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A bstract. In thispaperwedevelop a theory to describeinnovation processesin a

network ofinteracting units.W e introduce a stochastic picture thatallows forthe

clari�cation oftheroleofuctuationsforthesurvivalofinnovationsin such a non-

linearsystem .W ereferto thetheory ofcom plex networksand introducethenotion

ofsensitivenetworks.Sensitivenetworksarenetworksin which theintroduction or

the rem ovalofa node/vertex dram atically changes the dynam ic structure ofthe

system .Asan application weconsiderinteraction networksof�rm sand technologies

and describetechnologicalinnovation asa speci�cdynam icprocess.Random graph

theory,percolation,m aster equation form alism and the theory ofbirth and death

processesare the m athem aticalinstrum entsused in thispaper.

1 Introduction

Thispaperisdevoted to the interdisciplinary theory ofselforganization pro-

cesses,paying particularattention to stochastice�ectsconnected with inno-

vations in network system s.In our understanding \selforganization" is the

spontaneousform ation ofstructures[27,28,45].An \innovation",in a general

system -theoreticalunderstanding,is the appearance ofa new species,ofa

new m ode ofbehavior,ofa new technology,ofa new product or ofa new

idea etc.[35,17,18,16,34].

Technologicalinnovationsare considered asthe basic driving processfor

econom ic evolution and growth.In econom ics,innovation networks [50,72]

and networkseconom ies[86]have been discussed widely in the lastdecade.

However,a uni�ed understanding ofsocio-econom icnetworksisstillm issing

[100].\Form any econom iststhe study ofnetworksislim ited to theanalysis

ofthe functioning ofphysicalnetworks such as the railway,the telephone

system orthe internetforexam ple" [69].Although networksare thoughtto

be constituted by setsofactorsand by links[100],the very nature ofthese

actorsand the linksbetween them variesam ong di�erentauthors.Nations,

institutions,�rm s,products,or individuals m ay represent the actors.The

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0406425v1
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linkscan be de�ned quite di�erently.Innovation in such a contextism ostly

seen asan outcom eofcom plex networkswith heterogeneousactors.

In thispaper,wede�neinnovation notasa productofa network activity

but as a speci�c process in the form ation ofa com plex network.Thus,in-

novation isa processin the structure form ation ofa com plex networks.W e

describe innovation as a processwhich dram atically and decisively changes

the com position ofa network.Accordingly,the network willbehave di�er-

ently depending on which innovation hasbeen introduced.M orespeci�cally,

we propose a network description for dynam ic processes in a system .By

m eansofthissystem -theoreticalperspectivetheappearanceofinnovationsis

related to certain m echanism sin thegrowth and changeofnetworks.So,we

createa network picturefordynam icprocessesastheem ergence,survivalor

extinction ofinnovationswhich havebeen also considered in the m athem at-

icaltheory ofbiologicalevolution,in population biology and other�elds of

com plexity theory.

In thispaperwewillfollow a specialapproach to describeinnovationsin

evolutionary system s.W estartin section 1 with an abstractde�nition ofan

innovation.W ewillthen show thatourapproach isrelated to recentdevelop-

m entsin statisticalphysicswhich bestcan bedescribed asan em erging �eld

ofcom plex networkstheory [105].Thuswewill�rstgivea survey ofnetwork

approachesrangingfrom chem icalnetworks[120,46]tobiochem icalwebs[46],

protein webs[64],food webs[24],to thestructureoftheinternet[43]and the

world wideweb [3]up to generalapproachesfrom statisticalm echanics[2].

In the second partofthe paper we reectupon structure and relations

ofsocio-econom ic networks in a static (purely structural) picture.W e will

discusssom e earlierresultsofrandom graph theory and percolation theory.

W ederivestatem entsaboutconnectivityandstronglyconnectedcom ponents.

In the third partofthe paper,and in connection with ourspecialinter-

est in innovation processes,we willdevelop a dynam ic network theory and

in particular the theory of\sensitive" networks in m ore detail.The term

\sensitive" networks denotes networks which are sensitive to the introduc-

tion orrem ovalofone orfew nodesoredges,orin a m ore generalcontext,

to the occupation or leaving ofa node.Speci�cally,sensitivity is linked to

the question ofwhether a node (a species,a m ode ofbehavior,an idea,a

technology)isoccupied by atleastone individualornot.W e willshow that

this problem is ofrelevance for the m odeling ofinnovation processes.The

dynam icsofinnovation processesm ay be described by stochastic equations,

which can be form ally treated within the fram ework ofstatisticalphysics.

Som egeneralizationsarepossible.

1.1 Innovation { a System T heoreticalA pproach

In econom ics,innovation is m ainly understood as technologicalinnovation

describing the introduction of new technologies,products and production
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processes.Thedi�erentiation between invention and innovation relatesinno-

vation to theeconom icexploitation ofnew ideas.However,itisalso possible

tolook atinnovationsfrom am oregeneral,evolutionarypointofview.Zim an

givesoneexam pleforsuch an approach when hewrites\G otoatechnological

m useum and look atthe bicycles.Then go to a m useum ofarchaeology and

look atthe prehistoric stone axes.Finally,go to a naturalhistory m useum

and look at fossilhorses.In each case,you willsee a sequence,ordered in

tim e ofchanging but som ewhat sim ilar objects." [131],p.3.However,not

every change isan innovation.In thispaper,we follow a system theoretical

approach to innovation.In this fram ework,innovation is som ething new to

the system and m ostessentially the em ergenceofan innovation changesthe

stateofthesystem dram atically.In otherwords,theactualstateofthesystem

becom esunstable and a transition to a new state occurs.To de�ne an inno-

vation we�rsthaveto de�nethestateofthesystem .Here,weagain choosea

very speci�capproach.W erepresentthestateofthesystem asa pointin the

high dim ensionaloccupation num berspace[27,35].In thisspaceacoordinate

axisisattached to a certain type iofelem ents(with i= 1;2;:::;s,natural

num bers).The occupation num bersarerepresented on thisaxis.

To describetechnologicalinnovation wehaveto ask fora re-speci�cation

ofthis abstract concept.For socio-econom ic system s,the axes ofthe state

space referto di�erentpossible taxonom ies.Forinstance,an axisican rep-

resenta certain technology from a sets,ofdi�erenttechnologiespresentin

the system .W ith such a technologicaltaxonom y,com petition processesbe-

tween technologiescan bedescribed [102,16].Thecarriersofthiscom petition

processare�rm susing di�erenttechnologiesand com peting with theirprod-

ucts on a m arket.This way,we link back to an econom ic understanding of

an innovation processthat\requiresinsightinto system dynam icsgrounded

in a variety of�rm com petencies and behaviour and a variety ofdem and"

[103],p.5.Letusnote thatthe state space conceptcan be applied to quite

di�erentprocesses.The type im ightalso stand forthe sizeclassthata cer-

tain �rm belongsto.Then,growth processesof�rm sare in the focusofthe

description.M oreover,the type im ay representa certain group in society.

Form ation ofpoliticalopinions[129]orem ergence ofnorm sand violence in

groups[85]are then considered.Innovation in these casescoversnew form s

ofcollectivebehavior.

W e can �nd each type iin N i exem plarsofelem entsin the system .The

exem plarsm ay beindividuals,butalsoorganizationaland institutionalunits

like�rm sandgroups.N i,theoccupationnum bers,arefunctionsoftim e.They

are positive or zero.A com plete set ofoccupation num bers N 1;N 2;:::;N s

ata �xed tim e,characterizesthe occupation state ofthissystem .The tim e

dependentchange ofthe occupation num bersisdescribed by the m ovem ent

ofthispointin thespace.Thewholem otion takesplaceon thenon-negative

cone K ofthe space.In this picture we can describe the case,that a type

iisnotpresentin the system attim e t.Thatm eansthe type iisoccupied
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with the num berzero (N i = 0).W e calla system an under-occupied system

ifwe can m ake the assum ption thatthe sum ofthe occupation num bers is

essentially sm allerthan the totalnum berofthe possibleelem ents[35].

In this picture,an innovation is an occupation ofa non-occupied type.

In determ inistic system s,zero occupation can only be achieved in the lim it

ofin�nite tim e t! 1 ,ifa sortdied out (zero can be a stable stationary

state).For�nitetim est> 0 typescannotarise,ifthey arenotin thesystem

attim e t= 0 ,and presenttypes cannotdie out.The situation is di�erent

ifwe use the stochastic picture.In stochastic system sthe zero state can be

reached in �nite tim es t.A stochastic description o�ersthe advantage that

at �nite tim es new sorts (innovations) can arise or die out.Therefore,the

stochastic description is especially suited for evolutionary processes and in

particularforinnovation processes.

Letusnote here thatany innovation willchange the taxonom y oftypes

in thesystem [5].Innovation hasto do with uncertainty and itsprediction is

im possible.W ith thenotion ofan under-occupied system weescapetheprob-

lem ofdeterm ining a priori the place orkind ofan innovation.Instead,we

equip thesystem with areservoirofpossibleinnovations.W hich ofthesepos-

sibilitiesturnsinto a realization rem ainsuncertain.In som erespectsthisisa

trick to avoid the problem with a changing taxonom y.There are otherpos-

sibilitiesto escape thisproblem ,e.g.,so-called continuousm odelsoperating

on a characteristic space aswe discussed elsewhere [34,33,30].However,the

discrete approach has,in ourrespect,certain advantages,aswe willdiscuss

later.

In an under-occupied system m ostelem entshave,ata given tim e t,the

occupation num berzero.So we can passfrom the high-dim ensionalcone K

to a lower-dim ensionalcone K + .Accordingly,the tim e dependentvariation

ofthesystem can bedescribed asa switching ofthestatepointon theedges

oftheconeK .IfK + isan elem entofthesetofallpossiblecones,weobserve

a switch from one sub-cone to another.As the process is discrete,it is a

hopping on the edgesofdi�erentpositivecones.

In �gure1 wevisualizesuch a processforthreedim ensions.Atany point

in tim e,the state ofthe system isrepresented by a certain vectorN (t).In

a stationary state,the endpointofthisvectorde�nesa positivecone.In our

exam ple,thevectorm ovesin theplanespanned byN 1 and N 2.An innovation

opensup a new dim ension ofthe system .In ourexam ple,a new third type

isintroduced into the system .Afterthe innovation,the vectorism oving in

the space de�ned by N 1,N 2 and N 3.In general,we can assum e that the

system operatesin a m ultidim ensionalspacewheretheconecan havea very

com plicated shape,and the vector N (t) jum ps between the edges ofthis

cone.

Thehopping processvisualizesthetransition between onestablestation-

ary stateand anotherstablestationary state.In thissense,innovation isthe

outcom eofa processofdestabilization.In thefram ework weproposein this
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Fig.1.Theoccupation num berspace:Thedistribution ofindividualsoverdi�erent

typesisrepresented by a vectorin thepositive cone.Theappearance orextinction

ofa typecan bedescribed asapproaching orleaving oneoftheedgesofthepositive

cone.

paper,innovations are seen as stochastic instabilities.The changes occur-

ring in theoccupation num berspaceresultfrom interactionsofthedi�erent

typespresentin thesystem .Theseinteractionscan bevisualized asgraphsor

networkswhere the nodesrepresentthe types,and linksbetween them rep-

resentdi�erentform sofinteractions.In the network picture,an innovation

correspondsto the appearanceofa new nodeand the activation ofa link to

this node.The m odels we willpresentin section 3 allow us to di�erentiate

between di�erentprocesseswhich �nally introducesuch a new node.

Theconceptualizationoftypesaselem ents(nodes)ofanetworkrepresents

a graph theoreticalapproach to thedynam icsofthesystem .Therefore,other

network approaches are of particular relevance to develop our theoretical

approach further.W ewillusethefollowing partofsection 1 to introducethe

new em ergingspecialty ofcom plex network theory and toplaceourapproach

in this�eld.

1.2 Innovations,the Em ergence ofthe Field ofC om plex N etw ork

T heory and Sensitive N etw orks

In thelastyears,com plex system sin natureand society havebeen carefully

investigated.Already in the 70s,theories ofself-organization were used to

build abridgebetween socialand naturalsystem sinvestigations[92].Aspart

ofthis developm ent com plex networks have been investigated.Recently,as

a new branch in com plexity theory [108]com plex networkshavebeen recon-

sidered and extensively studied [105].They seem to be particularly relevant

forthe study ofinnovation processes.
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In thecontextofcom plexity theory,theconceptofnetworkshasnotonly

been used asan easy-to-usem etaphor.AsBornholdtand Schusternote:\Re-

cent advances in the theory ofcom plex networks indicate that this notion

m ay be m orethan justa philosophicalterm .Triggered by recently available

data on largerealworld networks(e.g.,on thestructureoftheinternetoron

them olecularnetworksin thelivingcell)com bined with fastcom puterpower

on the scientist’sdesktop,an avalanche ofquantitative research on network

structure and dynam icscurrently stim ulatesdiverse scienti�c �elds."[13],p.

V.Socialnetworksform one im portantarea ofapplication ofcom plex net-

works theory.The structures found cover networks ofcollaboration [89,7],

networksofrecognition (citation networks)[123]and networksofcorporate

directors[119].In econom ictheories,innovation ism oreand m oreunderstood

asthe outcom e ofthe interaction between scienti�c,econom ic and political

system s [95].Instead ofconsidering an innovation as a singular event the

network characterofinnovationsisstressed.Innovation networksseem to be

a new organizationalform ofknowledgeproduction.

Thestructuralanalysisofsystem sisofgreatinterest.Albertand Barab�asi

[2]give a very good presentation of this subject and its developm ent.In

the very beginning,investigations oflarge com plex system s were done by

random graphs.M ore and m ore itbecam e possible to analyze realcom plex

system sand largesystem stoo.W ith thedevelopm entofcom putercapacity,

the am ountofem piricaldata increases.Itbecom espossible to com pare the

theoreticalresultsbyrandom graph theorywith thatoftherealdataanalysis.

O bviously m ore than pure random ness exists.O rganization principles and

rulesofsystem evolutionplayadecisiverole,leadingtosm all-worldbehaviour

and scale-freenetworks.O urworld isnotarandom world.O therevolutionary

principles are ofgreat interest.In addition,it is evident that a theory of

evolving networksm ay give a m ore realistic approach to realsystem s.This

iswhy wegivespecialconsideration to evolving networkshere.

From the analysis ofem piricaldata we learn that m any real-networks

have a sm all-world character.The sm all-world concept describes the fact

thatdespitetheiroften largesize,in m ostnetworksthereisa relatively short

path between any two nodes.The sm all-world property characterizesm ost

com plexnetworks.Forexam ple,thechem icalsin acellaretypicallyseparated

by only threereactions,orin a m oreexoticcase,theactorsin Hollywood are

on average within three co-starsfrom each other.The sm all-world concept

correspondstoourobservations;itisastructural,notan organizing,principle

[127,20].

Notallnodesin anetwork havethesam enum berofedges(thesam enode

degree).Thespreadin nodedegreesischaracterizedbyadistribution function

P (k),which givestheprobabilitythatarandom lyselected nodehasexactlyk

edges.Sincein arandom graph theedgesareplaced random ly,them ajorityof

nodeshaveapproxim ately thesam edegree,closeto theaveragedegreeofthe

network.Thedegree-distribution ofa random graph isa Poisson distribution
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with the peak overthe averagedegree[2].In realnetworksthe distributions

ofthe edgesare m ore com plicated.Im portantresultswere obtained by the

analysis oflarge realsystem s:the degree distribution deviates signi�cantly

from aPoissondistribution and followsgeneralstructuralrulesin m anycases.

M any large networksare scale-free,thatis,theirdegree distribution follows

a power law.In addition,even for those networks for which P (k) has an

exponentialcharacter,the degree distribution signi�cantly deviates from a

Poisson distribution achieved by random graph theory forsuch system s[2,6].

Scale-freenetworksexpressahierarchybetween thenodes.Noteverynode

isim portantatthesam elevel.Accordingly,noteach ofthelinksbetween the

types have the sam e im portance.There are very sensitive relations or ele-

m ents too.As m entioned previously,we consider networksas \sensitive" if

theirpropertiesdepend strongly on the introduction orrem ovalofone ora

few nodesoredges,oron changesofthe occupation ofnodes.W e willshow

thatfortheevolutionary character,thedescription ofthetim e-behaviourby

m asterequationson occupation num berspacesis an appropriate tool.The

discrete characterofoccupation num berdescription allowsforan appropri-

atedescription oftheintroduction respectively ofrem ovalofrelations,edges

etc..W e willanalyze not only the steady states ofour stochastic system s

butalso thetim eevolution.Albertand Barab�asi[2]also referto approaches

with m asterand rateequations.They writethatin addition,thesem ethods,

not using a continuum assum ption,appear m ore suitable for obtaining ex-

actresultsin m ore challenging network m odels.In addition they m entioned

thatthe functionalform ofthe degreedistribution,P (k),cannotbe guessed

untilthe m icroscopic detailsofthe network evolution are fully understood.

According to ourpointofview,the m ethod ofm asterequationsisan excel-

lent toolto use in the investigation ofm any open questions and is able to

bring m uch m ore light to bear on this subject.For exam ple,by using this

discrete approach,we have the chance to get statem ents aboutthe kind of

uctuations.Evidently thisisoneofthe m ostim portantquestions.

Letuscom eback now to thequestion ofthedistribution ofthegraph.W e

rem em berthatrandom graph theory leadsto a Poisson degree-distribution.

Albertand Barab�asi[2]givea nearexhaustivesurvey ofem piricaldata sets

for realcom plex networks and show that the realdegree-distributions are

notPoisson-distributions,butscale-free-distributions,orexponentialdistri-

butions.Theseauthorswrite:\Thehigh interestin scale-freenetworksm ight

give the im pression thatallcom plex networksin nature havepower-law de-

gree distributions....It is true that severalcom plex networks ofhigh in-

terest for scienti�c com m unity,such as the world wide web,cellnetworks,

the internet,som e socialnetworks,and the citation network are scale-free.

However,others,such asthepowergrid ortheneuralnetworksofc.elegans,

appearto be exponential...Evolving networkscan develop both power-law

and exponentialdegreedistributions.W hilethepower-law regim eappearsto

be robust,sublinearpreferentialattachm ent,aging e�ects,and growth con-



8 Hartm ann-Sonntag etal.

straints lead to crossoversto exponentialdecay....Ifallprocesses shaping

the topology ofa certain network are properly incorporated,the resulting

P (k)often hasa rathercom plex form ,described by a com bination ofpower

lawsand exponentials.\

In thisrespectouraim here isthe calculation ofthe role ofuctuations

by the use ofthe m aster equation approach.This way we can m ake state-

m entsasto how thesystem sdi�erfrom linearsystem swhich obey aPoisson-

distribution.In principle,by investigating the uctuations,correlationsand

spectral-densities,we are able to study severalm icroscopic events.O ne of

the questions to solve is which uctuation e�ects produce power-law dis-

tributions.W e see a deep connection ofthese network system s to system s

which produce 1=f-noise.W e rem em ber that 1=f-noise is a stochastic pro-

cess with a speci�c power-law spectrum [70].A characteristic property of

processeswhich produce 1=f-noise are long range-correlations.W e suppose

thatthe scale-freenetworksand sm all-world-behaviourm ay havesom erela-

tion to this.W e rem em berthatin sm all-world networksthe degree-function

obeys an power-law;there exists a sm allpathway between each two ofthe

elem ents.

In investigating selforganization and evolution processesin networks,our

basicapproachisthatweunderstand thecorrespondingnetworksasdynam ic,

or m ore precisely,as evolutionary system s.This dynam ic and evolutionary

approach allows us to m ake statem ents about innovation processes,special

com petition e�ects,thesensitivity ofnetworks,theconstraintsofgrowth and

the �tnessofnetwork system s.

2 Structure and R elations ofSocio-Econom ic N etw orks

2.1 Structure,Selforganization and C om plexity

W ith respectto theirstructure,socialconnectionsarerelationsbetween ele-

m ents.Therefore,ascan be found in each handbook ofsocialnetwork anal-

ysis,relationaldata form the basis ofsocialnetworks [111,126].Such data

describe ties,connections,group attachm ents,m eetingsand othereventsor

activitiesthatrelateoneindividualto anotherone.From the abstractpoint

ofview,socio-econom ic networks are \structures".It is possible to give an

abstractpresentation ofsuch structuresby m eansofm athem aticaltools.The

m athem aticalidea ofstructurestandsin closeconnection to the term s

elem ent,set,relation and operation.

Thenatureofthe elem entsdoesnotplay any rolewith respectto the struc-

ture.O pposite to this,the nature ofthe relations between elem ents deter-

m ines the speci�city ofa structure.Structure here m eans the m anifold of

interactionsbetween the elem ents.

Letusnote here,thatform any descriptionsofsocio-econom ic networks

asin sociology and econom ics,itisjustthe nature ofthe elem entsand the
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relations which are relevant.In this paper,we follow a m ore abstract and

generalapproach.By using such a generallevel,we create m ethodologically

thetask ofre-specifying thede�nition ofboth elem entsand relationsforany

application area thatone m ightthink of.O n the otherhand,the high level

ofgeneralization we use here keepsthe application areasopen,aswe intend

to do.

Theidea of\structure" isofgreatim portancein ourlife{ both in reality

and in sciences.In particular,it is obvious by analyzing socialstructures.

W hatdoes\structure" m ean in theoriginalsense?O n theonehand wehave

ourconventionalunderstandingofstructure{ theunderstandingofstructure

in ourreallife.O n theotherwem ay form ulatea preciseidea ofstructurein

term sofm athem atics,in system theory [21]and in the theory ofselforgani-

zation [29]:

\W eunderstand undera \structure"thecom position ofelem entsand theset

ofrelationsrespectively operations,which connectthe elem ents."

K r�ober[73]writesabouttheidea ofstructurein realsystem s:\Each system

consists ofelem ents that are arranged in a certain way and are linked to

each otherby relations.W eunderstand by ’structureofa system ’thekind of

arrangem entand connectionsoftheirelem ents...In thisrespect,wedo not

considerwhatkind theelem entsare.Ifwespeak aboutstructure,wearenot

interested in theelem entsofthestructure.W eonly considerthem anifold of

relations.In thisrespectthestructureofasystem isawell-de�ned connection

between the elem ents of the system .These elem ents,which are arranged

in a determ ined m anner and connected by determ ined connections can be

necessary orrandom ly,universally oruniquely,relevantorirrelevant".

M oles[82]writestothissubject:\Thesurroundingobjectsofthem aterial

world,arti�caland naturalorganism in thewidesenseofthisworld aresigned

by two m ain aspects;by theirstructuraland functionalproperties."

W ith thefam ousbookseries\TheElem entsofM athem atics"thegroup of

scientists,Bourbaki,gave an exam ple forconstructing system atically m ath-

em aticsasa science ofsuch \structures".In the following section we give a

shortdescription ofseveralim portantconceptsofthism athem aticaltheory

ofstructures.In particular,we give a sum m ary ofthe theory ofrelation,

graphs and m atrices in the am ount we need here.O ur purpose is to apply

thisabstracttheory to socio-econom icnetworks.

In a socio-econom ic system ,the elem entsofstructure are individualsor

groupsofindividualsin di�erentinstitutionaland organizationalform s,e.g.,

�rm s.The socio-econom ic connectionsbetween these elem entsare relations

in the senseofthisabstracttheory ofstructure.Thedescription ofelem ents

and relationscan begiven graphically by a system ofvertices(nodes),which

m odelthe elem ents (individuals,groups,�rm s) and ofedges (arcs),which

describe the relations(connections).Nodes and arcscan be weighted.Arcs

can have a direction.This way we can include quantitative aspects.The
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m ost im portant aspect in the selforganization ofnetworksis the form ation

of new connections,which generates new structures.In the following,we

wantto show thatthe instrum entsofthe m athem aticaltheory ofstructure

in connection with the ideas and concepts ofthe theory ofselforganization

contribute to the description ofthe connections in com plex socio-econom ic

networks.

The idea of\structure" standsin a close connection to order(disorder)

respectively inform ation (entropy).Thetheory ofselforganization showshow

the generation ofstructuresisconnected with the decreaseofentropy [29].

Socio-econom icsystem sarecom plex system s,which consistofm any con-

nectionsbetween theelem ents.Therefore,com plexity isa furtherconceptto

be de�ned.Ebeling,Freund and Schweitzer[29]write:

\Ascom plex wedescribeholistic structuresconsisting ofm any com ponents,

which are connected by m any (hierarchically ordered)relationsrespectively

operations.Thecom plexity ofa structurecan beseen in thenum berofequal

respectively distinct elem ents,in the num ber ofequalrespectively distinct

relations and operations,as wellas in the num ber ofhierarchicallevels.In

the strictersense,com plexity requiresthatthe num berofelem entsbecom es

very large(practically in�nite)."

W e areespecially interested here in the origin ofcom plex structures,and in

the developm ent oforder (inform ation).In the end we have to answer the

question which param eter-relations(orderparam eters)determ ine the quali-

tative behaviourofthe system .Ilya Prigogine [91]in collaboration with his

coworkers,did pioneering work in theinvestigation ofselforganizingsystem s.

[90]Further im portant work has been done in this �eld by M anfred Eigen

[38]on the selforganization ofm acrom olecules and by M anfred Eigen and

PeterSchuster[38,40]on thehypercyclem odel.Them echanism sofselforga-

nization areclearly worked outby Nicolisand Prigogine[90].Theseauthors

give a stringentphysicaland m athem aticalform ulation forthese processes,

in particularwith respectto theenergeticand entropicaspects.A som ewhat

di�erent view on this was developed in the form ulation ofthe synergetics

by Haken [52].The investigation ofsuch system s showsthatthe form ation

oforder in com plex system s can be allocated to physicalprocesses which

play a role far from equilibrium [27].W e underline that biological,just as

socio-econom ic processes,can be investigated with the help ofthe theory

ofselforganization because they obey the valid physicaland chem icallaws.

However,processeswhich includethereallife(biologicaland socio-econom ic

system s)also obey otherrulesand laws,which arenotsolely determ ined by

physics.Thisisalready evidentfrom thevery generalcharacterofthestruc-

tures we consider here.As said above,we form ulate the idea ofstructure

m athem atically and keep away from how the structure appearsin di�erent

system s.Then,graph theory willprovideuswith thelevelofabstraction we

need in orderto describe realsystem s.
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2.2 Introduction to the T heory of R elations,M atrices and

G raphs

By form ulating ourideasin the m athem aticallanguage,wehavethe advan-

tage ofhaving accessto the greatm athem aticalpotentialwhich isavailable

in this �eld.An im portant basic assum ption is to startfrom the theory of

sets.As pointed out above,the connection between elem ent and set is the

�rst and m ost im portant aspect ofa structure.Furtherm ore,we introduce

relationsand operations.The conceptofstructure reectsabstractproper-

tiesofa system .Dueto theabstractcharacteroftheconcept,resultscan be

translated to othersystem sand com parisonsarepossible.

In generalwe can di�er between local,tem poral,causaland functional

structures.To illustrate the structures we willuse graphs which represent

the elem entsand theirconnectionsby geom etricalsym bols[55,74,21,27,45].

An exam ple ofa graph representing an econom ic network with 4 levels is

given in Fig.2.Thisgraph representsthe ow ofm aterialsand outcom esin

a production process.

In econom ics,the relationsbetween econom ic agentscan be represented

in a network form .In thiscaseinform ation ows,e.g.,pricesignalsbetween

m arketparticipants,are exchanged.Then,the structure ofthe network de-

scribesa situation with localinteraction (notevery agentisinform ed about

allother agents but the agents also do not act independently) [69].Socio-

econom ic networks can also describe a variety ofdi�erent agents’actions

that inuence other agents.The di�usion oftechnologiesover�rm s can be

described asanetworkofactionsfrom form ation ofacom pany(with acertain

technology)overknowledgetransferbetween com panies(in form ofim itation

or m erging)to the exit ofcom panies due to technologicalcom petition.W e

willcom eback to such a network interpretation in section 3.

Itm aybeworthwhiletounderlinethatitisnotpossibletogiveacom plete

structuraldescription ofliving objects by binary relations as graphs only.

G raphs are just a device for analyzing these system s,albeit a very useful

tool.O fcourse,we cannotdescribe com plex objectsonly by graphsbecause

theirbinaryrelationsaream biguous[97].Nevertheless,graphsareveryuseful

fortherepresentationofcom plexstructures.Beforetheelem entsofthetheory

ofgraphsareexplained itisnecessary to introduce the two notions;setand

relation.

W hatweunderstand by a setisnearly thesam easin com m on language.

Itisalwaysabstractand determ ined by itselem ents.A setM isgiven,which

consists ofthe elem ents a1;a2;a3 � � � ;sym bolically M = fa1;a2;a3 � � � g.The

elem entsai (i= 1;2;3;� � � )describeindividualsorgroupsequipped with dif-

ferentattributesand featuresand belonging to di�erenttypes.The num ber

ofelem entsdeterm ineswhetherwehavea �niteorin�niteset.O urinvestiga-

tionsherearerelated to �nite sets.In the following \sets" m eans�nite sets.

G raphically the elem entsofa setcan be described by vertices(nodes)in a
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1.level: Raw m aterials

2.level: Interm ediate products

3.level: Producing �nalgoods

4.level: Levelofconsum ers

Fig.2.G raph ofan econom ic network with 4 levels:(i)raw m aterialsuch asm in-

erals,fossils,plants etc.,(ii) interm ediate products as steel,coal,corn,etc.,(iii)

producing �nalgoods,(iv)levelofconsum ers

n-dim ensionalspace.Thisway weassum ethataclearrelation existsbetween

the verticesand the elem entsofthe set.An exam pleisgiven in Fig.3.

s

a1

s

a2

s

a3
M = fa1;a2;a3g

Fig.3.A setofthreeelem ents(forinstance,plantsor�rm s)which arerepresented

in a one dim ensionalspace.

Theelem entsofa setcan be ordered to pairs.Letusconsiderforexam plea

setM = fa1;a2;:::;a5gwith thepairs[a1;a3]and [a2;a5].a1 and a2 describe

the �rst elem ent and a3 and a5 the second one.The pair [a5;a2]describes

another relation between the elem ents a5 and a2 as [a2;a5].In generalthe

elem entsai and aj in an ordered pair[ai;aj]arenotexchangeablewith each

otherwithoutchanging the kind relationsofthe elem entsai and aj to each

other.

Asan exam ple we considera setof�rm swith a certain econom ic struc-

ture between them .The structure can be determ ined either in the form of
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traderelations,�nancialtransactionsorinform ation ows.Usually,relations

in an econom y are directed.The set M consists ofthree plants a1,a2 and

a3.There aregiven the following relationships:a1 providescertain products

to a2 and to a3;a2 deliversproductsto a3.The ordered pairsfortheserela-

tion followsto:[a1;a2],[a1;a3]and [a2;a3].W ecan representtherelationship

geom etrically.Thisrepresentation iscalled a directed graph (Fig.4).

s
a1

s

a2

s

a3

-

�
�

�	

@
@
@R

M = fa1;a2;a3g

Fig.4.D irected graph

A graph consistsoftheelem entsofthesetand therelations.In such a way a

graph can givedeterm ined relationshipsbetween elem entsofaset.In general

a graph is a structure m odelwhich m irrors aspects ofthe structure ofthe

investigated object.In orderto obtain thisstructurewehaveto considerthe

relationsbetween the corresponding partialobjects.Let usnote,thatboth

the notion "vertex" (vertices)and "node" is used to describe the elem ents.

Theirrelationsare represented by "edges" or"arcs".Som etim es,the notion

ofan "arc" isused foran directed arconly.O thersynonym sarelink orline.

W econsiderasystem tobea certain representation ofarealphenom enon

wherecertain boundariesbetween thesystem and itsenvironm entcan bede-

�ned.A system is,in general,de�ned by thesetofitselem entsand thesetof

relationsbetween the elem ents.O bviously,with regard to the originalphe-

nom enon,di�erentdegreesofadjusting the m odelto theorigin arepossible.

Ifa uniquem ap existsbetween thestructureoftheoriginalphenom enon and

thestructureofthem odel,them odeliscalled hom eom orph.Theborderline

case ofm axim um adjustm entofthe m odelto the originalin respectto the

structureiscalled isom orph.

2.3 Structures w ith R andom R elations and T heir A pplication to

Socio-Econom ic G roups

In theprevioussubsection werepresented theindividualunits(e.g.,plantsor

�rm s)aselem ents(vertices)ofa graph.The relation ofthe unitsare shown

by the edges.Let us introduce severalsim pli�cations.Firstwe exclude the

relation ofa node to itself(self-reexibility)from ourconsideration,asthis

leads to a specialtype ofgraph.Further we only considergraphswith dis-

tinguishable verticesand indistinguishable directed edges.A directed graph

isalso called a digraph.W eexcludeloopsand paralleledges.W econcentrate
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in this section on random graphs.The capacity ofa network (graph){ the

num berofits elem ents{ isone ofits im portantfunctions.O frelevance for

thestructureisalsotheconnectivity ofanetwork.Already 1970G ardnerand

Ashby [51]investigated the probability ofthe stability ofgreatnetworks,in

dependenceon capacity and connectivity.M ay [81]perform ed sim ilarinvesti-

gations.Com putersim ulationsand som estatem entsofprobability aboutthe

structuralbehaviour ofnetworks m ay be found also in papers ofSonntag,

Feistel,Ebeling [118]and Sonntag [116].W e now introduce severalim por-

tantterm sthatcharacterizea network,followingin partthework m entioned

above.

IfK isthenum berofedgesin thegraph,and S isthenum berofvertices,

we denote the considered graph by D (S;K ).As a sim ple and im portant

m easure,the connectivity isde�ned as:

C =
K

S
: (1)

Isolated,connected partsofthe digraph D (S;K )consisting ofs vertices

and k arcsarecalled com ponentsd(s;k).Letusnoteherethatthe\basicstep

in thestructuraldescription ofanetworkistoidentify thenum berand sizeof

itscom ponents" [111],p.102.Socio-econom ically interpreted,the existence,

num berand size ofcom ponentsin a graph standsforthe opportunitiesand

obstaclesto com m unicate,to exchangeinform ation or/and to interact.

Ssk is the num ber ofcom ponents with s vertices and k arcs.So we can

write: X

s;k

s S
s
k = S;

X

s;k

k S
s
k = K (2)

W e denote the m ean valuesofthe frequency ofthe com ponentd(s;k)by:

H
s
k = hS

s
ki =

X

r

r P
s
k;r; (3)

with P s
k;r being the probability that in a specialdigraph D (S;K ) Ssk = r

com ponentsd(s;k)can occur.

Asm ean num berofcom ponentsofthe digraph D (S;K )weuse:

� =
X

s

X

k

H
s
k: (4)

Apartfrom thetrivialcom ponents,such assinglevertices(d(1;0))and single

arcs (d(2;1)),the digraph contains a \structured part",whose num ber of

com ponentsiswritten asfollows:

L = � � H
1

0 � H
2

1: (5)

The probability distribution P s
k;r

is not known for the �nite digraphs.In

the lim itS ! 1 the probabilitiesforthe em ergence ofdi�erent�nite large
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com ponentsareuncorrelated,so wehaveto work with a Poisson distribution

for the possibility ofr com ponents with s verticesand k arcsin the whole

graph [118]:

lim
S! 1

P
s
k;r =

(H s
k)

r

r!
exp(� H

s
k) for S � s: (6)

Fig.5. The probability distribution P
3

2;r for C = 0:05 that r com ponents d(3;2)

occur

In dependence on C we can for instance representP 1
0;r,P

2
1;r,P

3
2;r,P

3
3;r

over r.So we can show the building ofcom ponents in dependence on the

connectivity C (Fig.5).

Following Sonntag,Feistel,Ebeling [118]we can achieve further state-

m ents.In the lim it S ! 1 the m ean num ber ofcom ponents � in practice

is determ ined only by sem icycleless com ponents (trees).So we can use the
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approxim ation:

� =

SX

s= 1

H
s
s� 1 + O

�
S
0
�

(7)

In thatlim itS ! 1 the num berofnon-trivialcom ponents:

L = � � S exp(� 2C ) � SC exp(� 4C ) (8)

follows.

By a constant num ber ofS ofindividuals,�rm s (vertices) the building

of relations between these individuals,�rm s corresponds to an increasing

num berK .K isproportionalto C :

C =
K

S
� K ; S ! const: (9)

In such a way,and intuitively clear,the connectivity C increasesduring the

developm entofrelations.W ewillshow that�rstly thenum berofsm allcom -

ponentsincreasesand then decreaseswith increasing C .G reatcom ponents

becom eim portant.In the end allcom ponentsare\absorbed" into onegreat

com ponent.

In ourcase,greatand strongconnected com ponentsd(s;k)areofinterest.

Thism eansthata greatnum berofrelationsexistsk � s,so thatthecom po-

nentsare strong connected.Strong connected com ponentsare characterized

by theappearanceofcycles.ForS ! 1 thefrequency ofcyclesofthelength

lin a graph D (S;K )is:

H
(l)

C
=

C l

l
(10)

and forsem icycleswith the length l

H
l
C =

(2C )
l

2l
(11)

The num berofverticesofD (S;K )belonging to cyclesis:

ZC = C
3 (1� C ) forS ! 1 ; C < 1=2 (12)

and ofthosebelonging to sem icycles

Z0 = 4 C 3 (1� 2C ) forS ! 1 ; C < 1=2: (13)

The num berofverticesofD (S;K )belonging to one tree in D (S;K )re-

ferred to S isequalto the valuegiven by Erd�osand R�enyi[42]:

y = lim
S! 1

R K ;S

S
=

�
1 C � 1=2

x(C )=2C C > 1=2
(14)
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with

R K ;S =

SX

s= 1

s H
s� 1
s (15)

x e� x= 2 C e� 2C (16)

x(C )=

1X

s= 1

ss� 1

s!

�

2 C e� 2C
�s

(17)

The graphicalrepresentation showsanalogieswith a phase transition of

2nd order { a fact that becom es particularly obvious ifsuch networks are

considered by m eansofthepercolation theory [117].ForC < 1=2 theproba-

bility iszero,thatfrom avertex acyclegoesout.ForC � 1=2theprobability

increasesup to the value one.O pposite for C < 1=2 a vertex belongswith

the probability oneto a tree.ForC � 1=2 thatprobability goesto zero.

For C > 1=2 the graphs D (S;K ) consist ofone great com ponent.For

C > 1=2 with growing C value,one tree after the other is \absorbed" by

thegreatcom ponent.W ith an increasing num berofarcseverm oretreesare

linked up with onegreatcom ponentuntil,�nally,allverticesarelinked with

each other(Fig.6).

The num ber ofcom ponents in directed graphs also corresponds to the

value given by Erd�osand R�enyi[42]forundirected graphs(Fig.7):

�� = lim
K

S
! C

�

C
=

(
1� C 0� C � 1=2

1

2C

�

x(C )�
x
2
(C )

2

�

C > 1=2
(18)

For the exam ination ofthe developm ent ofsocio-econom ic connections,

it is interesting to inspect the share ofthe graph,that is structured.Ifwe

consideranetworkbuild from �rm sthenum beroftheisolated vertices(�rm s)

can be determ ined.In particular,they arethose which do notbelong to the

connection net.In thesam eway,thenum berofcom ponents(withoutisolated

vertices) can be obtained.This is the part ofthe graph that includes the

econom icorknowledgeexchangenetwork.

Ifwe understand econom ic connectionsasa m anifold ofpossibilities,we

can arriveatsom econclusions.In particular,wewillobservethe network of

interaction between �rm sovertim e.W e keep the num berof�rm s(vertices)

in the network constantand letthe connectionsbetween them develop,i.e.

K ,thenum berofedges,willincrease.O n theothersideK isproportionalto

C .In accordance to intuition,the connectivity risesifconnectionsdevelop.

As the calculation shows,at�rstthe num berofthe little com ponentsrises

and then itdecreaseswith the furtherrising ofC .The num berofthe great

com ponents rises up to the m om ent when allare absorbed in one.Inside

this great com ponent the degree ofconnectedness ofthe network plays a
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Fig.6. The relative num ber ofvertices ofD (S;K ) belonging to a tree (y) in de-

pendence on the connectivity [42]

role.A sign for this strong connectedness is the occurrence ofcycle in the

graph.Aswe haveshown,the frequency ofcyclesofthe length lisa sim ple

function oftheconnectivity C .Likewise,theprobability can begiven thata

cycle com esfrom a vertex.ForC < 1=2 the probability iszero,thatm eans

thatthe num berofthe verticesisunim portant.By a rising developm entof

connections(C > 1=2)thisprobability risesup to 1.
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Fig.7.The relative num berofcom ponents �� ofa graph in dependence on C

These�ndingshaveconsequencesforthedevelopm entofinform ationows

in growingsocio-econom icnetworks.Thequestion isifacertain typeofdevel-

oping connectionscan also be observed in em piricaldata aboutinform ation

ows.For instance,inside or between organizations of�rm s.O ne possible

m ethod to traceinform ation insideoforganizationsisthe useofe-m ailtraf-

�c.In a recentpaperTyler,W ilkinson and Huberm an [122]used e-m aildata

to m ap thecom m unication network insidean industrialorganization.In this

casethenodesrepresentpeopleand theconnectionsbetween them aregiven

by e-m ailcorrespondence.They identi�ed com ponents ofdi�erent size and

interpreted the sm aller com ponents as expressions ofcom m unities in prac-

tice.As far as they reported,the structure of the e-m ailnetworks shows

sim ilaritiesto thestructureofthe organization.In addition,leadership roles

can be identi�ed this way.To relate such em piricalobservations to the re-

sults repeated above,one would need to look at the tem poralevolution of

com ponentsand connectivity in tim e.

Anotherrecentapproach using percolation theory to describe socio-eco-

nom icchangewasproposed by Silverberg and co-authors[113,112].Starting

with a spaceofdiscretetechnologieswhich havea certain perform ance,they

looked forspanning connected pathsin thistechnologicallandscape.In this

picture,invention can be visualized as isolated islands located ahead ofa

technologicalfrontier which m oves forward.Under the criticalvalue there

willonly be �nite connected sets(clustersorcom ponents)ofdi�erenttech-

nologies,and technologicalchangem ightcom etoan end.Ifwerem em berthat

�rm sare the carriersfordi�erenttechnologies,there is a directlink to the

concept ofa network of�rm s exchanging inform ation about di�erent tech-

nologiesand doing search processesin such an abstracttechnologicalspace.
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Then,the di�erentcom ponentswould be related to groupsof�rm ssharing

certain technologicalknowledgeorbeingpartofonechain ofproduction.The

increasein connectivity characterizesthedi�usion ofa certain technology in

a speci�c industrialsectororacrosssectors.

Ifwe consider a �rm ,and do not look at the whole graph,additional

aspectscan be included:Ifwe understand the conceptofthe econom ic con-

nections as a sum ofabilities which the �rm has acquired,we can write in

sim ple term s:

com petence=
P

ofthe abilities

Ifa �rm orplantcreatesa new econom icconnection,itcan bein interaction

with others.In the picture ofthe graph itwillbe represented,asm entioned

previously,through a chain from ito j.

s

i

s

j

-

aij

Fig.8.Edge,which goesfrom ito j

The �rm i builds a connection to �rm j.The connection from i to j is

described by aij.Theelem entsaij build theadjacency m atrix.Ifthesum of

econom ic connectionsfrom i=
P

j
aij can be represented in a speci�c way

wespeak of�rm iasasourcein thenetwork (Fig.9).Thesum ofconnections

correspondsto the sum ofarcswhich leave the vertex i.Thisisexactly the

sum overthe elem entsofrow iofthe adjacency m atrix A.

s

i
sm

s
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s
j

s
l

s

n
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@
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Fig.9.Source

Connections which related a set of other �rm s to the �rm ican also be

illustrated in the graph-picture (Fig.10).The sum ofthese connections is

equal
P

j
aji.Thiscorrespondsto thesum oftheelem entsofthecolum n iof

the adjacency m atrix.



M odelling Selforganization and Innovation Processesin Networks 21

s

i
sm

s

k

s
j

s
l

s

n

- ?
�

�	
@
@R

�
��

Fig.10.Sink

Connectionswhich are based on m utualrelationsatdi�erenttim es,can be

described in thegraph-pictureby establishing two arcsbetween two vertices

(Fig.11).

s sj
Y
j i

t1

t2

Fig.11.M utualconnections

In that picture the sum ofthese connections is proportionalto the sum of

thecycleswhich leavethevertex i.So wecan getthenum berofcyclesofthe

length lfrom the lth powerofthe adjacency m atrix A l.

Finally letusunderlinethatthisisjusta very sm allpartofthe network

theory which we explained here.W e concentrated on topicsrelevantto our

task ofdescribing selforganization and evolution processes.

3 Innovation Processes and O ther Stochastic E�ects in

N etw orks

3.1 O verview ofStochastic E�ects in N etw orks

3.1.1 B irth and D eath P rocesses A specialstochastic process called

\birth and death process"isofparticularim portancetoourstudy ofstochas-

tice�ectsin econom icprocesses,and in particularin innovation processes.A

birth processisa random appearanceofa new elem entin a system .A death

processisthedisappearanceofan elem ent.Processesofthiskind play a big

rolein biology,ecology and sociology.

Processesofthistypearealso relevantto the �eld ofeconom icprocesses

[66].Econom ic growth is characterized by structuralchanges based on the
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introduction ofnew technologiesin the econom icworld.To describe techno-

logicalevolution,one has to determ ine the system ,the elem ents and their

interactions.Here we consider plants and technologies.W e consider �rm s

com posed from di�erent plants.The plants are introduced as elem entary

unitswhich play the roleofdecision carriersaccording to m arketconditions

(choosing a new technology or not).Plants also play the role ofusers ofa

particulartechnology.Thetechnologiesareunderstood asthedi�erenttypes

presentin thesystem .Theplantsaretheelem entsorrepresentativesofthese

technologies.In this perspective,eventually technologies are com peting for

plantsusing them .Thisperspective di�ersfrom the way one usually thinks

about technologicalchange,where the �rm is central.The underlying pro-

cessisstilla decision m adeby plantsor�rm s.However,them odelapproach

constructs an inverse perspective on it.Letus note here that this perspec-

tive isquite norm alforany population dynam ic approach which dealswith

types(groupsorspecies)and elem ents(individuals).However,in contrastto

biologicalprocesses,hum an beings,organizations and �rm s are not bound

to a certain type orgroup they �rstbelong to.In contrastto individualsof

biologicalspeciesthey havetheopportunity to changethegroup they belong

to.Itisthiskind oftransition behaviourthatm akesthe m odelparticularly

relevantfor socio-econom ic applications.Letus note further that we delib-

erately use the notion ofa plantorproduction unitasthe sim plestelem ent

in the system .By assum ing that �rm s consist ofseveralplants or produc-

tion units,growth processesof�rm sarealso covered by them odelapproach.

Technologicalchange isusually considered asa m acroeconom ic change pro-

cess.However,in orderto describe itasan evolutionary process,one hasto

consider this process at the m icroscopic level.This m eans we have to con-

siderthe m icroeconom iccarriersoftechnologicalchanges.In the fram ework

wepresenthere,these arethe plants[16].

The basic ideasforthe m odelling ofthese processesgo back to so-called

urn-m odels.Already in 1907 the physicistsPauland Tatyana Ehrenfestde-

veloped a sim plem odelforthedi�usion ofN m olecules[37].TheEhrenfests

studied twourns,A and B,which wereisolated with respecttoexchangewith

theirsurroundings.W ith respecttoexchangebetween urnstheEhrenfestsas-

sum ed perm eable connectionsbetween A and B.Because ofthe isolation of

thetwo urns,thetotalnum berofm oleculesin A and B rem ainsconstant.At

regulartim e-intervals,a m olecule is random ly (thatm eanswith the proba-

bility (1=N ))chosen and changesfrom itsurn to the otherurn.

In 1926 K ohlrausch and Schr�odinger [71]gave a continuous di�usion-

approxim ation for such processes.Feller [48]form ulated a realistic variant

ofthis m odel.He used a discrete M arkovian process with continuoustim e.

The tim e between the m olecule crossingswasexponentially distributed.

O riginally developed form olecularprocesses,them odelsoon found m any

applicationstobiologicalprocesses.Surveysofbiologicalapplicationsofbirth

and death typeprocessesweregiven by Bartholom ay [8,9,10]and Eigen [38].
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The m odelofEhrenfestrepresentsthe prototype forthe investigation of

decision processesin a group between the possibilitiesA and B respectively

between yesand no[31].Forexam ple,wem ay considerthedecision toaccept

a new technology ornot.Applicationsto socialand econom icprocesseswere

surveyed by W eidlich [129].

3.1.2 Stochastic E�ects in Sm all and Sensitive N etw orks M any

com plexsystem sdisplayasurprisingdegreeoftolerancetoerrors.Theresults

indicate a strong correlation between robustness and network topology.In

particular,scalefreenetworksarem orerobustthan random networksagainst

random node failures,but are m ore vulnerable when the m ost connected

nodesaretargeted [4].

In sm allnetworksany nodesoredgesplay a speci�c role.Theiraddition

orrem ovaldrastically changesthe propertiesofthe whole system .Another

problem wherestochastice�ectsplay abigroleisthequestion ofhow asingle

new m utantcan win the selection process.Ifone considersnetworksofweb

sitesand com petition processesbetween them aboutattracting visitorsone

would askhow can anew web sitebecom eagiantclusteram ongotheralready

im portantweb sites(clusters)? Isitpossibleto overcom ethe \once-forever"

selection behaviourby stochastice�ects?

The addition orrem ovalofsensitivenodesoredgesisa subjectofinves-

tigation in big networks.W ith sensitivewem ean hereelem entswhich play a

specialrolein the network.Letusreferto som eexam ples.

Cellular networks can be subject to random errors as a result ofm uta-

tionsorprotein m isfolding,aswellasharsh externalconditionselim inating

essentialm etabolites.Jeong etal.[64]studied theresponsesofthem etabolic

networksofseveralorganism sto random and preferentialnoderem oval.Re-

m oving up to 8% ofthe substrates,they found thattheaveragepath length

did notincrease when nodes were rem oved random ly.However,itincreases

rapidly aftertherem ovalofthem ost-connected nodesand up to 500% when

only 8% ofthenodesarerem oved.Sim ilarresultshavebeen obtained forthe

protein network ofyeastaswell[63,124].

Sol�e and M ontoya [115]studied the response of the food webs to the

rem ovalofspecies(nodes)(see also [83]).The resultsindicate thatrandom

speciesrem ovalcausesthefraction ofspeciescontained in thelargestcluster

todecreaselinearly.However,when them ostconnected (keystone)speciesare

successively rem oved,the relativesizeofthe largestclusterquickly decays.

The errorand attack toleranceofthe Internetand the W orld W ide W eb

wasinvestigated by Albert,Jeongand Barab�asi[4].TheInternetisoccasion-

ally subjectto hackerattackstargeting som e ofthe m ostconnected nodes.

They show thatthe averagepath length on theinternetisuna�ected by the

random rem ovalofasm any as60% ofthenodes,whileifthem ostconnected

nodesareelim inated (attack),theaveragepath length peaksata very sm all

fraction ofrem ovednodes.Albert,Jeongand Barab�asiinvestigated theW orld
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W ideW eb [3]and showed thatthenetwork survivesasa largeclusterunder

high rates offailure,but under attack,the system abruptly crashes.These

authorswrite:\Theresultisthatscale-freenetworksdisplay a high degreeof

robustnessagainstrandom errors,coupled with a susceptibility to attacks."

W agnerand Fell[125]studied the clustering coe�cient,focusing on the

energy and biosynthesism etabolism ofthe Escherichia colibacterium .They

found thatin addition to the power-law degree distribution,the undirected

version ofthissubstrate graph hasa sm allaverage path length and a large

clustering coe�cient.

Bianconiand Barab�asi[12]showed theexistenceofa closed link between

evolvingnetworksand an equilibrium Bosegas.Accordingto them ,them ap-

ping to a Bosegaspredictstheexistenceoftwo distinctphasesasa function

ofthe energy distribution.In the �t-get-rich-phase,the �tternodesacquire

edges at a higher rate than older but less �t nodes.In the end,the �ttest

nodewillhavethem ostedges,buttherichestnodeisnotan absolutewinner,

sinceitsshareofthe edgesdecaysto zero forlargesystem size.

M aurerand Huberm an [79]presenta dynam ic m odelofweb site growth

in order to explore the e�ects ofcom petition am ong web sites.They show

that under generalconditions,as the com petition between sites increases,

the m odelexhibits a sudden transition from a regim e in which m any sites

thrive sim ultaneously,to a \winner takes allm arket" in which a few sites

grab alm ostalltheusers,whilem ostothersitesbecom enearly extinct.This

prediction isin agreem entwith em piricaldata m easurem entson the nature

ofelectronicm arkets.

Dorogovtsev,M endesand Sam ukhin [22]developed a statisticalm echanic

approach forrandom networks.They sum m arize:\Using thetraditionalfor-

m alism ofstatisticalm echanics,wehaveconstructed a setofequilibrium sta-

tisticalensem bles ofrandom networks without correlation and have found

their partition function and m ain characteristics.W e have shown that a

\scale-free"statein equilibrium networkswithoutcondensatem ay existonly

in a single m arginalpoint,so thatin such an eventthis state is an exhibi-

tion." They underline the im portantfactthatthisdi�erscrucially from the

situation forgrowing networks.The latter,while growing,self-organize into

scale-freestructuresin a wide rangeofparam eterswithoutcondensation.

3.2 Stochastic A nalysis ofInnovation P rocesses

3.2.1 A G eneralForm ulation ofthe M odel The stochastic approach

given here isbased on a m odel,which wasdeveloped in the contextofgen-

eralm odelsofevolutionaryprocesses,and in particularbiochem icalprocesses

[36,106,27,35].Later,them odelfound num erousapplicationsin m odellingsci-

enti�cevolution [32,18]and technologicalevolution [15,16].In thispaper,we

�rstintroducethe m odelfram ework in a generalform and laterconcentrate

on itsapplication to econom icinnovation and com petition processes.
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In thestochasticpictureweusetheideasdeveloped in subsection 1.1 and

in the subsection 3.1.1 aboutthe occupation num berspace.O pposite to the

determ inistic m odels,the stochasticdescription o�ersthe advantagethatat

�nite tim es new types (sorts,�elds,species,technologies)can arise or \die

out".

Letusintroducea setoftypesnum bered by i= 1;2;:::;s.W edenoteby

N i(t)thenum berofelem entsbelongingtoacertain type.Foran econom icap-

plication N i(t)representsthenum berofplantsusing thetechnology i(Note,

that a type corresponds to an urn in the Ehrenfest problem form ulation.).

These num bersarecalled occupation num bers.They area function oftim e.

The occupation num bersarepositive orzero.

N i(t) = f0;1;2;� � � g : (19)

Now,thestateofthesystem atthetim etcan bedescribed by theprobability

distribution ofthe occupation num bers

P (N 1;N 2;:::;N s;t) = P (N ;t) (20)

W e consideraselem entary processes{ processesduring which only one oc-

cupation num bercan change and astransition processes{ processesduring

which atm osttwo occupation num berscan change:

(N i) � ! (Ni+ 1)

(N i) � ! (Ni� 1)

 
N i

N j

!

� !

 
N i� 1

N j + 1

! (21)

For the tim e being,we also assum e that growth and decline processes of

the totalnum ber ofelem ents in the system are possible.However,let us

noteherethattheoriginalform ulation oftheEhrenfestm odelonly contains

transition processes.Thisisdue to the factthatin the Ehrenfestm odelthe

totalnum ber ofelem ents rem ainsconstantand only exchange between the

urnsoccurs.Decision processesin them odeloccurastransitionsofelem ents

between types.

Ifweassum ethatalldecisionsleading to a changeofthesetoftheoccu-

pation num bersdepend m ostlyon thepresentstate,wecan applytheconcept

ofM arkov process.Then,we can describe the dynam icsofthe system with

thehelp ofthem asterequation.Thisequation isa balanceequation between

building and reduction processes:

@P (N ;t)

@t
= W (N jN

0)P (N 0) � W (N0
jN )P (N ) (22)

with

N = fN 1;N 2;:::;N sg : (23)
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The transition probabilities per tim e unit that the system turns from the

stateN 0to thestateN orviceversa areexpressed by W (N jN 0)respectively

W (N 0jN ).

Thetransition probabilitiesaresupposed asfollows[44,27,65,35,57].

1.Spontaneousgeneration

W (:::;N i+ 1;:::;N j;:::;N k;:::j:::;N i;:::;N j;:::;N k;:::)

= A
(0)

i (24)

2.Self-reproduction

W (:::;N i+ 1;:::;N j;:::;N k;:::j:::;N i;:::;N j;:::;N k;:::)

= A
(1)

ij N j + E
(1)

i N i (25)

E
(1)

i = A
(1)

i + B
(1)

ij N j + C
(1)

ijk
N jN k (26)

3.Decay

W (:::;N i� 1;:::;Nj;:::;N k;:::j:::;N i;:::;N j;:::;N k;:::)

= E
(2)

i N i (27)

E
(2)

i = A
(2)

i + B
(2)

ij N j (28)

4.Conversion/Transition/Exchange/M utation

W (:::;N i+ 1;:::;N j � 1;:::;Nk;:::j:::;N i;:::;N j;:::;N k;:::)

= E
(3)

j N j (29)

E
(3)

j = A
(3)

ij + B
(3)

ij N i + �B
(3)

ik
N k + C

(3)

ijk
N iN k (30)

with j6= i;k 6= i;j.

The coe�cients can be di�erently introduced for specialcases.For in-

stance,they can considered as constant or as being functions ofthe total

num berofelem entsand otherthe system param eters.Laterapproach intro-

ducesan additionalnon-linearity to the system .

The content ofthe four elem entary processes introduced above willbe

quite di�erent according to the nature ofthe system under consideration.

Forinstance,forcatalytic networks,self-reproduction m ay appearasresult

ofa processofspontaneousself-reproduction (term related to A
(1)

i ),errorre-

production (B
(1)

ij )orcatalyticself-reproduction (C
(1)

ijk
).Thedecay can appear

in theform ofspontaneousdecay (A
(2)

i )and ofdecay related tocatalytichelp



M odelling Selforganization and Innovation Processesin Networks 27

(B
(2)

ij ).Transition or conversion processes in catalytic networks correspond

to m utation processeswith reproduction and ternary reproduction processes,

which play arolewith regard toprocesseswith constantoverallparticlenum -

ber.

In the case of technological evolution, self-reproduction appears as a

growth process of �rm s expanding their num ber of production units and

plants using the sam e technology.Synergetic e�ects from the surrounding

network of�rm s are supposed to take place when the transition rate also

dependson thenum berof�rm susing anothertechnology.Spontaneousgen-

eration standsforstartups.Decay processesboth referto a decreaseof�rm

size(closingofproduction units)and aclosingdown of�rm s.Them ostinter-

esting processisrelated to conversion ortransition.Here,theuseofanother

technology by a production unitisdescribed.The use ofa technology m ay

be new for the �rm only (�rm -speci�c innovation)or for the whole system

of�rm s(system -speci�cinnovation).Triggered by R& D,both invention ofa

technology and im itation behaviouris covered by this process.Also in this

case,other technologiesm ightinuence the decision ofa �rm for a certain

technology.Theadvantageofthistypeofm odelisthattechnologicalchange

isconsidered astheoutcom eofthedevelopm entofa network oftechnologies

and �rm sinuencing each other.

The transition probabilities are form ulated generally.As a specialcase

we can get from this Ansatz the stochastic equations,which correspond to

the determ inistic Eigen-m odel[40]with the condition ofconstant overall

particlenum ber[65,36,57].

W ith the help ofthe s-dim ensionalgeneration function

F (s1;s2;:::;ss;t) =
X

N

s
N 1

1
s
N 2

2
:::s

N s

s P (N i;t) with jsij < 1 (31)

wecan writethem asterequation with thetransition probabilitiesasfollows:

_F (s;t)=
X

i6= j

�

A
(0)

i (si� 1)F + A
(1)

i si(ss � 1)
@F

@si

+ A
(1)

ij sj(si� 1)
@F

@sj
+ B

(1)

ij sisj(si� 1)
@2F

@si@sj

+ C
(1)

ijk
sisjsk(si� 1)

@3F

@si@sj@sk
+ A

(2)

i (1� si)
@F

@si

+ B
(2)

ij sj(1� si)
@2F

@si@sj
+ A

(3)

ij (si� sj)
@F

@sj

+ B
(3)

ij si(si� sj)
@2F

@si@sj
+ �B

(3)

ik
sk(si� sj)

@2F

@sk@sj
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+ C
(3)

ijk
sisk(si� sj)

@3F

@si@sj@sk

�

(32)

3.2.2 A N etw ork R epresentation of the M odel In order to relate

the m odelto the idea of sensitive networks we now introduce a network

representation oftransition probabilities given in (24)-(30).W e consider a

system with s interacting types (sorts,�elds,plants).This system can be

described by a graph in which each elem ent i corresponds to a vertex of

thenum beri.W em ark thetransition probabilitiesfordi�erentprocessesby

edgesofdi�erenttype in orderto distinguish these probabilities:

1:Spontaneous generation (sim ple

innovation)

A
(0)

i
s

i

�

2:Self-reproduction A
(1)

i N i
s

i

� 

� �

z

Errorreproduction A
(1)

ij N j
s

j

s

i

-

Catalytic self-reproduction

(sponsored self-reproduction)

8
>><

>>:

B
(1)

ij N iN j

C
(1)

ijk
N iN jN k

s

i

s

j

� 

� �

z

s

i

s j� 

� �

z

s k

3:Spontaneousdecay A
(2)

i N i
s

i

-

Catalytic decay B
(2)

ij N iN j
s

j

s
i

?

4:M utation (innovation) A
(3)

ij N j
s

j

s

i

-

M utation (innovation) with re-

production

8
>><

>>:

B
(3)

ij N iN j

C
(3)

ijk
N iN jN k

s

i

s j�

� 

� �

z

s

i

s k� 

� �

z

s j�

M utation withoutreproduction �B
(3)

ik
N kN j

s

k

s

i

s

j

- ?
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For under-occupied system s the transition from a non-occupied (N i = 0)

state to an occupied (N i > 0) state is of special interest. W e will call

such a transition an innovation. To describe this in the network picture

we distinguish two states for one vertex.The states are m arked as follows:

e

i
non-occupied N i = 0

u

i
occupied N i > 0

W ealsodistinguish two statesfortheedgesofthegraph.Edgeswhich go out

from unoccupied vertices (N i = 0) are om itted,because they are inactive

(they cannotwork).Active(working)edgesarecharacterized by thegraphic

representation shown above.Forsocio-econom icnetworks,non-occupied ver-

ticesstay fornew technologies,which have notyetdiscovered.They can be

understood ashidden possibilities.Them odeldoesnotallow forthe predic-

tion ofa certain new technology butitcan m akestatem entshow thesystem

handlesthe appearanceofnew technologiesin general.

Eventually,we geta graph which describes the whole system ata �xed

tim e t.Ifthe colour ofa vertex is changed,new connections (elem entary

processes) can are up or form er connections can no longer continue.Pro-

cessescan spread theelem entson thenon-occupied verticesorthey can select

them from the occupied vertices.The basic structure ofthe network is the

\m axim al" graph (allverticesiareoccupied,allreactionscan work).

In a network with a sm alloverallnum berofelem ents(individuals,orga-

nizations,plants) (N � s),a lot ofvertices are not occupied.Let us con-

sider a graph with (N � s) and reduce the overallnum ber ofelem ents to

a state (N � s).In general,vertices such as iand jbecom e non-occupied

by thefollowing processes:A
(2)

i
N i,B

(2)

ij
N iN j,A

(3)

ij
N j,B

(3)

ij
N iN j, �B

(3)

ik
N kN j,

C
(3)

ijk
N iN jN k.These are the processesofdecay and the processesofconver-

sion.Ifonly a certain partofthe processworksbecause ofthe sm alloverall

num ber,wegeta graph with a lotofcom ponents.W ith a decreasingnum ber

ofelem ents(individuals,organizations,plants)the m axim algraph with few

com ponentsdevelopstoagraphwith alotofcom ponents[27].The\m inim al"

graph wecan get(m axim ally decom posed),consistsofself-reproduction pro-

cesses,spontaneous generation (sim ple innovations),sponsored innovation-

processes and sponsored innovation-processes with self-reproduction (self-

reproducing process).Vice versa,vertices can be occupied by the follow-

ing processes:spontaneousgeneration (sim ple innovation)A
(0)

i ,errorrepro-

duction A
(1)

ij N j, m utation without reproduction (innovation without self-
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reproduction)A
(3)

ij N j,and m utation withoutreproduction butwith catalytic

help (sponsored innovation withoutself-reproduction) �B
(3)

ik
N kN j.

W eassum ethattheprocessesthrough which theverticescan beoccupied

arevery rare.Thism eansspontaneousgenerations(sim ple innovations)and

m utationshavea sm allprobability.Aftera relatively shorttim e the com po-

nentsare in a localequilibrium (�rstprocess).Then,sponsored innovation-

processesplay a role starting from an occupied com ponentwhich isin equi-

librium .New com ponents(non-occupied)can be occupied (second process).

Thisisa hopping processbetween com ponents.Certain com ponentsdie out

underselection pressure,otherssurviveand growth.

3.3 A pplication to TechnologicalInnovations

3.3.1 Technologies w ith Linear G row th R ates In the following,we

consider a system in which the totalnum ber of elem ents is constant.As

m entioned above,a usefulinstrum entto m odelsuch processesisthe theory

ofstochastic transitionsbetween urns,established by Ehrenfest.Com pared

with the generalm odelintroduced so farin the case ofa closed system ,all

elem entary processesappearastransition processes.Further,letus restrict

ourselvesto the case oftechnologicalevolution.Then,the urnsstay fordif-

ferent technologies.Sym bolic spheres travelling between the urns stand for

plantslooking fortechnologies.

N i isthenum berofplants,which usesthe technology i,thism eansthey

belong to the urn i.Thisnum bersarecalled occupation num bers:

N i(t) = f0;1;2;:::g : (33)

First,weform ulatea sim ple m odelforthe binary decision process:

N = N 1 + N 2 : (34)

W e assum e that during elem entary processes the occupation num ber only

changesby � 1.Thisistheso called one-step-process.During transition pro-

cessesatm osttwo occupation num berscan changein such a way:

�
N 1

N 2

�

� !

�
N 1 � 1

N 2 + 1

�

(35)

Forinstance,weassum ethatE 1 isthegrowth rateofplantsusingtechnology

1.Fora new technology 2 the growing rateisE 2.W e assum e:

E 2 > E 1 : (36)

In thiscasethetechnology2hasagreatergrowth potentialorwillgrow faster

than technology 1.W e willassum e thatthisisan expression fortechnology

2 to be \better" or m ore suitable for plants.In the stochastic picture the
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transition from urn 1 to urn 2 willsim ply havea higherprobability than the

otherway around.So,plantswillm oreoften changetheirtechnology towards

technology 2.They willreplacethe old technology by a better(new)one.

W e writethe transition probability forthisprocessasfollows:

W
+ (N 2 + 1jN 2) = E 2 N 1

�
N 2

N

�

+ E 21 = W
+

N 2

(37)

In particular,we assum e,that the transition probability is proportionalto

the num berofplantsthatusethe old technology:

W
+ (N 2) � N1 (38)

Furtherm ore,the probability is also proportionalto the relative num ber of

plantsthatuse the new technology

W
+ (N 2) �

N 2

N
(39)

W e introduce an additionalprocessofspontaneouschange from technology

1 to technology 2 which is described by the coe�cient E 21.The opposite

spontaneoustransition appearswith thecoe�cientE 12.In totaltheopposite

transition processhasthe probability:

W
� (N 2 � 1jN2) = E 1 N 2

�
N 1

N

�

+ E 12 = W
�

N 2

(40)

W ecan form ulatethem asterequation forthisdiscreteprocess.Thisequation

describesthetim e-behaviouroftheprobabilitydistribution oftheoccupation

num bers.

P (N 1;N 2;t) (41)

W ith them entioned transition probabilitiesfollows:

@

@t
P (N 1;N 2;t)= W

+

N 2� 1
(N 2jN 2 � 1)P (N2 � 1;t)

+ W
�

N 2+ 1
(N 2jN 2 + 1)P (N 2 + 1;t)

� W
+

N 2

(N 2 + 1jN 2)P (N 2;t)

� W
�

N 2

(N 2 � 1jN2)P (N 2;t) (42)

and

@

@t
P (N 1;N 2;t)

=

�

E 21 +
E 2

N
(N 2 � 1)(N1 + 1)

�

P (N 1 + 1;N 2 � 1;t)
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+

�

E 12 +
E 1

N
(N 2 + 1)(N 1 � 1)

�

P (N 1 � 1;N2 + 1;t)

� [E21 + E 12 + (E 1 + E 2)N 2(N � N2)] P (N 1;N 2;t) (43)

Ifweuse the relation N 1 + N 2 = N (i.e.,N 1 = N � N2),wecan write:

@

@t
P (N 2;t)

=

�

E 21 +
E 2

N
(N 2 � 1)(N � N2 + 1)

�

P (N 2 � 1;t)

+

�

E 12 +
E 1

N
(N 2 + 1)(N � N2 � 1)

�

P (N 2 + 1;t)

�

�

E 21 + E 12 +
(E 1 + E 2)

N
N 2(N � N2)

�

P (N 2;t) (44)

To obtain statem entsforthe determ inistic case,wede�ne the m ean value:

hN 2(t)i =

1X

N 2= 0

N 2 P (N 2;t): (45)

By m ultiplying them asterequation with N 2 and a following sum m ation,we

obtain:

d

dt
hN 2(t)i =

E 2 � E1

N
hN 2(N � N2)i + (E 21 � E12): (46)

Using the approxim ation h(N 2)
2i� hN2i

2 and the abbreviations

x2 =
hN 2i

N
; � = E 2 � E1 ; � =

E 21 � E12

N
(47)

weachievethe corresponding determ inistic equations:

dx2

dt
= � x2 (1� x2) + � (48)

Letuscom pare the stationary behaviourofboth the stochastic and the de-

term inisticm odel.In thecaseoftwotechnologieswecan explicitly derivethe

stationary solution ofthe m asterequation:

P
0(N 2) =

W + (N 2)W
+ (N 2 � 1) � � � W+ (N � 1)

W � (N 2 + 1)W � (N 2 + 2) � � � W� (N )
P
0(N ) (49)

In the determ inistic casethe stationary solution forE 2 > E 1 is:

x2 = 1; thatis N 2 = N (50)
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Thenew (better)technology willreplacetheold one.Ifa �nalstablestation-

ary solution isreached by the system allplantswilluse the new technology.

Forthestochasticcasewegeta quitedi�erentpicture.In particular,the

probabilitydistribution P (N 2)6= 0forN 2 6= N .Thatm eans,in thestochastic

casetheold and new technologywillcoexist,giventhatthedi�erencebetween

E 1 and E 2 isnottoo large.O therwise,the old technology willonly survive

in a sm allniche.

An interesting case occurs,ifthe spontaneousratesare E 21 = E 12 = 0.

In this case the states N 1 = 0,N 2 = 0 are called absorber states.This

m eans,the system can notleave these states.Forthe stationary solution of

the m asterequation weget:

P
0(N 2) = �1 �0N 2

+ �2 �N N 2
;�1 + �2 = 1 (51)

�i isa realnum berbetween zero and one,From the absorberstatesN 2 = 0

and N 1 = 0 (N 2 = N )the otherstatescan notbe reached.

From the initialstate follows,which stationary solution is occupied by

the system .After som e calculationswe can give for �2 in the lim it N � 1

and N 2(t= 0)the following equation:

�2 =

(
0 for E 2 < E 1

1�

�
E 1

E 2

�N 2(0)

for E 2 > E 1

(52)

with N 2(0)= N 2(t= 0)the initialstate ofthe system .IsN 2(0)the num ber

ofusersattim et= 0 ofthetechnology 2,then �2 istheprobability,thatfor

t! 1 N 2 = N userschange to technology 2.�1 isthe probability thatfor

t! 1 N 2 = 0 (i.e.,N 1 = N )userschangesto technology 2,thism eansthe

new technology hasnotsurvived.In general,�i isthesurvivalprobability of

technology i.

Ifa sm allnum berofplantsN 2(0)use a new technology,thistechnology

willdisappear ifits growth rate E 2 is sm aller than that ofthe old one.If

the growth rate E 2 ofthe new technology is considerable larger,the new

technology willbe successfulwith the probability.

1 �

�
E 1

E 2

� N 2(0)

(53)

Then,with the sm allprobability:

�
E 1

E 2

� N 2(0)

(54)

the old technology willstillbe used in the system .

In the determ inistic case a new technology with higher growth rates is

always successful.This is the case ofpure Darwinian selection where the

�ttestand only the �ttestsurvivesatthe end ofthe process.
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W hatweobservein socio-econom icsystem isusuallyavarietyoftechnolo-

gies[101].Thiscan beeitherexplainedduetotheactionofm utationprocesses

and errorreproduction ordue to thepresenceofstochasticprocesses.Aswe

showed abovein thestochasticsituation thenew bettertechnology willonly

survive with a certain probability.Em piricalstudies ofgrowth processesin

ensem bles oftechnologies m ight shed light on which growth m echanism is

presentin a certain system .

3.3.2 Technologies w ith Q uadratic G row th R ates In the following

we consideragain the case with absorberstates,thatm eanswe neglectthe

term s E 21,E 12.As an extension to the m odelintroduced above,instead

ofthe linear term s (E 1,E 2) we introduce now non-linear com ponents (b1,

b2,V ).V is a param eter which in biochem icalapplications stays for the

spatialvolum eofthe system .In generalterm sitisrelated to the sizeofthe

system .Rem em berthatwestillhavea system with a constanttotalnum ber

ofelem ents(plants).Soallprocessesappearastransition processes.Thenon-

linearitiesm ightstay forprocessesofcatalyticself-reproduction aswellasfor

transition orm utation processesinuencesby othertypes(technologies).W e

can write the transition probabilitiesas:

W
+ (N 1)=

b1

N V
N 2 N

2

1 (55)

W
� (N 1)=

b2

N V
N

2

2 N 1 (56)

(com pare[36]in detailforan application tobiochem icalsystem s).W eassum e

thatthe sum ofthe occupation num bersrem ainsconstant:

N 1 + N 2 = N = const: (57)

The probability distribution oftheoccupation num bersis:

P (N 1;N 2;t) (58)

Analogous to the above chapter we can form ulate the m aster equation as

follows:

@

@t
P (N 1;t)= W

+ (N 1 � 1)P (N1 � 1;t) + W
� (N 1 + 1)P (N 1 + 1;t)

�
�
W

+ (N 1)+ W
� (N 1)

�
P (N 1;t) (59)

By m ultiplying the m aster equation with N k=V and sum m ing over alloc-

cupation num bers,we can get after factorization of the m ean values the

determ inistic equation:

hN ki=V = xk with x1 + x2 =
N

V
= C = const:

_xi = bi x
2

i � ’ xi ; i = 1;2 (60)



M odelling Selforganization and Innovation Processesin Networks 35

with

’ =
b1x

2
1 + b2x

2
2

C
(61)

Equationsofthesam eform havebeen derived forso-calledhypercyclicsystem

to describetheevolution ofm acrom olecules[40].Theirbehaviourisvery well

understood.Asa resultofthequadraticterm sin thegrowth ratesthephase

spaceissplitinto two regionsseparated by a separatrix Si:

s

xi= 0

s

Si

s

xi= C

Fig.12.Phase space in the determ inistic case

Letusalso noteherethatbecauseoftheN equalconstantcondition the

dim ensionality ofthe system reduces.Due to the nature ofthe transition

process,the occupation num bers in the system change along a diagonalof

the two-dim ensionalphase space.In the determ inistic picture,the selection

behaviourdependson theinitialconditionsxi(t= 0)ofthesystem .A certain

technology ionly can win (xi = C fort! 1 ),ifthe initialcondition places

the system beyond the pointofthe separatrix:

xi(0) > Si ; Si =
C bj

bi+ bj
(62)

Thisway itispossible thata new technology i,even when having a greater

growth rate, will not win because at the beginning the num ber of users

(plants)istoo sm all.

xi(t= 0) < Si (63)

Such a situation hasbeen called once-foreverselection orhyperselection.In

the case ofm acrom olecular evolution this feature was used to explain the

uniqueness ofthe genetic code.For technologicalevolution we have argued

elsewherethathyperselection isan alternativeexplanation forso-called lock-

in phenom ena oftechnologies[15,16].Thesituation changesagain ifwelook

atthestochasticpicture.Herethe phasespacelooksasfollows:

s

N 2 = 0

s

S2V

s

N 2 = N = CV

Fig.13.Phase space in the stochastic case
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The two absorberstatesforthe stochasticcaseareagain:

N 2 = 0 ; N 1 = N ; (64)

N 2 = N ; N 1 = 0 : (65)

The initialstateisN 2(t)= N 2(t= 0):

P (N 2;0) = �N 2N 2(t= 0) : (66)

The �nalstate is:

P (N 2;t= 1 ) = �1 �0N 2
+ �2 �N N 2

: (67)

Aftersom ecalculationswegetforthecaseN 2(0)= 1(oneuseroftechnology

2 occursatt= 0):

�2 =
1

�

1+
b1

b2

� N � 1
(68)

�2 isthe probability,thatthe new technology winsthe com petition process.

�

2

b

2

b

1

20 40 60 80 100

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

Fig.14.Survivalprobability ofa new technology in system s ofdi�erentsize (fat

line N = 10,dashed line N = 40,dotted line N = 70,�ne line N = 100)

In the stochastic case,the separatrix S is penetrated with a certain prob-

ability.The once-forever behaviour disappears.The better technology can

win the selection processwith certain probability even ifitstartsonly with
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oneuseratthebeginning.Thisprobability increasesrapidly forsm alloverall

num bersofusers,asfollowsfrom theequation and asitcan beseen in Fig.14

[35].In the stochasticdescription,the presenceofuctuationsisresponsible

to help the technology to crossthe barrierforentry in the m arket.

Thise�ectissize dependent.In sm allersystem sthe probability forsur-

vivalofnew technologies even in a hyperselection situation increases.This

can be also interpreted in econom ic term s.A sm allsize ofthe system refers

to the size ofthe m arketin which the com petition between the old and the

new technology takesplace.Ifanew technology isprotected by certain m ech-

anism sitcan win theprocessin a m arketoflim ited com petition.Thisway it

can obtain asigni�cantnum berofearly adoptersand then goto a m oreopen

and biggerm arketwith an im proved chance ofsurvival.In other words,in

sm allniches,even in alock-in situation,a new technology can replacetheold

one.By travelling from one niche to anotherorin growing niches(dynam ic

niche),the new technology would even be ableto getcontroloverthe whole

m arket.There is som e em piricalevidence thatsuch processestake place in

technologicalchange(fora discussion see[19]).

3.3.3 Technologies w ith M ixed G row th R ates In the following,we

consider the generalcase where the growth rates of a certain technology

contain both linearaswellasnon-linearterm s.The transition probabilities

forthiscaseare:

W
+ (N 1)=

E 1

N
N 1 N 2 +

b1

N V
N 2 N

2

1 (69)

W
� (N 1)=

E 2

N
N 1 N 2 +

b2

N V
N 1 N

2

2 (70)

Again here we assum e that E 12 = E 21 = 0,so we have absorber states.

Further,thenum berofelem ents(plants)in thesystem isconstant:N 1+ N 2 =

N = const:.In analogy to the case studies above we can write the m aster

equation:

@

@t
P (N 1;t)= W

+ (N 1 � 1)P (N1 � 1;t) + W
� (N 1 + 1)P (N 1 + 1;t)

�
�
W

+ (N 1)+ W
� (N 1)

�
P (N 1;t) (71)

In thesam eway asdescribesabovewecan derivethedeterm inisticcounter-

partto the stochasticdynam ics.
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Forthegeneralcasethesurvivalprobabilityforanew technology�N 2(0);N

can be calculated:

�N 2(0);N =

1+

N 2(0)� 1X

j= 1

jY

i= 1

E 1 + b1
N � i

V

E 2 + b2
i

V

1+

N � 1X

j= 1

jY

i= 1

E 1 + b1
N � i

V

E 2 + b2
i

V

(72)

Thisresultwas�rstobtainedin [36]andextensivelyapplied tosocio-econom ic

problem sin [16].Ascan be seen from the form ula above,the survivalprob-

ability fora new technology � notonly dependson the selection advantage

(the relation ofthe param etersE i,bi),butalso on the size ofthe system N

(the overallusernum ber)and the initialnum berofusers.

3.3.4 Sum m ary { G eneralA spectsofthe SurvivalP robability ofa

N ew Technology Thestochasticanalysisofcom petition processesoftech-

nologies in a m arket where the num ber ofoverallusers is restricted shows

rem arkabledi�erencesto theresultsknown from a determ inisticdescription.

Letusnoteherethatwith therestriction to m arketswith a �xed num berof

econom icagents,werestrictourselvestotechnologicalsubstitution processes.

However,using theapproach ofunder-occupied system sthisrestriction does

notrepresenta lim itation fortheinnovation process.A variety offuturepos-

sible innovative types is included in the system alltim es.The population

ofagents (�xed in size) can unlim ited travelover the �eld ofinnovations.

Already with this restriction the stochastic analysiscom pared with the de-

term inistic one represents an increase in m athem aticalcom plexity at the

descriptivelevel.In them ultidim ensionalgeneralcasean analyticalsolution

ofthe m asterequation isnotavailable.Som e resultscan be obtained using

com puter sim ulations [106,57,18].However,what we showed so far is how

statem ents about the survivalprobability in the long run can be derived.

Resultsare available forcertain specialcasesaswe presented above.Letus

sum m arize the results for the specialcase oftwo-dim ensionalsystem swith

N 1 + N 2 = N = const:and with the two absorberstatesN 2 = 0,N 2 = N .

Absorber states m eans here that once the states N 2 = 0 or N 2 = N are

reached,they cannotbe leftanym ore.

Asm entioned above,thiscasecan betreated exactly [106,36,27].Accord-

ing to theabsorbercharacterwem ay assum ethatthestationary probability

which isthe targetofevolution hasa delta-characterand can be written as:

P (N 2;t= 1 ) = � �N N 2
+ (1� �)�0N 2

: (73)

Here,� isthesurvivalprobability ofthesecond technologywhich issupposed

to be the new oneentering the m arket.An expression forthe survivalprob-
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ability � can be calculated with the help ofone constantofm otion for the

generalcase[36]:

�N 2(0);N =

1+

N 2(0)� 1X

j= 1

jY

i= 1

W
�

i

W
+

i

1+

N � 1X

j= 1

jY

i= 1

W
�

i

W
+

i

for 0 < N 2(0) < N (74)

and

�N 2(0);N = 1 for N 2(0) = N : (75)

As we introduced in subsection 3.2.1 the transition probabilities W + and

W � represent quite a variety ofdi�erent processes which allare linked to

certain param eters.Further,theinitialconditionsand the system sizeN are

im portantforthe survivalofa new technology (seefordetails[16]).

In particular we considered the following representations of transition

probabilities:

1.Fortechnologieswith lineargrowth rates(linearcase)

W
+

N 2

= E 2

N � N2

N
N 2 ;W

�

N 2

= E 1

N � N2

N
N 2 (76)

2.Fortechnologieswith quadraticgrowth rates(quadraticcase)

W
+

N 2

= b2
N � N2

N V
N

2

2 ;W �

N 2

= b1
(N � N2)

2

N V
N 2 (77)

3.Fortechnologieswith certain m ixed growth rates(generalcase)

W
+

N 2

= E 2

N � N2

N
N 2 + b2

N � N2

N V
N

2

2 (78)

W
�

N 2

= E 1

N � N2

N
N 2 + b1

(N � N2)
2

N V
N 2 (79)

W e derived certain expressions for the survivalprobabilities by solving

the absorberproblem .These expressionscan be treated furtherand certain

specialcasescan be discusses.

1.Forthe linearcasethe survivalprobability hasbeen de�ned as

�N 2(0);N =

1�

�
E 1

E 2

� N 2(0)

1�

�
E 1

E 2

� N 1)
(80)
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W e now consider the specialcase ofvery large system s (m any possible

users).In thiscase� can be sim pli�ed to:

�N 2(0);N ! 1 = 0 for E 2 < E 1 (81)

and

�N 2(0);N ! 1 = 1 �

�
E 1

E 2

� N 2(0)

for E 2 > E 1 : (82)

Ifwethen considera certain initialcondition,thecasethata technology

startswith justoneuser(plant)N 2(0)= 1,wecan reducetheexpression

forthe survivalprobability onestep further

�N 2(0)= 1;N ! 1 = 0 for E 2 < E 1 (83)

�N 2(0)= 1;N ! 1 = 1 �
E 1

E 2

for E 2 > E 1 : (84)

2.Forthe quadraticcasethe survivalprobability hasbeen de�ned as

�N 2(0);N =

1+

N 2(0)� 1X

j= 1

�
b1

b2

� j �
N � 1

j

�

�

1+
b1

b2

� N � 1
(85)

Thisequation can be written down m ore speci�ed ifwe considera new

technology starting with justone userN 2(0):

�N 2(0);N =
1

�

1+
b1

b2

� N � 1
(86)

3.In the generalcasethe survivalprobability hasthe following form .

�N 2(0);N =

1+

N 2(0)� 1X

j= 1

jY

i= 1

E 1 + b1
N � i

V

E 2 + b2
i

V

1+

N � 1X

j= 1

jY

i= 1

E 1 + b1
N � i

V

E 2 + b2
i

V

(87)

In the specialcaseofa technology starting with justoneuserN 2(0)= 1

weobtain:

�N 2(0);N =
1

1+

N � 1X

j= 1

jY

i= 1

E 1 + b1
N � i

V

E 2 + b2
i

V

(88)
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In general,thetransition probabilitiesdepend on thesystem size,thesys-

tem param etersand theinitialconditions.In thestochasticcaseweobviously

�nd a niche e�ect.In the niche,the sharpnessofselection isdim inished.In

the linear case,good and bad technologies can tem porally coexist.In the

quadraticcase,theonce-forevere�ectofa com petition and selection process

iscountered by thenichee�ect.Thenicherepresentsapossibility forabetter

technology to win the com petition even in the situation thata lock-in e�ect

can beobserved.Locally developed nichesm ay play aconstructiverolein the

technologicalevolution and can be observed in large com plex system s,such

aseconom icsystem s.Thedescription,with the help ofthe m asterequation,

includes processes,which play a role in these sm alldom ains (niches).In a

niche,the new technology isprotected againstextinction fora lim ited tim e.

After winning the com petition in this sm allarea,the new technology can

infectthe whole system ,and m ay be established atthe end.

3.4 Stochastic A nalysis ofM ultiple D ecision P rocesses { the

M odelling ofTechnologicalN etw orks

3.4.1 Ehrenfest’s U rn-M odels w ith H igher C orrelations In subsec-

tion 3.1.1weintroduced theurn-m odelofEhrenfest.TheideaoftheEhrenfest

urn m odelwasextended towardsprocesseswhich also changethetotalnum -

berofelem entsin the system .In thelastsubsectionswerestricted ourselves

to the Ehrenfest approach by considering transition probabilities only,and

derived analyticalresultsforthe survivalprobability forthe specialcase of

two com peting technologies.In thissection weuseagain theidea ofa system

with constant size,but extend the dim ensionality ofthe system .Here,we

have in m ind under-occupied system s where the num ber ofpossible di�er-

enttechnologiesis large.O nly the num ber ofsearching plantsis restricted.

Now we willconsiderthe com petition between sdi�erenttechnologies.This

correspondsto the existence ofs urns,which are �lled with N 1;N 2;:::;N s

spheres.W e start a stochastic gam e where,at random tim es,spheres are

taken outofan urn and putto anotherurn.Here we considera gam e with

binary decisions,wherethetransition from oneurn jtoanotherurn iisgiven

by the following transition probabilities.

W (N 1 :::;N i+ 1;:::;N j � 1;:::;NsjN 1;:::;N i;:::;N j;:::;N s)

= A ij N j + B ij N iN j +
X

k

Cijk N iN jN k (89)

Thisisa generalization ofthe transition ratesintroduced so farin the case

oftwo technologies.In particular,we have in m ind the m utualsupport or

hinderingoftechnologies.Asdiscussed in theeconom icliterature,innovations

areoften theoutcom eofan innovation networkwith di�erentactorsinvolved.

W e can assum e thatthe decision ofa certain plantor�rm to im plem enta
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certain technology dependsboth on other�rm susing the sam etechnologies

and also on other�rm susing di�erent,butsom e how related,technologies.

Thestochasticgam eweproposehereisa hopping processofplantsbetween

technologies.

Them ean valuesofthe occupation num bersin the therm odynam iclim it

approxim atelyfollowsadi�erentialequation.In thesectionsaboveweshowed

such approxim ationforthecaseoftwotechnologieswith linear,quadraticand

speci�cnon-lineargrowth rates.Thedeterm inisticequationsweobtained cor-

respond to Fisher-Eigen-Schusterequations.Forthegeneralization proposed

abovea setofLotka-Volterra equation followsin the determ inistic lim it:

d

dt
xi =

X

j

 

A ij xj + B ij N xixj +
X

k

Cijk N
2
xixjxk

!

(90)

with
hN ii

N
= xi :

Thegeneralcasecan only behandled by com putersim ulations.Theequation

abovecom prisesthe caseoftwo technologieswith non-lineargrowth ratesif

weintroducethe following correspondencebetween param eters[31]:

A 21 = 0 ; B 12 =
E 1

N
; C12k =

b1

N
�1k ; k = f1;2g (91)

A 12 = 0 ; B 21 =
E 2

N
; C21k =

b2

N
�2k (92)

W (N 2 + 1;N 1 � 1jN1;N 2) = E 2

N 1N 2

N
+ b2

N 2
2N 1

N
(93)

3.4.2 D ecision P rocessesand the D ynam ics ofa N etw ork ofTech-

nologies In this section we return to the generaldynam ics ofinteracting

technologies.In subsection 3.2.1 we gave a shorteconom ic interpretation of

processes like spontaneous generation,self-reproduction,decay and conver-

sion ortransition.Alltheseprocessescan beinterpreted in term sofdecision

processesby �rm sorplantsrelated to expansion orshrink and related to the

choiceofdi�erenttechnologiesfrom a setoftechnologiesavailable.Thecase

ofinnovation interpreted as�rstoccupation ofasofarunoccupied technolog-

icalpossibility isjustone processin a whole setofdecision processesm ade

by �rm s.The substitution case between old and new technologies that we

discussed earlierin detailrepresentsa very speci�cdecision.In thefollowing,

we willgive a detailed interpretation ofdi�erentpossible decision processes

(forfurthereconom icinterpretation pleaseconsultalso [16]).

W e start again with the set ofoccupation num bers.N i is the num ber

ofplantsusing a certain technology i.W e considera network ofs di�erent
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technologiescom peting with each otheri= 1;:::;s.W e willno longerstick

to the assum ption thatthetotalnum berofplantsin thesystem willrem ain

constant.Thisway,we also considergrowth and decline processesnotonly

ofcertain used technologiesin thesystem butalso ofthesystem ,them arket

asa whole.

W ecan di�erentiatebetween changeswhich takeplaceinsideonetypeof

users(wherethetypeorthegroup thattheusersbelongtoischaracterizedby

thetechnology they use).Forinstance,thenum berofusersofthetechnology

im ay increaseordecrease.Thisisa stepwiseprocesswhich only changesthe

occupation num berby one:

(N i) � ! (Ni+ 1)

(N i) � ! (Ni� 1)
(94)

Furtherm ore,changes can take place between di�erent types of users.

M athem atically thisisexpressed by thesim ultaneouschangeoftwo occupa-

tion num bers: �
N i

N j

�

� !

�
N i� 1

N j + 1

�

(95)

Plants can take decisions to leave a certain technology they have been us-

ing before,they can develop a new technology,oruse a technology already

established in the m arket.They can also develop furthera technology they

havealready used and in thisway createa new typeoftechnology.Notonly

technologiescan enterthe m arket;�rm salso can enterthe m arket.The cre-

ation ofa new �rm m ightbe connected to a established technology,related

to the introduction ofa new technology.The problem technologies face by

theirintroduction into a m arketare com parableto the problem s�rm shave

by entering a certain m arket.Herebarriersforentry m ightalso occurwhich

hinderacertain technologyin enteringam arket.O n theotherside,anetwork

of�rm sm ightcreatesupportfora new �rm ,oralso fora new technology,to

enter the m arket(the system ).Coalitions and cooperation are exam ples of

synergetice�ectsin the introduction ofnew technologies.

W ewillnow form ulatesom epossiblechangesin thelanguageoftransition

probabilities:

1.The num berofplantsusing a certain technology iincreases:

N i � ! Ni+ 1 (96)

This change can be the result ofdi�erent processes which are further

di�erentiable.

� A0iN i { linearself-reproduction:the num ber ofplants willgrow ac-

cordingtotheexistingnum berofplants.Iftheseplantsbelongtoone

�rm ,�rm growth is m odelled.Ifthey belong to di�erent �rm s,the

growth ofan industrialsectorisconsidered.The growth rate ofthis

processislinear.Letusrem em berherethatifonly thisprocesstakes

placein the system the technology would increaseexponentially.
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� A1iN
2
i { self-am pli�cation (second orderself-reproduction):here the

num berofplantsalready using the technology createsa network ef-

fectofhigherorderwhich speedsup the growth m om entum forthis

speci�c technology.

� Bij N iN j { sponsoring orsupporting from otherplants:in thiscase

plantsusingadi�erenttechnologyjarerelevantforthegrowth ofthe

technology i.O ne can think ofsystem sofcoupled technologies,one

supporting the other,orofproduction chainswhere one technology

relieson others.

Forthiscasethe transition probabilitiescan be written:

W (N i+ 1;N jjN i;N j) = A
0

i N i + A
1

i N
2

i + B ij N iN j (97)

Thedi�erentcoe�cientsorparam etersdescribethestrength ofa certain

e�ectwhich isacting in the system .

2.Spontaneousform ation ofa new plantwith a certain technology

N i � ! Ni+ 1 (98)

� �0 {spontaneousform ation:heretheentry ofplantsisnotconnected

to the num berofthosealready existing.O necan think ofa startup.

The startup can either startwith an already existing technology or

belinked to thedevelopm entofa new technology.In thelattercase,

N i would be zero atthe beginning.O ne would usually assum e that

the num berofnew plantscreated spontaneously isrelatively low.

W (N i+ 1;N jjN i;N j) = �0 (99)

3.Decreaseofthe num berofthe plantsusing technology i

N i � ! Ni� 1 (100)

� D0iN i { linear decrease:G iven that each technology in the m arket

occupiesa certain nichein them arket,onecan assum ethatthenum -

ber ofplants using a technology which can notsurvive willdepend

on the sizeofthe population ofallplantsusing thattechnology.

� D1iN
2
i { non-linear decrease or restricted capacity:this process re-

m ains for a network e�ect ofthe num ber ofplants using a certain

technology which drivesplantsoutofthe m arket.Thisprocessisre-

sponsible for the existence ofa restricted capacity in m arkets with

lineargrowing technologies.W ithouttheexistenceofdecreaseterm s

ofhigherorder,onewould beconfronted with in�nite,explodingm ar-

ketswhich stay in contradiction to em piricalobservations.

W (N i� 1;NjjN i;N j) = D
0

i N i + D
1

i N
2

i (101)
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4.O rigin ofa new technology connected to the form ation ofa new plant

(induced innovation)

�
0

N j

�

� !

�
N i = 1

N j

�

(102)

� MijN j{ Here we assum e that the creation ofa startup with a new

technology is not a pure spontaneous process but is related to the

num ber ofplants using another (relevant for the new technology)

technology.

W (N i = 1;N jjN i = 0;N j) = M ij N j (103)

5.Changein the useofa technology (conversion,transition)

�
N i

N j

�

� !

�
N i+ 1

N j � 1

�

(104)

� AijN j {sim pletransition from jtoi:in thiscasethedecision to take

overanew technologyisonlyinuenced bythenum berofplantsusing

a certain technology.O ne can interpretthisprocessin the following

way.Ifthenum berofplantsusingthesam etechnologyincreases,then

thecom petition between theseplantsalso increasesand plantsm ight

bem otivated to look foranothertechnology to increasetheirchances

on the m arket.In the case where the technology isnotyetoccupied

(not yet invented),the transition willalso create an innovation for

thesystem .Letusnoteherethatbesidespontaneousgeneration and

the induced innovation,thisprocessisim portantfortheexploration

ofnew areasin the technologicalspace.

� BijN iN j {transition from jtoi,in addition isprom oted by i:in gen-

eralone can assum e thatplantsdo notactin isolation.Conversely,

the inform ation owsbetween �rm sand plantsaboutm arketcondi-

tions and technologicalchange,are an im portant part ofeconom ic

processes.Im portantin theprocesswediscusshereisthedecision to

usea certain new technology j(hereweusenew in thesensethatthe

technology is new for the plant) which is related to the num ber of

�rm salready using thistechnology.W e can furtherassum e thatthe

num berof�rm susingatechnologycan beinterpreted asam easureof

attractivenessofthisparticulartechnology.In thiscase,the process

representsone form in which im itation can be m odelled.

� CijkN iN jN k { transition from j to i,that in addition is prom oted

(sponsored) by j and k:this process represents one possibility to

introduce a network e�ectin the decision processofone �rm to use

a certain technology.O necan im agine thatthe technologiesj and k

are related in sense ofa production chain orthatthey com plem ent

each other.
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W (N i+ 1;N j � 1jNi;N j)

= A ij N j + B ij N iN j +
X

k

Cijk N iN jN k (105)

Theintroduced m odeliscom posed in a m odularway.Di�erentprocesses

related to thechangein theoccupation num berspacehavebeen introduced.

W ealso called theseprocesseselsewhereelem entary processes.In thepresen-

tation above we tried to give exam plesofprocessesrelevantin the decision

behaviour of�rm s using di�erent technologies.However,alternative de�ni-

tion and the introduction offurtherprocessesare possible within the m odel

fram ework.The task consists of the de�nition of processes which can be

observed em pirically in theeconom y.Them odelrepresentsa speci�cway to

operationalizeprocessesofdecision m akinginside�rm s,theinform ation ows

between �rm sand the interactivepattern between technologies.By relating

alltheseprocessesto theoccupation num berspacea certain reduction ofin-

form ation takesplace.O n theotherhand,thedi�erentparam etersallowsfor

the possibility ofincluding furthereconom ic inform ation.The advantage of

them odularstructureofthem odelisthatitputsdi�erentprocessestogether

and placesthem in an evolutionary fram ework.G rowth of�rm s,substitution

processes,invention and im itation,startupsand �rm closing are allpartof

one m odel.Ifwe link the m odelto itsdeterm inistic counterpart,the instru-

m entarium ofdynam icsystem sbecom esavailable.Thisway,atleast,wecan

hopeto getsom einsightsin theanalyticstructureofthem odeland possible

stationary states as wellas their stability behaviour.Using the stochastic

m odelfor sim ulationswe can obtain a lotofstatem ents aboutthe system s

behaviour.Interesting investigationscan bem adeby variation oftheparam -

eters.Di�erentkindsofconnectionscan be analyzed.

Beyond theeconom icinterpretation chosen forthem odel,thefram ework

can bealsoapplied in quitedi�erentcontexts.In anyofthesenew application

areastypes,elem entsand thenetworkofconnectionshavetobeinterpreted at

new again.Som eoftheauthorsapplied the m odelforbiochem icalprocesses

[35],forgrowth,com petition and evolution ofscienti�c specialties[18],and

forthe dynam icsofvaluesand com petences[104].

3.4.3 Further A nalysis ofthe P robability D istribution In thecase

thatwe obtain the probability distribution P (N 1;:::;N s;t)analytically,or

by com putersim ulations,itispossible to getthe tim e-behaviourofthe m o-

m ents(m ean values,correlation functions)in dependenceon theparam eters

ofthe system using the generation function [57,35].Forthe partialdi�eren-

tialequation given in section 3.2.1 we can get an approxim ate solution by

introducing the transform ation [90]

F = exp[	(�i)N ]; �i = si � 1 (106)
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atwhich the function  (�i)isexpanded in a Taylorseries

	 =
X

i

ai �i +
1

2!

X

i;j

bij �i�j +
1

3!

X

i;j;k

cijk �i�j�k + ::: (107)

The coe�cients a i and bij are in term s ofthe m om ents ofthe probability

distribution asfollows:

ai =
hN ii

N
(108)

bii =
1

N

�

N

2

i

�
� hNii

�
(109)

bij = [hN iN ji] (110)

These equationsgive us inform ation aboutthe deviation from the Poisson-

distribution (Poisson-distributionm eansforthecoe�cientsb ij = 0;8 i;jand

allexponentialcoe�cientsofhigherorderarealso zero).From theequations

wecan getaclosed setofdi�erentialequationsforthem ean valuesaiand the

variancesbij.Provided thatwecan neglectthecoe�cientshigherthan second

order,we can achieve an approxim ative solution of the set of di�erential

equations.Especially forprocesseswhich satisfy am ulti-Poisson distribution,

thecoe�cientshigherthan �rstorderarezero in theTaylorexpansion.This

is the case ifwe getforF or	,respectively,a partialdi�erentialequation

linear in si and at m ost of�rst order.Ifwe know in this case the m ean

valuesai = hN ii=N and startatt= 0 with a m ulti-Poisson distribution,we

can getan exactsolution forthe probability distribution.The solution isa

m ulti-Poisson distribution foralltim es

P (N ;t) =
Y

i

hN i(t)i
N i

N i!
exp[� hNii] (111)

Now we answerthe question,which processes(transition probabilitiesfrom

subsection 3.2.1) lead to a m ulti-Poisson distribution,i.e.,which processes

have in the generating function at m ost term s with a �rst derivative with

respect to si and are linear in si.Then,the generating function looks as

follows:

_F (s;t) =
X

j

A
(2)

i (1� si)
@F

@si
+ A

(3)

ij (si� sj)
@F

@sj
(112)

So we can get

_	(�;t)=
X

i

X

j

n

� A
(2)

i �iai + A
(3)

ij (�i� �j)

o

(113)

_ai = � A
(2)

i ai +
X

i6= j

A
(3)

ij aj � ai

X

i6= j

A
(3)

ij (114)



48 Hartm ann-Sonntag etal.

Ifwe startatt= 0 with a m ulti-Poisson distribution,the probability distri-

bution rem ainsa m ulti-Poisson distribution foralltim es

P (N ;t) = exp[� hN (t)iC ]
Y

i

hN i(t)i
N i

N i!
(115)

The extinction probability ofthe wholecom ponentis

P (0;t) = exp[� hNC (t)i] (116)

Thisextinction probability dependson theoverallnum berofindividualsN C

ofthe com ponentand decreasesexponentially with hN C (t)i.

A detailed description forthecalculation ofthem om entsoftheprobabil-

ity distribution P (N 1;:::;N s;t)and theprobabilitydistribution wasgiven in

the work ofHeinrich and Sonntag [57].The tim e-behaviourofthe m om ents

could be achieved with the help ofgenerating function.Deviationsfrom the

Poisson behaviourwereinvestigated.Fluctuationsand theirinuenceon the

system structure and behaviour could be analyzed.The analysis of tim e-

dependentcorrelation functionscould also be interesting forthe description

ofsocio-econom icsystem s.

4 Sum m ary

Thispaperisdevoted to thestudy ofinnovation processesin socio-econom ic

contexts.In particular,we investigate the inuence ofstochastic e�ects on

processesofself-organization and evolution.W e take a specialnetwork per-

spective.Starting with the new em ergent�eld ofcom plex networkstheory,

wedevelop ourown approach ofsensitivenetworksrelevanttothedescription

ofan innovation.

Innovation is�rstintroduced on a generallevelasa speci�c processthat

changes the com position and dynam ic constitution ofa system .W e use a

discreterepresentation ofthesystem in term sofa spaceofoccupation num -

bers.Then,innovationcan bedescribed asahoppingprocessbetween positive

cones.Further,we introduce the notion ofan under-occupied system .This

way weim plem enta setofpossiblefuturepathsofdevelopm entsin ourm od-

elling.W e relate this abstract notion ofan innovation to the discussion of

innovation processesin econom ics.

Intheeconom icliterature,innovationhasbeen understoodastheoutcom e

ofprocessesrunning on networksofdi�erentactors.W econcentrateon �rm s

and technologiesin thispaper.W epresenta network theory ofinnovation by

m apping thedynam icinteractionsrelated to theem ergenceofan innovation

in form ofa graph.

Figure 15 illustrates our approach.The system is com posed ofa large

set ofenum erable types.Each ofthese types is represented by a node.At

a certain point in tim e,only a sm allpart ofthese nodes are active.The
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pattern ofinteraction between them (including processes ofself-inuence)

determ inesthedynam iccom position ofthesystem .Itisvisualized in term sof

(active)linksbetween thenodes.Thisactivenetworkwillproduceadynam ics

which hasa certain setofstable states.W e assum e thatthe activated part

ofthe network isem bedded in a m uch largernetwork ofinactive nodesand

links.Theinactivenodesrepresentfuturepossibilitiesin theevolution ofthe

system .An innovation appears when a unoccupied node becom es occupied

forthe �rsttim e.W ith this�rstoccupation,the setoflinksconnecting the

"new"nodewith already occupied nodesalsobecom esactivated.Itisreadily

apparentthat such an event changesthe whole com position ofthe system .

Accordingly,the stable state that the system m ight have reached already

becom esinstableand thesystem searchesforanew stablestate.Ifweassum e

that the interaction between the nodes (types) is a com petitive one,the

stable state ofa certain activated network can also include the deactivation

ofcertain nodes.Types(nodes)which areselected outwilltransitto a non-

occupied inactivestatus.

W e�rstdiscussstructural(static)propertiesofsuch arelationalnetwork.

In this way,instrum entsfrom random graph theory and percolation theory

becom erelevant.In particular,form ulaefortheprobabilitiesoftheoccurrence

and the distribution ofcom ponentsand cyclesin large networkshave been

obtained by com binatorialconsiderations.W e show that connectivity is a

centralm easurein thestructureofthesekindsofnetworks.Evolving,dynam ic

networksshow di�erentphenom ena com pared to random graphs.Theresults

bettercorrespond to �ndingsin realdata ofem piricalnetworkssuch asthe

appearanceofpowerlaw distributionsofthe degreefunction.

In the centre of the paper we turn to the discussion towards the dy-

nam icpropertiesofnetworks.In particular,wederivedescriptionsfora net-

work ofinteractingtechnologiesand interacting�rm s.W ecallthesenetworks

sensitive because innovation processesdescribed in term softhe rem ovalor

appearanceofanodem ightchangethedynam icbehaviourofthesystem dra-

m atically.W e use a stochastic description ofsuch an evolving network and

base thison the theory ofbirth and death processes.W e introduce di�erent

form softransitionprobabilitiesforclosed system saswellasforopen,growing

and declining system s.W e de�ne m aster equationsand non-lineardi�eren-

tialequations as their determ inistic equivalents.Contrary to determ inistic

m odels,the stochastic description o�ersthe advantage that,at�nite tim es,

new technologies(types)can ariseor\dieout".Further,theem ergenceofan

innovation can betreated asasingularstepwiseeventim plyingthetransition

from an under-occupied to an occupied state.

In som especialcasesthe m asterequation can be solved analytically and

a stationary survivalprobability foran innovation can be derived.W e show

that the stochastic dynam ics di�er essentially from the determ inistic.Sep-

aratrices,which decom pose the phase space,cannot be intersected in the

determ inistic case.In the stochastic case they can be crossed.This way,a



50 Hartm ann-Sonntag etal.

Fig.15.Illustration ofasensitivenetwork.Em bedded in alargenetwork ofinactive

nodesand linkstheactivated partofthenetwork (upperpartofthe�gure)changes

itscom position when an innovation isem erging (lowerpartofthe �gure).

\once-for-ever" orhyperselection thatisknown in econom icsaslock-in phe-

nom ena fortechnologiescan be avoided.

The stochastic m odelofnetworked dynam ic interactionsoftechnologies

isfurthergeneralized in a m ulti-dim ensionalcase.Processesrepresenting dif-

ferent non-linearities are discussed in the context oftechnologicalchange.

Although we use technologicalevolution as m ain reference point,we also
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pointto the factthatthe m odularstructure ofthe m odelalso allowsforits

application in quitedi�erent�elds.Applicationsin �eldsasbiology,popula-

tion theory and scienceofsciencehavebeen presented [45,18].
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