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The K rakow-O rsay collaboration has applied m ethods borrowed from

equilibrium statisticalm echanicsand analytic com binatoricsto study the

geom etry ofrandom networks.Resultscontained in a seriesofrecentpub-

licationsand concerningnetworksthatareeitheruncorrelated orcausalare

briey overviewed.
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1.Introduction

Thepurposeofthiscom m unication isto overview theresultspublished

recently in the PhysicalReview E by the K rakow-O rsay collaboration [1,

2,3]and devoted to the geom etry ofrandom networks1. The discussion is

sketchy and aim ed to give the readeronly a generalidea ofwhathasbeen

achieved.Alltheusefuldetailscan befound in theoriginalpapers.

Network study isnotouroriginal�eld ofresearch:we are trying to ex-

ploittheexperiencegained workingon adi�erentsubject-quantum gravity,

or,m ore precisely,statisticalm echanics ofrandom m anifolds -in another

context and to �llthe gap between two com m unities,that are di�erently

m otivated but often confronted to m anifestly sim ilar problem s. This is a

status report,in the sam e vein as m y talk at the Utrecht sym posium in

2001,addressed to a sim ilaraudience[5].

Thereare two com plem entary approachesto random networks,and ac-

tually tonum erouscom plex system s:thediachronicand thesynchronicone.

In theform eronefocuseson thetim eevolution ofthesystem .Itisparticu-

larly suitableiftheaim isto uncovertheevolution dynam ics.In thelatter

�
Talk attheW orkshop on Random G eom etries,K rakow,M ay 15-17,2003.To appear

in the Proceedings,to be published in Acta Physica Polonica B.
1
Excellentgeneralreviewson network physicscan be found in ref.[4].

(1)

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306482v1
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oneworksata �xed tim e,considering an ensem bleofrelated system s,with

the aim of�nding com m on structuraltraits. Being prim arily interested in

the geom etry ofnetworks,we have adopted the synchronicapproach.

The goalis to develop a statisticalm echanics ofrandom networks. In

thestatisticalm echanicsofgasesonestartswith an idealgas.Analogously,

working with uncorrelated nodesisa natural�rststep in ourresearch.For

de�niteness,we considerundirected networksonly.

2.N etw orks w ith uncorrelated nodes

2.1.Form ulation ofthe m odel

The m odelis com pactly de�ned by writing the partition function as a

form alintegral

Z �

Z
+ 1

� 1

d� exp
1

�
[� �

2
=2� +

X

n> 0

pn�
n] (1)

The set of "coupling constants" pn is eventually identi�ed with the de-

gree distribution,while � and � are controlparam eters.O fcourse,strictly

speaking,the integraldoes not exist. However,the perturbative series in

the"coupling constants" iswellde�ned and theindividualterm scan be,as

in �eld theory,represented by Feynm an diagram s. The idea is to identify

the labeled Feynm an diagram s ofthe m ini�eld theory de�ned by (1) with

the graphs representing the network and to attach to every such graph a

weightequalto thecorrespondingFeynm an am plitude.Allthisisexplained

in detailin refs.[1,2].

Considerthe ensem ble where N and L,the num berofnodesand links,

respectively,are�xed.UsingtheFeynm an rulesone�ndsthattheweightw

ofa labeled non-degenerate graph -i.e.one withouttadpolesand m ultiple

connectionsbetween nodes-isup to an irrelevantfactorgiven by

w �

N
Y

j= 1

nj!pnj (2)

where nj is the degree ofthe j-th node. This graph is,in general, not

connected.

Itfollowsfrom the obviousidentity

N
X

j= 1

nj = 2L (3)
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that,at �xed N and L,allnon-degenerate graphs are equiprobable when

pn hasthe Poisson form pn � cn=n!,with som e constantc. Hence,in this

casegraphsarethoseoftheclassicalErd�os-Renyitheory [7].In general,the

statisticalensem blediscussed in thissection isa generalization oftheclassi-

calensem bleofrandom graphsto allow foran arbitrary degreedistribution

(see later).

Notice,that,because of(3),the relative weights ofm icrostates are in-

variant underthe transform ation pn ! cn pn. W e shallsee later thatthe

am biguity islifted when one�xesthe ratio L=N .

2.2.A few words on trees

In the "quasi-classical" lim it � ! 0 only connected tree graphs con-

tribute to W = �lnZ. The integralin (1) can be calculated using the

saddle-pointapproxim ation.Thesaddle-pointcondition reads

�= �
X

n> 0

npn �
n� 1 (4)

and oneeasily checksthat�= @W =@p 1,which m eansthat�generatestree

graphs with one externalnode m arked. Although eq. (4) can be exactly

solved by Lagrange inversion,itissu�cientto use a m ore directapproach

[6]:Eq.(4)can only besatis�ed when � issm allerthan som ecriticalvalue

�c. Hence � isa singularfunction of�� = �c � �. Furtherm ore,only the

singularpartof�isofrealphysicalinterest,sinceitdeterm inesthebehavior

ofarbitrarily large trees. And this singular part is readily found directly

from (4). The result is used to determ ine the distribution ofthe sm allest

distancebetween pairsofnodes,theHausdor�and spectraldim ensions,etc.

Allthisisdiscussed atlength in ref. [1],where,am ong others,the results

ofref. [6]are extended to the interesting case ofscale-free graphs. Ishall

notenterinto m ore detailshere.

2.3.Algorithm ic considerations

Equation (2) gives a weight to each m icrostate. For given L=N ,this,

in essence,de�nesthe statisticalensem ble.However,in orderto m ake this

de�nition beingofany use,wesupplem entitwith an explicitrecipeenabling

one to constructgraphs,e.g.on a com puter. To thisend we de�ne a local

m ove transform ing one graph into another. A succession of such m oves

is a M arkov process. The initialstate ofthe system is rapidly forgotten

and graphs are sam pled with relative frequency given by (2). The whole

procedureisaspeci�capplication oftheso-called M etropolism ethod,widely

used in otherbranchesofstatisticalphysics[8].
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O nem oveconsistsofthreesteps2.First,wesam pletwo distinctnodes,

say j and k. Second,we pick one neighbor ofj,say i. Third,we rewire

ij! ik with probability

Prob(ij! ik)= m in
�

1;
pnk+ 1 pnj� 1

pnk pnj

�

(5)

Itisevident,thatasfarasthem odi�cationsofnodedegreesareconcerned,

thealgorithm isidenticalto thatde�ning theso called balls-in-boxesm odel

[9],de�ned by the partition function

z �
X

fnig

N
Y

j= 1

pnj�(M �

N
X

j= 1

nj) (6)

and descibingM ballsdistributed with probability � pn am ong N boxes(in

outcaseM = 2L).Theconstraintrepresented by theK roneckerdelta isin

the lim itN ! 1 satis�ed "forfree" by virtue ofthe law oflarge num bers

provided M =N = hni�
P

n
npn=

P

n
pn . W hen the lastcondition ism et,

the occupation num berofone box ! pn when N ! 1 .

The isom orphy ofthe graph and balls-in-boxes m odelim plies thatthe

degreedistribution in thegraph m odeltendsasym ptotically to pn provided

L =
1

2
N hni (7)

Although the relative weigthsofm icrostatesare invariantunderthe trans-

form ation pn ! cn pn,hniisnot. Hence,the ratio L=N is�xed,once one

hasdecided thatthedegree distribution should bepn.

Thereisa problem ,however.G raphsgenerated by the above described

algorithm are, in general, degenerate (as are the objects constructed in

the well-known paperby M olloy and Reed [10];these construction isoften

m isused in thephysicsliteratureasa m ethod ofgenerating graphs,without

dueattention to the degeneracy problem ).

O uralgorithm islocal. The creation ofdegeneracies istherefore easily

forbidden: It su�ces to check that iand k are neither identicalnor con-

nected.Butthischeck introducesa bias.Thepointisdiscussed in thenext

subsection.

2
An equivalentand sim plerde�nition isgiven in refs.[1,2].Theonegiven herem akes

theusefulm apping on theballs-in-boxesm odelm oreevident(cf.footnote[15]in ref.

[2].
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2.4.Finite-size e�ectsand the degeneracy problem

The use ofthe M etropolism ethod guaranteesthatthe degree distribu-

tion approachespn forlargeN ,provided onehasenough statistics,i.e.when

N pn � 1,even ifone forbidsdegeneracies. However,thiscondition isnot

satis�ed when pn has a fat tail. Then,there are large uctuations in the

tailand introducing a constraintcan biasthe sam ple.

Assum e that pn � n� � at large n. At �nite N the tailofpn cannot

extend to in�nity,because there exists som e nm ax such that the expected

num berofnodeswith degrees n > nm ax is less than unity. Neglecting all

correlationsone easily �ndsthe scaling law

nm ax � N
1=(�� 1) (8)

Itiseasily seen thatnpn can actually bevery sm allwellbelow thisnatural

cut-o�.

The bias associated with rejecting degeneracies can be evaluated [2].

Considerthesym m etricadjacency m atrix Cij:theelem entsofsay them -th

row sum up to n,thedegreeofthem -th node.Theseelem entsequaleither

0 or 1 when the graph is non-degenerate, they are just positive integers

when thegraph isdegenerate.W ewish to com parethenum berofwaysthe

m -th node can be connected to n othernodes,when one acceptsorrejects

degeneracies.Theproblem reducesto counting thenum berofwaysto place

n ballsin N � 1boxes,butisnotaltogethertrivial,sinceonehastotakeinto

accountthesym m etry factorsthatappearin theweightsofthedegenerate

graphsaswellasthe shape ofthe degree distribution. The resultatlarge

N is

# withoutdegeneracy

# with possibledegeneracies
� exp[� const

n2

N
] (9)

Notice,thatalthough n=N isalwayssm all,n2=N m ay belarge.W eobserve,

thatat�xed n therejection ofdegeneratiesdoesnotintroduce any biasat

asym ptotic N .However,atlargen therejection ofdegeneraciesintroduces

a non-uniform deform ation ofthe spectrum . Actually, there is a cut-o�

scaling like
p
N .Thiscut-o� issm allerthatthe "natural" cut-o� given by

(8) when 2 < � < 3. And thisis nota m arginalcase. The � exponentis

likethatform ostinteresting networks!Apparently,forbiddingdegeneracies

introducesa kind of"kinem atic" correlation at�niteN .Itisim portantto

stressthatthisisa property ofthem odel,nota de�ciency ofthealgorithm .

Letusalso m ention,thatthe conclusions ofthe above heuristic argum ent

are con�rm ed by num ericalsim ulations.
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Thereisam athem aticalconclusion oftheabovediscussion:thealorithm

is�ne.To m y knowledgethisistheonly e�cientalgorithm generating non-

degenerate graphswith a given degree distribution3.

Therearealsophysicalconclusions:Independentlyofanyspeci�cm odel,

inter-node correlations are necessarily present in observed scale-free net-

works,where the tailofthe degree distribution m anifestly extendsbeyond

a cut-o� scaling like
p
N . Also,the therm odynam icallim it can be rather

tricky forscale-free networks.

2.5.Recentresultsby other people

I would like to m ention a very nice result obtained by Fronczak etal

[11]. They have calculated analytically the average internode distance in

graphswith uncorrelated nodes:

hshortestpathi�
lnN

ln(hn2i=hni� 1)
(10)

Thisform ula hasbeen proposed earlier,by othergroups,butthederivation

hasneverbeen satisfactory,in m y opinion.Theproblem isthattheaverage

shortestpath hasto grow like a powerofN fora generic tree with uncor-

related nodes [6]. Thus,a derivation leading to the logarithm ic behavior

m ustuse argum entsthatdo notwork fortrees. Thiscondition issatis�ed

in ref.[11],butnotin earlierpublicationsclaim ing thesam eresult.Notice

thatthecoe�cientin frontoflnN divergesatthepercolation threshold,i.e.

when hn(n � 2)i! 0+ (cf.the celebrated reference [10]),atthe transition

to the regim e dom inated by trees.

Another set ofrelated and interesting results is presented in ref. [12].

Theseauthorshavecalculated,am ong others,thedistribution ofconnected

com ponentsand found thesizeofthepercolation clusterabovethepercola-

tion threshold.Theyhavealsocalculated theconditionaldegreedistribution

ofnodesbelonging to the percolation cluster.

There are m any other results ofthe classicaltheory that could be ex-

tended to graphswith a given degreedistribution.Indeed,a com prehensive

discussion oftheclassicaltheory isa subjectofa fatbook [7].But,we feel

we have understood som e ofthe m ost salient features ofthe m odelwith-

out correlations. Also,we have a num ericalcontrolofthe m odel. Hence,

we are eager to m ove to the nextitem on ouragenda,i.e.the problem of

correlations.

3
W e are,ofcourse,ready to share ournum ericalcode with interested people.
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3.C orrelations

A com prehensive theory ofcorrelation in networks does not exist. It

is straightforward to generalize the m odelofthe preceding section,intro-

ducing pairwise correlations between degrees ofneighbor nodes. Speci�c

proposalsto thise�ecthavebeen m ade,forexam ple,in refs.[13,14].How-

ever,itseem sto m e,thatcorrelationsofa di�erentnatureare particularly

im portantfrom thephenom enology pointofview:

-Correlationsinduced by thegrowth dynam ics.

-Clustering,i.e.thefactthatneighborsofa random ly chosen nodeare

directly linked to each otherm ore frequently than by chance.

A work on clustering is in progress, but we do not have yet results

signi�cantenough to be presented here. Letm e only m ention thatwe are

dealing with a very speci�c class ofm atrix m odels. O n the other hand,

we have developed a synchronic approach to growth processes,which is I

believe worth m entioning:

W e focus our attention on trees, actually on labeled rooted trees, in

orderto beableto proceed analytically.W econsidera staticensem ble,but

assum e that the networks are endowed with a causalstructure. W e say a

tree is endowed with a causalstructure when the labels always appear in

growing num ericalorderasonem ovesalong thetreefrom theroottowards

an arbitrary node. O ne can im agine that these labels refer to the tim e

ofnode form ation. The approach is com plem entary to the m ore standard

diachronicone.Itturnsoutthatthepresenceofacausalstructuregenerates

internode correlations,once one hassum m ed overallpossible labelings.It

is,therefore,ofinterestto considerm odelswherethesespeci�ccorrelations

do not interfere with correlations ofa di�erent origin. Hence,we assum e

thatm icrostateweightsfactorize,asin eq.(2).Ihaveno placeto enterinto

details,which can be found in ref. [3](see also the talk by P.Bialas [15]).

Letm e shortly sum m arizethe m ostsigni�cantresults:

- Som e of the m ost popular growing network m odels, like Barabasi-

Albert’s [16], can be reform ulated in our static form alism . The original

results are recovered in an elegant fashion. This shows that the widely

accepted distinction between growingand equilibrium networksisnotreally

correct.Theopposition between diachrony and synchrony isto largeextent

an illusion,exceptwhen oneisinterested isspeci�cphenom ena,like aging,

intrinsically reecting the running oftim e.

-W e derivea closed,generalform ula forthedegree distribution.

-W ealso derivea closed form ula forthecorrelation between thedegree

ofan ancestor and that ofits descendent,when they are separated by a

geodesic distance r.Typically,the average descendentdegree fallslike 1=r

[17].M anifestly,thisim pliesa long-range correlation.
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-W e furtherderive a generalform ula forthe distribution ofthe short-

estpaths connecting nodesto the root. Using this form ula we show that,

generically,the lenghtofan average such path growsatm ostlike lnN ,in

contrastto the uncorrelated treeswherethe growth ispower-like [6,1].

4.C oncluding rem arks

Iam tem pted tosharewith you aspeculation,which doesnotreston any

solid basis,but m ay anim ate som eone’s im agination. M ost present works

on networkscan beclassi�ed underthefollowing headlines:

-G eom etry ofnetworks.

-Phenom enology ofnetworksobserved in nature.

-M atter on quenched random networks (this includes e.g.Ising spins

living on networks,orthe propagation ofdiseases).

W hat is m anifestly m issing,as far as I know,is a study ofnetworks

whosegeom etry isinteracting with m atterliving on it(likein them odelsof

quantum gravity,wehavebeen working on).Iam notsurethatitwould be

relevantforthepresentday phenom enology,although som eexpertstellm e

thatitm ight�nd applicationsin the theory oftra�c and com m unication.

Nevertheless, I believe it would be interesting to develop,at least,som e

m odelsofthatkind. Iam pretty sure they would �nd applications in the

future.

This work was partially supported by the EC IHP G rant No. HPRN-

CT-1999-000161. Laboratoire de Physique Th�eorique is Unit�e M ixte du

CNRS UM R 8627.
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