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M odeling D ynam ics of Inform ation N etw orks
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W e propose an inform ation-based m odel for network dynam ics in which im perfect inform ation
Jeads to netw orks w here the di erent vertices have w idely di erent num ber ofedges to other vertices,
and where the topology has hierarchical features. T he possibility to ocbserve scale free networks is
linked to a m Inim ally connected system where hubs rem ain dynam ic.
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Com plex adaptive system s can often be visualized as
networks in which each elem ent is represented by a ver-
tex (node), and its interactions by edges (links) to other
vertices. N etwork studies have been Inspired by the ob-
servation that working netw orks often have a broad dis-
tribution ofedges and possibly even scale free as reported
for the Intemet 'E:, :g, 'l_'q’], and som e m olecular netw orks
EJ:]. Further, realworld networks offen exhibi non ran-
dom topological features. Thism ay bem odular Ei', :_6, :j],
hierarchical ), or other fatures [4], that eg.m ay help
speci city in signaling {10].

M ost netw orks are the result of a dynam ical process.
O ne hypothesis is preferential grow th that predicts scale
free netw orks {_i]_;, E-Z_i, E-I_;] T he preferential growth is
how ever questionable in m any netw orks, whereas trans—
m ission of nform ation playsa fundam entalrole in nearly
all networks, Including neural networks w ih synaptic
rew iring @5 m olecular netw orks, and social netw orks
{6], exem pli ed by the Internet B, &, 17, 18]. In fact,
networks m ay be viewed as the natural em bedding of a
world with a lim ited Infom ation horizon. Thus, it is
Interesting to explore a netw ork topology that is dynam —
ically coupled to Infom ation tranam ission and form ed in
an ongoing com petition for edges between a xed num —
ber of vertices. W e w ill suggest that a broad range of
vertex degrees could be understood not as an extension
of the narrow distrbutions of the E rddsR enyinetworks
{4], but rather as the result of an intrinsic instability of
a centralized system illistrated in Fig.i.

W e consider a dynam ic netw ork w here each vertex at-
tem pts to optin ize its position, given lim ited inform a—
tion. A naturalquantity to optim ize is the participation
In the activities on the network. In econom ic tem s this
corresponds to optim ization oftrading activity I_Ig'i], orto
m axin ization of access to a variety ofdi erent products.
O ne activiy related m easure would be the "betw eenness"
discussed by f_Z-C_i] A notherm easure is vertex{vertex dis—
tances, and accordingly any vertex would attem pt to
place itself close to all other vertices. T he globally opti-
m ized netw ork is then the hub like structure 12]4 shown
In left panelofF i. 3. T he distances betw een vertices are
m Inin aland can only bem inin ized furtherby adding ad-
ditional edges between vertices on the periphery of the
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FIG.1l: In a perfect world, a single vertex that can di eren—
tiate allexit edges from each otherm ight distribute all tasks
and inform ation e ciently. In realw orld netw orks, no perfect

"distribbutor" exists: even when every vertex "tries" to m ini-
m ize its distances to all other vertices, typicalvertices tend to
connect through m ore than one Intemm ediate. Im perfections
destabilize the central hub, and the vertices in the network
obtain a w ide range of vertex degrees.

centralhub. T he addition of such extra edges is not cost
free, as any edge puts a cost to the system . W e prim ar-
ily consider a dynam ics constrained by having the total
num ber of edges (and vertices) conserved.

In practice each vertex m ay have only lim ited inform a—
tion about the location ofother vertices. W hen changing
their neighbors by m oving edges from one vertex to an—
other, they m ay m ake m istakes due to their lim ited local
Inform ation. This w ill destabilize the optin al topology
w ith a centralhub and m ay lead to a distrdbuted netw ork
as shown in right panel ofF Jg::l:

To study the Interplay between Infom ation exchange
and dynam ical rew iring of edges in a netw ork, we intro-
duce a sin ple agent based m odel where di erent agents
have di erent and adjustablem em ordes in a way ram inis—
cent of the trading m odel in f_l-S_i] Every agent, nam ed
by anumberi= 1;2;3:::n, is a vertex in a connected
network that consists of N vertices and E edges. A gent
ihasamemory

Mi= 20 0o 1o 1ae ;
P: (D)
wih N 1 distances D and pointers P to the other

agents in the network. The distance D ; (1) is agent i’s
estin ated shortest path length to 1. The pointer P; (1)
is agent i’s nearest neighbor on the estim ated shortest
path to 1. ThusM ; may be seen as a sinpli ed version
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FIG .2: Dynam ics of edge rew iring: T he edge between i and
j is rew ired to an edge between i and k, if local inform ation
predicts that k provides a shorter path to the random agent 1
(1= 1 in gure). The agents’ nfom ation about the netw ork
is subsequently updated as shown by the shift from lower left
to lower right panel. N otice that the local infom ation not
necessarily is correct.

ofthe gatew ay protocolused by the autonom ous system s
to direct transam ission of E-m ails across the hardw ired
Intemet. Here, however, the m em ory will be used to
rew ire edges In the netw ork.

Initially the network isa hub oftheN 1 agents con-—
nected to a centeragentby N 1 edges (@asn Fjg.:}', kft)
plisE N + 1 random Iy placed edges on the periphery
ofthe hub. T he basicm ove, illustrated in Fjg.-'_j, consists
ofa rew iring attem pt plus som e Infom ation exchange in
a local region ofthe network. In detail the m ove consists
of three steps:

(1) An agent i and one of its neighbors j is chosen
random ly.

(i) An agent 16 i; j is chosen random ly and if
Di(@ > D51 then the edge between i and j is
rew ired to an edge between iand k = Py (). If
1did not satisfy the above criteria a new 1 is ran—
dom ¥ chosen. If no such 1 exists the rew iring is
aborted.

(i) The Infom ation i has lost by disconnecting j
is replaced by inform ation from k. Further, there
is full exchange of nform ation between iand k: If
agent k lists a shorter path to som e other agents,
then 1 adopts this path w ith a pointer to k. Sin —
ilarly for k, if agent i lists a shorter path then k
adopts this path through i. The inform ation j has
Jost by disconnecting i is replaced by forcing agent
j to change all is previous pointers toward i to
pointers toward k and add 1 to the corresponding
distances.

N otice that above there is no infom ation transfer be-
tween j and k: j does not read any of k’s inform ation,

j is only using the inform ation that the rew iring took
place. Them odelde nes an update ofboth the netw ork
(i) and the inform ation that agents In the netw ork have
about each other’s locations (iil). The step (1) repre—
sents local optin ization where agent i rew ires from j to
k w ith a probability given by the fraction ofthe netw ork
which is estim ated to be closer to the center. W e stress
that only a an allpart of the system is inform ed about a
changed geom etry and that decisions on m oves m ay be
based on outdated inform ation. W hen repeated m any
tin es them odel leads to a break dow n ofthe centralhub
Into a steady state ensem ble of networks w ith a broad
distrdbution of vertex degrees.

Fig.3b show s that the degree distrbution for vertices
In the netw ork isbroad, in fact close to the Zipflaw 1=C 2
reported for som e realw orld netw orks '_B, :ﬁf], aswellas for
the size distrbbutions of ilndustrial com panies [_2@] How-—
ever, there is correction to scaling at intemm ediate and
large vertex degrees. T his lin itation ofthe m odelcan be
rem oved by increasing the inform ation between agents
during the rew iring, for exam ple by adding inform ation
exchange between agent j and agent k In Fjg.:_Z:

(I7) j considers a fraction S of the inform ation it
has stored w ith a pointer toward k. For this frac-
tion i is checked whether k lists a shorter path
than j. For each path where this is the case, the
m em ory ofk isused to update the m em ory of j.

Notice again that the update in () takes place no
m atter w hich agent had the right data. W hen S = 0 the
result is as in the sinple model (iHii), whereas S = 1
Jeads to a hub lke structure illustrated w ith the isolated
distrdbution of highly connected vertices in Fig. rgd. n
between there is a critical value of S = Scpit 01 (for
ICi= 3) where one obtains a scale free distrbution of
vertex degree F ig. :jc) . Scrit depends on the overalledge
density in the system , and increases asthe average degree
IC i increases. Decreasing IC i below 29 even S = 0
becom es super criticaland the centralhub ofa big system
N >> 100) will never break down. Opposiely, i is
rem arkabl that an lncrease In C for xed S makes it
Increasingly di cult to obtain verticesw ith very high C .
In any case, at conditions when one hub dom inates the
topology, the hub becom es frozen and w ill never break
down. C learly, a scale free degree distrbution requiresan
Instability and the possibility for verticesto change status
dynam ically. On the other hand, when the instability
becom es too large, no large hubs develop and the degree
distrdbution becom es exponential.

For simplicty we in Fig. :41_5 consider the case of
N=1000, E=1500, and thus ICi = 2E=N = 3 wih
S = Scrit = 0. W e stress that the reported resuls
are sin ilar for other values ofIC i, provided that S isnot
too far from St C). Eg. S tCi= 25) = 0 and
Scrit (C 1= 5) = 0:45. A lso it is In portant to stress that
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FIG .3: Left panel: Vertex degree distribbution of the evolved network w ith 4 levels of infom ation exchange: no exchange, ie.
only rules (i) and (i) apply n a), ull exchange as In (iil) with exchange ofrate S in (iv) with S = 0,S = 01, and S = 10
in b){d). In all Iower cases we sam ple dynam icsofan N = 1000 vertex system with E = 1500 edges (Ci= 3). The plts
show average ofm any sam ples. T he upper graphs show the corresponding networks of size N = 100. R ight panel: Schem atic
phase diagram illistrating the critical line which separates the dynam ic and non-dynam ic regin e. The inform ation exchange

at levels a){d) from Xft panelin e) and the variation of hC i that drives the netw ork tow ards the critical line in f).

the particular choice of rew iring attem pt and inform a—
tion exchange In the above m odel is som ew hat arbitrary.
T herefore we have tested robustness of the obtained re-
sults against a num ber of variations, mcluding selection
of agent i w ith weight proportionalto its degree, abort-
Ing step (i) after only one attem pted 1, and introducing
Inform ation exchangebetween iand j. In allcaseswe are
able to reproduce the qualitative features of F ngr_j-'{]l .In
particular, a higher overalledge densiy alw ays requiresa
higher nform ation exchange to obtain sin ilar large hubs,
as illustrated n Fig. -'_3e. For any am ount of inform ation
exchange a scale free netw ork is obtained forthem inim al
IC i where the hubs rem ain dynam ic F ig.d1).

Figure '4 show s a) the average informm ation content re—
lated to agentsofvertex degreeC andb) the tem poralde-
velopm ent of one particular agent. In both panels, I,¢ (1)
is the fraction of the Inform ation i has about distances
and directions to all other agents that is correct. Tnfor—
m ation Loyt (1) isde ned as the fraction of other agents
that have correct inform ation about theirpathsto i. The
upper curve In Fig. :fia show s that the system system at—
ically ncreases the Iipout (1) as the vertex degree of i is
Increased. M ore surprisingly is the non m onotonous be—
havior of I,¢ (i) : Agents w ith intermm ediate vertex degree
C know the Jeast about the system . They arem essed up
by false inform ation about directions, w hereas the low Iy
connected agents are better inform ed through their typ—
ically higher connected neighbor.

Figure :ﬁﬂb follow s a particular agent through a period
of success, where it evolves to becom e one of the m apr
hubs in the system . The gure show sboth the degree of
the agent, and the inform ation related to it. N otice that
an Initially m oderate increase In degree C attine 500

Information
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FIG .4: a) Average inform ation related to agentsw ith vertex
degree C for a sim ulation w ith critical inform ation exchange.
T heupper curve is the fraction ofagentsw ith correct inform a—
tion Iipout about their paths to the speci ¢ agent of degree
C . The lower curve simn ilarly refers to the inform ation I.¢
the agent with degree C has about paths to other agents.
b) Trafctory fora speci c agent w ith its vertex degree (dark
shaded area), the infom ation the system hasabout the agent,
Tapout, and the inform ation the agent has about the system ,
Iofr . T in e is counted asnum berof rew iring updatesper agent.

triggers an increase In I poyt and a sharp decrease n Lo¢ .
Subsequent increases in C have little e ect on the near
perfect nform ation that the system hasabout the agent,
but a roughly proportional e ect on the quality of the
Inform ation I,¢ . T husthe tra ctory ofa particularagent
again re ects the ease at which onem ay locate anybody
in or above the "m iddl class", and the exclisiveness of
having system -w ide correct Inform ation.

To explore the connectivity pattem between low and
high connected agents, we in F jg.:_E; Investigate the corre—
lation pro I ofthe evolved netw ork l_l-(_i] Thisquanti es
the tendency of agents w ith di erent vertex degrees to
connect to each other, by nom alizing to a random ized
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FIG .5: Correlation pro e brnan ensem ble ofm odelnetw orks
with hCi= 3. The correlation pro le m easures the probabil
iy for an edge between two vertices of degree Cyp and C; in
units of what it would be in a properly random ized network.
O ne notices that agents w ith C 1 often connect to agents
wih C 5 that preferentially connect to agentsw ith high C .
T hus the network exhibits hierarchical features.

netw ork where degrees of all vertices are exactly m ain—
tained fg]. W e see that alltypes of connections exist, but
also that there is a tendency tow ards hierarchical organi-
zation: Agentsw ith C 1 often connect to agents w ith
degree C 5, that preferentially connect to agents w ith
very high C . This hierarchical pattem is also seen at
other values of IC i, w ith decreased am plitude asIC 1 is
Increased. G oing in the opposite direction, tow ards de—
creasing IC i, our standard m odel quickly becom es super
criticaleven for S = 0. T his can be adjisted by decreas—
ing the nfom ation transferbetween iand k in step (i)
such that this transfer is less than com plete.

Tt is interesting to explore the sociological in plications

we start with an agent ofdegree C = 1 and from this
Instant keep it perfectly inform ed about the position of
all other agents, I,r (1) = 1, the result is insigni cant.
Sin ilarly, when an agent constantly broadcasts is cor-
rect position to allother agents, that is Iyt (1) = 1, the
agent only perform s slightly better than average. How —
ever, an agent that allow s all its neighbors to update
their inform ation by using his nfom ation, very quickly
becom es a central hub in the system . This happens in
soite of the fact that his inform ation m ay be as bad as
that of anybody else. Comm unication, not correctness,
is the key to success.

F inally we reiterate that the critical line in Fjg.'gfoor—
responds to the m inin al IC i where the m apr hub re-
m ains dynam ic. This suggests a principle in which the
netw ork could self organize to becom e scale free. This
idea is investigated by allow Ing agents, at a low rate, to
create and destroy edgesw ith probabilitiesP. and 1 P,
dependent on the dom inance ofthe m a pr hub. That is,

created in a persistently centralized system and rem oved

In an unstructured system . ForexamplkeP.= 1 C,=C,,
where C; and C, are the highest and next highest degree
In the network, results In a system that self organizes
around the critical line as shown in Fjg.-'_3f.

T he present work suggests a dynam icalm odel w here
networks w ith both am all and large hubs em erge from
Jocal optim ization of activiy through guesses based on
In perfect nform ation. The frame is formulated in an
agent based m odel, which is com parable to a sociolog—
ical setting. For static snapshots the m odel predicts a
hierarchical organization of vertices w ith the highly con—
nected vertices in the center. This is a plausbl feature
of business netw orks and a quanti able characteristic of
the hardw ired Tntemet g].
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