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D uplication graphs are graphs that grow by duplication of existing vertices, and
are in portant m odels of biological networks, lncliding protein-protein interaction
netw orks and gene regulatory networks. Three m odels of graph grow th are studied:
pure duplication grow th, and two two-param eter m odels in which duplication fom s
one elem ent of the growth dynam ics. A power-law degree distribution is found to
em erge in allthree m odels. H ow ever, the param eter space of the latter two m odels is
characterized by a range ofparam eter values for which duplication isthe predom inant
m echanisn of graph growth. For param eter values that lie in this \duplication-
dom inated" regin e, it is shown that the degree distrbution either approaches zero
asym ptotically, or approaches a non-zero pow er-law degree distribution very slow Iy. In
either case, the approach to the true asym ptotic degree distribbution is characterized by
a dependence ofthe scaling exponent on properties ofthe initialdegree distribbution. Tt
is therefore con ctured that duplication-dom inated, scale—free netw orksm ay contain
identi able rem nants of their early structure. This feature is inherited from the
idealized m odel of pure duplication growth, for which the exact nitesize degree
distribbution is found and its asym ptotic properties studied.
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I. INTRODUCTION

T he study ofevolving graphs asam eans to describe the pow er-law degree distribbution of large netw orks
has becom e increasingly re]evant In recent years, starting w ith the study of the preferential attachm ent
m odel of graph grow th D,] that m odels a diverse range of m an-m ade and natural networks. G raphs
that grow by duplication of existing vertices [2 d '4. are particularly relevant to the study ofbiological
netw orks, including protein-protein interaction netw orks and genetic regulatory netw orks, because they
m in ic the process of gene duplication by duplication of vertices, ie, by creation of new wvertices that
have exactly the sam e set of connections as pre-existing vertices in the graph. Various processes of graph
grow th In which duplication form s one elem ent of the grow th dynam ics have been shown to exhibit scale-
free behavior at late tim es, characterized by a powerdaw dependence of the degree distribution p k) of
the graph, ie., p k) k ,where isthe scaling exponent -'5]. This has led to the notion that biological
netw orks possess features in comm on w ith other wellstudied, abeit disparate, netw orks, including the
Intemet and m etabolic netw orks E§, -7' A paﬁ:cu]ar]y attractive feature of such scale-free netw orks is
their putative robustness and tolerance of error []., -é -§]

At the sam e tin e, i isnot so wellknow n that graphs that grow predom inantly by the duplication pro—
cess have features that are distinct from other scale-free graphs. T hese featuresbecom e particularly stark
and revealing in the lin it of pure duplication grow th. O ne such feature is the lack ofthe \selfaveraging"
property b'fj], ie., the property that an individual realization of graph growth does not asym ptotically
reach the degree distribution of an ensem ble of such realizations. Speci cally, i was shown t_2:] that the
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num ber of distinct \orbits" (the subsets of nodes that are connected to exactly the sam e sets of nodes)
rem ains Invariant under any one realization of pure duplication grow th. T herefore the num ber of distinct
degrees of the graph W here the degree of a node is de ned as the num ber of its nearest neighbors) also
ram ains invariant. This Jack of \selfaveraging" property m ay be form alised into an appropriate notion
of lack of ergodicity in the graph dynam ics.

Another distinct feature of duplication graphs is the lack of clear em ergence of an asym ptotic (long-
tim e) solution for the degree distribution of an ensem ble of realizations [_1@] W hile the dynam ics of a
single realization of the duplication process can be clari ed [2.'] In tem s of nvariance in the num ber of
orbits, the dynam ics ofan ensem ble of such processes is quite non-trivial (because of lack of selfaveraging)
and is discussed below . In a m odel proposed earlier Ei] that includes duplication aswell as m utation by
edge rem oval and addition, a breakdown of the asym ptotic stationary solution is found to occur in the
analysis. For a range of param eters in which duplication is the dom nant process of graph grow th (the
duplication-dom inated regin e), the analytically obtained stationary solution has negative average degree
and the scaling exponent does not agree w ith that obtained from num erical sin ulations. Further analysis
of the sam e m odel f_?g] reveals that the degree distrbution at late tin es depends sensitively on initial
conditions, although the dependence itself is not clari ed.

O ne of the comm on threads In the analysis of duplication graphs is the assum ed existence of a non—
trivial, asym ptotic, stationary degree distrbution. W hile the scale-free preferential attachm ent m odel 'E:]
and other related m odels do have an asym ptotic solution that is stationary, this is not generally true. For
our purposes, we w illde ne a stationary degree distribution to be a tin e-independent, non—zero degree
distrbution {11].

A num ber of questions naturally em erge from the above observations. Som e of them are:

(1) D o ensam bles of duplication graphs (ie., graphs In which the m echanisn of grow th is predom inantly
by m eans of duplication) have stationary asym ptotic degree distributions?

(2) D o0 ensem bles of duplication graphs exhibit asym ptotically scale-free behavior?

(3) How does the asym ptotic degree distribution depend on iniial conditions?

In this work, these questions are rst answered in the context of pure duplication grow th, where, as is
shown below , an exact solution for the degree distrdbution at alltim es can be obtained analytically. T his
is follow ed by a discussion ofthese issues in m ixed m odels that contain duplication asa com ponent ofthe
dynam ics. It is con ctured that duplication-dom inated grow th m ay serve to de ne a new classofm odels
that are asym ptotically non-stationary (or, at best, quasistationary) but neverthelessm ay exhibi scale—
free behavior. In spite of their Jack of asym ptotic stationarity, these m odels could well describe realistic
biological netw orks.

II. PURE DUPLICATION GROW TH

Consider an undirected graph that grow s by pure duplication. W e w ill assum e that the graph hasm g
vertices at tine t = 0, and that tin e progresses in units of 1. At each tin e step, an existing vertex is
picked at random and duplicated, ie. a new vertex is added to the graph w ith the sam e set of edges
as an existing vertex. The num ber of vertices therefore increases by one at each time step and the
total num ber of vertices at tine t ist+ m . Consequently, the m axinum possble degree at tine t
iISKpaxt) = t+ mg 1. As shown earlier -'_I:Z], any speci c process of this type (ie. a realization of
this dynam ics) leaves the num ber of orbits, and therefore, the num ber of distinct degrees In the graph,
Invariant. W e will, however, consider the dynam ics of an ensamble of such processes and denote the
degree distrbution ofthisensemble by p k;t) the probability of nding a vertex ofdegree k at tim e t.

Since every vertex has equal probability of being duplicated at a given time step, the probability
Prnew k;t) that a new vertex has degree k at tim e t is given by

Prew &K;0) = pk;t 1): 1)

Furthem ore, the probability Pnaup &%t) that a vertex of degree k° is a neighbor of a duplicating vertex



is proportionalto its degree. D em anding that a vertex ofm axin um degree is a neighbor of a duplicating
vertex w ith probability 1 then gives

Pndup kK;)=kmo+ t l)l : @)
From the abovewe can nd the num ber of vertices of degree k at tine t as

nkit) = prew KiDk;t 1)+ D+ @ pew &KiD)nk;t 1)
tPiawpk  Litnk 1;t 1) npepe kiOn kit 1); 3)

where the st two tem s on the right-hand-side RH S) of the above equation describe the contribution
of the duplicating vertex itself and distinguish between the two cases: (@) the duplicating vertex is of
degree k, and (b) the duplicating vertex is not of degree k; the third term com es from vertices of degree
k 1 increasing their degree because they are neighbors of a duplicating vertex, and the fourth tem is
a loss tem for vertices that were of degree k at the previous tim e and have since increased their degree
due to neighbor duplication.

Noting that n k;t) = p&;t) (t+ m (), one can derive the ©llow Ing m aster equation forp (k;t):
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T he above equation holds for allk 0 Wih p( 1;t) = 0 forallt). However, the dynam ics of isolated
vertices (vertices of degree 0) is decoupled from the dynam ics of higher degree vertices. Indeed, one
obtains p(0;t) is constant for all tine and pk;t) or k 1 does not depend on p(0;t). Because of
this decoupling property, we will only consider solutions of Eq. ('_4) for k 1, supplem ented by the
equation p(0;t) = p(0;0). Correspondingly, we w ill only consider graphs w ith a m ininum degree of 1,
w ith the understanding that ensem bles of graphs that contain isolated vertices can be subdivided into two
ensam bles, one ensam ble of graphs whose m inin um vertex degree is 1, and another ensem ble of graphs
that only contain isolated vertices. T he dynam ics of these two ensam bles is then decoupled and we m ay
only consider the non—t:ciy'j'aldynam ics ofthe ensemble w th m Inin um vertex degree of 1.

By inspection of Eq. (), a naive solution is obtained. This is a \stationary" solution with scaling
exponent = 1 satisyingkpk)= &k Lpk 1),ie., pk) k . Note that thjsPso]utjon isnot a
global solution at any nite tin e because it is not correctly nom alised: dem anding ]]:i T “pk)=1
causes the solution to be non-stationary, n which case it is not a solution at all. This solution can, at
best, therefore be an asym ptotic solution, and even so, hold only for niely m any valies ofk, because
the sum ofk ! over n nitely m any values of k is divergent, and the nom alization condition would fail
to hold. Indeed, from an analysis of the exact degree distribution below , we nd that this stationary
solution isnot an asym ptotic solution at all, although the pure duplication grow th 1in it In earlieranalyses
B,3,14]vields a scaling exponent of 1.

A . Exact degree distribution for pure duplication grow th

Tt tums out that the m aster equation ('_4) is sin ple enough to solve exactly in termm s ofthe nitialdegree
distrdbution p k;0). By w riting out each term on the RH S ofthem aster equation in tem s ofdistrbutions
at earlier tin es, one notices that p k;t) isa sum oftem s of the general form

o no D& 2 k DierRE 1+m k) G+ bt k) o)
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where i runs from 0 to t. Furthem ore, therearetE= (1!t 1i)!) tem softhistype. P utting allthis together,
one obtains

Xt t!
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Changing the dummy variable ito j= k  iand noting that, in the initial distribution, the m inin um
degree is 1 whilk them aximnum degree ism 1, one nally obtains, after som e sin p1i cation

in (im o 1)
t+ my 1mm5{m0 t+ mo k

mo mo J ] 1
Jj=max k t;1)

pk;t) = P (3;0) )

In the sum above, it is understood that for values of k and t such that the lower lim it of the sum is
larger than the upper 1m it, pk;t) = 0. The _a‘bove solution corresponds to a m xture, via the niial
distrdbution, of a hypergeom etric distribbution [_1g] and m ay be readily veri ed by direct substiution into
Eqg. 2_4) .

B . A sym ptotic analysis

T he exact degree distribution, Eq. Q'j) above, show s that, for t m o, there are three regin es of k
values for which the degree distrbution has potentially qualitatively di erent behavior. The rst regine
isl k<mg 1,forwhich onlytem sfrom j= 1 up to j= k contribute in the sum . T he second regin e
ismg 1 k t+ 1, or which the entire support of the initial degree distrdbution contributes to the
sum (ie, alltem s from j= 1to j=mg 1). Thethird regine ist+ 1< k< k o (©) t+ myg 1, or
which only temm s from j= k tup to j= mg 1 contribute to the sum . At late tin es, the num ber of
distinct k values in the second regine (t+ m 1 values) ismuch larger than the num ber of distinct k
valies in the st and third regin es. W e w ill therefore restrict our analysis to values ofk that corresoond
to the second regim e. For the asym ptotic analysis below , we w ill further assum e thatm ¢ k t.

In order to study the late-tin e behavior of the degree distriution, the asym ptotic expansion of the
Gamm a function [_1:;‘1] is used to obtain the follow ing asym ptotic resuls, valid for m o k t and
1 J my  1:
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Substituting these into Eq. ('_”2), one obtains, form g k t,
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Since every successive term In the sum above is multiplied by an additional factor of k=t 1, the
dom inant contrbution to p k;t) com es from the lowest non-zero value of j such that p(j;0) € 0. This
valie of j is the lowest non—zero degree in the initial ensem ble of graphs. De ning ky i as the lowest
non-zero degree in the initial distrbution, we cbtain the approxin ate asym ptotic result

Kpin 1
i m mo 1 kK . 1y .
Pl = o0 o Phaini0) 1+0 6 ) : 12)

It follow s that the asym ptotic degree distrioution approaches zero ast *»# for large t and is thereore
non-stationary. H owever, for large, nie t, the follow ing resul is obtained.

T he asym ptotic degree distrbution for pure duplication graphs, although non-stationary,
has a scaling exponent of = Xy i 1, where k, i, is the an allest non—zero
degree in the initial graph.

In particular, the scaling exponent is positive when ky i, > 1. [l his behavior does not cause any
nom alization problem sast! 1 becausepk;t) ! 0 In thislim i]. Figure 1 givesplots ofthe asym ptotic
degree distrbution generated from num erical sin ulations of the m aster equation. Forthe case ky 1 = 1,
it is found that the degree distrdbution is uniform , whik fork, i, = 2, p k) has a linear dependence on k,
consistent w ith the above result.

For realistic graphs, such asm ost biological netw orks of interest, it is usually the case that kyim = 1.
If these graphs evolved by m eans of a pure duplication process, the late-tin e degree distribution of an
ensem ble of such graphs would be dom Inated by a uniform distrbution. W e now exam ne the features of

the asym ptotic degree distribution that are am enable to a direct analysis of the m aster equation.

C . D irect asym ptotic analysis

The asym ptotic behavior of the degree distrbution obtained so far relies on know ledge of the exact
solution ('j ). It is of interest to know what features of the asym ptotic degree distribution can be obtained
directly from them aster equation, w ithout recourse to the exact solution. T his is especially in portant in
the analysis ofm ore com plex m odels, w here the exact degree distribution for alltin e and for all values
ofk m ay be analytically intractable.

W e rst note that the lack of existence of a stationary asym ptotic degree distrdbution m ay be deduced
Inm ediately from a generating function {_l-f:] approach to the problem . A ssum ing that a stationary
asym ptotic degree distrbution exists, wih pk;t) = pk;t 1) pk) Prallk 1, and de ning the
generating function (x),

%
®) = xpk); 13)

k=1

one obtains from the m aster equation ('f.') the follow ng equation for (x):

d
1 = 0; 14
X (x )d—x (14)

which gives (x) = oconstant for 0 < x < 1. [[he nom alization condition (1) = 1 then inplies that
the constant equals 1]. This is Inconsistent with the fact that pk) € 0 for some k 1. Hence the
assum ption of a stationary distribution leads to a contradiction and therefore a stationary distribution
cannot exist.



In order to analyse the non-stationary asym ptotic distribution, one m ay assum e that the asym ptotic
degree distrbution is of the ssparable fom :
X
pk;t g ) £c K); 15)

(¢}

w here the possible values of c are to be determ ned. Since the m aster equation is a linear hom ogenous
equation, onem ay further dem and that every term in the above sum satis esthem aster equation. Note
that the true asym ptotic solution (11) is indeed of the form (15).] A typicalterm in the sum above can
then be substituted into the m aster equation a_4) . A fter som e rearrangem ent of tem s, one obtains

+me) 1 —EO o ek D (16)
gt 1) o k)

Since the LH S of the above equation isa function oft alone and the RH S a function ofk alone, each side
m ust be sgparately constant, leading to the pair of equations

gc (©)
1 — = G 17
(t+ mo) ot 1 C a7)
k (k ]_.)fC(kil) = c (18)
e k)

E quation C_l-]') above gives rise to divergent grow th in g, (t) ifc< 0. A requirem ent is therefore c> 0 (the
c= 0 case corresponds to a stationary so]utjon,_mlr hich hais; already been elin inated), a condition on the
allowed valies of c. W ith this condition, Egs. {L4) and {18) are readily solved to yield

+ 1 t+ m c+ 1)
50— Mo* D 0 te 19)
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T herefore, a power-aw degree distribution w ith exponent = c¢ 1 isobtained.From Eq. :_(?L_b), the lowest
possbl valie of ¢ w ill dom inate the late-tin e behavior. N ote that, although c is as yet undetem ined,
the analysis establishes the correct relationship between the exponent characterizing the rate at which
the degree distribbution 2llsto zero ( c¢) and the scaling exponent (¢ 1). T his is evident by com parison
ofEgs. C_l-g') and {_Z-Q) to Eq. C_Z[gi) . This relationshi is a testable one. A s shown in the next section, a
sim ilar relationshi can be derived from the asym ptotic analysis of a m ore com plex m odel

In order to obtain the allowed values of the constant c by a direct asym ptotic analysis, we resort to
an eigenvalue m ethod that is described in the Appendix. The m ethod show s that the allowed values ofc
are the positive integers, c= n, n = 1;2;::: consistent w ith the exact solution (u'j.) . The lowest possbl
valie of c isthen c= 1, giving rise to a uniform degree distribution at late tin es. W e are therefore able
to capture m ost features of the exact solution by a direct asym ptotic analysis, the m issing feature being
the relationshi between the initial degree distrdbution and the lowest value ofc.

III. A DUPLICATION-M UTATION M ODEL

W e now consider a m ore general, tw o-param eter grow th m odel suggested earlier EI] as am odel for the
evolutionary growth of the proteom e that involves both duplication and m utation events. The m odel
Includes pure duplication growth as a special case. A ssum ing that the initial graph hasm ¢ nodes, the
graph evolres according to the follow Ing rules: (i) a vertex is selected at random and duplicated, (ii) the
links em anating from the new Iy generated vertex are rem oved w ith probability , and (iil) new linksare



created between the new vertex and all other vertices w ith probability =@+ mg 1) Where t+ my
are the total num ber of vertices in the graph at tim e t). T he processes of link addition and rem ovalare
necessarily correlated. H owever, for 1, it is reasonable to approxin ate the evolution by uncorrelated
addition and rem oval ff!]. W ih this assum ption, the m aster equation orp k;t) is

k;t) k;t 1) = G+ D) k+ 1;t 1) kt 2 k;t 1)
P P t+ m 0 P ! t+ m 0 P
a Yk 1)+ 2

;£ 1): 21

Pr— pk ) @1)

A Yhough the above equation describes the duplication-m utation process only for 1, the equation is
stilla valid m asterequation forallvaluesof and w illbe studied forallvaluesof  rstbefore focussing on
the duplication-dom inated regim e 1. The equann that describes the dup]JcatJon—m utation process

forallvaluesof , a further generalization ofEq. 121) above, has also been derived 4] and its asym ptotic
behaVJor for > 1=2 hasbeen studied in detail -[3] T he eventual case of interest here is < 1=2. Thus,
Eqg. (2L willbe su cient for our purposes. N ote that the lim ting case = 0, = 0 corresponds to pure
duplication grow th.

A . Condition for an asym ptotically stationary degree distribution

To cbtain the condition for the existence of an asym ptotic stationary distrdbution, we assum e a sta—
tionary nom alizable distrdbution to begin w ith, proceed w ith the analysis, and sea_rtlzh for a contradiction
for som e range of param eters. Indeed, settingp k;t) = pk;t 1)=pk) nh Eq. :g2_1), one obtains,

k+1) pk+1) &k+2)pk)+ (1 )k D+2)pk 1)=0: @2)

T he corresponding generating function (x) is given by

X
®) = x*pk): ©3)

k

Before analysing the equation satis ed by the generating function, it is in portant to note that, forp k) to
be a nom alizable probability distrdoution, the series {_23) must converge in the Iim it x ! 1. Furthem ore,
() must be analyticat x = 0. W ih this In m ind, we tum to the equation satis ed by ):

@w=a 27" 91 x(* 1FE )y 25)

where a is an Integration constant. T he above expression is analytic at x = 0 and can be expanded in a
Taylor serdes In powers of x to obtain the probabilities p (k). H ow ever, the Taylor series converges only if

Jx (Y 1)< 1: 26)

D em anding that the series converge as x ! 1 then yields the condiion > 1=2.For 1=2, the series
is divergent {15], w hich contradicts the assum ption ofa stationary nom alizable probabJJJJty distribution
p k). Therefore, we nd that, for 1=2, the asym ptotic distrdbbution is not stationary, [16]



B . A sym ptotic degree distribution for 1=2

Since the asym ptotic distribution is not stationary for 1=2,wem ay now consider solitions of :_(-2_'&) of
the separable form

pk;t) f£&k)g.©: @7)

A s In the previous section, these solutions are labeled by the separation constant c. O ne then obtains
the pair of equations

g (©)
t 1 — = 28
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k+1) £k+1) &k+2 ofk)+ (@ Yk 1)+2 )£k 1) = O: 29)

It is clear from Eq. C_Z-Q‘) that onemust havec 0 ©rg(t) to remain bounded ast! 1 . Sihcec= 0
corresponds to the stationary case, we w ill restrict attention to ¢> 0. First, one nds from Eq. C_2§'),

© = 4.0) €+m c+1) m+ 1) . 50)
% % €t+m+1) m c+ 1) !

ast! 1.
W hilke the full asym ptotic solution for f. (k) is di cult to obtain from Eg. (2_9_;, wemay carry out a
Taylor expansion of f. k + 1) and f. k) for large valies ofk, ie.,

fok+ 1) 7 f.k)+ e (31)
© © dk
£k 1) f£k) e 32)
c dk

A fter substituting the above in Eq. C_Z-g') and soling the resulting rst order di erential equation, one
nds

= 1; (33)

resulting in the asym ptotic (¢! 1 ) solution
pk;t) tSk=e2)1. o ox 1. (34)

A gain, the sgparation of variables analysis of the asym ptotic degree distribution doesnot x the allowed
valies of c. T he elgenvalie m ethod outlined in the Appendix, gives, to rst orderin ,

c=2 @ )+ n@ 2)+0%); n=0;1;2;::: (35)

T herefore, the late tin e solution w illbe dom inated by the lowest value of c that is consistent w ith initial

conditions. T he lowest possible such value isc= 2 @1 ). It should be em phasized, how ever, that the
above range of values of c is only valid for 1.
Figure 2 displays a plot of the degree distrbution when = = 0. In this case, the lowest possble

valie of c is ¢ = 0:18, giving rise to an analytically predicted scaling exponent ' 0:775. D irect
sin ulation of the m aster equation, shown in Fig. 2, gives approxin ate pow er law behaviorw ith a scaling
exponent ofabout 0:73, In reasonable agreem ent w ith the analytical resul.

tm ay be argued that duplication-dom inated growth ( < 1=2) in thism odel is unrealistic because the
m ean degree hki. grow sw thout bound [_3, :_4], w hereas realistic, large, biologicalnetw orkshave an allm ean
degree. This argum ent is, however, unfounded. For the duplication-m utation m odel, i has been shown



g,4lthattki, €2 frlamgetand or < 1=2. Therefore, if is lessthan but su ciently close to 1=2
the m ean degree w ill grow very slow Iy and rem ain an alleven when the size of the graph is large. T hus,

< 1=2 could wellbe a viable region of param eter space, although, as shown here, the analysis of graph
grow th would require that the assum ption of asym ptotic stationary behavior be discarded. If the lowest
allowed value of ¢ does depend on initial conditions (@s in the pure duplication case), large biological

networksm ay contain in portant clues about the structure of such netw orks very early in evolution.

IVvV. A MODELW ITH DUPLICATION AND PREFERENTIAL ATTACHMENT

W e now consider another tw o-param eter m odel of graph grow th that also contains pure duplication
grow th as a special case but orwhich an asym ptotic stationary distribution always exists everyw here in
param eter space except at the point corresponding to pure duplication growth. It w illbe seen that, al-
though an asym ptotic stationary distribbution exists, the actualdegree distribution approaches its station—
ary value very slow Iy In the duplication-dom inated regin e. T herefore, even at late tin es (corresponding
to large graphs), the degree distrbution ism ore accurately described by a quasistationary distrdbution (in
am anner clari ed below ) rather than by the true asym ptotic stationary distrdbution. T hism odel there-
fore serves to identify anotherpossble feature of duplication-dom inated grow th, nam ely, quasistationary
behavior, that m ay wellhold in other, m ore realistic descriptions.

The growth model is a combination of pure duplication growth, and growth by sinpl scale-free,
preferential attachm ent i_]:]. W e start wih an iniialgraph at tine t= 0 with m ¢ vertices. At each tin e
step one of the follow Ing tw o processes can occur:

(@) An arbitrary vertex in the graph is duplicated (@ll vertices have equalprobability of duplication), as
In the pure duplication grow th m odel, or

) A new vertex wih m edges is added to the graph. These edges are preferentially attached to the
high-degree vertices, ie., the probability that an old vertex w illbe linked to the new one is proportional
to is degree.

W e assum e that process (@) occurs w ith probability py and process (o) occurs w ith probability 1 .
T he m odel therefore has two param eters, m and pg. The case pg = 1 corresponds to pure duplication
grow th, while the case pg = 0 corresponds to grow th by preferential attachm ent alone.

T hem aster equation for such a growth m odel is a sin ple com bination of the pure duplication and the
scale-free preferential attachm ent m aster equations,

ph;t) phit 1) =— fx Lpk 1Lt 1) kpkit 1)g
t+m0
1 pin
m it 1
t+m0 ki p(k )
m
+— (& Dpk 1;t 1) kpkit 1)) (36)
hkie g
w here
X
tkic ; =  kpkit 1) G7)

k

isthemean degreeattinet 1, and yn isthe K ronecker dela function.

A . Existence of an asym ptotic stationary distribution

A sbefore, we assum e the existence of a stationary solution ofEq. C_B-Q‘) and check w hether the generating
function (x) is analytic at x = 0 and whether the series convergesasx ! 1. Assumingpk;t 1) =
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pk;t)= pk) nthelmit! 1 ,oneobtainsorpk)

m 1 @)
pd+T (k DIpk 1) kpk)= 00 HEK wm); 38)
1

where
hki; = limyy 1 hkig: (39)

T he corresponding equation for the generating function ), orpg € 1, is

1 x)d
@ ®d ey 40)
ax
where
R S T @1)
1 je} hki;

E quation {f-lQ') can be solved to yield, affer som e sin pli cation and a variable change,

Zl
1
®)= @1 x) X" dss*™ @1 xs) ! +a XX ; 42)
0

w here a isan integration constant. N ote that the radiis of convergence ofthe Taylorexpansion of (1 = x)
is 1 and that the radius of convergence of the Taylor expansion of (I xs) ! isl=s> 1.Furthem ore,
every term in the Taylr expansion of (I  xs) ' can be htegrated to give a nite result, provided
m 6 0. Thus ) isanalyticatx = 0, provided a= 0andm 6 0. W e therefore set the integration
constant a = 0. To show that the Taylor expansion converges at x = 1, it is not enough to know that
the Taylor expansion about x = 0 has a radius of convergence of 1. W e further need to show that the
Integralover s givesa nite resutatx= 1.

In fact, the Integral is divergent at x = 1 for any 0. However, the factor of (1  x) outside the
Integrand tendsto 0 asx ! 1. A more careful analysis is therefore required. To do this, we change
variables from sto = (1 xs)=( x) and rewrite (x) In the om

Z g oy 1
+m 1

®)= x ds®s® ta fa x) : @3)
1

Setting x = 1 In the above yields (1) = 1, as required by nom alization.

W e therefore nd, orall0 < 1andm > 0, that the asym ptotic distribution is stationary for this
type of growth. However, to nd the stationary distribution and the corresponding scaling exponent, we
need to nd hki; , the asym ptotic m ean degree.

B . A sym ptotic m ean degree

T he recursion equation for the evolution of the m ean degree can be obtained by m ultiplying both sides
ofEq. C_S@) by k and sum m ing over k. O ne obtains

2 1 om @
Pkie = Hkie ; 1+ 22 P U 4)
t+m0 t+m0
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Forpg < 1=2, the above recusion gives rise to a nite asym ptotic m ean degree:

2m (1
hki; = M; Pa < 1=2: (45)
1 2y

Forpg 1=2, the m ean degree grow sw thout bound ast! 1 . To see this, we propagate Eq. :[_‘4) back
to t= 0, giving
( . )
(t+ m o+ 2pa) fmo+ 1) X (i+mo)

hkip= ——————"= hkig——————+2m 1 @) _ (46)
(t+mo+ 1) m o+ 2pq) ., @t mo+ 2pq)

The casespg = 1=2 and pg > 1=2 are considered separately. Forpg = 1=2, the above equation sim pli es
to give

Xt
hki. = bkip + m Mo+ 1) Y; pa= 1=2: @47)

i=1
For large t, one obtains the asym ptotic behavior [_1-;%]
Ro
kic=m ht+tkiy, m J'+mCc+0!); pa= 1=2; (48)
=1

where C is Euler’s constant. Thus the m ean degree or pg = 1=2 grow s logarithm ically to in nity as
t! 1.

Forpg > 1=2 (the duplication-dom inated regin e in this m odel), the sum over i n Eq. Cflg') can be
explicitly perform ed by expressing the ratio ofG amm a functions in the sum in tem softhe Beta function.
U sing an integral representation of the Beta function f_lgu], and interchanging the sum and the integral,
one nds,

t+ + 2 + 1 2m (1 2m (1
ki, = (t+ m o Pa) o ) Hkig + m ( r) m =) 49)
(t+mo+ 1) o+ 2pg) 2pg 1 2pg 1
+ 1 2m (1 2m (1
'Epd 1 m o ) Hkig + m ( ) m Ri); (50)
m o+ 2pg) 2pg 1 2pg 1

w here the second equation above holds for large t. Again, one nds forpg > 1=2, that the m ean degree
grow s w ithout bound as a positive power of t for large t. -

W ethus ndthathki; =1 Porpg 1=2. Com bining this resul w ith the result 14_5) forg < 1=2,we
obtain

20 ®)i pa< 1=2; (51)
=p' 1; @ 1=2: (52)

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

In order to obtain the asym ptotic stationary distribution, wem ay directly solve the recursion ofEqg. C_3-é_§)
fork> m .One nds
m+ + 1) k) fm + +1) 1

= —k ; 53
pk)=ptm) ) ©r 1+ 1) pm) ) 63)
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w here the last expression holds for k m . A scale-free, stationary distrbution therefore em erges, w ith
scaling exponent = 1,and given by Egs. :_25'3'1) and :_252) above. N ote that this result breaks down
In the pure duplication lim it py = 1, because in this lin it the asym ptotic distribution is not stationary,
as discussed earlier.

A though the above result for the scaling exponent is correct for In niely large graphs, the scaling
exponent for large but nite graphs m ay not even agree approxin ately with the asym ptotic scaling
exponent. To see this, note that the asym ptotic scaling exponent = 1 wasobtained by substiuting
the value of themean degree at t= 1 into the de nition of . Forpg < 1=2 thism ean degree is nite
and i is expected that, as the graph grow s, the m ean degree w ill quickly approach its asym ptotic value.
However, in the duplication-dom inated regin e, pg 1=2, the asym ptotic m ean degree is in nite and
therefore never approached, even if the graph is lJarge. A sin pl exam plk is the case pg = 1=2, Prwhich
the m ean degree grow s logarithm ically w ith the size of the graph and m ay therefore be an all even for
large, nite graphs. Therefore, or values of py greater than or equal to but close to 1=2, i m ay be
a better approxim ation to replace  (@nd therefore ) by its tim edependent value (obtained from the
tin edependence ofhkiy). T his corresponds to a quasistationary correction to the asym ptotic stationary
distrdbbution, applied for large but nite graphs.

Speci cally, in the quaststationary regine, we havepk;t) k ® wih @) = © 1and

Pa m

©"=—+—; (54)
1 @ (hkic

where, for lJarge but nite graphs, hki. is given by Eq. Cfl-g') forpg = 1=2 and by Eq. C_S-(_)') forpg > 1=2.
T he scaling exponent therefore slow Iy drifts tow ards its true asym ptotic value as the graph grow s larger.
T he e ect of the quasistationary correction is studied In Figure 3 for the case pg = 1=2 and m = 6.
The graph is grown to approxin ately 1000 vertices. In this case, the scaling exponent at t = 1 is
= 2, while the quasi-stationary correction gives hkiggo / 31:07, 17 149,and a scaling exponent
’ 184. This is iIn better agreem ent w ith the actual scaling exponent of about 1:8 obtained from
the plot than the value 2.

V. DISCUSSION

T he 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 of growth. W hilk pure duplication growth m ay be an unrealistic m echanisn for a num ber of
reasons (ncluding lack of ergodicity, linear grow th of the m ean degree w ith the size of the graph, etc.),
it serves as a useful idealized test case for the study of qualitative features, such as asym ptotic non—
stationarity and sensitivity to initial conditions, that m ay be present in m ore com plex, m ore realistic
m odels. By analysis of the exact degree distrbution in the pure duplication m odel, we nd that the
asym ptotic degree distribution of an ensem ble of graphs sub Ect to pure duplication growth is indeed
non-stationary but nevertheless exhbits power-aw behavior w ith a non-negative exponent that depends
on initial conditions in a sin ple way { the power law exponent is related to the lowest non—zero degree in
the initialgraph. T he nature of the asym ptotic degree distrdbution is also found from a direct asym ptotic
analysis of the m aster equation characterizing pure duplication grow th, although such an analysis, being
valid only In the asym ptotic regin e, does not relate the scaling exponent to iniial conditions.

The lack of existence of a stationary degree distrdbution is also found to occur in the duplication—
dom nated regin e ( 1=2) ofthe duplication-m utation m odel. Forthism odel, = 1=2 de nesa critical
boundary in param eter space that separates non-stationary and stationary asym ptotic behavior. This
also happensto be the criticalboundary separating nite asym ptoticm ean degree and In nite asym ptotic
m ean degree EI]. It is argued that, if is less than but su ciently close to 1=2, such a m odel could still
describe realistic graphs, because the m ean degree would increase very slow Iy w ith the size of the graph.
T he non-stationary asym ptotic behavior of such duplication-dom inated graphs could well depend on
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Initial condiions in a m anner sin ilar to the pure duplication case, via the lowest allowed value of the
constant c¢ that is consistent w ith Initial conditions.

For the m odel containing duplication growth com bined w ith preferential attachm ent, an asym ptotic
stationary distribution is found to exist forallpy < 1. However, for the duplication-dom inated regin e,
Pa 1=2 (the criticalboundary separating nite asym ptotic m ean degree and in nite asym ptotic m ean
degree), the asym ptotic degree distrbution is m ore realistically described by a quasistationary distri-
bution that takes Into account the fact that the m ean degree is always nite for large but nite graphs.
Pa = 1=2 can then be interpreted asa criticalboundary separating stationary and quasistationary asym p—
totic degree distributions. O n both sides of the critical boundary, the degree distribution has pow er-law
behavior.

T hese results suggest that duplication-dom inated graph grow th m ay serve tom odela new classoflarge

netw orks w hose degree distrbutions, although displaying pow er-law behavior, are not wellapproxin ated
by stationary distrdbutions, even when these netw orks have large size. Based on the m odels studied, we
have found that at least two kinds of non-stationary asym ptotic behavior can occur in such networks:
(@) one n which the probabilities drift to zero while the scaling exponent rem ains invariant as long as
the netw ork is large enough (hon-stationary behavior), and () one in which the probabilities eventually
converge to a non-zero, power-law distribution but the scaling exponent drifts slow Iy to its asym ptotic
valie (quasistationary behavior). W ealso nd that the scaling exponent w illdepend on initial conditions
In both cases: in the non-stationary case, this dependence occurs via the allowed lowest value of the
separation constant ¢, whilk In the quaststationary case, the scaling exponent depends on the m ean
degree in the initial graph, via Eqg. C_54_l') . Thus, duplication-dom inated, scale-free networks m ay well
contain early, and possbly identi able, evolutionary rem nants.

W e leave open to fiture work the question of the relationship, if any, between asym ptotic stationarity
of the degree distrdbution and ergodicity in the graph dynam ics.
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A ppendix: An eigenvalue m ethod for analysing the tim e dependence of the degree
distribution

C onsider the duplication-m utation m odelofSection 3. At latetines (t my),Eq. {_2-14') can be expressed
approxin ately as a di erential equation In the tim e variable:

dp ()
dnt)

=Ap®); (55)

where p (t) is a tdin ensional vector representation of the degree distribution,
P = pPO;0) p;t) p;t) :::plt 1;t)],andthet tmatrixA isgiven by

2 3
2 0 0 00
2 @+2) 2 0 00
01 + 2 @2+ 2) 3 00
A = 0 021 )+ 2 B+2)4 O (56)
4 5
T he general solution to Eq. l_5-§;)Js
%1
p= qgPtr; 57)

n=0

where f g are the eigenvalues of the m atrix A and the tim e<independent vectors g depend on the
elgenvectors of A and on the initial degree distrdbution. Note that the above solution jisti es the
separation-ofvariables assum ption m ade in Sections 2 and 3.

In order to obtain the tin edependence of the degree distrbbution, we are Interested in the eigenvalue
soectrum of A . W hilk it isdi cult to obtain the eigenvalues ofA in general, it is quite straightforward
to obtain them to lkading order in . Indeed, when = 0, the elgenvalue equation det @ I)=0

inm ediately yields the eigenvalues denoted by )

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

For 6 0,one nds,to rstorderin ,

(Yl
det@ )= (1 n+2 + )
n=0
k1 y 2 ’ ¥l
n 2 + ) @ 1+2) “+2 + )
n=1 =0 l=n+1

+0 (?) 59)

By solving for the eigenvaluesto rst order In , one obtains

»= n@ 2) 24 )+ Of: (60)
T he above gives the allowed values of the constant ¢ in Section 3, ¢ = n - At late tin es, the degree
distrbbution isdom inated by the lJargest ,, (lowestc), obtained by settingn = 0,as ¢ = c= 2 @1 ).

T he results of the pure duplication growth described in Section 2 m ay be obtained by setting =
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0; = 0 in the above and ram oving the rst row and rst colimn of the matrix A (corresponding to

decoupling the dynam ics of isolated vertices from non-isolated ones). Rem ovalofthe rstrow and colum n

is equivalent to discarding the eigenvaluie = 0. D enoting the rem aining eigenvalues by r(lO;O) , we then

have

0;0) _
n =

n;,n= 1;2;::: (61)

T he largest possible eigenvalie isthen 1, resulting in ¢= 1 and a uniform degree distribution as argued
In Section 2.
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