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We generalize the static model by assigning@mponent weight on each vertex. We first choose a com-
ponent ( ) among theg components at random and a pair of vertices is linked withlarco according to
their weights of the component ) as in the static model. A1  £) fraction of the entire edges is connected
following this way. The remaining fractiofi is added with(@+ 1)-th color as in the static model but using the
maximum weights among thecomponents each individual has. This model is motivatedoojas networks.

It exhibits similar topological features to real socialwetks in that: (i) the degree distribution has a highly
skewed form, (ii) the diameter is as small as and (iii) theoeasivity coefficientr is as positive and large as
those in real social networks withreaching a maximum arourd  02.

PACS numbers: 89.65.-s, 89.75.Hc, 89.75.Da

I. INTRODUCTION other subgroup( ). They have also different weights, ’
andw]i ', by their positions in the company, the subgraup.

Recently there have been considerable efforts to understarrhen the personihas Weightgqi ) andwi( )in different sub-
complex systems in terms of random graph, consisting of vergroups, which are not the same in general. We make an edge
tices and edges, where vertices (edges) represent indlsidu between the pairi(5) in one color representing the subgroup
(acquaintances or their interaction®) {123, 4]. In sumim¢ () and the pair {k) in another color for the subgroup ).
plex networks, the emergence of a power-law degree distribwertices in the system are connected with edgesdifferent
tion,P k) k ,isaninterestingfeature. Such networks arecolors representing different subgroups. Subgroups @ th
called scale-free (SF) networks. To illustrate such SFbeha connected each other by weak ties as explained later. Since
ior, manyin silico models have been introduced, whose exam-our society comprises many different subgroups and a person
ples include the Barabasi and Albert mocI [5], the Huberma can be acquainted with other people belonging to diverse sub
and Adamic modeli[6], etc. In those models, the number ofyroups, this generalized static model is useful for modgelin
vertices grows with time. social networks. Meanwhile, it is noteworthy that our model

The static model|7 8] is another typeiafsilico model de-  is reminiscent of the generalization of the Ising model ® th
signed to generate SF networks, where the number of verticegscomponent cubic modeii[9] in equilibrium spin systems.
is fixed. Each vertex is indexed by an integét= 1; ;N ) So far, there have been many attempts to explain the struc-
and assigned its own weight; = i , where is atun- tures and the properties of social networil [10]. Recently,
able parameter. Next, two different verticéis) are selected  Watts ez al. [] introduced a hierarchical model for social
with propabilities equal to normalized weights;= | wx network. In the model, individuals belong to groups that in
andws= , wy, respectively, and are connected via an edgdurn belong to groups of groups and so on, creating a tree-
unless one exists already. This process is repeatednuntil
edges are present in the system, so that the mean degree is
Then it follows that the degree distribution is SF with the ex
ponent = 1+ 1= . Thus, tuning the parametein D:5;1),
we can obtain a continuous spectrum of the exponentthe
range2 < 3, for which the degree distribution has finite
mean and diverging variance. Since the number of vertices
does not grow, one may wonder if this model can be applied
to evolving real world network. However, since the model
network can be easily generated and exhibits little hump in
the degree distribution, it can be useful to study many aspec
of SF networks.

In this paper, we generalize the static model by allow-
ing ag-component weightw \;w #’; :::;w @) to each ver-
tex 1 We suppose that the-th component:,’ of a ver-
tex irepresents its own weight or fitness to a subgraup
( = 1;:::;9 in a society. For example, we suppose that
two personsi and 5§ are alumni of a high school, a subgroup

i ) O O N = 80,m = 2,g= 4andf = 02. Edges in four colors (red,
(). They would have different weights; ~ andw , * inthe  yellow, green and blue) are the connections within eachgrBdges
subgroup( ), determined by their school activities. The per- in orange are those formed by maximum weights. Edges in rhare t

soniand another person are colleagues in a company, an- two colors are colored in black.

FIG. 1: A network of thez-component static model with parameters
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like hierarchical structure of social organization. Heneira Name N Hei d r Ref.
dividual can belong to more than one group, as a result of cond-mat 16,264 585 6628 0185 [17]
which the distance between two persons is shorter than the arXiv.org 52009 927 6188 0.363 [17]

ultrametric distance between them. Such hierarchical inode :
illustrates well the small-world property of social netlkas Mathemgncs 78,835 416 8455 0.672_[18]
implied in the Milgram’s “six degrees of separatiol " [12]nA Neuroscience | 205,202 11.79 5.532  0.604_[18]
other simple social network model, introduced by Newman  Video movies | 29,824 33.69 4.789 0.222_[19]
and Park[ 23], is based on the concept of bipartite gra,=h [14] TV miniseries | 33,980 73.04 3.845 0.379_[19]
and community structur¢Z15]. This has an advantage toward TV cable movie§ 117,655 55.48 3.796 0.135_[19]
explaining the non-trivial high clustering of real-worldaal TV series 79,663 118.44 4595 0.529 [19]
networks. While oue-component model is similar to the hi-
erarchical model and the community model in the spirit of TABLE I: The sizen , the mean degreiexi, the diametert, and the
dividing people into subgroups, however, we assign weightsassortativity coefficient for a number of social networks.

to each person for each subgroup, and connections are made

following those weights.

Social network exhibits an interesting feature in the degre society; however, we take them as independent in this work
degree correlation function, different from biologicalior  for simplicity. As the number of people becomes large,

formation networks. Newmaiff16] studied the degree-degrege numper of distinct subgroupsan increase in real world.
correlation in terms of the correlation function betweemits  Thys we setyto beq= sN with s 1. Thenl=sis the

maining degrees c_)f the two vertices on each side of an edgﬁverage number of people belonging to one subgroup.
where the remaining degree means the degree of that vertexEdges are connected as follows: First, amonggioem-
minus one. He introduced the assortativity coefficignde- ponents, we choose a componentt random. Second,

fined as we choose two verticegi; j) with ]!)Jrobabilities equal to
1 X normalized weightsp, ’ D= ") andp!’
r=—  Jkex  gx); 1) G P gnse; " kM Ps
q 5k w;'= ,w, ,and attach an edge between them with the

-th color unless an edge in that color exists already. Edge

wheree;; is the joint probability that the two vertices on each color is distinct for each component. Note that the pair)
side of a randomly chosen link haveandk remaining de- can be connected via more than one edge in different colors.
grees, respectivelyg is the normalized djstribution of the Edges in different component are distinguished by their own
remaiEr;ing degreg = &+ 1P k+ 1)= ;3P (J) and colors. The process of attaching such edges is repeatdd unti

2= K’aq [ ,kqgF. Interestingly, complex networks (1 f)mN edges are added to the systefnis a parameter
can be classified into three types, having 0,r 0and between 0 and 1. We will see that is related to the aver-
r > 0, called the dissortative, the neutral, and the assortativege degree. Since the component was chosen randomly, the
network, respectivelyt16]. Most social networks are assornumber of edges in one color i  f)m N =gon average.
tative as shown in TABLE |, while the Internet and the pro- To construct a minimal model mimicking social relations,
tein interaction network are dissortative. While mamyilico = we need elements playing the role of “weak tie"| [20]. So,
models have been introduced, most of them are neutral. Thus take into account of social relationships among people
it would be interesting to introduce @ silico model having  having different backgrounds, we suppose that additiomal s
the assortativity coefficient as positive and large as esgdir cial relationships are formed following the maximum weight
values, which would enable one to understand a basic meclamong theg components each individual has. Let, =
anism of social network formation. We wi_II show that such max(pi(l);:::;pi(q>) be the normalized maximum weight of
assortative networks can be generated viadfoemponent yertexi Then two distinct vertices andg are chosen with
static model. probabilities,w i, = | Wxm andwim = |, Wim , r€Spec-
tively, and are linked by a new color different from the previ
ousgcolors unless such an edge exists already. This process is
repeated untifm N edges are formed. Edges formed by such
maximum weights can be regarded as weak ties, introduced

The eccomponent static model network is constructed asyy Granovetter[[10] which play an important role in social
follows. Initially, N vertices are present in the system, rep-

resentingi people in a society. Each vertex is assigned a

II. MODEL

component weightw ' ;w 2 ; :::;w ), whereiis the ver- N m q d r | similar network
texindex.w; ', the -thweightof avertex, is givenas;, 16,000 | 2 | 3,200 | 6.598 | 0.174|  cond-mat
where;; is the rank of the vertexin the -th subgroup. We 30,000 | 5 | 2,000 | 4.550 | 0.218 | Video movies

takefY;; ;:::; %, gbearandom permutation of the integers
fl;::5N g is also taken to be a real random number dis-TABLE II: Typical simulation results of the diameterand the assor-
tributed uniformly in the ranged:5;1). In general, ranks of tative coefficientr obtained under selected conditionsiof m and
a person for different subgroups should be correlated ih regWith £ = 02.
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FIG. 2: The degree distributian (<) vs the degree obtained with  F|G, 4: The assortativity coefficientvs n N for variousm and
N = 10000 andm = 2for g= 10, 100 and 1000. gvalues.
0.25 ; : = .
—A— N=10000, m=5, g=200
(|22 Noio00s. mos: =200 6\% lows a power law with 28, however, for largey, it has a
0.20 H—o—N=10000, m=2. g=100] & 1 highly skewed form, approximately obeying a power law for

a part of its range, and having an apparently exponential cut

) off for largerk. The exponential cutoff for large originates

_ o15F oo 0z (o5 o 53 from the randomness of ranks of each subgroup, and the SF
behavior for intermediate does from the SF behavior of each
o010l subgroup. A similar crossover behavior can be found in real
social networks, for example, the collaboration networks o
physicists, biologists and movie stail[21].
0.08" X 02 03 o2 s Second, we examine the assortative coefficiess a func-

f tion of £ for a fixedN and several values af andqg. As
shown in FIG. 3, the assortativity coefficient exhibits alpea
FIG. 3: The assortativity coefficientvs the parametef for various  groundf 02, meaning that the connections among sub-
m andq Inset: £ dependence of the diameter. groups are mostly optimized. Thus we limit our further con-
sideration to the casé = 02. Meanwhile, the diameter
) ) _ gradually decreases with increasiagas shown in the inset
networks, connecting different subgroups. We find that thgyf Fig. 3.
assortativity coefficient is enhanced by the presence df suc Third, we study the assortativity coefficiens a function
weak ties. o _ of N for variousm andq It is likely that r increases with
Networks constructed in this way haveN edges with jncreasingy asr  nInN as shown in Fig. 4, but it seems
@t 1) collors representlnglnternal structure ofsubgroupg. Sf)to saturate for largew . It also increases with increasimg
some pair of vertices are linked by more than one edgesiin d'fandq, as shown in FIG. 4. Thus thecomponent static model
ferent colors, albeit such incidences are not so frequestwh oy hipits  values as large as empirical values listed in TA-
qis large. However, when we measure the network properg) g | Some numerical results oflisted in TABLE Il show

ties such as the shortest pathways, the degree of a veréex, t gyantitative agreement with the ones obtained in reahkoci
assortativity coefficient, and so on, we regard those maltip onwvorks.

edges as a single one. Thus the mean deteés slightly
less tharem by about 5% for typical networks we consider
below. A small size network constructed in this way is shown
in FIG. 1.

Fourth, the diameted is investigated as a function of the
number of verticest for variousm andqg, as shownin FIG. 5.
It is found that the diameter is proportionaldo =N asin
the case of random graph, in which =N =nhki 1].
Furthermore, the diameter becomes smallem amcreases,
which is like the case of random graphs. However, the di-
II.  SIMULATION RESULTS ameter is almost insensitive tp To test the so-called “six
degrees of separation”, we extrapolate the straight linben
We perform numerical simulations for various valuesypf  semi-logarithmic plot of FIG. 5 to large form = 10 and
£, m andN , and examine the diameterand the assortativ- g= N=100. We obtaind 6:0forNn = 1% andd  6:7for
ity coefficientr as functions of those parameters. Here then = 10°, in reasonable agreement with the Milgram’s “six
diameter is the average distance between a connected pair dégrees of separatiori[12]. Here the choicenof= 10 and
vertices along the shortest pathways. g = N =100 comes from the facts that a person knows about
First, the shape of the degree distribution depends on th20 other people on average (see Chapter 5 of [if. [23]), and
number of subgroups. For smajlthe degree distribution fol- there are about 100 members on average in a subgup [24].
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the clustering coefficient behavesagt ) N 3)=C 1

6 i [, &3]. Thus when = 3, Cc M) N ! For theq
component static model, whileis not close to zero, the rule
of attaching edges is such that no explicit degree-degnee co

4t - relation enters, so that it is natural to expect the behavior
- / C W) N 1. Indeed, the measured behavior is close to
| o — T the .e>.<pected one as shown in FIG. 6, but the slope in FIG. 6
2t —-—m=§, q=wsgo exhibits small deviations for smallegr For neutral networks,
1 e 2 it is known that the clustering coefficient of a vertex with
i —9—m=10, g=N/50 is almost independent of degree Even in our case, we find
—A&—m=10, g=N/100

thatindeed () is independent of for differentN as shown

1 1
100 1000 10000

in the inset of FIG. 6.
N
FIG. 5: The diameted vs the sizex for the same parameters used
inEIG. 4. IV. CONCLUSIONS

T We have introduced the-component static model assign-
N 0 x:22380| ] ing a o-component weight to each vertex. The weight of a
3 E given component of a vertex mimics a weight or fitness of
that person in that subgroup. Through this model, we obtaine
the diameter of the acquaintance network as small as the Mil-

S 10° \\,::@\ . gram’s “six degrees of separation” and the assortativigf-co
o ] ficient as positive and large as empirical values for a wagét
0% o mei0a-i00. =02 social networks. Moreover, we obtain the degree distriputi
e me, ’gZNmod 1200 in a skewed form, which is also similar to those of real world
10 ; m-2 g:sgg o2 social networks. The clustering coefficiertsN ) andc (k)
10° e . behave as those of a neutral network, being due to the absence
10' 10° 10° 10 10° of intrinsic degree-degree correlation. Such deficiencthef
N present model may be improved by introducing the hierarchi-

cal structure among subgroups, or correlated ranks of apers

FIG. 6: Plot ofC vs the sizex for variousm , gand £ values. .
o) ned q fordifferent subgroups.

The slopes of the fit lines are1:0 for solid and -0.9 for the dashe
lines, drawn for the eye. Inset : Plot of k) vs degreex for various

N with fixedm = 2,g= N=20andf = 02.
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