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Laboratoire de Physique Th�eorique (UM R 8627 du CNRS),Bâtim ent 210,Universit�e de Paris-Sud,91405 O rsay Cedex,

France

Received:date / Revised version:date

Abstract. W e analyze the degree distribution’scut-o� in �nite size scale-free networks.W e show thatthe

cut-o� behavior with the num ber ofvertices N is ruled by the topologicalconstraints induced by the

connectivity structure ofthe network.Even in the sim ple case ofuncorrelated networks,we obtain an

expression ofthe structuralcut-o� thatissm allerthatthe naturalcut-o� obtained by m eansofextrem al

theory argum ents.The obtained results are explicitly applied in the case ofthe con�guration m odelto

recoverthe size scaling oftadpolesand m ultiple edges.

PACS. 89.75.-k { 87.23.G e { 05.70.Ln

1 Introduction

Recentyearshavewitnessed an increasing scienti�cinter-

est for the study ofcom plex networks and the dynam i-

calprocesses taking place on top ofthem [1,2].Indeed,

the com plex topologicalproperties shown by m any real

networkshavelargee�ectson thebehaviorofseveralphe-

nom enacharacterizingthedynam icsand stability ofthese

system s.These e�ects are particularly intriguing in the

case ofscale-free (SF) networks,that is,in networks in

which theprobability P (k)thata vertex isconnected tok

othervertices(the degree distribution)scalesasa power

law,P (k) � k�  [1,2].In general,uncorrelated SF net-

workswith a degree exponent  � 3,exhibit the lack of

epidem icand percolation threshold,thatcan beidenti�ed

in term s ofcriticalphenom ena with the absence ofany

criticalpoint[3,4,5].These resultshave been generalized

to severalepidem ic and percolation m odels [6,7,8],even

in the presence ofcorrelations[9,10],and in criticalphe-

nom ena [11,12].In allthese system s,the absence ofthe

criticalpoint�ndsan explanation in thediverging second

m om ent hk2i ofthe degree distribution ofSF networks

with  � 3,thatim pliesunbounded degreeuctuationsin

the lim itofin�nite network size N ! 1 .

Realnetworks,however,have alwaysa �nite num ber

ofverticesN ,and ithasbeen pointed outthat�nite size

e�ectsreintroduceapositivethreshold in criticalprocesses

[6,13].Indeed,the�nitesizeofrealnetworksintroducesa

bound in the possible valuesofthe degree,depending on

thesystem sizeN ,which hasthee�ectofrestoringalim it

in the degree uctuations,re-inducing in thisway a non-

zero criticalpoint.Therefore,the existence ofboundsfor

them axim um degreebecom esa relevantelem entin order

to estim ate the criticalproperties ofdynam icalsystem s

de�ned in networkswith SF topologies.

The presence ofbounded SF distributionsin com plex

networks has been observed in severalsystem s [14]. In

som e cases,the bound ordegree cut-o� can be explained

in term sofa �nite capacity ofthe verticesto collectcon-

nectionsordueto incom pleteinform ation [14,15].In this

case,the value ofthe cut-o� is a constant that depends

on the physicalconstraintsacting on the system s.A sec-

ond possibility,the one in which we are interested here,

takesplacewhen thecut-o� ispurely accounted forby the

�nite size ofthe network,asusually happens in growing

networks,thathave grown up to a m axim um num ber of

verticesN [16,17].

In thispaperwewillreconsiderthenatureofthe cut-

o�sdueto�nite-sizee�ectsin SF networks.W ewillreview

how toestim atethiscut-o� in term sofextrem evaluethe-

ory,and pointouthow thisestim ateisa�ected when one

takes into account the topologicalstructure ofthe net-

work.O urconsiderationswillbe illustrated by analyzing

an exam pleofuncorrelated network m odel.

2 Extrem e value theory and the natural

cut-o�

Thenatureofthedegreecut-o� in �nite-sizeSF networks

hasbeen considered in severalinstancesin networktheory.

For exam ple,Aiello etal.[18]proposed to de�ne a cut-

o� km asthe value ofthe degree forwhich we expectto

observeatm ostone vertex,thatis

N P (km )� 1: (1)
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Fora SF network,thisexpression providesa dependence

ofthe cut-o� with N as

km (N )� N
1=

: (2)

This de�nition,however,lackssom e m athem aticalrigor,

since it considers the probability ofa single point in a

probability distribution,which isnotcom pletely well-de-

�ned in the continuousk lim itforlargeN .

A m orephysicalde�nition ofcut-o�wasgivenbyDoro-

govtsev etal.[19],de�ning itasthevalueofthedegreekc
abovewhich oneexpectsto �nd atm ostonevertex,

N

Z
1

kc

P (k)dk � 1: (3)

In thiscase,we obtain

kc(N )� N
1=(� 1)

; (4)

which isknown asthe naturalcut-o� ofthe network.

The origin ofthe naturalcut-o�,as wellas the con-

straintsthatm ustbeim posed tovalidateitsaccuracy,can

bebetterunderstood in term sofextrem evaluetheory.In-

deed,ifwe have a random variable distributed according

to the probability density �(x) and we draw N observa-

tions ofthis quantity,fxig,i = 1� � � N ,the m axim um

valueofthissam ple,m axfxig,will,in turn,be a random

variable.Extrem evaluetheory isaim ed at�nding thesta-

tisticalpropertiesofthism axim um .In the sim plestcase,

thesam pleisbuiltup ofindependenteventsand thedistri-

bution function,givingtheprobabilitythatm axfxig < X ,

issim ply given by

�(X )=

( Z X

�(y)dy

) N

: (5)

Theprobability density �(X )thatm axfxig isequalto X

is therefore the derivative d�(X )=dX and the cut-o� is

then de�ned asthe averagevalue ofthe extrem e value of

the sam ple,thatis,

xc(N )=

Z

X �(X )N

( Z X

�(y)dy

) N � 1

dX : (6)

Thiscut-o� isalwaysan increasingfunction ofthesam ple

size and givesusinform ation aboutthe �nite size e�ects

ofthe process under study.In a scale-free network,the

probability density �(x)correspondsto the degree distri-

bution,thatscalesasP (k)� k� .By substituting P (k)

in Eq.(6),we recover the naturalcut-o� scaling given

by Eq.(4).Even though Eqs.(6) and (3) give slightly

di�erentexactvaluesforkc(N ),both lead to the correct

dependenceon thesystem sizeN ,which is,in m ostcases,

the relevantinform ation.

Itisim portantto recallthatthisform ofthe natural

cut-o� is obtained under the assum ption that allthe el-

em ents ofthe sam ple are independently drawn from the

probability density P (k).However,in realnetworks the

degreesoftheverticesarenotsim plyindependently drawn

from a probability distribution P (k), but m ust satisfy

som etopologicalconstraintsduetothenetworkstructure.

Thus,we m ust include also the structure ofthe connec-

tionswhen considering the scaling ofthe cut-o�.

3 Structuralproperties ofnetworks and the

structuralcut-o�

In orderto shed som e lighton thisproblem we �rstneed

to characterize som e structuralaspects ofnetworks [20,

21].In what follows we willconsider undirected sparse

networks,that is,networks with a well-de�ned therm o-

dynam ic lim it (or,equivalently,constant average degree

hki),with N vertices.Letusde�ne N k asthe num berof

vertices ofdegree k.This quantity satis�es
P

k
N k = N

which,in thetherm odynam iclim it(N � 1),allowsto de-

�ne the degreedistribution asP (k)= N k=N .The degree

distribution P (k)containsonly inform ation aboutthelo-

calpropertiesofvertices,thatis,thenum berofedgesthat

em anate from each vertex.Thus,we also need to specify

how di�erentdegree classesare connected to each other.

To thisend,we de�ne the sym m etric function E kk0,that

gives the num ber ofedges between vertices ofdegree k

and k0,for k 6= k0,and two tim es the num ber of self-

connections1 fork = k0.Thism atrix ful�llsthe identities

X

k0

E kk0 = kN k; (7)

X

k;k0

E kk0 = hkiN = 2E ; (8)

whereE isthetotalnum berofedgesin thenetwork.This

last identity allows to de�ne,again in the lim it N � 1,

the jointdistribution

P (k;k
0
)=

E kk0

hkiN
; (9)

where the sym m etric function (2 � �k;k0)P (k;k
0) is the

probabilitythatarandom lychosen edgeconnectstwover-

ticesofdegreesk and k0.Itiseasy to seethat,in fact,the

degree distribution P (k) can be derived from the joint

distribution P (k;k0)as

P (k)=
hki

k

X

k0

P (k;k
0
): (10)

Therefore,the jointdistribution conveysallthe inform a-

tion at the degree-degree level.In particular,the assor-

tative(disassortative)characterofthe correlationsin the

network,thatis,thetendencyofverticestoconnecttover-

ticesofthesam e(di�erent)degreeclass,can bequanti�ed

by m eansofthePearson coe�cientr,de�ned asthecorre-

lation coe�cientofthejointdistribution P (k;k 0)[22,23].

It is worth m entioning that allthe above quantities are

1
By self-connectionswe m ean connectionsbetween vertices

in the sam e degree class.
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Fig.1.G eom etricalconstruction ofthe structuralcut-o� ks.

de�ned outside the context ofany speci�c m odel,which

m akethem com pletely general.

To proceed further,letusde�ne rkk0 asthe ratio be-

tween the actualnum berofedgesbetween verticesofde-

greesk and k0,E kk0,andthem axim um valueforthisquan-

tity,m kk0.Assum ingthatm ultipleedgesarenotallowedin

the network the m axim um num berofedgesbetween two

degree classes is2 m kk0 = m infkN k;k
0N k0;N kN k0g and,

consequently,the ratio rkk0 can be written as

rkk0 =
E kk0

m kk0
=

hkiP (k;k0)

m infkP (k);k0P (k0);N P (k)P (k0)g
: (11)

A key property ofthisratio isthatitm ustbesm aller

than or equalto 1 for any values ofk and k0,regardless

ofthe type ofnetwork.W e can use this sim ple observa-

tion to draw som econclusionsoverthevalueofthecut-o�

im posed by thestructureofthenetwork.Letusconsider,

see Fig 1,the space k-k0 in which the joint distribution

P (k;k0)isde�ned.Thecurverkk0 = 1 de�nesthebound-

ary3 separating the region in which the pairs(k;k0)take

adm issible values (rkk0 � 1) from the unphysicalregion

rkk0 > 1.Ifwe de�ne a structuralcut-o� ks asthe value

ofthedegreedelim itingthelargestsquareregion ofadm is-

sible values,we obtain thatitisgiven asthe intersection

ofthe curves rkk0 = 1 and k0 = k.That is,the struc-

turalcut-o� can bede�ned asthesolution oftheim plicit

equation

rksks = 1: (12)

2
W hile the restriction of not having m ultiple edges m ay

appear unnecessary under a m athem atical point of view, it

is usually observed in real networks where redundant edges

are not considered as a part of the network. If m ultiple

edges are instead allowed m kk0 is sim ply given by m kk0 =

m infkN k;k
0
N k0g.

3
Forsim plicity,wehaveassum ed thatthisboundary isgiven

by a sm oothly decreasing concave function.The sam e result

appliesforconvex boundaries.M orecom plex situationscan be

considered along the sam e linesofreasoning.

In the following,we willdiscuss the im plications ofthe

structuralcut-o� de�ned in the previousexpression.

It is worth noticing thatas soon as k > N P (k0) and

k0 > N P (k)the e�ectsofthe restriction on the m ultiple

edgesarealreadybeingfelt,turningtheexpressionforrkk0

to

rkk0 =
hkiP (k;k0)

N P (k)P (k0)
: (13)

In thecaseofinterestofSF networkstheseconditionsare

ful�lled in theregion k;k0> (�N )1=(+ 1) (where� iscon-

stantdepending on de detailsofthe function P (k)),well

below the naturalcut-o�.As a consequence,this scaling

behaviorprovidesa lowerbound forthestructuralcut-o�

ofthe network,in the sense that,wheneverthe cut-o� of

thedegreedistribution fallsbelow thislim it,thecondition

rkk0 < 1 isalwayssatis�ed.

3.1 Uncorrelated networks

Letus�rstanalyzetheclassofuncorrelated networks.In

thiscasethe jointdistribution factorizesas

Pnc(k;k
0
)=

kk0P (k)P (k0)

hki2
(14)

which,in turn,im pliesthattheratiorkk0 takesthesim ple

form [21]

rkk0 =
kk0

hkiN
: (15)

In thiscase,the structuralcut-o� needed to preservethe

physicalcondition rkk0 � 1 takesthe form

ks(N )� (hkiN )
1=2

; (16)

independentofthe degreedistribution,and in particular,

ofthe degreeexponent in SF networks.Thisstructural

cut-o�,which has been already discussed in the context

oftherandom network m odelproposed by Chung and Lu

[24,25],and also by Ref.[26],coincideswith the natural

cut-o� when the exponent of the degree distribution is

 = 3 (for instance,the Barab�asi-Albert network [27]).

For > 3,the structuralcut-o� divergesfasterthan the

naturalcut-o�,and thereforethelattershould beselected

asthe appropriate one [26].For  < 3,however,the ex-

ponentofthenaturalcut-o� isgreaterthan 1=2 and,asa

consequence,the cut-o� predicted by extrem e value the-

ory is diverging faster than the structuralone.In other

words,thism eansthatuncorrelated SF networkswithout

m ultipleedgesand exponent < 3 m ustpossessa cut-o�

thatbehavesasthe structuralcut-o� and isthussm aller

than theonepredicted by theextrem evaluetheory.Ifthis

isnotthe case,thatis,ifthe actualcut-o� isim posed to

be larger than the structuralcut-o� ks,this m eans that

thenetwork isnottotally uncorrelated and som enegative

correlations,such as those observed in the Internet [28],

m ustappearin orderto ful�lltheconstraintrkk0 � 1 [25,

29].
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3.2 Correlated networks

Forcorrelated networkstheposition ofthecut-o� willde-

pend,in general,on thenatureofthecorrelationsthrough

the speci�c form ofrkk0.For assortative networks,that

is,networkswith positive degree correlations,the cut-o�

m ust be even sm aller than the uncorrelated one since,

in these class ofnetworks,high degree vertices connect

preferably to other high degree verticesincreasing,thus,

the value ofrkk0 at k ’ k0.This could explain,for in-

stance,the appearanceofan abruptcut-o� aftera power

law regim ein m anysocialnetworks,such asthenetworkof

m ovieactors[30],which havebeen found to show assorta-

tivem ixing.In theoppositecaseofdisassortativenetworks

thecut-o� can behigherbecause,in thiscase,high degree

vertices connect preferably to low degree ones and,as a

consequence,theratio rkk0 isreduced neartheregion k ’

k0.In sum m ary,thestructuralcut-o� forSF networkslies

som ewherewithin theinterval[(�N )1=(+ 1);(�N )1=(� 1)],

where� and � arecharacteristicconstants,depending on

their correlation structure.In particular,ks � N1=2 cor-

respondsto uncorrelated networkswhereasgreatervalues

ofthe exponent indicate disassortative correlations and

sm allervaluesassortativem ixing by degree[16,17].

4 The con�guration m odel

In order to check our previous argum ents,we shallcon-

siderthe con�guration m odel(CM ),proposed by M olloy

and Reed [31,32]asa practicalalgorithm to generateun-

correlated random networks with a designed degree dis-

tribution.The m odel�rstgeneratesa sequence ofN de-

grees,which are independently drawn from the distribu-

tion P (k),and then it proceeds by connecting pairs of

random ly chosen edge ends.At the sam e tim e,however,

the m odelgeneratesa num berofm ultiple edgesand tad-

poles,thatis,edgesconnected to thesam evertex atboth

ends.W hen the degree distribution has a �nite second

m om entthe fraction ofm ultiple edgesand tadpolesover

thetotalnum berofedgesvanishesin thetherm odynam ic

lim itand,asaconsequence,they can beneglected.ForSF

networks with exponent  < 3,the situation is di�erent

[29]as it can be shown by applying the reasoning con-

cerning the scaling ofthe degreedistribution cut-o�.The

problem aticdegreeclassesarethoseconnectingverticesof

degreessatisfying

kk
0
> hkiN : (17)

Foran uncorrelated SF network with degreeexponent2<

 < 3,the totalnum berofedgessatisfying thiscondition

can be calculated,in the lim itN � 1,as

X

kk0> hkiN

E kk0 � N hki

Z N

dk

Z
1

hkiN =k

dk
0
Pnc(k;k

0
)

� (hkiN )
3� 

lnN : (18)

These edges correspond to an unphysicalsituation and

thereforem ustbebalanced by asim ilarscalingofm ultiple
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Fig.2.Num berofm ultipleedgesplustadpolessatisfying con-

dition (17)asa function ofthe size ofthe network,hkiN ,for

di�erentvaluesofthe exponent in the con�guration m odel.

The inset shows the scaling exponentscom pared to the theo-

reticalvalue 3� .Each pointcorrespondsto an average over

10
4
networks.

edgesplustadpolesin ordertorestoreaphysicalstructure

for the network connectivity.W e thus expect the sam e

scalinglaw forthenum berofm ultipleedgesplustadpoles

satisfying condition (17)generated by theCM algorithm .

In ordertocheck thisansatzwehaveperform ed num erical

sim ulationsusingtheCM forexponents < 3and wehave

com puted thenum berofm ultiplesedgesplustadpolesas

a function ofthe network size N .The results,shown in

Fig.2,arein very good agreem entwith ouransatz.

Theweightofthesem ultipleedgeswith respectto the

overallnum berofedgesissm all,a factthatcould induce

us to conclude that these m ultiple edges are not im por-

tant.Thisisnotcom pletelytrue,however,sincethesem ul-

tiple edgesare nothom ogeneously distributed am ong all

thedegreeclasses;i.e.they arepresentin classeswith de-

gree larger than the structuralcut-o� ks � N1=2.This

im plies that,in the therm odynam ic lim it,alledges con-

necting verticeswith degreessatisfyingcondition (17)will

alwayscontain a �nitefraction ofm ultipleedgesand tad-

poles.Itisalsointerestingtonotethatbyim posingfurther

constraintstoavoid thisproblem usuallygeneratesfurther

correlations.Forinstance,byim posingtherestriction that

only one edge m ay connect a pair ofvertices willforbid

the naturaltendency ofhigh degree vertices to connect

m utually and favor their linking with sm alldegree ver-

tices,originating the presence ofe�ective disassortative

correlations,asdiscussed in Refs.[29,25].

5 Conclusions

In thepresentwork wehaveanalyzed thebehaviorofthe

m axim um degreein networkswith �nitesizeN .Thenat-

uralcut-o� scaling usually considered is not always the
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appropriateone.The constraintsim posed by the connec-

tivity structureofnetworksof�nitesizegeneratesponta-

neouscorrelationsthatintroducea structuralcut-o� that

in som e regim esis diverging slowerthat the naturalone

and then determ ines the actualscaling ofthe m axim um

degree.Strikingly,thisphenom enon occursalsoin random

uncorrelated networks with SF degree distribution with

 < 3,thatare usually used asa �rstapproxim ationsto

represent m any realnetworked structures.These results

m ightbeparticularly relevantin theevaluation ofthere-

silience to dam age and the spreading ofinfective agents

in SF networks.Indeed,the absenceofintrinsic epidem ic

and dam age thresholdsm akesthese processesdom inated

by �nite size e�ects.In thiscase,a carefuldeterm ination

ofthe cut-o� behaviorwith respectto the network’ssize

is determ inant in the calculation ofthe e�ective thresh-

olds which determ ines the behavior of these dynam ical

processes.
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