nie N . It is In portant to
stress that this is a property ofthem odel, not a de ciency ofthe algorithm .
Let us also m ention, that the conclusions of the above heuristic argum ent
are con m ed by num erical sin ulations.
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T here isam athem atical conclusion ofthe above discussion : the alorithm
is ne. Tomy know kedge this isthe only e cient algorithm generating non-—
degenerate graphs w ith a given degree distrbution3.

T here are also physical conclusions: Independently ofany speci cm odel,
Internode correlations are necessarily present in observed scale-free net—
works, w here the taﬂfpf_ the degree distribbution m anifestly extends beyond
a cuto scaling lke N . A lso, the them odynam ical Iim it can be rather
tricky for scale-free netw orks.

2.5. Recent resuls by other peopk

Iwould lke to mention a very nice result obtained by Fronczak et al
[l1]. They have calculated analytically the average intermode distance in
graphs w ith uncorrelated nodes:

nN
In (m?i=mi 1)

hshortest pathi 10)

T his form ula has been proposed earlier, by other groups, but the derivation
hasnever been satisfactory, n my opinion. T he problam is that the average
shortest path has to grow lke a power of N for a generic tree w ith uncor-
related nodes [6]. Thus, a derivation lading to the logarithm ic behavior
m ust use argum ents that do not work for trees. T his condition is satis ed
in ref. [L1], but not in earlier publications clain Ing the sam e resul. N otice
that the coe cient n front of NN diverges at the percolation threshold, ie.
whenlm@n 2)i! 0 (cf. the cekbrated reference [10]), at the transition
to the regin e dom inated by trees.

Another set of related and iInteresting results is presented In ref. [12].
T hese authors have calculated, am ong others, the distribution of connected
com ponents and found the size of the percolation cluster above the percola—
tion threshold. T hey have also calculated the conditional degree distrioution
of nodes belonging to the percolation cluster.

T here are m any other resuls of the classical theory that could be ex—
tended to graphsw ith a given degree distribution. Indeed, a com prehensive
discussion of the classical theory is a sub fct ofa fat book [7]. But, we feel
we have understood som e of the m ost salient features of the m odel w ith—
out correlations. A 1so, we have a num erical control of the m odel. Hence,
we are eager to m ove to the next item on our agenda, ie. the problm of
correlations.

3 W e are, of course, ready to share our num erical code w ith interested people.
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3.C orrelations

A com prehensive theory of correlation In networks does not exist. It
is straightforward to generalize the m odel of the preceding section, intro—
ducing pairw ise correlations between degrees of neighbor nodes. Speci c
proposals to thise ect have been m ade, forexam ple, In refs. [13, 14]. How —
ever, i seam s to m g, that correlations of a di erent nature are particularly
In portant from the phenom enology point of view :

—C orrelations induced by the grow th dynam ics.

—C lustering, ie. the fact that neighbors of a random 7 chosen node are
directly linked to each otherm ore frequently than by chance.

A work on clustering is in progress, but we do not have yet resuls
signi cant enough to be presented here. Let m e only m ention that we are
dealing with a very speci c class of m atrix m odels. On the other hand,
we have developed a synchronic approach to growth processes, which is T
believe worth m entioning:

W e focus our attention on trees, actually on labeled rooted trees, in
order to be able to proceed analytically. W e consider a static ensem ble, but
assum e that the networks are endowed w ith a causal structure. W e say a
tree is endowed w ith a causal structure when the labels always appear in
grow ing num erical order as one m oves along the tree from the root towards
an arbitrary node. One can In agine that these labels refer to the tine
of node form ation. T he approach is com plam entary to the m ore standard
diachronicone. It tumsout that the presence ofa causal structure generates
Intemode correlations, once one has summ ed over all possible labelings. It
is, therefore, of Interest to consider m odels w here these speci ¢ correlations
do not interfere w ith correlations of a di erent origin. Hence, we assum e
that m icrostate weights factorize, as n eq. (2). Thave no place to enter into
details, which can be found in ref. [B] (see also the tak by P.Bialas [15]).
Let m e shortly sum m arize the m ost signi cant resuls:

— Som e of the m ost popular grow Ing network m odels, lke Barabasi-
A bert’s [16], can be reform ulated in our static form alism . The original
results are recovered in an elgant fashion. This show s that the widely
accepted distinction betw een grow Ing and equilbbrium netw orks isnot really
correct. T he opposition between diachrony and synchrony is to large extent
an illusion, exogpt when one is Interested is speci ¢ phenom ena, lke aging,
Intrinsically re ecting the running of tim e.

—W e derive a closed, general form ula for the degree distribution.

—W e also derive a closed form ula for the correlation between the degree
of an ancestor and that of is descendent, when they are separated by a
geodesic distance r. Typically, the average descendent degree 2lls lke 1=r
[L7]. M anifestly, this in plies a long-range correlation.
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—W e further derive a general form ula for the distribution of the short-
est paths connecting nodes to the root. U sing this form ula we show that,
generically, the lenght of an average such path grow s at m ost lke nN , In
contrast to the uncorrelated trees w here the grow th is power-like [6, 1].

4.Concluding rem arks

Tam tem pted to sharew ith you a speculation, w hich doesnot rest on any
solid basis, but m ay anin ate som eone’s in agination. M ost present works
on networks can be classi ed under the follow ing headlines:

—G eom etry of netw orks.

—Phenom enology of netw orks cbserved in nature.

—M atter on quenched random networks (this includes eg. Ising soins
living on netw orks, or the propagation of diseases).

W hat is m anifestly m issing, as far as I know, is a study of networks
w hose geom etry is Interacting w ith m atter living on i (like in them odels of
quantum gravityy, we have been working on). Iam not sure that it would be
relevant for the present day phenom enology, although som e experts tellm e
that i m ight nd applications in the theory oftra ¢ and com m unication.
N evertheless, I believe it would be interesting to develop, at last, some
m odels of that kind. I am pretty sure they would nd applications in the
ture.

T his work was partially supported by the EC THP Grant No. HPRN -
CT-1999-000161. Laboratoire de Physique T heorique is Unite M ixte du
CNRS UMR 8627.
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