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W e obtain the clustering coe cient, the degree-dependent local cluistering, and the m ean clus-
tering of netw orks w ith arbitrary correlations between the degrees of the nearestneighbor vertices.
The resulting form ulas allow one to detem ine the nature of the clustering of a network.

In principle, loops, and, in particular, loops of length
three which lad to the clustering of networks, are a
speci ¢ kind of correlations. Usually, realworld net-
works are strongly clustered structures, and m any ef-
forts were m ade to Invent specialm echanisn s producing
strong clustering even in sm all nets El::g] T he num ber
of the proposed m echaniam s is rapidly grow Ing, but the
recent developm ent of the eld i_i'{:_é] show s that in very
m any real networks the high clistering is only a nie-
size e ect. So, in this case, no additionalm echanian of
strong clustering is needed. The problem is to reliably
conclide w hether or not the clustering of a real netw ork
isa niesizee ectwhich can be explained by using basic
random graph constructions i_‘/.]. E vidently, com parison
w ith resuls obtained in the fram ework of soeci ¢ m od—
els w th m any adjisting param eters cannot lad to any
convincing conclusion.

Another basic though particular kind of correlations
In netw orks are correlations betw een the num bers of con—
nections (degrees) ofthe nearest neighbor vertices B{gg].
N etw orksw ith these speci c correlations are being exten—
sively studied these days, and the term \correlated net-
works" often in plies just this type of correlations. T hese
pair correlations were m easured in a num ber of realnet—
ofthe nea-rés-t-nejghbor vertices, P (k;k° is considered as
one of m etrics of a network. Note that as a nule, these
correlations do not vanish in the large network lim it.

The classical random graphs {_2-]_:,2-2_’:] w ith their P ois-
son degree distribution provide a non-adequate in age
of a real com plex network and a very weak clustering,
C = k=N . Here k is the mean degree of a graph and
N is its size (the total number of vertices). Random
graphs w ith given degreedistrbution P () (the con g-
uration m odel of m athem atical graph theory [_21_’:]) are
much closer to real com plex netw orks. It is the values of
the clustering coe cient of thismodelC / N i124]
that were com pared w ith em pirical data for reakworld
netw orks.

The con guration m odel and its variations provide
(uncorrelated) random graphs which arem axin ally ran—
dom (ie. wih the maxinum entropy) under the con—
straint that their degree distrdbution is equalto a given
one, P (k). These graphs are closer to reality than the

classical random graphs, but the absence of correlations
is a very restrictive factor. Ifwe wish to m ake a step
toward real networks, we have to Introduce a network
w ith degree{degree correlations, P (k;k%. The sin plest
form alway to do this is In the spirit ofthe con guration
m odel. That is, consider random graphswhich are m ax—
In ally random under the constraint that their degree{
degree distrbution isequalto a given one, P (k;k% . This
isthem inin alconstruction ofa random graph w ih these
correlations. In this construction, as the size of a graph
approaches In nity, loops becom e Insigni cant, and the
clustering vanishes [251.

In the present com m unication we obtain analyticalex—
pressions for the com plete list of the clustering character—
istics ofthe random graphsw ith these in portant degree{
degree correlations, see Egs. @){ C_l(_i) . These form ulas,
after the substitution ofa m easured distrbution P (k;k°),
allow one to conclude whether or not the clustering of a
realw orld or generated network is sin ply a nite-size ef-
fect, the sam e as In am axin ally random graph w ith this
degree{degree distrbution. Furthem ore, the resulting
clustering characteristics are qualitatively di erent from
those of uncorrelated netw orks.

T he graphs In this comm unication are com pletely de—
scribed by the pint distrbution P (k; k) ofthe degrees of
end vertices of an edge of the graph, ;0P &;k%) = 1,
P k;k% = P k%k). The degree distrbution P (k) is de-
term fned by P (k;k9):
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In the follow ing, we assum e that the totalnum ber of ver—
tices ofthe graph, N , is lJarge and consider only them ain
contribution to the clustering.

P (k;k°% can be obtained by usihg em piricaldata as
lows. Ifk 6 k%P k;k% = P k%k) isonehalfofthe ratio
of the num ber of edges connecting vertices of degrees k
and k° to the totalnumber of edges, L. L = kN =2. If
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= k% P (;k) is the ratio of the num ber of edges con—
necting vertices of degreesk and k to L.

T he set of clustering characteristics of netw orks, con—
sidered up to now , lncludes:
(1) The degreedependent local clustering C (k). This is
the m ean relative num ber of connections (less than 1)
betw een tw 0 nearest neighbors of a vertex of degree k:
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where m ,,, (k)i is the average num ber of connectionsbe—
tween the nearest neighbors of a vertex of degree k.

(i) The mean clustering (mean clistering coe cient),
which isde ned as
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(i) T he clustering coe cient, which is de ned as
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T hiscoincidesw ith the traditionalde nition: the clister-
Ing coe cient is three tim es the ratio ofthe totalnum ber
of loops of length three In a graph to the total num ber
of connected vertex triples. In sim ple tem s, this is the
\concentration" of loops of kength three.

W e shallobtain the clustering characteristicsC k), C,
and C of correlated graphs, but ket us st introduce the
conditional probability P (kk°) that if one end vertex of
an edge is of degree k’ then its other end vertex is of
degree k:
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Then the local clustering, that is, the probability that
two nearest neighbors of a vertex of degree k > 1 are
connected is
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O ne can easily understand this formula:

() The rsttwo factorsP (k)P (gk) on the right-hand
side, which should be acocounted for before the summ a—
tion over gand o, are evident: these are the probabilities
that the vertices are of degrees q and <.

(i) In fact, we must calculate the probability that the
nearest neighbors w ith degrees g and ¢ ofa vertex ofde-
gree k are connected to each other. W e have tw o vertices
withq landg® 1 \fiee connections" (apart ofthe con—
nections to the m other vertex). Let us select one of the
\free connections" of the gwvertex. T he probability that
thisedgew ill \choose" one oftheq® 1 \free connections"

@ 1):

ofthe of-vertex is given by the product between two cen—
traldots on the right-hand part ofthe ormula. The fac-
tor F (@*y) is evident: the second end of the edge must
be ofdegree . So ouredgem ust \choose" (\grasp") one
of the @ 1 \free connections" of the o’~vertex am ong
almost N P () possbilities in the network. (@ 1lthese
possbilities are equiprobable In the construction which is
considered here.) This is the total num ber of \free con—
nections" provided by N P () vertices of degree o in the
network. This gives © 1)=Ng® @)].
(i) Finally, we must multiply this probability by the
numberqg 1 ofthe \free connections" of the gvertex.
The result isEq. {j) . Note that we used the fact that
N is Jarge and the probability that the edge between the
nearest neighbor is present is an all, so our form ulas are
asym ptotic. Substituting Eq. (4) into Eq. {}) gives the
degree-dependent local clustering
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the m ean clustering
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and the clustering coe cient
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ofthe correlated netw ork w ith given correlationsP k;k%.
T he degree distribbution P (k) in these formulasm ay be
expressed in term s of P (k;k°) by using the relations (1)
and {_2). The results @){ Q-(_i) m ay be written in a m ore
com pact form in tem s of conditional probabilities, see
Eqg. 6'_6), but the present form ism ore convenient forem —
pirical ressarchers.

Tn uncorrelated networks, P (k;k%) = kP k)k® %)=k
and the probability that the nearest neighbor of a vertex
is of degree k is kP (k)=k. In this case, Egs. @) {{i0)

reduce to the known result ij,‘_z'_]
o Zi E 2
C(]{)=C=C=(hk7_3)1 (11)
N k
The formulas (:_é){ C_l-]_}) are asym ptotically exact.
N ote that In uncorrelated networks, C (k) is indepen—
dent of k and so all the three characteristics are equal.

C otrastingly, degree{degree oor:ce]atj?ns Jead to a degree—
dependent local clustering [see Eq. @)]. P reviously, this



feature was observed In a num ber ofm odel and realnet—
works P6{31]. Here we dem onstrate that this depen—
dence and is a direct consequence of degree{degree cor-
relations. T he degree-dependent local clustering leads to
the di erence between C and C, which were found in
m any reaktworld networks £8{30].

O ne should note that the orm ula ('g) forthe degree de—
pendent localclustering resem bles the expression (61) for
the local clustering of a correlated netw ork w ith hidden
variables In the recent paper ofM arian Boguna and Ro—
m ualdo P astor-Satorras, R ef. {_§2_;] H ow ever, there is an
essentialdi erence between these two results. The result
ofRef. t_s-%'] isC (k), expressed in tem s ofthe correlations
ofhidden variables (\ tnesses") which were used to gen—
erate a correlated network. It is inpossbl to nd the
exact form ofthese hidden variable correlations from em —
piricaldata. C ontrastingly, Eq. @) In the present work is
obtained for a random network, which is com pletely de-
scribed by P (k;k°), and expressesC (k) directly in term s
of the observable degree{degree distribution P k;k%.
is the latter circum stance that allow s one to use Egs.
@) { C_l-(_i) for the structural analysis of netw orks.

T he num ber of edges connecting vertices of degrees k
and k° can be easily m easured in any realw orld or gener-
gether w ith the num bers of vertices of degree k into Egs.
(:_8){ C_l-(_)') w ill provide one w ith the clustering characteris-
ticsofam axin ally random graph w ith the sam e degree{
degree correlations as the realnetwork. T hese clustering
characteristics m ay be com pared w ith those of the real
net. Ifthe resuls are close enough, then the clustering of
a net is explained by the basic correlated random graph
construction and so is a simnple nitesize e ect. Only
if the calculated characteristics di ers strongly from the
m easured ones, the clustering has non-trivial nature.

N ote that In sparse netw orks, m easured degree{degree
distrbutions strongly uctuates due to poor statistics.
T his factor cannot spoil the resuls (6’ (10 since even
strong uctuations are sum m ed out.

One should indicate two restrictions. (i) The fom u-
las (8){ Cll) are asym ptotic (largeN , su ciently \weak"
clustering). So, one m ay hope that they are good ifC is
Jessthan, say, 0:1,but only qualitative com parison ispos—
sblk if, eg., C 03. (i) The growth of realworld net-
works produces a w ide spectrum of correlations, and the
correlations betw een the degrees of the nearest-neighbor
verticesare only one speci c type ofthe correlations. T he
construction that is considered in this com m unication ig—
nores the longrange and m ultiwvertex correlations. The
em pirical data on such correlations is absent.

In summ ary, we obtamned the clustering characteris-
tics of networks with correlations between degrees of
the nearest-neighbor vertices. These correlations are a
comm on feature of real networks. Our formulas allow
one to easily conclide whether or not the clustering ofa
network is determm ined by the form of its degree{degree
distrbbution and o0 isa sinpk niesize e ect. So, Egs.
@) { {0) can shed light on the nature of the clustering of

netw orks. W e hope that these sin ple expressions w illbe
a useful tool at the analysis of realw orld and generated
netw orks.
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