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A bstract. M odelsbased on preferentialattachm enthavehad m uch successin reproducing thepower

law degree distributionswhich seem ubiquitousin both naturaland engineered system s.Here,rather

than assum ing preferentialattachm ent,we give an explanation ofhow itcan arise from a m ore basic

underlying m echanism ofcom petition between opposing forces.

W e introduce a fam ily ofone-dim ensionalgeom etric growth m odels,constructed iteratively by locally

optim izing the tradeo�sbetween two com peting m etrics.Thisfam ily adm itsan equivalentdescription

asa graph processwith no referenceto theunderlying geom etry.M oreover,theresulting graph process

is shown to be preferential attachm ent with an upper cuto�. W e rigorously determ ine the degree

distribution for the fam ily ofrandom graph m odels,showing thatit obeysa powerlaw up to a �nite

threshold and decaysexponentially above thisthreshold.

W e also introduce and rigorously analyze a generalized version ofourgraph process,with two natural

param eters, one corresponding to the cuto� and the other a \fertility" param eter. Lim iting cases

ofthis process include the standard Barab�asi-Albert preferentialattachm ent m odeland the uniform

attachm entm odel.In the generalcase,we prove thatthe processhasa powerlaw degree distribution

up to a cuto�,and establish m onotonicity ofthe powerasa function ofthe two param eters.

1 Introduction

1.1 N etw ork G row th M odels

There is currently trem endous interest in understanding the m athem aticalstructure ofnetworks { espe-

cially aswe discoverhow pervasive network structuresare in naturaland engineered system s.M uch recent

theoreticalwork hasbeen m otivated by m easurem entsofreal-world networks,indicating they have certain

\scale-free" properties,such as a power-law distribution ofdegree sequences.For the Internet graph,in

particular,both the graph ofroutersand the graph ofautonom oussystem s(AS)seem to obey powerlaws

[14,15].However,these observed power laws hold only for a lim ited range ofdegrees,presum ably due to

physicalconstraintsand the �nite size ofthe Internet.

M any random network growth m odelshavebeen proposed which giveriseto powerlaw degreedistribu-

tions.M ostofthese m odelsrely on a sm allnum ber ofbasic m echanism s,m ainly preferentialattachm ent3

[19,4]orcopying [17],extending ideasknown form any years[12,20,22,21]to a network context.Variantsof

3
AsAldous[3]pointsout,proportionalattachm entm ay beam oreappropriatenam e,stressingthelineardependence

ofthe attractivenesson the degree.
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the basic preferentialattachm ent m echanism have also been proposed,and som e ofthese lead to changes

in the values ofthe exponents in the resulting powerlaws.For extensive reviewsofwork in this area,see

Albertand Barab�asi[2],Dorogovtsev and M endes[11],and Newm an [18];fora survey ofthe ratherlim ited

am ountofm athem aticalwork see [7].M ostofthiswork concernsnetwork m odelswithoutreference to an

underlyinggeom etricspace.Nordom ostofthesem odelsallow forheterogeneityofnodes,oraddressphysical

constraintson thecapacity ofthenodes.Thus,whilesuch m odelsm ay bequiteappropriateforgeom etry-free

networks,such astheweb graph,they do notseem to be ideally suited to the description ofotherobserved

networks,e.g.,the Internetgraph.

In thispaper,instead ofassum ing preferentialattachm ent,we show thatitcan arise from a m ore basic

underlying process,nam ely com petition between opposing forces.The idea thatpowerlawscan arise from

com peting e�ects,m odeled asthesolution ofoptim ization problem swith com plex objectives,wasproposed

originally by Carlson and Doyle[9].Their\highly optim ized tolerance"(HO T)fram eworkhasreliabledesign

asa prim ary objective.Fabrikant,K outsoupiasand Papadim itriou (FK P)[13]introducean elegantnetwork

growth m odelwith such a m echanism ,which they called \heuristically optim ized trade-o�s".As in m any

growth m odels,theFK P network isgrown onenodeata tim e,with each new nodechoosinga previousnode

to which itconnects.However,in contrastto the standard preferentialattachm enttypes ofm odels,a key

featureoftheFK P m odelistheunderlyinggeom etry.Thenodesarepointschosen uniform ly atrandom from

som e region,forexam ple a unit square in the plane.The trade-o� isbetween the geom etric consideration

that it is desirable to connect to a nearby point,and a networking consideration,that it is desirable to

connectto a nodethatis\central" in thenetwork asa graph.Centrality ism easured by using,forexam ple,

thegraph distanceto theinitialnode.Them odelhasa tunable,but�xed,param eter,which determ inesthe

relativeweightsgiven to the geom etricdistanceand thegraph distance.

Thesuggestion thatcom petition between two m etricscould bean alternativeto preferentialattachm ent

forgenerating powerlaw degree distributionsrepresentsan im portantparadigm shift.Though FK P intro-

duced thisparadigm fornetwork growth,and FK P networkshavem any interesting properties,theresulting

distribution isnota powerlaw in thestandard sense[5].Instead theoverwhelm ingm ajority ofthenodesare

leaves(degree one),and a second substantialfraction,heavily connected \stars" (hubs),producing a node

degreedistribution which hasclearbim odalfeatures.4

Here,instead ofdirectly producing powerlawsasa consequenceofcom petition between m etrics,weshow

that such com petition can give rise to the preferentialattachm entm echanism ,which in turn givesrise to

powerlaws.M oreover,thepowerlawswegeneratehavean uppercuto�,which ism orerealisticin thecontext

ofm any applications.

1.2 O verview ofC om petition-Induced P referentialA ttachm ent

W e begin by form ulating a generalcom petition m odelfornetwork growth.Letx0;x1;:::;xt be a sequence

ofrandom variables with values in som e space �.W e think ofthe points x 0;x1;:::;xt arriving one at a

4
In sim ulationsofthe FK P m odel,thiscan be clearly discerned by exam ining theprobability distribution function

(pdf);for the system sizes am enable to sim ulations,it is less prom inent in the cum ulative distribution function

(cdf).



tim e according to som e stochastic process.Forexam ple,we typically take �to be a com pactsubsetofR d,

x0 to be a given point,say the origin,and x1;:::;xt to be i.i.d.uniform on �.The network attim e twill

be represented by a graph,G (t),on t+ 1 vertices,labeled 0;1;:::;t,and ateach tim e step,the new node

attachesto oneorseveralnodesin theexisting network.Forsim plicity,hereweassum ethateach new node

connectsto a singlenode,resulting in G (t)being a tree.

G iven G (t� 1),the new node,labeled t,attachesto thatnodej in the existing network thatm inim izes

a certain cost function representing the trade-o� oftwo com peting e�ects,nam ely connection or startup

cost,and routing orperform ance cost.The connection costisrepresented by a m etric,gij(t),on f0;:::;tg

which dependson x0;:::;xt,butnoton thecurrentgraph G (t� 1),whiletherouting costisrepresented by

a function,hj(t� 1),on the nodeswhich dependson the currentgraph,butnoton the physicallocations

x0;:::;xt ofthe nodes0;:::;t.Thisleadsto the costfunction

ct = m in
j
[�gtj(t)+ hj(t� 1)]; (1)

where � is a constant which determ ines the relative weighting between connection and routing costs.W e

think ofthe function hj(t� 1)asm easuring the centrality ofthe nodej;forsim plicity,wetakeitto be the

hop distance along the graph G (t� 1)from j to the root0.

W hen � isequipped with an appropriate norm k� k,we can use a sim pli�ed algorithm ,m inim izing the

costonly overthosepointsj which arecloserto the rootthan isthe new point:

~ct = m in
j:kxjk< kxtk

[�gtj(t)+ hj(t� 1)]: (2)

In theoriginalFK P m odel,�isa com pactsubsetofR 2,say theunitsquare,and thepointsxi areindepen-

dently uniform ly distributed on �.Thecostfunction isoftheform (1),with g ij = dij,theEuclidean m etric

(m odelingthecostofbuildingthephysicaltransm ission line),and hj(t)isthehop distancealongtheexisting

network G (t)from jto theroot.A rigorousanalysisofthedegreedistribution ofthistwo-dim ensionalm odel

wasgiven in [5],and the analogousone-dim ensionalproblem wastreated in [16].

O urm odelisde�ned asfollows.

D e�nition 1 ( B order TollO ptim ization P rocess) Letx0 = 0,and letx1;x2;::: be i.i.d.,uniform ly

atrandom in the unitinterval�= [0;1],and letG (t)be the following process:Att= 0,G (t)consists ofa

single vertex 0,the root.Lethj(t)be the hop distance to 0 along G (t),and letgij(t)= nij(t)be the num ber

ofexisting nodesbetween xi and xj attim e t,which we referto asthe jum p costoficonnecting to j.Given

G (t� 1) at tim e t� 1,a new vertex,labeled t,attaches to the node j which m inim izes the costfunction

(2).Furtherm ore,ifthere are severalnodesj thatm inim ize thiscostfunction and satisfy the constraint,we

choosetheonewhoseposition xj isnearestto xt.Theprocessso de�ned iscalled thebordertolloptim ization

process(BTO P).

Asin the FK P m odel,the routing costisjustthe hop distance to the rootalong the existing network.

However,in our m odelthe connection costm etric m easures the num ber of\borders" between two nodes:

hencethenam eBTO P.NotethecorrespondencetotheInternet,wheretheprincipalconnectioncostisrelated

tothenum berofAS dom ainscrossed {representing,e.g.,theoverhead associated with BG P,m onetary costs



ofpeering agreem ents,etc.In orderto facilitate a rigorousanalysisofourm odel,we took the sim plercost

function (2),so thatthe new node alwaysattachesto a node to itsleft.

Itisinteresting to notethattheratio oftheBTO P connection costm etricto thatoftheone-dim ensional

FK P m odelisjustthelocaldensity ofnodes:nij=dij = �ij.Thusthetransform ation between thetwom odels

isequivalentto replacing theconstantparam eter�in theFK P m odelwith a variableparam eter� ij = ��ij

which changesasthe network evolvesin tim e.That�ij isproportionalto the localdensity ofnodesin the

network reects a m odelwith an increase in cost for localresources that are scarce or in high dem and.

Alternatively,itcan be thoughtofasreecting the econom icadvantagesofbeing �rstto m arket.

Som ewhatsurprisingly,the BTO P isequivalentto a specialcase ofthe following process,which closely

parallelsthe preferentialattachm entm odeland m akesno referenceto any underlying geom etry.

D e�nition 2 (G eneralized P referentialA ttachm ent w ith Fertility and A ging) Let A 1;A 2 be two

positive integer-valued param eters.LetG (t) be the following M arkov process,whose states are �nite rooted

trees in which each node is labeled either fertile or infertile.Attim e t= 0,G (t) consists ofa single fertile

vertex.Given the graph attim e t,the new graph isform ed in two steps:�rst,a new vertex,labeled t+ 1 and

initialized asinfertile,connectsto an old vertex j with probability zero ifj isinfertile,and with probability

P r(t+ 1! j)=
m infdj(t);A 2g

W (t)
(3)

ifjisfertile.Here,dj(t)isequalto 1 plustheout-degreeofj,and W (t)=
P

0

j
m infdj(t);A 2g,wherethesum

is only over fertile vertices.Second,ifafter the �rststep,j has m ore than A 1 � 1 infertile children,one of

them ,chosen uniform ly atrandom ,becom esfertile.The processso de�ned iscalled a generalized preferential

attachm entprocesswith fertility threshold A 1 and aging threshold A 2.The specialcase A 1 = A 2 is called

the com petition-induced preferentialattachm entprocesswith param eter A 1.

Thelastde�nition ism otivated by the following theorem ,to be proved in Section 2.

T heorem 1 The border tolloptim ization process is equivalent to a the com petition-induced preferential

attachm entprocesswith param eter A = d�� 1e:

Certain otherlim itingcasesofthegeneralized preferentialattachm entprocessareworth noting.IfA 1 = 1

and A 2 = 1 ,werecoverthestandard Barab�asi-Albertm odelofpreferentialattachm ent.IfA 1 = 1 and A 2 is

�nite,the m odelisequivalentto the standard m odelofpreferentialattachm entwith a cuto�.O n the other

hand,ifA 1 = A 2 = 1,we geta uniform attachm entm odel.

Thedegreedistribution ofourrandom treesischaracterized by thefollowing theorem ,which assertsthat

alm ostsurely (a.s.)the fraction ofverticeshaving degree k convergesto a speci�ed lim itqk,and m oreover

thatthislim itobeysa powerlaw fork < A 2,and decaysexponentially aboveA 2.

T heorem 2 LetA 1,A 2 be positive integers and let ~G (t)be the generalized preferentialattachm entprocess

with fertility param eter A 1 and aging param eter A 2.LetN 0(t)be the num ber ofinfertile vertices attim e t,

and letN k(t)be the num beroffertile verticeswith k � 1 children attim e t,k � 1.Then:



1. There are num bersqk 2 [0;1]such that,for allk � 0

N k(t)

t+ 1
! qk a.s.,ast! 1 : (4)

2. There existsa num berw 2 [0;2]such thatthe qk are determ ined by the following equations:

qi =

 
iY

k= 2

k� 1

k+ w

!

q1 if i� A 2; (5)

qi =

�
A 2

A 2 + w

� i� A 2

qA 2
if i> A 2 (6)

1=
1X

i= 0

qi; and q0 =
1X

i= 1

qim infi� 1;A 1 � 1g:

3. There are positive constantsc1 and C1,independentofA 1 and A 2,such that

c1k
� (w + 1)

< qk=q1 < C1k
� (w + 1) (7)

for 1� k � A 2.

4. IfA 1 = A 2,the param eter w is equalto 1,and for generalA 1 and A 2,itdecreases with increasing A 1,

and increases with increasing A 2.

Equation (7)clearly de�nesa powerlaw degree distribution with exponent = w + 1 fork � A 2.Note

thatform easurem entsofthe Internetthe value ofthe exponentforthe powerlaw is � 2.In ourborder

tolloptim ization m odel,whereA 1 = A 2,werecover= 2.

The convergence claim ofTheorem 2 is proved using a novelm ethod which we believe is one ofthe

m ain technicalcontributions ofthis paper.For preferentialattachm ent m odels which have been analyzed

in the past [1,6,8,10],the convergence was established using the Azum a-Hoe�ding m artingale inequality.

To establish the bounded-di�erenceshypothesisrequired by thatinequality,those proofsem ployed a clever

coupling oftherandom decisionsm adeby thevariousedges,such thatthedecisionsm adeby an edgeeonly

inuencethedecisionsofsubsequentedgeswho chooseto im itatee’schoices.A consequenceofthiscoupling

isthatife m ade a di�erentdecision,itwould alterthe degreesofonly �nitely m any vertices.Thisin turn

allowsthe required bounded-di�erenceshypothesisto be established.No such approach isavailableforour

m odels,becausethecoupling fails.Therandom decisionsm adeby an edgeem ay inuencethetim eatwhich

som e node v crossesthe fertility orattractivenessthreshold,which thereby exertsa subtle inuence on the

decisionsofevery future edge,notonly thosewho chooseto im itate e.

Instead weintroduceanew approachbased on thesecond m om entm ethod.Theargum entestablishingthe

requisitesecond-m om entupperbound isquitesubtle;itdependson a com putation involving theeigenvalues

ofa m atrix describing the evolution ofthe degree sequence in a continuous-tim e version ofthe m odel.The

key observation isthat,in thiscontinuous-tim em odel,theexpected num berofverticesofeach degreegrows

exponentially at a rate determ ined by the largesteigenvalue,w,ofthis m atrix,while the variance ofthe

num ber ofverticesofeach degree hasan exponentialgrowth rate which isatm ostthe second eigenvalue.

Forthem atrix in question,thetop eigenvaluehasm ultiplicity 1,thusensuring thatthevariancegrowsm ore

slowly than the m ean.W e then translate thiscontinuous-tim e resultinto a rigorousconvergence resultfor

the originaldiscrete-tim esystem .
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Fig.1.A sam ple instance ofBTO P forA = 3,showing the processon the unitinterval(on the left),and

the resulting tree (on the right).Fertile verticesarem arked red,infertile onesarem arked white.Note that

vertex 1 becam efertile att= 3.

2 Equivalence ofthe tw o m odels

2.1 B asic properties ofthe border tolloptim ization process

In this section we willturn to the BTO P de�ned in the introduction,establishing som e basic properties

which willenableusto provethatitisequivalentto thecom petition-induced preferentialattachm entm odel.

In orderto avoid com plicationswe exclude the case that som e ofthe xi’s are identical,an eventthat has

probability zero.W e say thatj2 f0;1:::;tg liesto the rightofi2 f0;1:::;tg ifxi < xj,and we say that

j liesdirectly to the rightofiifxi < xj butthere isno k 2 f1;:::;tg such thatxi < xk < xj.In a sim ilar

way,wesay thatjisthe�rstvertex with a certain property to therightofiifjhasthatproperty and there

existsno k 2 f1;:::;tg such thatxi < xk < xj and k hasthe property in question.

D e�nition 3 A vertex iiscalled fertileattim etifa new pointthatarrivesattim e t+ 1 and landsdirectly

to the rightofxi attaches itselfto the node i.Otherwise iiscalled infertile attim e t.

Thisde�nition isillustrated in Fig.1.



Lem m a 1. Let0< �< 1 ,letA = d� � 1e,and let0 < t< 1 .Then

i)The node 0 isfertile attim e t.

ii)Letibe fertile attim e t.Ifiisthe rightm ostfertile vertex attim e t(case 1),let‘be the num berof

infertile verticesto the rightofi.Otherwise (case 2),letj be the nextfertile vertex to the rightofi,and let

‘= nij(t).Then 0� ‘� A � 1,and the ‘infertile verticeslocated directly to the rightofiare children ofi.

In case 2,ifhj > hi,then j is a fertile child ofiand ‘= A � 1.As a consequence,the hop countbetween

two consecutive fertile vertices never increases by m ore than 1 as we m ove to the right,and ifitincreases

by 1,there are A � 1 infertile verticesbetween the two fertile ones.

iii) Assum e thatthe new vertex attim e t+ 1 lands between two consecutive fertile vertices iand j,and

let‘= nij(t).Then t+ 1 becom es a child ofi.If‘+ 1 < A,the new vertex is infertile attim e t+ 1,and

the fertility ofallold verticesisunchanged.If‘+ 1 = A and the new vertex liesdirectly to the leftofj,the

new vertex isfertile attim e t+ 1 and the fertility ofthe old verticesisunchanged.If‘+ 1= A and the new

vertex liesnotdirectly to the leftofj,the new vertex is infertile attim e t+ 1,the vertex directly to the left

ofj becom esfertile,and the fertility ofallother vertices isunchanged.

iv) Ift+ 1 lands to the rightofthe rightm ostfertile vertex attim e t,the statem entsin iii) hold with j

replaced by the rightendpointofthe interval[0;1],and nij(t)replaced by the num berofverticesto the right

ofi.

v)Ifiisfertile attim e t,itisstillfertile attim e t+ 1.

vi)Ifihask children attim e t,the ‘= m infA � 1;kg leftm ostofthem are infertile attim e t,and any

othersare fertile.

Proof. Statem enti)istrivial,and statem entsv)and vi)follow im m ediately from iii)and iv),so we areleft

with ii) | iv).W e proceed by induction on t.Ifii)holds at tim e t,and iii)and iv) hold for a new vertex

arriving attim e t+ 1,ii)clearly also holdsattim e t+ 1.W e thereforeonly haveto provethatii)attim e t

im pliesiii)and iv)fora new vertex arriving attim e t+ 1.Using,in particular,the laststatem entofii)as

a key ingredient,the proofisstraightforward butlengthy.Itisnotworth reproducing here.The interested

readercan �nd itin Appendix A.

2.2 P roofofT heorem 1

In the BTO P,note thatourcostfunction

m inj[�n tj(t)+ hj(t� 1)]; (8)

and hence the graph G (t),only depends on the order ofthe vertices x0;:::;xt,and not on their actual

positionsin theinterval[0;1].Let�(t)betheperm utation off0;1;:::;tgwhich orderstheverticesx0;:::;xt

from leftto right,so that

x0 = x�0(t) < x�1(t) < � � � < x�t(t): (9)

(Recallthattheverticesx0;x1;:::;xt arepairwisedistinctwith probability one.)W ecan considera change

ofvariables,from the x’sto the length ofthe intervalsbetween successiveordered vertices:

si(t)� x�i+ 1(t)� x�i(t) if 0� i� t� 1 and st(t)= 1� x�t(t): (10)



The lengths then obey the constraint:
P t

i= 0
si = 1:The setofintervallengths,s(t)togetherwith the set

ofperm utation labels �(t) = (�0(t);�1(t);:::;�t(t)) is an equivalent representation to the originalset of

position variables,x(t).

Letusconsidertheprocessf�(t)gt� 1.Itisnothard to show thatthisprocessisa M arkov process,with

the initialperm utation being the trivialperm utation given by �i(1)= i,and the perm utation attim e t+ 1

obtained from �(t)by inserting the new pointt+ 1 into a uniform ly random position.M ore explicitly,the

new perm utation �(t+ 1)isobtained from �(t)by choosing io 2 f1;:::;t+ 1g uniform ly atrandom ,and

setting

�i(t+ 1)=

8
>>><

>>>:

�i(t) if i� i0

t+ 1 if i= i0

�i� 1(t) if i> i0:

(11)

Indeed,letIk(t)= [x�k (t);x�k+ 1(t)
],and considerfora m om enttheprocess(�(t);s(t)).Then theconditional

probability thatthenextpointarrivesin thek-th interval,Ik,dependsonly on theintervallength attim et:

P r[xt+ 1 2 Ik j�(t);s(t);�(t� 1);s(t� 1);:::;�(0);s(0)]

= P r[xt+ 1 2 Ik j�(t);s(t)]= sk(t): (12)

Integrating outthe dependence on the intervallength from the aboveequation we get:

P r[xt+ 1 2 Ik j�(t)]=

Z

P r[xt+ 1 2 Ik j�(t);s(t)]dP (s(t))

=

Z

sk(t)dP (s(t))=
1

t+ 1
; (13)

since after the arrivaloftpoints,there exist (t+ 1) intervals.The probability that the next point arrive

in the k-th intervalis uniform overallthe intervals,proving that�(t) is indeed a M arkov chain with the

transition probabilitiesdescribed above.

W ith the help ofLem m a 1,we now easily derivea description ofthe graph G (t)which doesnotinvolve

any optim ization problem .To thisend,letusconsidera vertex iwith ‘infertilechildren attim et.Ifa new

vertex falls into the intervaldirectly to the right ofi,or into one ofthe intervals directly to the right of

an infertile child ofi,itwillconnectto the vertex i.Since there isa totaloft+ 1 intervalsattim e t,the

probability thata vertex iwith ‘ infertile children growsan o�spring is(‘+ 1)=(t+ 1).By Lem m a 1 (vi),

this num ber is equalto m infA;kig=(t+ 1),where ki � 1 is the num ber ofchildren ofi.Note that fertile

children don’tcontribute to thisprobability,since verticesfalling into an intervaldirectly to the rightofa

fertile child willconnectto the child,notthe parent.

Assum e now thatidid geta new o�spring,and thatithad A � 1 infertile children attim e t.Then the

new vertex iseitherborn fertile,orm akesone ofitsinfertile siblingsfertile.Using the principle ofdeferred

decisions,we m ay assum e that with probability 1=A the new vertex becom es fertile,and with probability

(A � 1)=A an old one,chosen uniform ly atrandom am ong the A � 1 candidates,becom esfertile.

W ethushaveshown thatthesolution G (t)oftheoptim ization problem (8)can alternatively bedescribed

by the com petition-induced preferentialattachm entm odelwith param eterA.



3 C onvergence ofthe D egree D istribution

3.1 O verview

Tocharacterizethebehaviorofthedegreedistribution,wewillderivearecursion which governstheevolution

ofthe expected num berofverticesofeach degree,atthe tim e when there are � nodesin the network.The

coe�cients ofthis recursion are random variables depending on W (�),the com bined attractiveness ofall

verticesattim e �.To sim plify the analysisofthe recursion,weintroducea continuous-tim em odelwhich is

equivalenttotheoriginaldiscrete-tim em odelup toa(random )reparam etrizationofthetim ecoordinate.The

kernelofthiscontinuous-tim e M arkov chain isa m atrix M whose coe�cientswe identify explicitly.In this

section we willprove thatthe expected degree distribution convergesto a scalarm ultiple ofthe eigenvector

p̂ ofM associated with the largesteigenvalue w.The m uch m ore di�cult proofthatthe em piricaldegree

distribution convergesa.s.to the sam elim itisdeferred to Appendix B.

3.2 N otation

LetA � m ax(A 1;A 2).At(discrete)tim e �,letN 0(�)be the num berofinfertile verticesattim e �,and,for

k � 1,let N k(�) be the num ber offertile verticeswith k � 1 children attim e �.Let ~N A (�) = N � A (�)=
P

k� A
N k(�),and ~N k(�)= N k(�)ifk < A.Finally let N̂ k(�)= 1

�+ 1
~N k(�),and letnk(�);̂nk(�) to be the

expected valuesofN k(�);N̂ k(�),respectively.

3.3 Evolution ofthe expected value

From the de�nition ofthe generalized preferentialattachm entm odel,itis easy to derive the probabilities

forthe variousalternativeswhich m ay happen upon the arrivalofthe (� + 1)-stnode:

{ W ith probability A 2
~N A (�)=W (�),itattachesto a node ofdegree � A.Thisincrem ents ~N 1,and leaves

~N A and all ~N j with 1< j< A unchanged.

{ W ith probability m in(A 2;k)~N k(�)=W (�),it attaches to a node ofdegree k,where 1 � k < A.This

increm ents ~N k+ 1,decrem ents ~N k,increm ents ~N 0 or ~N 1 depending on whetherk < A 1 ork � A 1,and

leavesallother ~N j with j< A unchanged.

Itfollowsthatthediscrete-tim eprocessf ~N k(�)g1k= 0 isequivalenttothestateofthefollowingcontinuous-tim e

stochasticprocess(with tim e param etert)atthe tim e ofthe �-th event.

{ W ith rate ~A 2N A (t), ~N 1 increasesby 1.

{ Forevery 0 < k < A,with rate ~N k(t)m in(k;A 2),the following happens:

~N k ! ~N k � 1 ; ~N k+ 1 ! ~N k+ 1 + 1 ; ~N g(k) !
~N g(k)+ 1

whereg(k)= 0 fork < A 1 and g(k)= 1 otherwise.



LetM be the following A � A m atrix:

M i;j =

8
>>>><

>>>>:

� m in(j;A 2)if 1 � i= j� A � 1

m in(j;A 2) if 1 � i= j+ 1� A

m in(j;A 2) if j= 1 and i> A 1

0 otherwise:

Then,forthe continuoustim e process,forevery t> s,the conditionalexpectationsofthe vector ~N (t)are

given by

E

�
~N (t)j~N (s)

�

= e
(t� s)M ~N (s): (14)

Itiseasy to seethatthem atrix eM hasallpositiveentries,and therefore(by thePerron-FrobeniusTheorem )

M hasauniqueeigenvectorp̂ of‘1-norm 1,havingallpositiveentries.Letw betheeigenvaluecorresponding

to p̂.Then w isreal,ithasm ultiplicity 1,and itexceedsthe realpartofevery othereigenvalue.Therefore,

forevery non-zero vectorn with non-negativeentries,

lim
t! 1

e
� tw

e
tM
n = ĥa;nîp

where â is the eigenvector ofM T corresponding to w.Note that ĥa;ni > 0 because n is non-zero and

non-negative,and â is positive,again by Perron-Frobenius.Therefore,up to a scalar factor,the vector

n̂(t):= E

�

e� tw ~N (t)
�

convergesto p̂ ast! 1 .Note thatthisim plies,in particular,thatw > 0.W e can

alsoshow thatw � 2.ThisisaconsequenceofClaim 2in Appendix B,which saysthatN̂ k(t)isstochastically

dom inated by a stochasticprocessX t satisfying E (X t)� e2t.

To conclude thatthe discrete tim e version,n̂(�),convergesto p̂ aswell,one needsshow that,a.s.,� is

�nite forall�nite t.Thisisdone in Claim s1 and 2 in Appendix B.

4 Pow er law w ith a cuto�

In theprevioussection,wesaw thatforevery A > m axfA 1;A 2g,the lim iting proportionsup to A � 1 are p̂

where p̂ isthe eigenvectorcorresponding to the highesteigenvaluew ofthe A-by-A m atrix

M i;j =

8
>>>><

>>>>:

� m in(j;A 2)if 1 � i= j� A � 1

m in(j;A 2) if 1 � i= j+ 1� A

m in(j;A 2) if i= 1 and j> A 1

0 otherwise:

(15)

Therefore,the proportionsp satisfy the equation:

wpi = � m in(i;A 2)pi+ m in(i� 1;A 2)pi� 1 i� 2 (16)

wherethe norm alization isdeterm ined by
P A

i= 1
pi = 1.From (16)wegetthatfori� A 2,

pi =

 
iY

k= 2

k� 1

k + w

!

p1 (17)



and fori> A 2

pi =

�
A 2

A 2 + w

� i� A 2

pA 2
(18)

Clearly,(18)isexponentially decaying.Therearem any waysto seethat(17)behaveslikea power-law with

degree1+ w.The sim plestwould probably be:

pi

p1
=

 
iY

k= 2

k � 1

k+ w

!

= exp

 
iX

k= 2

log

�
k� 1

k+ w

�!

(19)

= exp

 
iX

k= 2

�
� 1� w

k+ w

�

+ O (1)

!

= exp

 

(� 1� w)

 
iX

k= 2

(k + w)� 1
!

+ O (1)

!

= exp

 

(� 1� w)

 
iX

k= 2

k
� 1

!

+ O (1)

!

= exp

 

(� 1� w)

 
iX

k= 2

log

�
k + 1

k

�!

+ O (1)

!

= exp((� 1� w)log(i=2)+ O (1))= O (1)i� 1� w :

Note that the constants im plicit in the O (� ) sym bols do not depend on A1,A 2 or i,due the fact that

0 < w � 2.(19)can be stated in the following way:

P roposition 3 There exist0 < c< C < 1 such thatfor every A 1,A 2 and i� A 2,ifw = w(A 1;A 2)is as

in (16),then

ci
� 1� w

�
pi

p1
� C i

� 1� w
: (20)

The vectorq = (q1;q2;:::) is a scalarm ultiple of p̂,so equations(5),(6),and (7) in Theorem 2 (and the

com m ent im m ediately following it) are consequences ofequations (17),(18),and (20) derived above.It

rem ainsto provethe norm alization conditions

1X

i= 0

qi = 1; q0 =
1X

i= 1

qim in(i� 1;A 1 � 1)

stated in Theorem 2.These follow from the equations

1X

i= 0

N i(t)= t+ 1; N 0(t)=
1X

i= 1

N i(t)m in(i� 1;A 1 � 1):

The�rstofthesesim ply saysthattherearet+ 1verticesattim et;thesecond equation isproved by counting

the num berofinfertile children ofeach fertile node.

The m onotonicity properties of w asserted in part 4 of Theorem 2 are proved in Appendix C.The

concentration ofthe em piricaldegreedistribution isproved in Appendix B.

R eferences

1. W .Aiello,F.Chung,and L.Lu.Random evolution ofm assive graphs.In Handbook ofM assive Data Sets,pages

97{122.K luwer,2002.

2. R.Albertand A.-L.Barab�asi.Statisticalm echanicsofcom plex networks.Rev.M od.Phys.,74:47{97,2002.



3. D .J.Aldous.A stochasticcom plex network m odel.Electron.Res.Announc.Am er.M ath.Soc.,9:152{161,2003.

4. A.-L.Barab�asiand R.Albert.Em ergence ofscaling in random networks.Science,286:509{512,1999.

5. N.Berger,B.Bollob�as,C.Borgs,J.T.Chayes,and O .Riordan.D egreedistribution oftheFK P network m odel.

In InternationalColloquium on Autom ata,Languages and Program m ing,2003.

6. B.Bollob�as,C.Borgs,J.Chayes,and O .Riordan.D irected scale-free graphs.In Proceedings ofthe 14th ACM -

SIAM Sym posium on Discrete Algorithm s,pages132{139,2003.

7. B.Bollob�as and O .Riordan. M athem aticalresults on scale-free random graphs. In Handbook ofG raphs and

Networks,Berlin,2002.W iley-VCH.

8. B.Bollob�as,O .Riordan,J.Spencer,and G .E.Tusnady. The degree sequence ofa scale-free random graph

process.Random Structure and Algorithm s,18:279{290,2001.

9. J.M .Carlson and J.D oyle.Highly optim ized tolerance:a m echanism forpowerlawsin designed system s.Phys.

Rev.E,60:1412,1999.

10. C.Cooper and A.M .Frieze. A generalm odelofweb graphs. In Proceedings of9th European Sym posium on

Algorithm s,pages500{511,2001.

11. S.N.D orogovtsev and J.F.F.M endes.Evolution ofnetworks.Adv.Phys.,51:1079,2002.

12. F.Eggenbergerand G .P�olya. �Uberdie statistik verketteter.Vorg�ange.ZeitschriftAgnew.M ath.M ech.,3:279{

289,1923.

13. A.Fabrikant,E.K outsoupias, and C.H. Papadim itriou. Heuristically optim ized trade-o�s: a new paradigm

for power laws in the internet. In InternationalColloquium on Autom ata,Languages and Program m ing,pages

110{122,2002.

14. M .Faloutsos,P.Faloutsos,and C.Faloutsos.O n the power-law relationshipsofthe Internettopology.Com put.

Com m un.Rev.,29:251,1999.

15. R.G ovindan and H.Tangm unarunkit.HeuristicsforInternetm ap discovery.In ProceedingsofINFO CO M ,pages

1371{1380,2000.

16. C.K enyon and N.Schabanel.Personalcom m unication.

17. R.K um ar,P.Raghavan,S.Rajagopalan,D .Sivakum ar,A.Tom kins,and E.Upfal. Stochastic m odels for the

web graph.In Proc.41stIEEE Sym p.on Foundations ofCom puter Science,pages57{65,2000.

18. M .E.J.Newm an.The structure and function ofcom plex networks.SIAM Review,45:167{256,2003.

19. D .J.de S.Price. A generaltheory ofbibliom etric and other cum ulative advantage processes. J.Am er.Soc.

Inform .Sci.,27:292{306,1976.

20. H.A.Sim on.O n a classofskew distribution functions.Biom etrika,42(3/4):425{440,1955.

21. G .U.Yule. A m athem aticaltheory ofevolution,based on the conclusions ofD r.J.C.W illis. Philos.Trans.

Roy.Soc.London,Ser.B 213:21{87,1924.

22. G .K .Zipf.Hum an Behavior and the Principle ofLeastE�ort.Addison-W esley,Cam bridge,M A,1949.



A ProofofLem m a 1

In thisappendix,we com pletethe proofofLem m a 1.

To thisend,letus�rstrecallthatthe only non-trivialpartisthe factthatii)attim e tim pliesiii)and

iv)fora new vertex arriving attim e t+ 1.Assum e thusthatii)holdsattim e t.

Attim e t+ 1,a new vertex arrives,and fallsdirectly to the rightofsom evertex k.Letibe the nearest

vertex to theleftofk thatwasfertileattim et(ifk isfertileattim et,weseti= k)and letjbethenearest

vertex to the rightofithatwas fertile attim e t(we assum e for the m om entthat iis notthe rightm ost

fertile vertex attim e t),let‘be the num berofverticesbetween iand j attim e t.

Letus �rstprove thatthe vertex t+ 1 connectsto i.Ifi= k,this isobvious,since iis fertile attim e

t.W e m ay therefore assum e thatk 6= i.Forthe new vertex t+ 1,the costofconnecting to the vertex iis

then equalto �(n ik(t)+ 1).Letus�rstcom pare thiscostto the costofconnecting to a fertile vertex i0 to

the leftofi.Leti0 = i0,letis = i,and leti1;:::;is� 1 be the fertile verticesbetween i0 and i,ordered from

left to right.Ifhim � 1
< him ,we use the inductive assum ption ii) to conclude that the num ber ofinfertile

verticesbetween im � 1 and im is equalto A � 1,and him � 1
= him � 1.A decrease ofq in the hop costis

thereforeaccom panied by an increasein thejum p costofatleast�Aq� q.Asa consequence,itneverpays

to connectto a fertile vertex i0 to the leftofi.The costofconnecting to an infertile vertex to the leftofi

iseven higher,sincethe hop countofan infertilevertex isatbestequalto the hop countofthenextfertile

vertex to the right.W e therefore only haveto considerthe connection costto som e ofthe infertile children

ofi.Butagain,the hop countisworseby 1 when com pared to the hop countofi,and the jum p costisat

bestreduced by (A � 1)�< 1,proving thatthe costofconnecting to iism inim al.

To discussthe fertility ofthe verticesin the graph G (t+ 1),we need to considerthe arrivalofa second

vertex,labeled t+ 2.Ift+ 2 fallsto the leftoft+ 1,itwillfacean optim ization problem thathasnotbeen

changed by the arrivalofthe vertex t+ 1,im plying thatthe fertility ofthe verticesto the left oft+ 1 is

unchanged.Ift+ 2 fallsto the rightofj,the costofconnecting to j orone ofthe verticesto the rightof

j isthe sam e asbefore,and the costofconnecting to a vertex to the leftofj isatbestequal(the costof

connecting to any vertex to theleftoft+ 1 isin facthigher,due to the additionalcostofjum ping overthe

vertex t+ 1).Therefore,the vertex t+ 2 willstillpreferto connectto eitherj orone ofthe verticesto the

rightofj,im plying thatthefertility oftheverticesto therightofjhasnotchanged atall.W ethereforeare

leftwith analyzing the case where t+ 2 fallsbetween t+ 1 and j.Again,the vertex t+ 2 willpreferiover

any vertex to the leftofi(the costanalysisisthe sam easthe oneused fort+ 1 above),so we justhaveto

com parethe costsofconnecting to thedi�erentverticesbetween iand j.If‘+ 1< A,thiswillagain im ply

thatt+ 2 connectto i;butif‘+ 1 = A,thevertex t+ 2 willonly connectto iifitdoesnotfallto theright

ofthe rightm ostofthe now ‘+ 1 verticesbetween iand j.Ifitfallsto the rightofthisvertex,itwillbe

asexpensive to connectto the rightm ostofthe now ‘+ 1 verticesbetween iand j asitisto connectto i.

Recalling outconvention ofconnecting to the nearestvertex to the leftifthere isa tie in costs,thisproves

thatnow t+ 2 connectsto the rightm ostvertex between iand j,im plying thatthisvertex isfertile.

The above considerationsprovethe fertility statem entsin iii),and thuscom pletesthe proofofiii).The

case where iisthe rightm ostfertile vertex attim e tissim ilar(in fact,itisslightly easiersince itinvolves

lesscases),and leadsto the proofofiv).Thiscom pletesthe proofofLem m a 1



B C oncentration of N̂ k(t)

B .1 C oncentration ofthe continuous tim e process

In orderto show concentration ofthe continuoustim e process,wewillprovethe following two lem m as:

Lem m a 2. For every u < w and every 1 � k � A,a.s.for every tlarge enough,

~N k(t)> e
ut
:

and

Lem m a 3. There existsv < w s.t.for every 1 � k < j� A a.s.for every tlarge enough,

pj ~N k(t)� pk ~N j(t)< e
vt
:

In orderto prove Lem m as2 and 3,we need to use som e estim atesconsidering the standard birth process

described below.

D e�nition 4 Let fong
1

n= 1 be independent exponentialrandom variables, so that E(on) = 1

2
n� 1.For t 2

[0;1 ),letX t = inffn :
P n

k= 1
ok > tg.Then X iscalled the standard birth process.

The following claim willbe proved in Appendix D.

C laim 1 X t is alm ostsurely �nite for every t.Furtherm ore,there existsa constantCs such thatfor every

t2 > t1 and x and k,

P

�

X t2 > kxe
2(t2� t1)

�
�
�X t1 = x

�

<
Cs

x(k � 1)2
: (21)

The standard birth processisconnected to ourdiscussion through the following easy claim :

C laim 2 Letk ~N (t)k =
P A

k= 1
~N k(t).LetT � 0,letx � y,and letX be a standard birth process.Then

ffX tgt� T jX T = xg stochastically dom inates

n

fk ~N (t)kgt� T
�
�
�k ~N (T)k = y

o

.

Proof. Letfrng1n= 1 be i.i.d.exponentialrandom variableswith m ean 1.Then
P n

k= 1
ok hasthe sam e distri-

bution as
P n

k= 1
rk=2k.Thetim eatwhich then-th nodeisborn hasthesam edistribution as

P n

k= 1
rk=W (k),

where W (k) denotes the com bined attractiveness ofallnodes at tim e k.The claim follows now from the

observation thatW (k)� 2k.

Proof (ProofofLem m a 3).W e usea m artingaleto bound the variance.Fix T,and let

Lt = E

�

pj ~N k(T)� pk ~N j(T)
�
�
� ~N (t)

�

Clearly,Lt isa (continuoustim e)m artingale.Letb= b(j;k) be the vector

bi =

8
>><

>>:

� pk ifi= j

pj ifi= k

0 otherwise:

By (14),we know that Lt = bTeM (T � t)n(t):Jp̂ = 0,and therefore the norm ofJeM (T � t) is bounded by

e(T � t)v
0

forsom ev0< w.W ithoutlossofgenerality,wem ay assum ethatv0> w=2.



C laim 3

var

�

pj ~N k(T)� pk ~N j(T)
�

< C exp(2v0T) (22)

For som e constantC .

Proof. Let 0 < � < exp(� 10T) be such that K = T=� is an integer num ber.Then,fUk = Lk�g
K
k= 0 is a

m artingale,and

var
�

pj ~N k(T)� pk ~N j(T)
�

=
K � 1X

k= 0

var(Uk+ 1 � Uk)

W e wantto estim ate the varianceof(Uk+ 1 � Uk).Letvk = k ~N (k+ 1)� �
~N k�k.Clearly,

var(Uk+ 1 � Uk)� var(vk)exp[2v
0(T � (k + 1)�)]

Using Claim s1 and 2,

var(vk)= E

�

var
�

vk

�
�
�~N k�

��

+ var
�

E

�

vk

�
�
�~N k�

��

� exp(wk�)
�
e
4�
� 1

�
+ exp(4k�)

�
e
2�
� 1

�2

� 5�exp(wk�)+ 4�2 exp(4k�)< C0�exp(wk�)

forC0 = 6,by the choiceof�.Therefore,

var
�

pj ~N k(T)� pk ~N j(T)
�

< C0�

K � 1X

k= 0

exp(wk�+ 2v0(T � (k+ 1)�))

� C0e
2v

0
T

Z T

0

e
(w � 2v

0
)t
dt< C exp(2v0T)

for

C = C0

Z
1

0

e
(w � 2v

0
)t
dt< 1 :

Choosesom evstrictlybetween v0and w in awaythatw� v < 0:25m in(0:1;v� v0)and let�= m in(0:1;v� v0).

Using Chebyshev’sinequality,

P

�

pj ~N k(T)� pk ~N j(T)>
1

3
e
vT

�

� C e
� 2�T (23)

Let fTigi= 1;2;::: be such that e2�Ti = i2.By Borel-Cantelli,alm ost surely there exists i0 such that for all

i> i0,

pj ~N k(Ti)� pk ~N j(Ti)<
1

2
e
vTi (24)

W e wantto show thatalm ostsurely forallT largeenough,

pj ~N k(T)� pk ~N j(T)< e
vT (25)

W eknow thatE(~N (Ti))= O (exp(wTi)),and using a m artingaleargum entsim ilarto theonein Claim 3,we

getthatvar(~N (Ti))= O (exp(2wTi))and therefore

P (~N (Ti)> e
(w + 0:6�)Ti)< Cle

� 1:2�Ti = Cli
� 1:2



forsom econstantCl,and therefore,ifm (i)isthe num berofm ovesbetween Ti and Ti+ 1,then

P

�

m (i)>
1

2
e
vTi

�

� P

�
~N (Ti)> e

w + (0:6�)Ti

�

+ P

�

m (i)>
1

2
e
vTi

�
�
�
�
~N (Ti)� e

w + (0:6�)Ti

�

� Cli
� 1:2 + Cse

� (w + 0:6�)Ti (26)

wherethe lastinequality usesClaim 1 and the factthat

1

2
e
vTi > 2e(w + 0:6�)Ti(exp(2(Ti+ 1 � Ti))� 1)

Using Borel-Cantelli,weconclude thatalm ostsurely,

AX

k= 1

�
�
�~N k(T)� ~N k(Ti)

�
�
�<

1

2
e
vTi (27)

forallk and allilargeenough and allT between Ti and Ti+ 1.(25)followsfrom (27).

Proof (ProofofLem m a2).Usingthesam em artingaleargum entasabove,wecanconcludethatvar(~N A (t)j~N A (0)=

1)< C1e
2w t,while E(~N A (t)j~N A (0)= 1)> C2e

w t.Thereforethere exists�> 0 such that

P

�
~N A (t)> �e

w t
j~N A (0)= 1

�

> �: (28)

Fix som elargeT,and letti = iT.Then using (28)and independence,

P

�

~N A (ti)>
�2

2
e
w T

�
�
�
�
~N A (ti� 1)

�

> 1� e
�

1

16
~N A (ti� 1) (29)

where(29)wasobtained using Cherno�’sbound.From (29),wegetthatalm ostsurely,forallilargeenough,

~N A (ti)> exp

�

i

�

wT + log

�
�2

2

���

:

~N A (t)ism onotoneincreasing,and therefore

~N A (t)> C exp

�

t

�

w �
1

T
log

�
�2

2

���

: (30)

foralltlargeenough.Using Lem m a 3 weconclude that

~N k(t)> C exp

�

t

�

w �
1

T
log

�
�2

2

���

> e
ut

forallk and largeenough t.

P roposition 4 For every k and j,alm ostsurely

lim
t! 1

~N k(t)
~N j(t)

=
pk

pj
(31)

Proof. Thisfollowsim m ediately from Lem m a 2 and Lem m a 3.



B .2 B ack to discrete tim e

P roposition 5 For the discrete tim e process,and A > m axfA 1;A 2g there exists a vector q̂ such that,for

k � A,we have

lim
�! 1

~N k(�)

�+ 1
= qk: (32)

Proof. The i-th newcom erisofdegreezero with probability

P A 1� 1

k= 1
~N k(�)

P A

k= 1
~N k(�)

However,by (31),thisexpression tendsto a lim it,and therefore,using the law oflargenum bers,

lim
�! 1

N 0(�)

�+ 1
= q0 =

P A 1� 1

k= 1
pk

P A

k= 1
pk:

(33)

Using (31)oncem ore,the proposition now followsfork � 1 with qk = (1� q0)pk.

Notethattheaboveproposition im pliesthatqk and hencepk isindependentofA ifA > k,sincetheleft

hand sideof(32)doesnotdepend on A ifA > k.So,in particular,p1 doesnotdepend on A.

C M onotonicity properties ofw

In this section we willprove that the exponent 1+ w ofthe power law in Proposition 3 is m onotonically

decreasing in A 1 and m onotonically increasing in A 2.Forthispurpose,itwillbeusefulto de�nea fam ily of

m atrices,param etrized by two vectorsy;z 2 R
n,which generalizesthe m atrix M appearing in (15),whose

top eigenvalueisw.

G iven vectorsy = (y1;y2;:::;yn);z = (z1;z2;:::;zn)2 R
n,letM (y;z)denotethen-by-n m atrix whose

(ij)-th entry is:

M i;j(y;z)=

8
>>>><

>>>>:

� yj if i= j

yj if i= j+ 1

zj if i= 1 and j> 1

0 otherwise:

Thus,forinstance,the m atrix M de�ned in (15)isM (y;z),where

y = (1;2;:::;A 2 � 1;A 2;A 2;A 2;:::;A 2)

z = (0;0;:::;0;m in(A 1;A 2);m in(A 1 + 1;A 2);:::;A 2;A 2)

Forthe rem ainderofthissection,wewillassum e:

� yi > 0 for1� i� n; (34)

� zi � 0 for1 � i� n; (35)

� zn > 0: (36)



Allofthesecriteria willbesatis�ed by them atricesM (y;z)which arisein proving thedesired m onotonicity

claim .Itfollowsfrom (34),(35),and (36)thatifweadd a suitably largescalarm ultipleoftheidentity m atrix

to M (y;z),weobtain an irreduciblem atrix M (y;z)+ B I with non-negativeentries.The Perron-Frobenius

Theorem guarantees that M (y;z)+ B I has a positive realeigenvalue R ofm ultiplicity 1,such that all

other com plex eigenvalues have m odulus � R;consequently M (y;z) has a realeigenvalue w = R � B ,of

m ultiplicity 1,such thatthe realpartofevery othereigenvalueisstrictly lessthan w.

W ewillstudy how w variesunderperturbationsoftheparam etersy;z.LetP (�;y;z)bethecharacteristic

polynom ialofM (y;z),i.e.

P (�;y;z)= det(�I� M (y;z)):

Thisisa polynom ialofdegreen in �(with coe�cientsdepending sm oothly on y;z),whoselargestrealroot

w(y;z) exists and has m ultiplicity 1,provided (y;z) belongs to the region V � R
n � R

n determ ined by

(34),(35),and (36).Itfollowsfrom theIm plicitFunction Theorem thatw(y;z)isa sm ooth function of(y;z)

in V ,satisfying: �
@P

@yi
+

@w

@yi
�
@P

@w

��
�
�
�
(w ;y;z)

= 0 (37)

Ifx isany vectorin Rn � R
n,and @x isthecorrespondingdirectionalderivativeoperator,wehavefrom (37):

@xw(y;z)= �
@xP (w;y;z)

(@P=@w)j(w ;y;z)
: (38)

W eknow that(@P=@w)j(w ;y;z) > 0becauseP isapolynom ialwith positiveleadingcoe�cient,w isitslargest

realroot,and w hasm ultiplicity 1.Thuswe’veestablished:

C laim 4 Forany vectorx 2 R
n � R

n,and any (y;z)2 V ,putw = w(y;z).Then thedirectionalderivatives

@xw(y;z)and @xP (w;y;z)have opposite signs.

Thisallowsm onotonicity propertiesofw to be deduced from calculationsinvolving directionalderivatives

ofP .G iven the de�nition ofM (y;z),itisstraightforward to com putethat

P (�;y;z) = det(�I� M (y;z)) =
nY

i= 1

(�+ yi) �
nX

j= 2

Pj(�;y;z); (39)

where

Pj(�;y;z)=

 
j� 1Y

i= 1

yi

!

zj

0

@

nY

i= j+ 1

(�+ yj)

1

A : (40)

The following three lem m asencapsulatethe requisitedirectionalderivativeestim ates.

Lem m a 4. (@P=@zk)j(w ;y;z) < 0 for (y;z)2 V .

Proof.

@P=@zk = � @Pk=@zk = �

 
k� 1Y

i= 1

yi

!  
nY

i= k+ 1

(w + yi)

!

< 0:

C orollary 6 w ism onotonically decreasing in A 1.



Proof. IncreasingA 1 from k tok+ 1hasnoe�ectony,and itsonlye�ecton zistodecreasezk from m in(k;A 2)

to 0.Aswem ovein the� zk direction,thedirectionalderivativeofP ispositive,sothedirectionalderivative

ofw isnegativeby Claim 4.Thusw decreasesaswe increaseA 1 from k to k + 1.

Lem m a 5. (@P=@yk)j(w ;y;z) < 0 if(y;z)2 V and zk = 0.

Proof.

@P

@yk
=

@

@yk

"
nY

i= 1

(w + yi)

#

�

nX

j= 2

@Pj

@yk

=
1

w + yk

nY

i= 1

(w + yi) �
1

yk

k� 1X

j= 2

Pj �
1

w + yk

nX

j= k+ 1

Pj

<
1

w + yk

nY

i= 1

(w + yi) �
1

w + yk

k� 1X

j= 2

Pj �
1

w + yk

nX

j= k+ 1

Pj

=
P (w;y;z)

w + yk

= 0

Lem m a 6. (@P=@yk + @P=@zk)j(w ;y;z) < 0 if(y;z)2 V and yk = zk.

Proof.

@P

@yk
+

@P

@zk
=

@

@yk

"
nY

i= 1

(w + yi)

#

�

nX

j= 2

@Pj

@yk
�

@Pk

@zk

=
1

w + yk

nY

i= 1

(w + yi) �
1

yk

k� 1X

j= 2

Pj �
1

w + yk

nX

j= k+ 1

Pj �
1

zk
Pk

<
1

w + yk

nY

i= 1

(w + yi) �
1

w + yk

k� 1X

j= 2

Pj �
1

w + yk

nX

j= k+ 1

Pj �
1

w + yk
Pk

=
P (w;y;z)

w + yk

= 0

C orollary 7 w ism onotonically increasing in A 2.

Proof. IfwechangeA 2 from k to k + 1,thischanges

y = (1;2;:::;k� 1;k;k;:::;k)

into

y
0= (1;2;:::;k� 1;k;k+ 1;:::;k+ 1)

and itchanges

z = (0;0;:::;0;m in(A 1;k);m in(A 1 + 1;k);:::;k;k)



into

z
0= (0;0;:::;0;m in(A 1;k+ 1);m in(A 1 + 1;k+ 1);:::;k+ 1;k+ 1):

Letting e
(y)

j denote a unit vector in the + yj direction,and e
(z)

j a unit vector in the + zj direction,the

direction ofchangeisexpressed by the vector

x = (y0;z0)� (y;z)=
X

k+ 1� j< A 2

e
(y)

j +
X

m ax(k+ 1;A 2)� j

(e(y)j + e
(z)

j )

and @xP isnegative,by thepreceding two lem m as.By Claim 4,thism eansw increasesm onotonically aswe

m ovealong thispath.

D ProofofC laim 1

To see the �niteness ofX t,we need to show that
P

1

n= 1
on = 1 a.s.But this followseasily from the fact

that
P

1

n= 1
n� 1 = 1 .To see(21),weusethe following argum ent,

The standard birth processisequivalentto the following process:Startwith one cellattim e 0.Ateach

tim e,every cellm ultiplieswith rate2.X t isthe num berofcellsattim e t.

Lem m a 7 (JoelSpencer).For every t> 0 and every positive integerk,E(X k
t)< 1 :

Proof. LetT = (V;E )bean in�nite rooted binary tree,and letfuege2E be i.i.d.exponentialvariableswith

expected value0:5.Then,X t isdom inated by the sizeof

Yt =

8
<

:
v 2 V :

X

e2(v)

ue < t

9
=

;

where(v)isthe path from the rootto v.Forv ofdepth n,the probability thatv isin Yt is

P (Poisson(2t)> n)= o

�

((n=2)!)� 1
�

Therefore,

P (jYtj> h)�
1X

h= [log h

log2 ]

2nP (Poisson(2t)> n)� C (t)h� logh

and thereforeallm om entsofX t are�nite.

Claim 1 willfollow from Chebyshefifweshow that

E(X t2jX t1)= X t1O

�

e
2(t2� t1)

�

(41)

and

var(X t2jX t1)= X t1O

�

e
4(t2� t1)

�

(42)

for t2 > t1.To show (41) and (42),it is enough to show that E(X t) = O (e2t) and var(X t) = O (e4t).

E(X t)= O (e2t)followsbecausef(t)= E(X t)satis�esthe di�erentialequation

df

dt
= 2f(t):

var(X t)= O (e4t)followsusing the exactsam em artingaleargum entasin Claim 3.


