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Abstract

In thiswork we study a sim ple evolutionary m odelofbipartite networkswhich itsevolution is

based on theduplication ofnodes.Using analyticalresultsalong with num ericalsim ulation ofthe

m odel,weshow thattheaboveevolutionary m odelresultsin weighted scalefreenetworks.Indeed

we �nd thatin the one m ode picture we have weighted networkswith scale free distributionsfor

interesting quantitieslike the weights,the degreesand the weighted degreesofthe nodesand the

weightsofthe edges.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M ost ofinteracting system s can be regarded as com plex networks [1,2,3]. Certainly,

seeking thestructuraland universalpropertiesofthesenetworksisa m ain goalin studying

the behaviorofthese system s[4,5,6,7,8].Am ong these onecan referto the sm all-world

phenom enon [4]and thescalefreebehaviorofdegreedistribution [1],wheredegreedenotes

thenum berofnearestneighborsofa node.Clearly �nding thebasicingredientsto produce

such behaviorshelpsusin a betterunderstanding ofrealnetworks. Forexam ple itisnow

clearthatasim pleevolution ofnetworksin which new nodesprefertobeconnected tohigher

degree nodes,could give rise to scale free networks with a power law degree distribution

(P(k)� k� )[5]. The above processseem sa naturalrule in the evolution ofm ostofthe

realnetworksand one can even m easure the tendency ofnew nodesto have a preferential

attachm ent[9].

An interesting featureofrealnetworksisthatthey arecom plex weighted networks[10,11].

For exam ple we can associate a weight to each node ofa network which m ight represent

the size or power ofthat node to create connections with the other nodes. In a protein

com plex network this weight is the num ber ofproteins attributed to a protein com plex

[12,13].W ecould also assign a weightto each edgeofa network which m ightbea m easure

ofinteraction between the end point nodes ofthe edges in the network. In the exam ple

ofprotein com plex network this weight shows the num ber ofproteins that two protein

com plexes have in com m on. The weight ofan edge in this case would be an appropriate

m easure to quantify the functionalcorrelation oftwo protein com plexesconnected by that

edge. In the sam e way one could consider socialcollaboration networks, e.g. scienti�c

coauthorship networks[14,15,16],asweighted networks. In thissituation the weightofa

node,which representsan author,givesthe num berofarticleswritten by thatauthorand

the weightofan edge between two nodesisthe num berofarticlesthatthe corresponding

authorshave coauthored together.Itisreasonable to think thattwo authorswith a larger

num berofarticlesin com m on,would havealargercom m unication and sowould becloserto

each otherthan to theotherauthors.Asanotherexam pleonem ay takethesocialnetwork

ofcom m unitiesorgroupsin asociety.Each group hasaweightwhich representsthenum ber

ofitsm em bersand theweightofan edgeconnecting two groupsgivesthenum berofshared

m em bers.Certainly two groupswith a largernum berofm em bersin com m on havea larger
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interaction with each otherand so a higherprobability to transm itany kind ofinform ation

between oneanother.

Asthe above paragraph reveals,there are a large num berofweighted networkswhich can

beexhibited asa onem odepictureofa bipartitenetwork [16,17].Forexam plein thecase

ofthe protein com plex network we could m ake a bipartite network ofproteinsand protein

com plexes. An edge in this bipartite network only connects a protein (a node oftype I)

to a protein com plex (a node oftype II)and m eansthatthisprotein isa m em ber ofthe

associated protein com plex. In the sam e way one can constructthe bipartite network ofa

scienti�c coauthorship network where nodesoftype Iand IIrepresentthe articlesand the

authorsrespectively.

Thepresenceofpowerlaw distributionswith exponentsaround 2 isa m ain characteristicof

theabovestudied networks[10,13,14,16,17].Heretherelevantdistributionsaretheweight,

thedegreeand theweighted degreedistribution ofthenodesand theweightdistribution of

the edgesin the onem ode picture.W e de�ne the weighted degree ofa nodeasthe sum of

the weightsofthe edgesem anating from thatnode. Thusone can ask ifthere isa sim ple

rulefortheevolution ofbipartitenetworkswhich reproducesthebasicfeaturesoftheabove

com plex weighted networks?

In thispaperwestudy asim plem odelfortheevolution ofbipartitenetworks.Tothisend

weapply awellknown ruleofbiology in thecontextofprotein evolution,thatisduplication

ofproteins,to the evolution ofbipartitenetworks. Ithasbeen shown thatthism echanism

can wellreproduce the structuralproperties ofthe protein interaction networks [18,19].

In Ref. [13]the sam e procedure has been applied to sim ulate the evolution ofa protein

com plex network.Letusillustratetheduplication m echanism in theexam pleofa scienti�c

coauthorship network;A new articlein thisnetwork could wellbeassum ed asa resultofan

old article(ithasbeen duplicated)with som echangesprobably in thelistoftheauthors(its

connectionshave undergone m utation). Thisnew article m ay also introduce a new author

to thelistofpresentauthors(itcreatesa new nodeoftheothertype).Notethatan author

with a higher num ber ofarticles has a larger probability to produce a new article. This

featureautom atically entersthem odelifweselectrandom ly an articleforduplication.This

isan im portantproperty ofduplication m echanism in the bipartite networkswhich results

in theem ergenceofscalefreedistributions.

In the following we willperm itboth typesofthe nodesto have the chance ofduplication.
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Note that this event is m eaningless in the exam ple ofscienti�c coauthorship network in

which the authorsofan article hasbeen �xed atthe tim e ofitsbirth. However,in other

exam plessuch asthe socialnetwork ofgroups,itisa reasonable eventwhere a new group

m ight form as a duplication ofan already present group. Here for the sake ofsim plicity

we only consider the sim ple case ofpure duplication ofthe nodes. Finally we shalltake

into account the lim ited age ofthe nodes which prevents them from having connections

with the new nodes. Thisphenom enon hasan essentialrole in networkslike the scienti�c

collaboration networkswhere a retired person can notcontribute in writing a new article.

Itturnsoutthatthesim plem odelintroduced in thispapercan generatecom plex weighted

networks with scale free distributionsforboth the weightofthe nodesand the edgesand

also forthedegreeand theweighted degreeofthenodesin theonem odepictures.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section we give the m odelde�nition in

detail. Section IIIisdevoted to the analytic study ofthe m odelalong with the resultsof

the num ericalsim ulations. In section IV we study the e�ect oflim ited ages ofthe nodes

on thebehavioroftheinteresting quantitiesby m eansofnum ericalsim ulations.Section V

includestheconclusion rem arksofthepaper.

II. T H E M O D EL D EFIN IT IO N

Considera bipartite network with n nodesofthe �rsttype and N nodesofthe second

type. W e willindicesnodesoftype Iby sm allletterslike a,b,c,:::and nodesofthe other

typeby capitalletters,thatisA,B,C,:::.In thesam eway each quantity willberepresented

by sm allorcapitalletteraccording to itsrelation with the type ofnodes. Forexam ple by

m a(t)and m A (t)wem ean respectively theweightofa �rstand a second typenodeattim e

t.Heretheweightofa nodeisthenum berofitsconnectionsin thebipartitenetwork.To

evolve thenetwork wego through thefollowing rules:

i)in each step wechooseonetypeofnodesforduplication.W ith probability � anodeofthe

�rsttypean with probability 1� � a nodeofthesecond typewillbechosen forduplication.

ii) Suppose that we have decided to duplicate a node ofthe �rst type. Now a node is

random ly chosen to produce a copy ofitself. This copy,which is the sam e type as the

duplicated node,willalso have thesam e weightand even the sam esetofconnectionswith

theothertypeofnodes.
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FIG .1:A step oftheevolution ofabipartitenetwork in which node3oftypeIhasbeen duplicated.

Theresultofthisduplication isnode5.

iii)Finally we allow the new node to create a node ofthe othertype and to connectto it.

Theseprocesseshavebeen shown in Fig.1.

Note thatallthe above processes occurin one tim e step thatisfrom tto t+ 1 and the

sam eeventscould happen fora nodeofthesecond type.

III. A N A LY T IC ST U D Y O F T H E M O D EL

Note that the only param eter ofthe m odelde�ned above is �. M oreover due to the

sym m etry oftheevolution ifwecom putethebehaviorofnodesoftypeIIwecould getthe

behavioroftheothertypeonly by replacing � with 1� �.

As the initialcondition we start at tim e t = 1 with one node oftype I which has been

connected to onenodeoftypeII.Thusaccording to thedeterm inisticcreation ofthenodes,

thenum berofnodesattim etwillbegiven by n(t)= N (t)= t.

W e can write the following equation for the average weight ofnode A which entered the

network attim etA � t:

m A (t+ 1)= m A(t)+ �m A(t)=n(t): (1)

Indeed the second term in this equation is the probability thata node oftype Iwhich is

connected to nodeA,beselected forduplication.Ifso theweightofnodeA willincreaseby
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onedueto theconnection with the new node.Notethata nodeoftypeIIhastheaverage

weight

m A(tA )= 1+ (1� �)

N (tA �1)X

B = 1

m B (tA � 1)=N (tA � 1): (2)

at the tim e ofits birth. From these equations one can �nd the following equation for


(t):=
P

A m A(t)=
P

a m a(t)


(t+ 1)= 
(t)+ 1+ 
(t)=t; (3)

W here
(t)givestheaveragenum berofedgesin thebipartitenetwork.Herewehaveused

the fact that n(t) = N (t) = t. In the continuum approxim ation where we take t as a

continuum variable,theaboveequation can berewritten as

d
(t)

dt
= 1+ 
(t)=t; (4)

which hasthesolution


(t)= t(1+ lnt); (5)

with theinitialcondition 
(1)= 1.Thusthe average weightofa node in the network will

increase with thelogarithm oft.In thesam eway thesolution ofEq.1 takesthefollowing

form in thecontinuum approxim ation

m A(t)= m A (tA)(t=tA)
�
= [1+ (1� �)(1+ lntA )](t=tA)

�
: (6)

For� = 1 thisequation gives

m A(t)= t=tA : (7)

Note that having in hand this behavior we can use the conservation ofprobabilities to

com pute the distribution function ofthe weightofthe nodesS(m )in the network. Indeed

thenum berofnodeswhoseweightsarebetween m and m + �m ,i.e.S(m )�m ,isequalto

thenum berofnodeswhich haveentered thenetwork between tim estA and tA + �tA where

tA isgiven by Eq. 7. Note also thatin each step a new node hasbeen introduced to the

network.Thereforewe�nd thatS(m )behaveslike

S(m )� m
�2
: (8)

On theotherhand wehavethefollowing relation form A (t)in thecaseof� = 0

m A (t)= 2+ lntA; (9)
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FIG .2: W eight distribution ofthe nodes oftype II for som e values of�. The param eters are

t= 1000,� = 1 (squares),� = 0:5 (circles)and � = 0 (triangles).Thedata areresultofaveraging

over50runsoftheevolution ofthem odel.Thisnum beristhesam ein allthenum ericalsim ulations

ofthem odelrepresented in thispaper.Theguideline showsa powerlaw behaviorofexponent2.

which isindependentoftand only dependson the birth tim e ofthe node A. Itiseasy to

show thatin thiscase

S(m )� e
m
: (10)

Thusthenum berofnodesincreasesexponentially with theweightofnode.Butthenetwork

is�niteand wewillencounterthe�nitesizee�ectsforthesm allervaluesofm in thiscase.

Thereforefor� = 1wehavetheexponent2forS(m )whilein thecaseof� = 0thisexponent

willbe 1 which reectsthe exponentialdecay ofthe weightdistribution due to the �nite

sizeofthenetwork.Theseargum entshavebeen con�rm ed in Fig.2 which showstheresults

ofnum ericalsim ulationsin thesecases.Notethatwhen � = 0 wehavealwaysa nodeofthe

second typewith weightt.Thisnodeisindeed theonewehavestarted with it.W erem ind

thatin the sam e tim e the exponentofs(m ),the weightdistribution ofnodesoftype I,is

obtained by interchanging � and 1� �.

Now letusconsidertheonem odepictureoftheabovebipartitenetwork constructed by the

second type nodes.Firstwe focuson the evolution ofthe degree ofa node in thispicture.

Indeed the num ber ofneighbors ofnode A increases by one when the duplicated node is

a m em berofitin the case of�rsttype duplication. The probability forthisto happen is

�m A(t)=n(t).In thecaseofsecond typeduplication,thenum berofneighborsincreasesonly

when the duplicated nodeisa neighborofnode A orthe nodeA itself.Thisprobability is
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given by (1� �)(kA(t)+ 1)=N (t).So fornodeA with tA � t,wehave

kA(t+ 1)= kA(t)+ �m A(t)=n(t)+ (1� �)(kA(t)+ 1)=N (t): (11)

In thesam eway oneobtainstheaveragedegreeofnodeA atthetim eofitsbirth

kA(tA )= �

n(tA �1)X

b= 1

m b(tA � 1)=n(tA � 1)+ (1� �)

N (tA �1)X

B = 1

kB (tA � 1)=N (tA � 1): (12)

But
P n(t)

b= 1
m b(t)= 
(t)and 
(t)isgiven by Eq.(5).W ealso de�neL(t):=

P N (t)

B = 1
kB (t)and

useEqs.(11)and (12)to writethefollowing relation forL(t)

L(t+ 1)= L(t)+ 2�
(t)=n(t)+ 2(1� �)L(t)=N (t)+ (1� �); (13)

where L(t)=2 gives the num ber ofedges in the one m ode picture ofthe nodes oftype II.

Solving thisequation in thecontinuum approxim ation we�nd

L(t)= (1+ � � 2�
2
)(t

2(1��)
� t)=(1� 2�)

2
� 2�tlnt=(1� 2�): (14)

For� = 1 wegetL(t)= 2tln(t)and for� = 0 thisbehaviorisreplaced by L(t)= t(t� 1).

Going back to Eq.(11)wearenow ready to solveitin thecontinuum approxim ation

kA(t)= [1+ (1� �)(1+ lntA )](t=tA)
�
=(2� � 1)� 1+ CAt

1��
; (15)

whereCA isaconstantdeterm ined by Eq.(12).For� = 1theaboverelation takestheform

kA(t)= t=tA + ln(tA � 1); (16)

which fort! 1 predictsa powerlaw degreedistribution ofexponent2 forthelargevalues

ofk ,thatisP(k)� k�2 .In Fig.3 wehaveshown thedegreedistribution forsom evaluesof

�.Notethatfor� = 0 wehavea fully connected network in which kA(t)= t� 1 forallthe

nodes.

Note also thateach edge ofthe above network has a weight w and so one can speak of

weighted degreeofanodeZ(t),which givesthesum ofweightsoftheedgesem anating from

thatnode,i.e. ZA(t) =
P

B 6= A wA B (t). The average ofZA(t)fortA � tis determ ined by

thefollowing considerations;FirstconsiderthecaseoftypeIduplication wherem A(t)=n(t)

givestheprobability thata m em berofnodeA isselected forduplication.In thiscaseZA(t)

increases by m (ajA;t) thatwe de�ne as the average weight ofa node oftype Iat tim e t
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FIG .3:Degree distribution ofthe nodesoftype IIin the one m ode picture. The param etersare

t= 1000,� = 1 (squares),� = 0:5 (circles) and � = 0 (triangles). The guideline showsa power

law behaviorofexponent2.

which isconnected to nodeA in thebipartitenetwork.On theotherhand in thecaseofthe

second typeduplication,ZA(t)increasesonly when theselected nodeisthenodeA oroneof

itsneighborsin theonem odepicture.In thelattercaseZA(t)increasesby w(B jA;t)which

denotestheaverageweightofan edgeem anating from nodeA in theonem odepictureand

in theform ercaseitincreasesby m A (t).Thusweobtain

ZA(t+ 1)= ZA(t)+ �m A(t)m (tjA)=n(t)+ (1� �)[m A(t)=N (t)+ kA(t)w(tjA)=N (t)]:(17)

Sim ilarly when nodeA entersthenetwork wehave

ZA(tA)= �
X

a

m a(tA�1)=n(tA �1)+(1��)
X

B

[m B (tA � 1)+ kB (tA � 1)w(tA � 1jB )]=N (tA�1):

(18)

Letusde�neQ(t):=
P

A ZA(t).Then Using Eqs.(17)and (18)along with n(t)= N (t)= t

we�nd

Q(t+ 1)= Q(t)+ (2� �)Q(t)=t+ 2
(t)=t; (19)

wherewehaveused thefollowing relations

ZA(t)= kA(t)w(tjA)= m A(t)[m (tjA)� 1]: (20)

W e can solve Eq. (19) in the continuum approxim ation and with the initialcondition

Q(1)= 0 to �nd

Q(t)= 2(2� �)t(t
1��

� 1)=(1� �)
2
� 2tlnt=(1� �): (21)
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FIG .4: Distribution ofweighted degree ofthe nodes oftype IIin the one m ode picture. The

param etersare t= 1000,� = 1 (squares),� = 0:5 (circles)and � = 0 (triangles). The guideline

showsa powerlaw behaviorofexponent2.

Now from Eq.(18)wecan write

ZA(tA)= 
(tA � 1)=(tA � 1)+ (1� �)Q(tA � 1)=(tA � 1): (22)

Solving Eq.(17)in thecontinuum approxim ation weobtain

ZA(t)= CAt� m A (t)=(1� �); (23)

whereCA isagain a constantdeterm ined by Eq.(22).For� = 1 itiseasy to �nd that

ZA(t)= [lnt+ 1+ ln[(tA � 1)=tA]]t=tA: (24)

As it is seen for t ! 1 we expect a power law distribution for weighted degrees with

exponent2,i.e.P(Z)� Z �2 .On theotherextrem e thatisfor� = 0 wehave

ZA(t)= [4(tA � 1)� 1� ln[(tA � 1)=tA]]t=tA � 2� lntA: (25)

Thusforlargetim esZA(t)isnearly independentoftA and we�nd a delta likedistribution

forthisquantity.Thereadercan check thesestatem entsin Fig.4.

Finally let us study the behavior ofweight ofthe edges in the one m ode picture. The

average weightoftheedgebetween two nodesA and B with tA < tB � t,increasesby one

only when the duplicated node isoftype Iand m oreover isconnected to both the nodes.

Thisprobability isgiven by �wA B (t)=n(t)thuswe�nd

wA B (t+ 1)= wA B (t)+ �wA B (t)=n(t): (26)
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M oreover,when nodeB entersthenetwork attim etB ,theaverageofitsconnection weight

with a previously presentnodeisgiven by

wA B (tB )= �m A(tB � 1)=n(tB � 1)+ (1� �)

2

4m A (tB � 1)+
X

C 6= A

wA C (tB � 1)

3

5 =N (tB � 1):

(27)

Using thefactthatn(t)= N (t)= tand ZA(t)=
P

C 6= A wA C (t)we�nd

wA B (tB )= [m A (tB � 1)+ (1� �)ZA(tB � 1)]=(tB � 1): (28)

Thustaking advantage ofthe continuum approxim ation to solve Eq.(26)we �nd thatthe

averageweightoftheedgebetween nodesA and B with tA < tB � tis

wA B (t)= wA B (tB )(t=tB )
�
: (29)

For� = 1 wehave

wA B (t)= t=(tAtB ); (30)

wheretA and tB can takeintegervaluesfrom 1 to t.Letusde�ne

G(x):=

t�1X

tA = 1

tX

tB = tA + 1

�x;tA tB ; (31)

which isthe num ber ofedges in the network with x = tAtB . Itiseasy to see graphically

thatG(x)’ x �
p
x for1 < x � tand G(x)’ t�

p
x fort� x � t2. Now we can use

conservation ofprobabilities

�G(x)= (1� 1=(2
p
x))�x = �E (w)�w: (32)

to �nd thebehaviorofE (w),thedistribution ofweightoftheedges,forlargevaluesofw

E (w)� (t=w
2
)(1�

q

w=(4t)): (33)

Obviously forlarge tthe exponent ofthisdistribution is2. On the otherhand for� = 0

from Eq. (29)we see thatwA B (t)= wA B (tB ). Asbefore we expectan exponentialtailfor

the weightdistribution ofthe edgesin thiscase. These argum entsarecon�rm ed by virtue

ofthenum ericalsim ulationsin Fig.5.
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FIG .5: W eight distribution ofthe edges in the one m ode picture ofthe nodes oftype II.The

param etersare t= 1000,� = 1 (squares),� = 0:5 (circles)and � = 0 (triangles). The guideline

showsa powerlaw behaviorofexponent2.

IV . R O LE O F LIM IT ED LIFET IM E

In thissection we are going to investigate the e�ectoflim ited age ofthe nodeson the

behaviorofthedistributionsstudied in theprevioussection.Tothisend weassign alifetim e

to each type ofthe nodes. Thatisa node willbe active only during itslife which ist� or

T� according to the type ofthe node. It is the only feature that we add to the m odel

studied above.In thisway only theactive nodesofeach type willhave the opportunity to

beselected forduplication.M oreoverthenew nodecan only establish connectionswith the

active nodesoftheothertype.Evolving the network in thism anner,the num berofactive

nodes ofeach type during the evolution willbe always less than orequalto the assigned

lifetim es. Nevertheless the totalnum berofnodesofeach type isasbefore equalto t. To

seetheroleofthelim ited agesweconsiderthecaseof� = 1 with i)t� = 1 and ii)t� = T�.

Since the qualitative behaviorofinteresting distributions isthe sam e,we shallonly focus

on E (w),theweightdistribution oftheedgesin theonem odepicture ofthenodesoftype

II.Again asthe initialcondition we startwith a node oftype Iwhich hasbeen connected

to a nodeoftypeII.In Figs.6 and 7 weshow theabovedistribution forsom evaluesofT�.

AsFig.6 shows,by decreasing T� thegeneralbehaviorofdistribution dosenotchangeand

even itsexponentrem ainsnearly constant.Ofcoursethenum berofedgeswith weightzero

increasesasrequired by the conservation ofthe probability. Howeverin Fig.7 we see that

by decreasing T� thepowerlaw behaviorofE (w)slowly convertsto an exponentialdecay.
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FIG .6: W eight distribution ofthe edges in the one m ode picture ofthe nodes ofkind IIwhen

t
� = 1 . The param eters are t = 1000, � = 1, T� = 500 (squares), T� = 200 (circles) and

T
� = 50(triangles).Theguideline showsa powerlaw behaviorofexponent2.
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FIG .7: W eight distribution ofthe edges in the one m ode picture ofthe nodes ofkind IIwhen

t
� = T

�. The param eters are t = 1000, � = 1, T� = 500 (squares), T� = 200 (circles) and

T
� = 50(triangles).Theguideline showsa powerlaw behaviorofexponent2.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

In sum m ary we have shown how weighted scale free networks could be generated by

the evolution ofbipartite networkswhich theirevolution isbased on a wellknown rule of

biology,thatisduplication ofthe nodes. W e showed thatby tuning � which controlsthe

rateofduplication ofthenodesofdi�erenttypes,onecan gofrom apowerlaw regim etoan

exponentialone where the tailofthe distributionsfallo� exponentially. In thism odelthe

exponentsofinteresting distributionsare lessthan orequalto 2 and thisisclose to what
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seen in the realweighted networks. W e also studied the e�ectoflim ited age forthe nodes

and showed thata shortlifetim em ay destroy thepowerlaw behaviorofdistributions.

W eem phasize thatthesim ple m odelstudied in thispaperisa toy m odeland farfrom the

evolution oftherealnetworks.Neverthelessitssuccessin generating scalefreedistributions

for the im portant quantities ofthe weighted networks, indicates to the essentialrole of

duplication m echanism in the evolution ofcom plex weighted networks. Certainly one can

enrich theabovem odel,e.g.by introducing m utation to them odel,to geta m orerealistic

evolution.
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