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Som e asym ptotic properties ofduplication graphs

Alpan Raval�

K eck G raduate Institute of Applied Life Sciences,

535 W atson Drive, Clarem ont, CA 91711.

Departm ent of M athem atics,

Clarem ont G raduate University

710 N. College Avenue, Clarem ont, CA 91711.

D uplication graphs are graphs that grow by duplication ofexisting vertices,and

are im portant m odels of biological networks, including protein-protein interaction

networksand gene regulatory networks. Three m odels ofgraph growth are studied:

pure duplication growth,and two two-param eterm odelsin which duplication form s

one elem ent ofthe growth dynam ics. A power-law degree distribution is found to

em erge in allthreem odels.However,theparam eterspaceofthelattertwo m odelsis

characterized by a rangeofparam etervaluesforwhich duplication isthepredom inant

m echanism of graph growth. For param eter values that lie in this \duplication-

dom inated" regim e,it is shown that the degree distribution either approaches zero

asym ptotically,orapproachesanon-zeropower-law degreedistribution veryslowly.In

eithercase,theapproach tothetrueasym ptoticdegreedistribution ischaracterized by

adependenceofthescalingexponenton propertiesoftheinitialdegreedistribution.It

istherefore conjectured thatduplication-dom inated,scale-free networksm ay contain

identi�able rem nants of their early structure. This feature is inherited from the

idealized m odelof pure duplication growth, for which the exact �nite-size degree

distribution isfound and itsasym ptotic propertiesstudied.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thestudy ofevolvinggraphsasam eanstodescribethepower-law degreedistribution oflargenetworks

hasbecom e increasingly relevantin recentyears,starting with the study ofthe preferentialattachm ent

m odelofgraph growth [1]that m odels a diverse range ofm an-m ade and naturalnetworks. G raphs

thatgrow by duplication ofexisting vertices[2,3,4]are particularly relevantto the study ofbiological

networks,including protein-protein interaction networksand genetic regulatory networks,because they

m im ic the process ofgene duplication by duplication ofvertices,i.e,by creation ofnew vertices that

haveexactly thesam esetofconnectionsaspre-existing verticesin thegraph.Variousprocessesofgraph

growth in which duplication form soneelem entofthegrowth dynam icshavebeen shown to exhibitscale-

free behavioratlate tim es,characterized by a power-law dependence ofthe degree distribution p(k)of

the graph,i.e.,p(k)� k,where isthe scaling exponent[5].Thishasled to the notion thatbiological

networkspossessfeaturesin com m on with otherwell-studied,albeitdisparate,networks,including the

Internet and m etabolic networks[6,7]. A particularly attractive feature ofsuch scale-free networksis

theirputativerobustnessand toleranceoferror[1,8,9].

Atthesam etim e,itisnotso well-known thatgraphsthatgrow predom inantly by theduplication pro-

cesshavefeaturesthataredistinctfrom otherscale-freegraphs.Thesefeaturesbecom eparticularly stark

and revealing in thelim itofpureduplication growth.O nesuch featureisthelack ofthe\self-averaging"

property [3],i.e.,the property that an individualrealization ofgraph growth does not asym ptotically

reach the degree distribution ofan ensem ble ofsuch realizations.Speci�cally,itwasshown [2]thatthe
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num berofdistinct\orbits" (the subsetsofnodesthatare connected to exactly the sam e setsofnodes)

rem ainsinvariantunderany onerealization ofpureduplication growth.Thereforethenum berofdistinct

degreesofthe graph (where the degree ofa node isde�ned asthe num berofitsnearestneighbors)also

rem ainsinvariant. Thislack of\self-averaging" property m ay be form alised into an appropriate notion

oflack ofergodicity in the graph dynam ics.

Anotherdistinctfeature ofduplication graphsisthe lack ofclearem ergence ofan asym ptotic (long-

tim e) solution for the degree distribution ofan ensem ble ofrealizations[10]. W hile the dynam ics ofa

single realization ofthe duplication processcan be clari�ed [2]in term sofinvariance in the num berof

orbits,thedynam icsofan ensem bleofsuch processesisquitenon-trivial(becauseoflackofself-averaging)

and isdiscussed below.In a m odelproposed earlier[4]thatincludesduplication aswellasm utation by

edge rem ovaland addition,a breakdown ofthe asym ptotic stationary solution isfound to occurin the

analysis. Fora range ofparam etersin which duplication isthe dom inantprocessofgraph growth (the

duplication-dom inated regim e),theanalytically obtained stationary solution hasnegativeaveragedegree

and thescaling exponentdoesnotagreewith thatobtained from num ericalsim ulations.Furtheranalysis

ofthe sam e m odel[3]reveals that the degree distribution at late tim es depends sensitively on initial

conditions,although the dependence itselfisnotclari�ed.

O ne ofthe com m on threadsin the analysisofduplication graphsis the assum ed existence ofa non-

trivial,asym ptotic,stationary degreedistribution.W hilethescale-freepreferentialattachm entm odel[1]

and otherrelated m odelsdo havean asym ptoticsolution thatisstationary,thisisnotgenerally true.For

ourpurposes,we willde�ne a stationary degree distribution to be a tim e-independent,non-zero degree

distribution [11].

A num berofquestionsnaturally em ergefrom the aboveobservations.Som eofthem are:

(1)Do ensem blesofduplication graphs(i.e.,graphsin which them echanism ofgrowth ispredom inantly

by m eansofduplication)havestationary asym ptoticdegreedistributions?

(2)Do ensem blesofduplication graphsexhibitasym ptotically scale-freebehavior?

(3)How doesthe asym ptoticdegreedistribution depend on initialconditions?

In thiswork,thesequestionsare�rstanswered in thecontextofpureduplication growth,where,asis

shown below,an exactsolution forthedegreedistribution atalltim escan beobtained analytically.This

isfollowed by a discussion oftheseissuesin m ixed m odelsthatcontain duplication asa com ponentofthe

dynam ics.Itisconjectured thatduplication-dom inated growth m ay serveto de�nea new classofm odels

thatareasym ptotically non-stationary (or,atbest,quasi-stationary)butneverthelessm ay exhibitscale-

free behavior.In spite oftheirlack ofasym ptoticstationarity,these m odelscould welldescribe realistic

biologicalnetworks.

II. P U R E D U P LIC A T IO N G R O W T H

Consideran undirected graph thatgrowsby pureduplication.W e willassum ethatthe graph hasm 0

verticesattim e t= 0,and thattim e progressesin units of1. At each tim e step,an existing vertex is

picked at random and duplicated,i.e.,a new vertex is added to the graph with the sam e set ofedges

as an existing vertex. The num ber ofvertices therefore increases by one at each tim e step and the

totalnum ber ofvertices at tim e t is t+ m 0. Consequently,the m axim um possible degree at tim e t

is km ax(t) = t+ m 0 � 1. As shown earlier [2],any speci�c process ofthis type (i.e.,a realization of

thisdynam ics)leavesthe num beroforbits,and therefore,the num berofdistinctdegreesin the graph,

invariant. W e will,however,consider the dynam ics ofan ensem ble ofsuch processes and denote the

degreedistribution ofthisensem bleby p(k;t)� theprobability of�nding a vertex ofdegreek attim et.

Since every vertex has equalprobability ofbeing duplicated at a given tim e step, the probability

pnew (k;t)thata new vertex hasdegreek attim e tisgiven by

pnew (k;t)= p(k;t� 1): (1)

Furtherm ore,the probability pndup(k
0;t)thata vertex ofdegree k0 isa neighborofa duplicating vertex
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isproportionalto itsdegree.Dem anding thata vertex ofm axim um degreeisa neighborofa duplicating

vertex with probability 1 then gives

pndup(k;t)= k(m 0 + t� 1)�1 : (2)

From the abovewe can �nd the num berofverticesofdegreek attim e tas

n(k;t) = pnew (k;t)(n(k;t� 1)+ 1)+ (1� pnew (k;t))n(k;t� 1)

+ pndup(k � 1;t)n(k� 1;t� 1)� pndup(k;t)n(k;t� 1); (3)

where the �rsttwo term son the right-hand-side(RHS)ofthe aboveequation describe the contribution

ofthe duplicating vertex itselfand distinguish between the two cases: (a) the duplicating vertex is of

degreek,and (b)the duplicating vertex isnotofdegreek;the third term com esfrom verticesofdegree

k � 1 increasing theirdegree because they are neighborsofa duplicating vertex,and the fourth term is

a lossterm forverticesthatwereofdegree k atthe previoustim e and have since increased theirdegree

due to neighborduplication.

Noting thatn(k;t)= p(k;t)(t+ m 0),onecan derivethe following m asterequation forp(k;t):

p(k;t)� p(k;t� 1)=
k� 1

t+ m 0

p(k� 1;t� 1)�
k

t+ m 0

p(k;t� 1): (4)

The above equation holdsforallk � 0 (with p(� 1;t)= 0 forallt). However,the dynam icsofisolated

vertices (vertices ofdegree 0) is decoupled from the dynam ics ofhigher degree vertices. Indeed,one

obtains p(0;t) is constant for alltim e and p(k;t) for k � 1 does not depend on p(0;t). Because of

this decoupling property,we willonly consider solutions ofEq. (4) for k � 1,supplem ented by the

equation p(0;t)= p(0;0). Correspondingly,we willonly consider graphswith a m inim um degree of1,

with theunderstandingthatensem blesofgraphsthatcontain isolated verticescan besubdivided intotwo

ensem bles,one ensem ble ofgraphswhose m inim um vertex degree is1,and anotherensem ble ofgraphs

thatonly contain isolated vertices.The dynam icsofthese two ensem blesisthen decoupled and we m ay

only considerthe non-trivialdynam icsofthe ensem blewith m inim um vertex degreeof1.

By inspection ofEq. (4),a naive solution is obtained. This is a \stationary" solution with scaling

exponent = � 1 satisfying kp(k)= (k � 1)p(k � 1),i.e.,p(k)� k�1 . Note thatthis solution is nota

globalsolution at any �nite tim e because it is not correctly norm alised: dem anding
P km ax(t)

k= 1
p(k)= 1

causesthe solution to be non-stationary,in which case itisnota solution atall. Thissolution can,at

best,therefore be an asym ptotic solution,and even so,hold only for�nitely m any valuesofk,because

the sum ofk�1 overin�nitely m any valuesofk isdivergent,and the norm alization condition would fail

to hold. Indeed,from an analysis ofthe exact degree distribution below,we �nd that this stationary

solution isnotan asym ptoticsolution atall,although thepureduplication growth lim itin earlieranalyses

[2,3,4]yieldsa scaling exponentof� 1.

A . Exact degree distribution for pure duplication grow th

Itturnsoutthatthem asterequation (4)issim pleenough to solveexactly in term softheinitialdegree

distribution p(k;0).By writingouteach term on theRHS ofthem asterequation in term sofdistributions

atearliertim es,onenoticesthatp(k;t)isa sum ofterm softhe generalform

p(k� i;0)
(k� 1)(k� 2)� � � (k � i)(t+ m0 � k)(t� 1+ m0 � k)� � � (i+ 1+ m0 � k)

(t+ m 0)(t+ m 0 � 1)� � � (m0 + 1)
; (5)
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whereirunsfrom 0tot.Furtherm ore,therearet!=(i!(t� i)!)term softhistype.Puttingallthistogether,

oneobtains

p(k;t)=

tX

i= 0

p(k � i;0)
t!

i!(t� i)!
�

(k� 1)� � � (k � i)(t+ m0 � k)� � � (i+ 1+ m0 � k)

(t+ m 0)(t+ m 0 � 1)� � � (m0 + 1)
: (6)

Changing the dum m y variable ito j = k � iand noting that,in the initialdistribution,the m inim um

degreeis1 while the m axim um degreeism 0 � 1,one�nally obtains,aftersom esim pli�cation

p(k;t)=

�
t+ m 0

m 0

� �1 m in(k;m 0�1)X

j= m ax(k�t;1)

�
t+ m 0 � k

m 0 � j

� �
k� 1

j� 1

�

p(j;0) (7)

In the sum above,it is understood that for values ofk and t such that the lower lim it ofthe sum is

larger than the upper lim it,p(k;t) = 0. The above solution corresponds to a m ixture,via the initial

distribution,ofa hypergeom etricdistribution [12]and m ay bereadily veri�ed by directsubstitution into

Eq.(4).

B . A sym ptotic analysis

The exact degree distribution,Eq. (7) above,shows that,for t� m 0,there are three regim es ofk

valuesforwhich thedegreedistribution haspotentially qualitatively di�erentbehavior.The�rstregim e

is1� k < m0� 1,forwhich only term sfrom j= 1 up to j= k contributein thesum .Thesecond regim e

ism 0 � 1 � k � t+ 1,forwhich the entire supportofthe initialdegree distribution contributesto the

sum (i.e.,allterm sfrom j= 1 to j= m 0 � 1).Thethird regim eist+ 1< k < km ax(t)� t+ m0 � 1,for

which only term sfrom j= k � tup to j= m0 � 1 contribute to the sum .Atlate tim es,the num berof

distinctk valuesin the second regim e (t+ m 0 � 1 values)ism uch largerthan the num berofdistinctk

valuesin the�rstand third regim es.W ewillthereforerestrictouranalysisto valuesofk thatcorrespond

to the second regim e.Forthe asym ptotic analysisbelow,wewillfurtherassum ethatm 0 � k � t.

In orderto study the late-tim e behaviorofthe degree distribution,the asym ptotic expansion ofthe

G am m a function [13]is used to obtain the following asym ptotic results,valid for m 0 � k � t and

1 � j� m0 � 1:

�
t+ m 0

m 0

�

�
tm 0

m 0!

�
1+ O (t�1 )

�
; (8)

�
t+ m 0 � k

m 0 � j

�

�
tm 0�j

(m 0 � j)!

�
1+ O (t�1 )

�
; (9)

�
k� 1

j� 1

�

�
kj�1

(j� 1)!

�
1+ O (k�1 )

�
: (10)

Substituting theseinto Eq.(7),oneobtains,form 0 � k � t,

p(k;t)�
m 0

t

m 0�1X

j= 1

�
m 0 � 1

j� 1

� �
k

t

� j�1

p(j;0)
�
1+ O (k�1 )

�
: (11)
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Since every successive term in the sum above is m ultiplied by an additionalfactor ofk=t � 1, the

dom inantcontribution to p(k;t)com esfrom the lowestnon-zero value ofj such thatp(j;0)6= 0. This

value ofj is the lowestnon-zero degree in the initialensem ble ofgraphs. De�ning km in as the lowest

non-zero degreein the initialdistribution,weobtain the approxim ateasym ptoticresult

p(k;t)�
m

t

�
m 0 � 1

km in � 1

� �
k

t

� km in�1

p(km in;0)
�
1+ O (k�1 )

�
: (12)

Itfollowsthatthe asym ptotic degree distribution approacheszero ast�k m in forlarge tand istherefore

non-stationary.However,forlarge,�nite t,the following resultisobtained.

Theasym ptoticdegreedistribution forpureduplication graphs,although non-stationary,

hasa scaling exponentof = km in � 1,wherekm in isthe sm allestnon-zero

degreein the initialgraph.

In particular,the scaling exponent is positive when km in > 1. [This behavior does not cause any

norm alization problem sast! 1 becausep(k;t)! 0in thislim it].Figure1givesplotsoftheasym ptotic

degreedistribution generated from num ericalsim ulationsofthem asterequation.Forthecasekm in = 1,

itisfound thatthedegreedistribution isuniform ,whileforkm in = 2,p(k)hasa lineardependenceon k,

consistentwith the aboveresult.

Forrealistic graphs,such asm ostbiologicalnetworksofinterest,itisusually the case thatkm in = 1.

Ifthese graphsevolved by m eans ofa pure duplication process,the late-tim e degree distribution ofan

ensem bleofsuch graphswould bedom inated by a uniform distribution.W enow exam inethefeaturesof

the asym ptoticdegreedistribution thataream enableto a directanalysisofthe m asterequation.

C . D irect asym ptotic analysis

The asym ptotic behavior ofthe degree distribution obtained so far relies on knowledge ofthe exact

solution (7).Itisofinterestto know whatfeaturesoftheasym ptoticdegreedistribution can beobtained

directly from them asterequation,withoutrecourseto theexactsolution.Thisisespecially im portantin

the analysisofm ore com plex m odels,where the exactdegree distribution foralltim e and forallvalues

ofk m ay be analytically intractable.

W e�rstnotethatthelack ofexistenceofa stationary asym ptoticdegreedistribution m ay bededuced

im m ediately from a generating function [14]approach to the problem . Assum ing that a stationary

asym ptotic degree distribution exists,with p(k;t) = p(k;t� 1) � p(k) for allk � 1,and de�ning the

generating function �(x),

�(x)=

1X

k= 1

x
k
p(k); (13)

oneobtainsfrom the m asterequation (4)the following equation for�(x):

x(x � 1)
d�

dx
= 0; (14)

which gives �(x) = constant for 0 < x < 1. [The norm alization condition �(1) = 1 then im plies that

the constant equals 1]. This is inconsistent with the fact that p(k) 6= 0 for som e k � 1. Hence the

assum ption ofa stationary distribution leadsto a contradiction and therefore a stationary distribution

cannotexist.
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In orderto analyse the non-stationary asym ptotic distribution,one m ay assum e thatthe asym ptotic

degreedistribution isofthe separableform :

p(k;t)�
X

c

gc(t)fc(k); (15)

where the possible valuesofc are to be determ ined. Since the m asterequation isa linearhom ogenous

equation,onem ay furtherdem and thatevery term in theabovesum satis�esthem asterequation.[Note

thatthe true asym ptotic solution (11)isindeed ofthe form (15).]A typicalterm in the sum abovecan

then be substituted into the m asterequation (4).Aftersom erearrangem entofterm s,oneobtains

(t+ m 0)

�

1�
gc(t)

gc(t� 1)

�

= k� (k� 1)
fc(k� 1)

fc(k)
: (16)

SincetheLHS oftheaboveequation isa function oftaloneand theRHS a function ofk alone,each side

m ustbe separately constant,leading to the pairofequations

(t+ m 0)

�

1�
gc(t)

gc(t� 1)

�

= c; (17)

k� (k � 1)
fc(k � 1)

fc(k)
= c: (18)

Equation (17)abovegivesriseto divergentgrowth in gc(t)ifc< 0.A requirem entisthereforec> 0 (the

c= 0 case correspondsto a stationary solution,which hasalready been elim inated),a condition on the

allowed valuesofc.W ith thiscondition,Eqs.(17)and (18)arereadily solved to yield

gc(t) = gc(0)
�(m 0 + 1)

�(m 0 � c+ 1)

�(t+ m 0 � c+ 1)

�(t+ m 0 + 1)
� t

�c (19)

fc(k) = fc(1)�(2� c)
�(k)

�(k� c+ 1)
� k

c�1 (20)

Therefore,apower-law degreedistribution with exponent = c� 1isobtained.From Eq.(19),thelowest

possible value ofc willdom inate the late-tim e behavior. Note that,although c isasyetundeterm ined,

the analysisestablishesthe correctrelationship between the exponentcharacterizing the rate atwhich

thedegreedistribution fallsto zero (� c)and thescaling exponent(c� 1).Thisisevidentby com parison

ofEqs. (19)and (20)to Eq. (12). Thisrelationship isa testable one. Asshown in the nextsection,a

sim ilarrelationship can be derived from the asym ptoticanalysisofa m orecom plex m odel.

In orderto obtain the allowed values ofthe constantc by a directasym ptotic analysis,we resortto

an eigenvaluem ethod thatisdescribed in theAppendix.Them ethod showsthattheallowed valuesofc

are the positive integers,c= n,n = 1;2;:::,consistentwith the exactsolution (7).The lowestpossible

value ofcisthen c= 1,giving riseto a uniform degreedistribution atlate tim es.W e arethereforeable

to capturem ostfeaturesofthe exactsolution by a directasym ptoticanalysis,the m issing featurebeing

the relationship between the initialdegreedistribution and the lowestvalue ofc.

III. A D U P LIC A T IO N -M U TA T IO N M O D EL

W enow considera m oregeneral,two-param etergrowth m odelsuggested earlier[4]asa m odelforthe

evolutionary growth ofthe proteom e that involves both duplication and m utation events. The m odel

includes pure duplication growth asa specialcase. Assum ing thatthe initialgraph hasm 0 nodes,the

graph evolvesaccording to thefollowing rules:(i)a vertex isselected atrandom and duplicated,(ii)the

linksem anating from the newly generated vertex arerem oved with probability �,and (iii)new linksare
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created between the new vertex and allother vertices with probability �=(t+ m 0 � 1) (where t+ m0

arethe totalnum berofverticesin the graph attim e t).The processesoflink addition and rem ovalare

necessarily correlated.However,for� � 1,itisreasonableto approxim atetheevolution by uncorrelated

addition and rem oval[4].W ith thisassum ption,the m asterequation forp(k;t)is

p(k;t)� p(k;t� 1) =
(k+ 1)�

t+ m 0

p(k+ 1;t� 1)�
k+ 2�

t+ m 0

p(k;t� 1)

+
(1� �)(k � 1)+ 2�

t+ m 0

p(k � 1;t� 1): (21)

Although the aboveequation describesthe duplication-m utation processonly for� � 1,the equation is

stillavalid m asterequation forallvaluesof� and willbestudied forallvaluesof� �rstbeforefocussingon

the duplication-dom inated regim e � � 1.The equation thatdescribesthe duplication-m utation process

forallvaluesof�,a furthergeneralization ofEq.(21)above,hasalso been derived [4]and itsasym ptotic

behaviorfor� > 1=2 hasbeen studied in detail[3].The eventualcase ofinteresthere is� < 1=2.Thus,

Eq.(21)willbesu�cientforourpurposes.Notethatthelim iting case� = 0,� = 0 correspondsto pure

duplication growth.

A . C ondition for an asym ptotically stationary degree distribution

To obtain the condition forthe existence ofan asym ptotic stationary distribution,we assum e a sta-

tionary norm alizabledistribution to begin with,proceed with theanalysis,and search fora contradiction

forsom erangeofparam eters.Indeed,setting p(k;t)= p(k;t� 1)= p(k)in Eq.(21),one obtains,

(k + 1)� p(k + 1)� (k+ 2�)p(k)+ ((1� �)(k � 1)+ 2�)p(k� 1)= 0: (22)

The corresponding generating function �(x)isgiven by

�(x)=
X

k

x
k
p(k): (23)

Beforeanalysingtheequation satis�ed by thegeneratingfunction,itisim portanttonotethat,forp(k)to

beanorm alizableprobability distribution,theseries(23)m ustconvergein thelim itx ! 1.Furtherm ore,

�(x)m ustbe analyticatx = 0.W ith thisin m ind,we turn to the equation satis�ed by �(x):

((1� �)x � �)
d�

dx
+ 2�� = 0: (24)

The solution to the aboveequation is

�(x)= a�
�2�=(1��)

j1� x(��1 � 1)j�2�=(1��) ; (25)

wherea isan integration constant.The aboveexpression isanalytic atx = 0 and can be expanded in a

Taylorseriesin powersofx to obtain theprobabilitiesp(k).However,theTaylorseriesconvergesonly if

jx j(��1 � 1)< 1: (26)

Dem anding thatthe seriesconvergeasx ! 1 then yieldsthe condition � > 1=2.For� � 1=2,the series

isdivergent[15],which contradictstheassum ption ofa stationary norm alizableprobablility distribution

p(k).Therefore,we�nd that,for� � 1=2,the asym ptoticdistribution isnotstationary [16].
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B . A sym ptotic degree distribution for � � 1=2

Sincetheasym ptoticdistribution isnotstationary for� � 1=2,wem ay now considersolutionsof(21)of

the separableform

p(k;t)� fc(k)gc(t): (27)

As in the previoussection,these solutions are labeled by the separation constantc. O ne then obtains

the pairofequations

(t+ m 0)

�

1�
gc(t)

gc(t� 1)

�

= c (28)

(k + 1)� fc(k + 1)� (k + 2� � c)fc(k)+ ((1� �)(k � 1)+ 2�)fc(k � 1) = 0: (29)

Itisclearfrom Eq. (28)thatone m usthave c� 0 forgc(t)to rem ain bounded ast! 1 . Since c= 0

correspondsto the stationary case,wewillrestrictattention to c> 0.First,one �ndsfrom Eq.(28),

gc(t)= gc(0)
�(t+ m � c+ 1)�(m + 1)

�(t+ m + 1)�(m � c+ 1)
� t

�c
; (30)

ast! 1 .

W hile the fullasym ptotic solution forfc(k)isdi�cultto obtain from Eq. (29),we m ay carry outa

Taylorexpansion offc(k + 1)and fc(k)forlargevaluesofk,i.e.,

fc(k + 1) ’ fc(k)+
dfc

dk
(31)

fc(k � 1) ’ fc(k)�
dfc

dk
(32)

After substituting the above in Eq. (29)and solving the resulting �rstorderdi�erentialequation,one

�nds

 =
c

1� 2�
� 1; (33)

resulting in the asym ptotic(t! 1 )solution

p(k;t)� t
�c
k
c=(1�2�)�1

; k � 1: (34)

Again,theseparation ofvariablesanalysisoftheasym ptoticdegreedistribution doesnot�x theallowed

valuesofc.Theeigenvaluem ethod outlined in the Appendix,gives,to �rstorderin �,

c= 2�(1� �)+ n(1� 2�)+ O (�2); n = 0;1;2;::: (35)

Therefore,thelatetim esolution willbedom inated by thelowestvalueofcthatisconsistentwith initial

conditions.Thelowestpossiblesuch valueisc= � 2�(1� �).Itshould beem phasized,however,thatthe

aboverangeofvaluesofcisonly valid for� � 1.

Figure 2 displaysa plotofthe degree distribution when � = � = 0:1.In thiscase,the lowestpossible

value ofc is c = 0:18,giving rise to an analytically predicted scaling exponent  ’ � 0:775. Direct

sim ulation ofthem asterequation,shown in Fig.2,givesapproxim atepowerlaw behaviorwith a scaling

exponentofabout� 0:73,in reasonableagreem entwith the analyticalresult.

Itm ay beargued thatduplication-dom inated growth (� < 1=2)in thism odelisunrealisticbecausethe

m ean degreehkit growswithoutbound [3,4],whereasrealistic,large,biologicalnetworkshavesm allm ean

degree. Thisargum entis,however,unfounded. Forthe duplication-m utation m odel,ithasbeen shown
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[3,4]thathkit � t1�2� forlargetand for� < 1=2.Therefore,if� islessthan butsu�ciently closeto 1=2

the m ean degreewillgrow very slowly and rem ain sm alleven when the size ofthe graph islarge.Thus,

� < 1=2 could wellbea viableregion ofparam eterspace,although,asshown here,theanalysisofgraph

growth would requirethatthe assum ption ofasym ptoticstationary behaviorbediscarded.Ifthe lowest

allowed value ofc does depend on initialconditions (as in the pure duplication case),large biological

networksm ay contain im portantcluesaboutthe structureofsuch networksvery early in evolution.

IV . A M O D EL W IT H D U P LIC A T IO N A N D P R EFER EN T IA L A T TA C H M EN T

W e now consider another two-param eterm odelofgraph growth that also contains pure duplication

growth asa specialcasebutforwhich an asym ptoticstationary distribution alwaysexistseverywherein

param eterspace exceptatthe pointcorresponding to pure duplication growth.Itwillbe seen that,al-

though an asym ptoticstationarydistribution exists,theactualdegreedistribution approachesitsstation-

ary valuevery slowly in theduplication-dom inated regim e.Therefore,even atlatetim es(corresponding

tolargegraphs),thedegreedistribution ism oreaccuratelydescribed byaquasi-stationarydistribution (in

a m annerclari�ed below)ratherthan by the trueasym ptoticstationary distribution.Thism odelthere-

foreservesto identify anotherpossiblefeatureofduplication-dom inated growth,nam ely,quasi-stationary

behavior,thatm ay wellhold in other,m orerealisticdescriptions.

The growth m odelis a com bination of pure duplication growth, and growth by sim ple scale-free,

preferentialattachm ent[1].W e startwith an initialgraph attim e t= 0 with m 0 vertices.Ateach tim e

step oneofthe following two processescan occur:

(a)An arbitrary vertex in the graph isduplicated (allverticeshaveequalprobability ofduplication),as

in the pureduplication growth m odel,or

(b) A new vertex with m edges is added to the graph. These edges are preferentially attached to the

high-degreevertices,i.e.,theprobability thatan old vertex willbe linked to the new oneisproportional

to itsdegree.

W e assum e thatprocess(a)occurswith probability pd and process(b) occurswith probability 1� pd.

The m odeltherefore has two param eters,m and pd. The case pd = 1 correspondsto pure duplication

growth,while the casepd = 0 correspondsto growth by preferentialattachm entalone.

Them asterequation forsuch a growth m odelisa sim plecom bination ofthepureduplication and the

scale-freepreferentialattachm entm asterequations,

p(k;t)� p(k;t� 1)=
pd

t+ m 0

f(k � 1)p(k� 1;t� 1)� kp(k;t� 1)g

+
1� pd

t+ m 0

n

�k;m � p(k;t� 1)

+
m

hkit�1
((k� 1)p(k� 1;t� 1)� kp(k;t� 1))

�

; (36)

where

hkit�1 =
X

k

kp(k;t� 1) (37)

isthe m ean degreeattim e t� 1,and �k;m isthe K roneckerdelta function.

A . Existence ofan asym ptotic stationary distribution

Asbefore,weassum etheexistenceofa stationary solution ofEq.(36)and check whetherthegenerating

function �(x) is analytic atx = 0 and whether the seriesconvergesasx ! 1. Assum ing p(k;t� 1)=



10

p(k;t)= p(k)in the lim itt! 1 ,oneobtainsforp(k)

�

pd +
m (1� pd)

hki1

�

((k � 1)p(k� 1)� kp(k))= (1� pd)(p(k)� �k;m ); (38)

where

hki1 = lim t! 1 hkit: (39)

The corresponding equation forthe generating function �(x),forpd 6= 1,is

x(1� x)

�

d�

dx
� � + x

m = 0; (40)

where

�
�1 =

pd

1� pd
+

m

hki1
> 0: (41)

Equation (40)can be solved to yield,aftersom esim pli�cation and a variablechange,

�(x)= �(1� x)� xm
Z 1

0

dss
�+ m �1 (1� xs)���1 + a

�
1� x

x

� �

; (42)

wherea isan integration constant.NotethattheradiusofconvergenceoftheTaylorexpansion of(1� x)�

is1 and thattheradiusofconvergenceoftheTaylorexpansion of(1� xs)���1 is1=s> 1.Furtherm ore,

every term in the Taylorexpansion of(1� xs)���1 can be integrated to give a �nite result,provided

m 6= 0. Thus �(x) is analytic at x = 0,provided a = 0 and m 6= 0. W e therefore set the integration

constanta = 0. To show thatthe Taylorexpansion convergesatx = 1,itisnotenough to know that

the Taylorexpansion aboutx = 0 hasa radiusofconvergence of1. W e furtherneed to show thatthe

integralovers givesa �nite resultatx = 1.

In fact,the integralisdivergentatx = 1 forany � � 0. However,the factorof(1� x)� outside the

integrand tends to 0 as x ! 1. A m ore carefulanalysis is therefore required. To do this,we change

variablesfrom s to s0= (1� xs)=(1� x)and rewrite�(x)in the form

�(x)= �x
��

Z (1�x)
� 1

1

ds
0
s
0���1 (1� s

0(1� x))
�+ m �1

: (43)

Setting x = 1 in the aboveyields�(1)= 1,asrequired by norm alization.

W etherefore�nd,forall0 � pd < 1 and m > 0,thattheasym ptoticdistribution isstationary forthis

typeofgrowth.However,to �nd thestationary distribution and thecorresponding scaling exponent,we

need to �nd hki1 ,the asym ptoticm ean degree.

B . A sym ptotic m ean degree

The recursion equation forthe evolution ofthe m ean degree can be obtained by m ultiplying both sides

ofEq.(36)by k and sum m ing overk.O neobtains

hkit = hkit�1

�

1+
2pd � 1

t+ m 0

�

+
2m (1� pd)

t+ m 0

: (44)
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Forpd < 1=2,the aboverecusion givesriseto a �nite asym ptoticm ean degree:

hki1 =
2m (1� pd)

1� 2pd
; pd < 1=2: (45)

Forpd � 1=2,them ean degreegrowswithoutbound ast! 1 .To seethis,wepropagateEq.(44)back

to t= 0,giving

hkit =
�(t+ m 0 + 2pd)

�(t+ m 0 + 1)

(

hki0
�(m 0 + 1)

�(m 0 + 2pd)
+ 2m (1� pd)

tX

i= 1

�(i+ m 0)

�(i+ m 0 + 2pd)

)

: (46)

The casespd = 1=2 and pd > 1=2 are considered separately.Forpd = 1=2,the aboveequation sim pli�es

to give

hkit = hki0 + m

tX

i= 1

(m 0 + i)�1 ; pd = 1=2: (47)

Forlarget,oneobtainsthe asym ptoticbehavior[13]

hkit = m lnt+ hki0 � m

m 0X

j= 1

j
�1 + m C + O (t�1 ); pd = 1=2; (48)

where C is Euler’s constant. Thus the m ean degree for pd = 1=2 grows logarithm ically to in�nity as

t! 1 .

For pd > 1=2 (the duplication-dom inated regim e in this m odel),the sum over iin Eq. (46) can be

explicitly perform ed by expressingtheratioofG am m afunctionsin thesum in term softheBetafunction.

Using an integralrepresentation ofthe Beta function [13],and interchanging the sum and the integral,

one�nds,

hkit =
�(t+ m 0 + 2pd)

�(t+ m 0 + 1)

�(m 0 + 1)

�(m 0 + 2pd)

�

hki0 +
2m (1� pd)

2pd � 1

�

�
2m (1� pd)

2pd � 1
(49)

� t
2pd�1

�(m 0 + 1)

�(m 0 + 2pd)

�

hki0 +
2m (1� pd)

2pd � 1

�

�
2m (1� pd)

2pd � 1
; (50)

where the second equation aboveholdsforlarget.Again,one �ndsforpd > 1=2,thatthe m ean degree

growswithoutbound asa positivepoweroftforlarget.

W ethus�nd thathki1 = 1 forpd � 1=2.Com bining thisresultwith theresult(45)forpd < 1=2,we

obtain

� = 2(1� pd); pd < 1=2; (51)

= p
�1

d
� 1; pd � 1=2: (52)

C . A sym ptotic stationary distribution and quasi-stationary correction

In orderto obtain theasym ptoticstationary distribution,wem ay directly solvetherecursion ofEq.(38)

fork > m .O ne �nds

p(k)= p(m )
�(m + � + 1)

�(m )

�(k)

�(k+ � + 1)
� p(m )

�(m + � + 1)

�(m )
k
���1

; (53)
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where the lastexpression holdsfork � m .A scale-free,stationary distribution therefore em erges,with

scalingexponent = � �� 1,and � given by Eqs.(51)and (52)above.Notethatthisresultbreaksdown

in the pure duplication lim itpd = 1,because in thislim itthe asym ptotic distribution isnotstationary,

asdiscussed earlier.

Although the above result for the scaling exponent is correct for in�nitely large graphs,the scaling

exponent for large but �nite graphs m ay not even agree approxim ately with the asym ptotic scaling

exponent.Toseethis,notethattheasym ptoticscalingexponent = � �� 1wasobtained by substituting

the value ofthe m ean degree att= 1 into the de�nition of�. Forpd < 1=2 thism ean degree is�nite

and itisexpected that,asthe graph grows,them ean degreewillquickly approach itsasym ptoticvalue.

However,in the duplication-dom inated regim e,pd � 1=2,the asym ptotic m ean degree is in�nite and

thereforeneverapproached,even ifthe graph islarge.A sim ple exam pleisthe casepd = 1=2,forwhich

the m ean degree growslogarithm ically with the size ofthe graph and m ay therefore be sm alleven for

large,�nite graphs. Therefore,for values ofpd greater than or equalto but close to 1=2,it m ay be

a better approxim ation to replace � (and therefore ) by its tim e-dependent value (obtained from the

tim e-dependenceofhkit).Thiscorrespondsto a quasi-stationary correction to theasym ptoticstationary

distribution,applied forlargebut�nite graphs.

Speci�cally,in the quasi-stationary regim e,we havep(k;t)� k(t) with (t)= � �(t)� 1 and

�(t)�1 =
pd

1� pd
+

m

hkit
; (54)

where,forlarge but�nite graphs,hkit isgiven by Eq. (48)forpd = 1=2 and by Eq. (50)forpd > 1=2.

Thescaling exponentthereforeslowly driftstowardsitstrueasym ptoticvalueasthegraph growslarger.

The e�ectofthe quasi-stationary correction isstudied in Figure 3 forthe case pd = 1=2 and m = 6.

The graph is grown to approxim ately 1000 vertices. In this case,the scaling exponent at t = 1 is

 = � 2,while the quasi-stationary correction giveshki1000 ’ 31:07,��1 ’ 1:19,and a scaling exponent

 ’ � 1:84. This isin better agreem entwith the actualscaling exponentofabout� 1:8 obtained from

the plotthan the value � 2.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

The asym ptotic degree distributions in three m odels for graph growth have been analysed in this

article: growth by pure duplication, and two two-param eter m odels in which duplication form s one

elem ent ofgrowth. W hile pure duplication growth m ay be an unrealistic m echanism for a num ber of

reasons(including lack ofergodicity,lineargrowth ofthe m ean degree with the size ofthe graph,etc.),

it serves as a usefulidealized test case for the study ofqualitative features,such as asym ptotic non-

stationarity and sensitivity to initialconditions,that m ay be present in m ore com plex,m ore realistic

m odels. By analysis ofthe exact degree distribution in the pure duplication m odel,we �nd that the

asym ptotic degree distribution ofan ensem ble ofgraphs subject to pure duplication growth is indeed

non-stationary butneverthelessexhibitspower-law behaviorwith a non-negativeexponentthatdepends

on initialconditionsin a sim pleway { thepowerlaw exponentisrelated to thelowestnon-zero degreein

theinitialgraph.Thenatureoftheasym ptoticdegreedistribution isalsofound from a directasym ptotic

analysisofthem asterequation characterizing pureduplication growth,although such an analysis,being

valid only in the asym ptoticregim e,doesnotrelatethe scaling exponentto initialconditions.

The lack ofexistence ofa stationary degree distribution is also found to occur in the duplication-

dom inated regim e(� � 1=2)oftheduplication-m utation m odel.Forthism odel,� = 1=2de�nesa critical

boundary in param eter space that separates non-stationary and stationary asym ptotic behavior. This

alsohappenstobethecriticalboundary separating�niteasym ptoticm ean degreeand in�niteasym ptotic

m ean degree[4].Itisargued that,if� islessthan butsu�ciently close to 1=2,such a m odelcould still

describerealisticgraphs,becausethem ean degreewould increasevery slowly with thesizeofthegraph.

The non-stationary asym ptotic behavior ofsuch duplication-dom inated graphs could welldepend on
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initialconditions in a m anner sim ilar to the pure duplication case,via the lowestallowed value ofthe

constantcthatisconsistentwith initialconditions.

For the m odelcontaining duplication growth com bined with preferentialattachm ent,an asym ptotic

stationary distribution isfound to existforallpd < 1. However,forthe duplication-dom inated regim e,

pd � 1=2 (the criticalboundary separating �nite asym ptotic m ean degree and in�nite asym ptotic m ean

degree),the asym ptotic degree distribution is m ore realistically described by a quasi-stationary distri-

bution thattakesinto accountthe factthatthe m ean degreeisalways�nite forlarge but�nite graphs.

pd = 1=2can then beinterpreted asacriticalboundaryseparatingstationaryand quasi-stationaryasym p-

totic degreedistributions.O n both sidesofthe criticalboundary,the degreedistribution haspower-law

behavior.

Theseresultssuggestthatduplication-dom inated graph growth m ay servetom odelanew classoflarge

networkswhosedegreedistributions,although displaying power-law behavior,arenotwell-approxim ated

by stationary distributions,even when these networkshave largesize.Based on the m odelsstudied,we

have found that at leasttwo kinds ofnon-stationary asym ptotic behavior can occur in such networks:

(a)one in which the probabilitiesdriftto zero while the scaling exponentrem ainsinvariantas long as

thenetwork islargeenough (non-stationary behavior),and (b)onein which theprobabilitieseventually

converge to a non-zero,power-law distribution butthe scaling exponentdriftsslowly to its asym ptotic

value(quasi-stationarybehavior).W ealso�nd thatthescalingexponentwilldepend on initialconditions

in both cases: in the non-stationary case,this dependence occurs via the allowed lowest value ofthe

separation constant c,while in the quasi-stationary case,the scaling exponent depends on the m ean

degree in the initialgraph,via Eq. (54). Thus,duplication-dom inated,scale-free networks m ay well

contain early,and possibly identi�able,evolutionary rem nants.

W e leaveopen to future work thequestion oftherelationship,ifany,between asym ptoticstationarity

ofthe degreedistribution and ergodicity in the graph dynam ics.
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A ppendix: A n eigenvalue m ethod for analysing the tim e dependence of the degree

distribution

Considertheduplication-m utation m odelofSection 3.Atlatetim es(t� m 0),Eq.(21)can beexpressed

approxim ately asa di�erentialequation in the tim e variable:

dp(t)

d(lnt)
= A p(t); (55)

wherep(t)isa t-dim ensionalvectorrepresentation ofthe degreedistribution,

p(t)= [p(0;t)p(1;t)p(2;t) ::: p(t� 1;t)],and the t� tm atrix A isgiven by

A =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

� 2� � 0 0 0 0 � � �

2� � (1+ 2�) 2� 0 0 0 � � �

0 1� � + 2� � (2+ 2�) 3� 0 0 � � �

0 0 2(1� �)+ 2� � (3+ 2�) 4� 0 � � �

� � � � � � � � �

� � � � � � � � �

� � � � � � � � �

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

(56)

The generalsolution to Eq.(55)is

p(t)=

t�1X

n= 0

q
(n)

t
�n ; (57)

where f�ng are the eigenvaluesofthe m atrix A and the tim e-independent vectorsq(n) depend on the

eigenvectors of A and on the initialdegree distribution. Note that the above solution justi�es the

separation-of-variablesassum ption m adein Sections2 and 3.

In orderto obtain the tim e-dependence ofthe degree distribution,we are interested in the eigenvalue

spectrum ofA .W hile itisdi�cultto obtain the eigenvaluesofA in general,itisquite straightforward

to obtain them to leading order in �. Indeed,when � = 0,the eigenvalue equation det(A � �I) = 0

im m ediately yieldsthe eigenvalues(denoted by �
(0)
n )

�
(0)
n = � n � 2�; n = 0;1;2;::: (58)

For� 6= 0,one�nds,to �rstorderin �,

det(A � �I) = (� 1)t

(
t�1Y

n= 0

(n + 2� + �)

�

t�1X

n= 1

n�

 
n�2Y

l= 0

(l+ 2� + �)

!

(n � 1+ 2�)

 
t�1Y

l= n+ 1

(l+ 2� + �)

! )

+ O (�2) (59)

By solving forthe eigenvaluesto �rstorderin �,oneobtains

�n = � n(1� 2�)� 2�(1� �)+ O (�2): (60)

The above givesthe allowed values ofthe constantc in Section 3,c = � �n. At late tim es,the degree

distribution isdom inated bythelargest�n (lowestc),obtained bysettingn = 0,as�0 = � c= � 2�(1� �).

The results ofthe pure duplication growth described in Section 2 m ay be obtained by setting � =
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0;� = 0 in the above and rem oving the �rst row and �rst colum n ofthe m atrix A (corresponding to

decouplingthedynam icsofisolated verticesfrom non-isolated ones).Rem ovalofthe�rstrow and colum n

isequivalentto discarding the eigenvalue � = 0. Denoting the rem aining eigenvaluesby �
(0;0)
n ,we then

have

�
(0;0)
n = � n;n = 1;2;::: (61)

Thelargestpossibleeigenvalueisthen � 1,resulting in c= 1 and a uniform degreedistribution asargued

in Section 2.
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