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N etw orks w ith desired correlations
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W e discuss a sim ple m ethod ofconstructing correlated random networks,which was recently

proposed by M .Bogu~n�a and R.Pastor-Satorras(cond-m at/0306072).Theresultofthisconstruction

procedure isa sparse network whose degree{degree distribution asym ptotically approachesa given

function at large degrees. W e argue that this convergence is possible if the desired function is

su�ciently slowly decreasing.

Recently, M ari�an Bogu~n�a and Rom ualdo Pastor-

Satorras proposed a naturalway ofconstructing corre-

lated networks with desired correlations ofthe degrees

ofthe nearestneighbors[1]. Thispracticalalgorithm is

based on theidea thatpreviously wasused in Refs.[2{4]

for constructing uncorrelated graphs and in Ref.[5]for

building correlated networks (see also Ref.[6]). In all

these constructions,(i) som e weights (�tnesses,desired

degrees,etc.) are ascribed to vertices,and (ii)each pair

ofvertices is connected with probability which depend

on these weights.

In the �rstversion ofthiswork,Ireproduced thisal-

gorithm withoutknowing thatithad already been pro-

posed. So,in the present,corrected and shortened and

m ore m ethodicalversion I m ostly discuss the range of

validity ofthe algorithm and features ofnetworks,gen-

erated by thism ethod.

Thecorrelationsbetween degreesofthenearestneigh-

borsin a graph are naturally described by the jointdis-

tribution ofthe degreesofend verticesofan edgeofthe

graph,P (k;k0),P (k;k0)= P (k0;k),
P

k;k0
P (k;k0)= 1.

The jointdegree{degree distribution determ inesthe de-

greedistribution P (k)ofa network:

X

k0

P (k;k
0
)=

kP (k)

k
: (1)

Consequently,

k =

"
X

k;k0

P (k;k0)

k

#�1

(2)

and hkni= k
P

k;k0
kn�1 P (k;k0).

The algorithm ofBogu~n�a and Pastor-Satorrasgener-

atessparserandom networkswith desired degree{degree

correlations. Suppose one wishesto obtain an ensem ble

ofgraphswith a desired jointdistribution ofthedegrees

ofthe nearest neighbors,P (q;q0). O ne should assum e

that P (q;q0) decreaseswith q and q0 su�ciently slowly.

Let the num ber N ofvertices in each graph ofthe en-

sem blebe largeand �xed.

The procedure[1]isasfollows:

(i) Create N vertices with a sequence ofweights fqig,

i= 1;:::;N independently sam pled from the distribu-

tion

P (q)= q
X

q0

P (q;q
0
)=q; (3)

whereq= [
P

q;q0
P (q;q0)=q]�1 .

(ii)Puta link between iand j verticeswith probability

[7]

pij = p(qi;qj)=
q

N

P (qi;qj)

P (qi)P (qj)
: (4)

In this m odel,(i) the average degree ofan i-th ver-

tex coincideswith qi,and (ii)thedistribution ofdegrees

ofan individualvertex isa relatively narrow function at

largedegrees.Thiscan be proved by calculating the de-

greedistribution ofa vertex with weightq (seeRef.[1]).

Here,alternatively,wesim ply �nd the�rsttwom om ents,

ki and hk
2

iiforthe degreeofan i-th vertex.

The statisticalweightsofgraphsg 2 G in the result-

ing ensem ble,written in term sofpij (adjacency m atrix

elem entsareaij = 0;1),areofa ratherstandard form

�(g)= �(fp ijg;faijg)/
Y

i;j

�
pij

1� pij

� aij

=
Y

i;j

s
aij

ij (5)

(com parewith thestatisticalweightsofclassicalrandom

graphs and Ref.[6]). Here, sij = pij=(1 � pij). The

partition function ofthe ensem bleis

Z(G )= Z(fpijg)=
X

g2G

�(g)=
X

aij

Y

i;j

�(fp ijg;faijg)/

Y

i;j

(1� pij)
�1

=
Y

i;j

(1+ sij): (6)

So,

haiji=
@lnZ(fsijg)

@lnsij
= pij;

haijai0j0i� haijihai0j0i=
@

@lnsi0j0

@

@lnsij
lnZ(fsijg)=

(pij � p
2

ij)�ii0�jj0 ; (7)
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etc. [The averages are over the statistical ensem ble:

hX (g)i = Z(G )�1
P

g2G
�(g)X (g).] Consequently, all

them om entsareequal:haniji= pij,n � 1.This,in fact,

isclear,since aij takesonly two values0 and 1 with the

probabilities1� pij and pij,respectively.Then,

ki =

�
X

j

aij

�

=
X

j

pij = N
X

q

P (q)p(qi;q)= qi (8)

[Eq.(4)wasused],so the m ean degreein the netk = q,

and

hk2ii=

��
X

j

aij

�2 �

=
X

j

pij +

�
X

j

pij

� 2

�
X

j

p
2

ij:

(9)

Note thatEqs.(8)and (9)m ay be obtained by using

m orenaiveargum ents.Supposeforbrevity thata netis

ofthreevertices,0,1,and 2.Then k0 = 1� [p01(1�p02)+

(1�p01)p02]+ 2� p01p02 = p01+ p02 [com parewith Eq.(8)]

and hk2
0
i= 12� [p01(1� p02)+ (1� p01)p02]+ 22� p01p02 =

p01 + p02 + 2p01p02 [com parewith Eq.(9)].

Using the expression (4),one can see thatin a sparse

network,the lastterm on the right-hand side ofEq.(9)

isoftheorderofN �1 and so isnegligible.Consequently,

in the therm odynam iclim it(N ! 1 ),

hk2ii� k
2

i = ki = qi: (10)

Thatis,the distribution ofdegreesofan individualver-

tex iisindeed relativelynarrow,ifkiislarge,and peaked

at qi. O ne should take into account the fact that the

num berofedgesin the net,which connectverticeswith

weightsq and q0,is

L(q;q
0
)=

1

2
N

2
P (q)P (q

0
)ha(q;q0)i=

1

2
N qP (q;q

0
)= LP (q;q

0
); (11)

where L is the totalnum ber ofedges[note the sym m e-

try factor 1=2 in the second term ofEq. (11)]. Then

onecan �nally concludethattheresulting degree{degree

distribution ofthe net is expressed in term s ofa given

function:

Presult(k;k
0
)= P (k+ �(k);k

0
+ �

0
(k

0
)); (12)

where the deviations, j�(k)j <
�

p
k; j�0(k0)j <

�

p
k0,

are relatively sm allat large degrees. The relation (12)

showsthatatlargedegreesthealgorithm ofBogu~n�a and

Pastor-Satorrasprovides the degree{degree distribution

Presult(k;k
0) �= P (k;k0), only if P (k;k0) decreases suf-

�ciently slowly. The following argum ents explain what

thisdoesm ean.

W e ask two (related) questions. (i) How should a

function f(x) behave at large x to satisfy the condi-

tion: f(x + c
p
x)=f(x) ! 1 as x ! 1 ? (ii) How

should a function f(x) behave at large x to guarantee

that[f(x + c
p
x)+ f(x � c

p
x)]=[2f(x)]! 1 asx ! 1 ?

Here,c= const.

At �rst sight,the second,m ore sym m etric condition

m ay dem and less strong restriction on the behavior of

f(x).However,both thequestionshavethesam eanswer.

Indeed,thesecond and thethird,and thehigherterm sin

theseriesf(x + c
p
x)=f(x)= 1+ c

p
x[df(x)=dx]=f(x)+

c2x[d2f(x)=dx2]=[2f(x)]+ :::approach zero atlargex if

the sam econdition issatis�ed:f(x)m ustdecreasewith

x slower than e�
p
x. So,ifthe given function P (k;k0)

decreasesslowerthan,say,e�
p
k�

p
k0,then Presult(k;k

0)

asym ptotically approachesP (k;k0)atlargek and k0 [8].

M oreover,this condition also guarantees that the re-

sulting degree distribution Presult(k) asym ptotically ap-

proaches P (k) at large degrees. O n the other hand,in

the region ofsm alldegrees,Presult(k;k
0) deviates from

desired P (k;k0),and Presult(k)deviatesfrom P (k).

Sim ilar argum ents are also valid for other network

constructions of this type [2{6]: desired distributions

m ustdecrease su�ciently slowly. O n the one hand,this

im plies a serious restriction on the range ofdegree (or

degree{degree)distributionswhich can bereproduced in

such a way.O n the otherhand,itisthe slowly decreas-

ing distributionsthatarem ostinteresting.
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[7]Note that som e ofthe probabilities pij m ay turn out to

be greaterthan 1 [3,5,6].Thisoccursatlarge qi and qj if

P (q;q0)isslowly decreasing.To avoid such situations,one

has to cut o� the function at su�ciently sm allq and q
0
.

Alternatively,one can dem and in Eq.(4) that the prob-

ability pij = 1, if p(qi;qj) � 1, which also produces a

cut-o�.The latterapproach wasin factused in Ref.[2].

[8]Even ifwe \sym m etrize" the right-hand side ofEq.(12)

with respect to the deviations �(k) and �
0(k0) or present

it in an integralform ,the restriction on the behavior of

P (k;k
0
)willnotchange.
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