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A bstract

W estudydirected random graphs(random graphswhoseedgesaredirected)asthey
evolvein discretetim eby theaddition ofnodesand edges.Fortwodistinctevolution
strategies,one that forces the graph to a condition ofnear acyclicity at alltim es
and another that allows the appearance ofnontrivialdirected cycles,we provide
analytic and sim ulation resultsrelated to the distributionsofdegrees.W ithin the
latter strategy,in particular,we investigate the appearance and behavior ofthe
strong com ponentsthatwere oursubjectin the �rstpartofthisstudy.

Key words: Random networks,Directed random networks,Evolving networks,
Strong com ponents
PACS:05.50.+ q,89.75.-k,89.75.Fb,89.75.Hc

1 Introduction

In the �rstpartofthisstudy [1],we considered random digraphson a �xed
setofn nodeswith Poisson-distributed in-and out-degrees.Fora widerange
ofvalues for z (the m ean in-or out-degree ofa node),we investigated the
behaviorofthestrong com ponentsofthedigraph,which essentially arem ax-
im alsubgraphswhosenodescan allbereached from oneanotherby following
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thedirectionsoftheedges.W econtributed analyticand sim ulation resultsto
thespecialcasesofcyclecom ponentsand knots.M orespeci�cally,wedem on-
strated that cycle com ponents are concentrated near z = 1 and necessarily
sm all,encom passing a num berofnodesproportionalto lnn,whileknotstend
to occuronly sparsely assize-onecom ponentsforvery sm allvaluesofz,then
becom epractically absentasz isincreased,then �nally occuragain asa sin-
gleknotthatencom passesnearly alln nodesforlargervaluesofz.Thelatter
transition issharp and happensroughly atz= ln(2n).

In this second part,ouraim is to study the behavior ofstrong com ponents
when thedigraph isno longerstatic,butratherevolvesin tim e.Thistypeof
study wasalso pioneered by Erd}osand R�enyi[2],who considered undirected
graphson a �xed setofnodesthatprogressively becom e m ore and m ore in-
terconnected by the random addition ofedges between pairs ofnodes,thus
leading to a Poisson distribution ofnodedegrees.Recently,though,in an at-
tem pttom odelthenetworksthatoccurin m anyareasofinterest,considerable
e�orthasbeen directed towardsstudying evolution scenariosin which nodes
and edgesm ay enterand leavethenetwork continually.Thereaderisreferred
to the surveys in [3]for details related to severalareas.One ofthe surveys
[4]highlightsthem athem aticsofa variety ofsuch m odels(e.g.,[5]),m any of
which exhibitthe power-law (asopposed to Poisson)distribution ofdegrees
thatis characteristic ofnetworks thatgrow by som e sort ofpreferential(as
opposed to random )attachm entofnodesto each other.

Our focus is on the study ofdigraphs that evolve by the addition ofnew
nodes,aswellasnew edges,in discrete tim e.Also,although wedo touch the
issue ofpreferentialattachm ents brie
y at one point,for the m ost part we
follow [1]and concentrate on the case ofrandom connections.Even though
som e of the m odels discussed in the literature (cf.[3]) can be claim ed to
include digraphs| at least inherently| we believe our em phasis on random
connectionsin theevolution ofdigraphscoversnew ground.

Thefollowing notation iscom m on to alltherem aining sections.Fort� 0 an
integer,we let D t denote the digraph at tim e tand N t,with nt = jN tj,its
nodeset.D 0 isassum ed to have no nodes,so N 0 = ; and n0 = 0.Unlike the
static case [1],itisnow necessary to considerin-and out-degreesseparately.
Fornodei,weletd+t (i)denoteitsin-degreeattim etand d

�
t (i)itsout-degree,

with expected valuesz+t (i)and z
�
t (i),respectively.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Section 2weconsiderevolution scenarios
in which thedeploym entofedgesdisallowsevery nontrivialdirected cycle.In
Section 3 we m odify the deploym ent rule in order to allow the appearance
of arbitrary directed cycles, and with them nontrivialstrong com ponents.
Conclusionsaregiven in Section 4.
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2 N early acyclic evolution

2.1 Analytic results

In the �rst evolution scenario that we consider,at every tim e step t> 0 a
new nodeisadded to thedigraph,so we have nt = t.W e assum e thatnodes
arenum bered consecutively from 1 asthey enterthedigraph,so nodeiisthe
nodeadded attim et= i.W hen a nodeentersthedigraph,a random num ber
ofedgesisalso added,allofthem directed away from thenewly added node.
Exceptforthe possibility ofself-loops(an edge leading from a node to itself
iscalled a self-loop),the digraph isatalltim esacyclic (i.e.,hasno directed
cyclesspanning m orethan onenode)and allitsstrong com ponentshaveone
singlenode.

Forsom e�xed z,westartby consideringthecasein which an edgeisdeployed
from nodeito each ofnodes1;:::;iindependently with probability z=i(pro-
vided,ofcourse,thatz � i;forz > i,itm ustbeassum ed thatiisconnected
to allof1;:::;i).In thiscase,forsu�ciently largeiand t� i,theout-degree
d
�
t (i)isclearly Poisson-distributed with m ean z

�
t (i)= z.

Asforthe in-degree d+t (i),itsexpected value z+t (i)is,forsu�ciently large i
and t� i,given by

z
+

t (i)=
tX

u= i

z

u
= z(H t� Hi� 1); (1)

where H m =
P m

u= 11=u is the m th harm onic num ber,given for large m by
H m = lnm + 
,with 
 denoting Euler’sconstant[6].Thus,fori� 0,

z
+

t (i)� ln
�
t

i

�z

: (2)

In ordertodiscoverhow d
+
t (i)isdistributed,letPt(i;k)denotetheprobability

thatd+t (i)= k fort� iand k � 0.Ift� i+ 1 < k,then clearly Pt(i;k)= 0.
Otherwise,fork � t� iand z� i;t,wehave

Pt(i;k)�
Pt(i;0)

k!

h

z
+

t (i)
ik
; (3)

aswedem onstratein Appendix A.Pt(i;0)can now beapproxim ated from (3)
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by sum m ing Pt(i;k)overtheappropriaterangeofk:

1� Pt(i;0)
t� i+ 1X

k= 0

1

k!

h

z
+

t (i)
ik
� Pt(i;0)e

z
+

t
(i)
; (4)

hencePt(i;0)� e� z
+

t
(i) and (3)can bere-written as

Pt(i;k)�

h

z
+
t (i)

ik
e� z

+

t
(i)

k!
; (5)

which isthePoisson distribution with m ean z+t (i).

Denoting the overallin-degree distribution by Pt(k),we see that it can be
estim ated by averaging (5)overallnodes,thatis,

Pt(k)�
1

t

tX

i= 1

[zln(t=i)]k e� zln(t=i)

k!
�

1

zk!

zlntZ

x= 0

x
k
e
� (1+ 1=z)x

dx; (6)

wherex = zln(t=i)(hencedi= � (t=z)e� x=zdx).Theintegrand in (6)peaksat
x = kz=(z+ 1)with a �nitevalue,so theintegralcan beextended to in�nity,
yielding

Pt(k)�
1

zk!

1Z

x= 0

x
k
e
� (1+ 1=z)x

dx =
zk

(z+ 1)k+ 1
: (7)

Letusnow turn tothecasein which nodei,upon enteringthedigraph attim e
t= i,connectsouttonodej2 f1;:::;igwith probability proportionaltohow
m any incom ing edgesjalready has(plus1,to ensurenonzero probabilitiesto
startwith)whileaim ing atthesam em ean out-degreez.In thiscase,an edge
isdeployed from ito j with probability

z

 
1+ d

+

t� 1(j)

t+
P t

u= 1d
+

t� 1(u)

!

; (8)

with the understanding that d
+

t� 1(i) = 0, provided z[1 + d
+

t� 1(j)] � t+
P t

u= 1d
+

t� 1(u) (when this does not hold,then the deploym ent is assum ed to
take place with probability 1).W hile (8)trivially ensures thatthe expected
value z�t (i)ofd

�
t (i)isequalto z foralltthatrenderthe expression in (8)a

legitim ate probability,the underlying distribution ofthe out-degree d�t (i)is
notso easily deduced,although by the results surveyed in [3]itsaverage at
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tim etoverallthetnodesalready presentin thedigraph m ustbeproportional
to k� � forsom e� > 0.

Thesam eholdsfortheaveragedistribution Pt(k)ofthein-degreesd
+
t (i).The

expected valuez+t (i)ofd
+
t (i),in turn,can beassessed asfollows.By (8),the

expected probability thatnodeiconnectsoutto nodej attim et= iis

z

 

1+ z
+

t� 1(j)

t+
P

t
u= 1z

+

t� 1(u)

!

: (9)

Thus,fort� i,z+t (i)obeystherecurrence

z
+

t (i)= z
+

t� 1(i)+ z

 

1+ z
+

t� 1(i)

t+
P

t
u= 1z

+

t� 1(u)

!

� z
+

t� 1(i)+ z

 
1+ z

+

t� 1(i)

t(z+ 1)

!

=

 

1+
z

t(z+ 1)

!

z
+

t� 1(i)+
z

t(z+ 1)
; (10)

with z+t (i)= 0 fort< i.

Itfollowsfrom (10)that

z
+

t (i)=
tY

x= i

 

1+
z

x(z+ 1)

!

� 1: (11)

Fort� i� 0,thissolution can beapproxim ated as

z
+

t (i)�
�
t

i

� z

z+ 1

� 1; (12)

asshown in Appendix B.

2.2 Resultsofsim ulations

W e have conducted extensive sim ulations to evaluate the results presented
in Section 2.1 on the in-degree distributions when the digraph evolves in a
nearly acyclic fashion.The resultswe presentin thissection are averagesof
thequantitiesofinterestovera largenum berofrepetitions.

Figures1 and 2 referto thecasein which edgesaredeployed uniform ly,that
is,the Poisson-distributed num ber ofedgesthatoutgo from each node asit
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Fig.1.Average in-degree distribution in the nearly acyclic case for i = 103 and
z = 1;4;8;12 when edgesaredeployed uniform ly (105 sim ulation runs).Solid plots
give theanalytic prediction of(5).

enters the digraph is directed uniform ly towards the nodes already present.
Figure1 containsplotsofPt(i;k)from both thesim ulationsand theanalytic
prediction of(5)fordi�erentvaluesofz and t,alwayswith i= 103.Asthe
plotsindicate,agreem entisvery good throughout.

TheplotsofFigure2allrefertoPt(k),forwhich ouranalyticprediction isthe
onein (7).W eshow data fort= 104 and severalvaluesofz.Noticethatonce
again weobtain good agreem entbetween sim ulation and analyticprediction,
butthetwo startto separateask increases.Thereason forthisisclear:ask
increases,thepeak oftheintegrand of(6),occurring atx = kz=(z+ 1),shifts
continually to the right,which renders the extension ofthe integral’s upper
lim itfrom thezlntof(6)to in�nity everlessjusti�able.

Data forthe case ofpreferentialattachm ent,in which edgesgetdirected to-
wards nodes already in the digraph with probabilities thatare proportional
to how m any incom ing edgesthosenodesalready have,aregiven in Figures3
and 4.Figure3isgiven fort= 104 and asetofdi�erentzvalues,and con�rm s
ourexpectation thatin thiscasePt(k)isa powerlaw.

Fori= 103 and a few di�erentvaluesofz,Figure4 contrastssim ulation data
forz+t (i)with the analytic prediction of(12).Evidently,the two agree very
well.
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Fig.2.Average in-degree distribution in the nearly acyclic case for t= 104 when
edges are deployed uniform ly (105 sim ulation runs).Solid plots give the analytic
prediction of(7).
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Fig.3.Average in-degree distribution in the nearly acyclic case for t= 104 when
edgesare deployed proportionally to thenodes’in-degrees(105 sim ulation runs).

3 Evolution allow ing for cycles

3.1 Analytic results

Our second evolution scenario allows for the appearance ofdirected cycles
otherthan self-loopsby incorporating a probability,denoted by pr,to control
the replacem entofcertain edgesby certain others.Ateach tim e step t> 0,
one ofthe following two actions is selected to take place,recalling that the
initialnum ber ofnodes is n0 = 0 and that,as before,nodes are num bered
consecutively from 1 asthey enterthedigraph:
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when edges are deployed proportionally to the nodes’in-degrees (105 sim ulation
runs).Solid plotsgive the analytic prediction of(12).

� W ith probability pr,thenum berofnodesin thedigraph rem ainsthesam e,
thusnt = nt� 1.In addition,a node iforwhich d

+

t� 1(i)> 0 isselected and
oneofitsincom ing edges,chosen random ly with a uniform distribution,is
replaced by anew edgedirected away from i.Lettingn+t� 1 bethenum berof
nodesthathavenonzero in-degreesattim et� 1,theprobability thatnode
iisselected is1=n+t� 1,provided itsin-degreeisnonzero.

� W ith probability 1 � pr,a new node,say i,is added to the digraph,so
nt= nt� 1 + 1.Then a new edgeisdeployed from ito each ofthedigraph’s
nt nodeswith probability m infz=nt;1g.

Readily,for pr = 0 this evolution scenario is the one we considered �rst in
Section 2.Forpr > 0,what itdoes is to induce the appearance ofdirected
cycles,and consequently ofnontrivialstrong com ponents.

Underthesenew rules,nt isnolongerdeterm inistically equaltot,norisnode
inecessarily the nodeadded to the digraph attim e t= i.Instead,nt isnow
a random variablewith expected value(1� pr)t,so theexpected tim estep at
which node iisadded to the digraph ist= i=(1� pr),even though thiscan
happen asearly astim et= i.Oncenodeientersthedigraph and receivesits
Poisson-distributed num berofoutgoingedges,theprocessofedgereplacem ent
actsto alterthisnum berofedgesrandom ly,so westillexpecttheout-degree
d
�
t (i)to bePoisson-distributed with m ean z�t (i)= z.

Analyzingthedistribution ofthein-degreed+t (i),though,issigni�cantly m ore
com plicated and isachieved by setting up a system of�nite-di�erence equa-
tionsto describeitsbehavior.Asin Section 2,Pt(i;k)continuestodenotethe
distribution ofin-degreesfornode iattim e twith t� iand k � 0.In what
follows,weassum ethatnodeiisalready presentin thedigraph attim et� 1.
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W e do thisforthe sake ofsim plicity,and indicate how to com pensate forit
when wereturn to thisissuelaterin thissection.

W e startwith the k > 0 case.W ith probability 1� pr,Pt(i;k)isthe sum of
twoprobabilities,eachcorrespondingtooneofthefollowingm utuallyexclusive
events:(i)thenodeadded tothedigraph attim etconnectsouttonodei;(ii)
thenodeadded to thedigraph attim etdoesnotconnectoutto nodei.W ith
probability pr,threeotherm utually exclusive eventsm ustbeconsidered:(iii)
node iis the node selected to have one ofits incom ing edges replaced;(iv)
nodeiisnotthenodeselected to haveoneofitsincom ing edgesreplaced,nor
isthereplacing edgeincom ing to i;(v)nodeiisnotthenodeselected tohave
oneofitsincom ing edgesreplaced,butthereplacing edgeisincom ing to i.

Letusassum ethat,when nodeiisthenodeselected tohaveoneofitsincom ing
edgesreplaced,theprobability thattherandom ly chosen replacingedgeform s
a self-loop,orconnectsoutto a node towardswhich an edge from ialready
exists,isnegligible.Thisiscertain tohold asthedigraph acquiresm orenodes,
and allowsustoconcludethefollowing.In caseofevent(i)or(v),thein-degree
ofnodeiisincreased by 1from tim et� 1totim et,whilein cases(ii)and (iv)
itrem ainsthesam eand in case(iii)itisdecreased by 1.Fork > 0,Pt(i;k)is
then such that

Pt(i;k)� (1� pr)[m infz=nt;1gPt� 1(i;k� 1)
+ (1� m infz=nt;1g)Pt� 1(i;k)]

+ pr

" 

1

n
+

t� 1

!

Pt� 1(i;k+ 1)

+

 

1�
1

n
+

t� 1

! �

1�
1

nt

�

Pt� 1(i;k)

+

 

1�
1

n
+

t� 1

! �
1

nt

�

Pt� 1(i;k� 1)

#

; (13)

wherewehaveused thefactthatnt = nt� 1 in thecaseofedgereplacem entat
tim et.Forntn

+

t� 1 � 1,and approxim ating nt by itsexpected value(1� pr)t,
(13)becom es

Pt(i;k)� Pt� 1(i;k)�

 

pr

n
+

t� 1

!

Pt� 1(i;k+ 1)

�

 

(1� pr)�t+
pr

n
+

t� 1

+
pr

(1� pr)t

!

Pt� 1(i;k)

+

 

(1� pr)�t+
pr

(1� pr)t

!

Pt� 1(i;k� 1); (14)

with �t= m infz=(1� pr)t;1g.
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Forthe case ofk = 0,the only m eaningfulpossibilities are events (ii){(iv),
hence

Pt(i;0)� Pt� 1(i;0)�

 

pr

n
+

t� 1

!

Pt� 1(i;1)

�

 

(1� pr)�t+
pr

(1� pr)t

!

Pt� 1(i;0): (15)

Note in addition that,fort> 0,itisalso possible to approxim ate n+t by its
expected value,thatis,

n
+

t � nt�

tX

j= 1

Pt(j;0)� (1� pr)t�
tX

j= 1

Pt(j;0); (16)

where the sum m ationsgive the expected num berofnodesthathave zero in-
degree at tim e t.The system of�nite-di�erence equations given for k � 0
by (14){(16)can then be solved num erically forallt� 1 and alli� t.The
greatestpossible in-degree for�xed iand tist� i+ 1,corresponding to the
case in which node iis added to the digraph at tim e step iand acquires a
new incom ing edge at every subsequent step,so k 2 f0;:::;t� i+ 1g.All
boundary conditionscan besetto zero,and thevalueofn+0 isim m aterial,so
long asitissetto som enonzero constant.

In orderto com pensate forthe factthatthe �nite-di�erence equationsbeing
solved fortim etand nodeiarebased on theassum ption thatnodeiisin the
digraph attim et� 1,and alsotoensurethatanontrivialsolution isobtained,
we m ay heuristically correctthe equationsforallt� 1,alli� t,and every
appropriatek,by addingadequateprobability term store
ecttheappearance
ofedges.If�t(i)istheprobability thatnodeiisadded to thedigraph attim e
t,then we add �1k�t(i)m infz=i;1g to (14),where �1k isthe Kroneckerdelta
function fork = 1,and �t(i)(1� m infz=i;1g)to (15).

Asfor�t(i),itisgiven by

�t(i)= (1� pr)

 

t� 1

i� 1

!

(1� pr)
i� 1
p
t� i
r ; (17)

and thusadm itsan approxim ation based on thePoisson distribution,thatis,

�t(i)� (1� pr)P ((1� pr)(t� 1);i� 1); (18)

wherewerecallthatP(x;k)denotesthePoisson distribution with m ean x (cf.
[1]).
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Fig. 5. Average out-degree distribution under directed-edge replacem ents for
i= 103,z = 1;4;8;12,and pr = 0:25;0:75 (105 sim ulation runs).Solid plotsshow
the Poisson distribution with m ean given by the corresponding value ofz.

3.2 Resultsofsim ulations

W e start with a presentation ofsim ulation data intended to be confronted
with ourpredictionsin Section 3.1 regarding thedistributionsofin-and out-
degrees when,during its evolution,the digraph is allowed to have directed
cycles other than self-loops by the action ofedge replacem ents.These data
arepresented in Figures5 and 6.

Figure5 containsplotsforpr = 0:25 and pr = 0:75,along with a few valuesof
z and t.Each plotshowssim ulation dataon thedistribution oftheout-degree
d
�
t (i) ofnode i = 103.In the �gure,we use Q t(i;k) to denote the proba-
bility thatd�t (i)= k,and also show the corresponding Poisson distribution,
P(z;k).As we m entioned earlier,our expectation is for Poisson-distributed
out-degrees,because the num berofoutgoing edgesa node isgiven upon en-
tering the digraph is thus distributed,and from there onward allthat the
edge-replacem entm echanism doesisto random ly altertheinitialdeploym ent
ofedges.W eseein Figure5 thatthisisindeed thecaseto a very good degree
ofagreem entbetween Q t(i;k)and thePoisson distribution with m ean z.

Data forthe in-degree distribution Pt(i;k)are shown in Figure6 fori= 103

and twovaluesofpr (pr = 0:25and pr = 0:75).Allplotsareshown asfunctions
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Fig.6.Averagein-degreedistribution underdirected-edgereplacem entsfori= 103,
z = 1;4;8;12, and pr = 0:25;0:75 (105 sim ulation runs).Panels placed side by
side share the sam e value ofz.Solid plots give the solution ofthe system of�-
nite-di�erence equationsin (14){(16).

oftfor a few di�erent values ofz and k.For each com bination ofz and k

values,two plotsaregiven,oneforsim ulation data and anotherto depictthe
solution ofthesystem of�nite-di�erenceequationsin (14){(16)thatfork � 0
describesthebehaviorofPt(i;k)for�xed pr and z.Itisclearfrom the�gure
thatagreem entisvery good between thetwo plotsin allcases,with thevery
few exceptions ofsom e ofthe highervaluesofk,butsuch discrepancies are
theresultofinsu�cientstatisticsforthoseparticularvaluesofk,despitethe
105 sim ulation runs.Agreem entisso good,in fact,thatsolving thesystem of
equations becom es largely preferable to sim ulating the system a su�ciently
largenum beroftim es,sincethelatterisunavoidably slowerby severalorders
ofm agnitude.

A by-productofoursim ulationshasbeen the em pirical�nding thatthe ex-
pected valueofn+t is[z=(z+ 1)](1� pr)t,wherewerecallthat(1� pr)tisthe
expected valueofnt.Thisfactisvery useful,sinceitdecouplesthecalculation
ofn+t from thatofthe in-degree distributionsofallnodes(cf.(16)).Conse-
quently,itbecom espossibleto solvetheequationsin (14)and (15)foronly a
selected setofnodesofinterest.

W e now present a series offour �gures,Figures 7{10,where we show data
related to the behaviorofthe digraph’sstrong com ponents,which underthe
policy ofedge replacem ent exist in nontrivialform .Allthe plots given in
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Fig.7.Average num berofstrong com ponents(NSC),ofcycle com ponents(NCC),
and ofknots(NK )asa function ofz forpr = 0:25;0:75 (105 sim ulation runs).

these �guresare shown asfunctionsofz forpr = 0:25,pr = 0:75,and a few
relevant t values.The data presented henceforth are then to be contrasted
with the expectation we have from the static case studied in [1],since the
dynam iccaseisexpected tobecom equalitatively equivalentto thestaticcase
forlargeenough t,so long aspr > 0 (thelargerthevalueofpr,thesoonerthe
equivalence can beobserved astgrows).Theintuition behind thisstatem ent
isthat,when edgesarecontinually replaced,thepassageofenough tim esteps
isexpected to add such a degree ofrandom ization to the positioning ofthe
edgesthatitbecom esprobabilistically indistinguishablefrom any positioning
thatcould resultifedgesweredeployed totally random ly to begin with,asin
thestaticcase.

Figure 7 is devoted to showing how the num ber ofstrong com ponents be-
haved duringthesim ulationsweconducted,and alsoin particularthenum ber
ofcycle com ponents and ofknots.In the static case,the num ber ofstrong
com ponents tends to one quickly rightpastz = 1 asz isincreased and the
giantstrong com ponentappears.In thedynam ic caseweexpecta sim ilaref-
fect as both z and tare increased,thatis,we expect the num ber ofstrong
com ponentstobedram atically reduced.Thisiswhatthe�guredem onstrates,
particularly forthehighervalueofpr.

Regarding the num ber ofcycle com ponents,in the static case it peaks at
z = 1 and decreasesrapidly to eitherside,eventually approaching zero.The
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data in Figure7 tend to supporttheexpected peak atz= 1,buteven forthe
highervalueofpr a nonzero num berofcyclecom ponents,albeitsm all,seem s
to be sustained asboth z and tgrow.W e willsee shortly thatthisisdue to
thepresenceofcyclecom ponentsthatareself-loops,and presum ethatitcan
be explained by dem onstrating that such com ponents have a non-negligible
probability ofappearing for sm allvalues oft,being on the other hand less
likely to bepicked forreplacem entastincreases.

In thestaticcase,knotsareexpected tocom priseonesinglenodeand tooccur
sparselyforverysm allvaluesofz,then tobealtogetherabsentaszisincreased
butstillkeptbelow ln(2n),andthentooccurasasingle,all-encom passingknot
forz> ln(2n).Inthedynam iccase,weexpectasim ilarbehavior,includingthe
e�ect around the threshold z = ln(2nt) � ln(2(1� pr)t).Taking pr = 0:75
and t = 8000,for exam ple,yields z = 8:3,which agrees wellwith what is
shown in Figure 7.Butthe absence ofknotsforthe interm ediate valuesofz
seem s too briefwhen contrasted with the expectation created by the static
case.Returning to thecorresponding data in [1],speci�cally Figure6,wesee
thatourexpectation wasbuilton onesinglesim ulation run,which m ay have
been thecausefortheseem ingly largerintervalsofz insidewhich knotswere
totally absent.

These observations are com plem ented by the data shown in Figures 8{10,
where m inim um and m axim um sizesareshown forthestrong com ponentsin
general,thecyclecom ponents,andtheknots,respectively,observed duringthe
sim ulations.Asshown in Figure8,them inim um sizeofastrongcom ponentis
one,particularly astgrows,whilethem axim um approachesnt � (1� pr)tas
z growsaway from one,re
ecting theexpected appearanceofthegiantstrong
com ponentcom prising allnt nodes.

M inim um and m axim um sizesobserved forthecyclecom ponentsareasshown
in Figure9.Asidefora sm allvicinity nearz= 1,wheresizeslargerthan one
occur,cycle com ponentshave size one forallvaluesoft.Thislendssupport
to ourearlier suspicion thatthe cycle com ponents stillpersisting as both z

and tgrow arein factsize-onecom ponents.

The case ofknots is illustrated by the data in Figure 10.It shows thatthe
singleknotthatappearssuddenly roughly around z= ln(2(1� pr)t)isindeed
all-encom passing,asitssizetendstont � (1� pr)taszgrows,thuscon�rm ing
ourexpectationsfrom thestaticcase.
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4 C onclusions

W ehavein thispaperconsidered random digraphsthatgrow in discretetim e
by the continualaddition ofnew nodes and edges.W ithin this context,we
started with a study ofdigraphs that rem ain nearly acyclic at alltim es as
nodesaregiven aPoisson-distributed num berofoutgoingedgesupon entering
thedigraph.Fortwom odesofattachm enttothenodesalreadyin thedigraph,
uniform and preferential,wecontributed analyticand sim ulation resultsthat
describethedigraph’sdegreedistributions.

In the second part ofthe paper,we allowed edges to be random ly replaced
during theevolution ofthedigraph,aim ingatallowing nontrivialstrong com -
ponentsto appear.In thiscase,too,we contributed analytic and sim ulation
results,with em phasison theintroduction ofasystem of�nite-di�erenceequa-
tionsforthe com putation ofa node’sin-degree distribution atalltim es.W e
�nalized by returning to the strong com ponentsthatwere ourm ain subject
in [1]and investigated theirappearance and behavioralong the evolution of
thedigraph.

W em ention thatitispossibletoextend ourstudyoftheevolution ofadigraph
and itsstrong com ponentsto,in principle,allkindsofconnection rulesand
evolution strategies,particularly thosethathavespecialsigni�cance within a
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certain application area.Theoneswestudied wereultim ately targeted atthe
study ofstrong com ponents,and for this reason the absence or presence of
directed cycles,aswellastheconditionsfortheirappearanceduring theevo-
lution,have been crucially im portant.Otherguiding principleswillcertainly
existasthefocusisshifted by som eotherm otivation.

A D erivation of(3)

Note �rstthat,foreach subset offi;:::;tg com prising k nodes,Pt(i;k)ex-
pressestheprobability thatan edgeexistsdirected from each ofthosek nodes
to nodei,butnotfrom any oftherem aining t� i+ 1� k nodesoffi;:::;tg.
LetC denotethesetofallpartitions(C;�C)offi;:::;tg such thatC contains
exactly k nodes.Then wehave

Pt(i;k)=
X

(C;�C )2C

Y

x2C

z
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x2 �C
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SincePt(i;0)=
Q t
x= i(1� z=x),wecan write(A.1)as

Pt(i;k)= Pt(i;0)
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Fork � t� i,in (A.2)wecan usetheapproxim ations

�
t� i+ 1

k

�

�
t� i+ 1

j

� �
j!(t� i+ 1)k

k!(t� i+ 1)j
(A.3)
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and
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which yield
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and,forz� i;t,
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by (2).

B D erivation of(12)

From (11),wehave
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Fort� i� 0,in (B.1)theinnerm ostsum m ation can beapproxim ated by
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thusyielding,fori� 0,
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