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(D ated:)

W eintroduceevolvingnetworkswherenew verticespreferentially connecttothem orecentralparts

ofa network. This m akes such networks com pact. Finite networks grown under the preferential

com pactness m echanism have com plex architectures,but in�nite ones tend towards the opposite,

having rapidly decreasing distributions ofconnections. W e present an analyticalsolution ofthe

problem fortree-like networks. O urapproach linksa collective self-optim ization m echanism ofthe

em ergence ofcom plex network architecturesto self-organization m echanism s.

PACS num bers:05.50.+ q,05.10.-a,05.40.-a,87.18.Sn

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

Self-organization versusoptim ization| these two pos-
sible explanationsofspeci�c network architectureshave
been extensively discussed in thelastfew years.Thefor-
m erm echanism ism oredeveloped and isa standard ex-
planation for fat-tailed degree distributions in networks
in m odern physicsliterature [1,2,3]. The optim ization
conceptoftheem ergenceofa com plex network structure
is m ore com m on for engineers and com puter scientists
[4,5,6,7].(Form oregeneralaspectsofself-organization
and optim ization conceptssee Refs.[8,9]and Ref.[10],
respectively.)
Usually these two explanations are seen as m utually

contradicting [11,12].However,theprocessofoptim iza-
tion ofa com plex network includes notan externalwill
(a single designer)but num erousagents. Each ofthese
agents(e.g.,vertices)solvesits \sel�sh",individualop-
tim ization problem | optim izesa num beroftrade-o�s|
and triesto arrangeitsconnectionsin the best(forthis
agent)way.Speakingin sim pleterm s,onecan even treat
optim ization ofthiskind in term sofself-organizationand
viceversa.
To bem oreconcrete,weconsidera m orenarrow class

ofm odels.The sim plestone,a m odelofa growing tree,
where each new vertex becom es attached to one ofex-
isting verticesselected in an optim alway,wasproposed
by Fabrikant,K outsoupias,and Papadim itriou,Ref.[7]
(for the detailed study ofthe m odel,see Ref.[13],see
also Ref.[14]). In the FK P m odelverticeshaverandom
geographicalcoordinatesin a restricted area.A new ver-
tex is attached to one ofvertices chosen to m inim ize a
linearcom bination of(i)the resulting shortest-network-
path distancebetween thenew vertex and therootofthe
treeand (ii)theEuclidean length ofthenew connection.
TheFK P m odelexploitsthecom petition oftwoobjec-

tives: a desire to connect to the center ofthe network,
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which producescom pactnetworks,and a desire to have
a physically short,cheap connection. The geographical
coordinates ofvertices are taken to be random ,as well
as,in fact,theEuclidean distancesbetween vertices.So,
one m ay roughly say that in this schem e,the com bina-
tion ofa length to thecenterofa network and a random
num ber is optim ized. Consequently,the com petition is
actually between com pactnessand random ness.
In this paper we study the interplay between these

two tendenciesto com pactnessand to random nessasthe
m echanism ofgeneration ofcom plex networks. W e for-
m ulate the problem in term s ofpreferentialattachm ent
and so link the optim ization m odelsto self-organization
ones.
W eintroducethefollowingm odelofagrowingnetwork

(tree):

(1) Ateach tim estep,avertexisadded tothenetwork.

(2) This vertex is attached to a vertex chosen with
probability proportionalto a function r(‘) of its
distance ‘from the root.

Thepreferencefunction r(‘)determ inesthestructureof
the network. Asisnatural,ifr(‘)= const,we arrive at
therandom attachm entgrowth and atan exponentialde-
greedistribution.W eshow thatifr(‘)israpidly decreas-
ing,theresultingdegreedistribution ofthe�nitenetwork
isofa com plex form with severaldistinctparts.O n the
otherhand,we�nd thatin thein�nitenetwork lim it,the
degreedistribution isarapidly decreasingfunction.Note
thedi�erenceofourapproachfrom thatofRef.[15]where
preferentialattachm ent ofnew vertices was determ ined
by geographicalcloseness (Euclidean distance),see also
Refs.[16,17,18].
O ur results,typicalresulting degree distributions in

�nite networks are shown in Figs.1(a),2(a),and 3(a).
Note thatthe num bersofverticesin these exam plesfar
exceed typicalsizesofnetworksin sim ulationsofnetwork
optim ization (see,e.g.,Refs.[6,19])and in m ostofthe
studied realnetworks.In thissense,the m odelprovides
com plex degreedistributionseven in \large" networks.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407643v1
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mailto:sdo@fyslab.hut.fi, sdorogov@fis.ua.pt
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FIG .1: (a)The degree distribution ofthe network growing

under the m echanism of preferential com pactness with the

preference function r(‘) = x
‘
. The value ofthe param eter

x is 0.5,the size ofthe network is t = 8825. Equation (9)

gives � = 47:72 for these values. The width ofthe plateau

is x� = 24,the height ofthe plateau 1=x = 2. (b) The dis-

tribution M (‘)in thisnetwork (the m ean num berofvertices

at a distance ‘ from the root). Notice that the num ber of

the nearest neighbors ofthe root,M (‘ = 1) = �,here is a

vanishingly sm allfraction ofthe totalnum berofvertices.

In the presentpaperweexplain the nature ofthisbe-
haviorofthedegreedistribution in networksofthiskind.
W e m ean the com bination ofa com plex form in the �-
nitenetworks,and a \trivial" onein thetherm odynam ic
lim it.Furtherm ore,weshow thatonecan essentially ex-
tend the rangeofthe observation ofthe com plex degree
distributionsby passing to m orerealisticm odels.
Notethatatreestructurewasassum ed onlytosim plify

analyticalcalculations(itiseasy to �nd intervertex dis-
tancesin trees).Thebasicidea ofthem odel,thatis,the
speci�c preferentiallinking that m akes a network m ore
com pact,m ay be also applied to networkswith loops.

II. EV O LU T IO N EQ U A T IO N S

The tree structure ofthe network sim pli�esthe prob-
lem .Itisconvenientto treatedgesasdirected,outgoing
from newervertices.So,we considerthe statisticsofin-
degree k ofvertices,and the quantity ofinterest is the
average num berN (k;‘;t)ofverticesofin-degree k ata
distance ‘ from the rootattim e t. (\Tim e" is the cur-
rentnum berverticesin the network.) Here the average
m eansaveraging overtheentireensem bleofnetworksat
tim et.Thisisasetofnetworkswhich can em ergeattim e
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FIG .2: (a) The sam e as in Fig.1 but x = 0:1,t= 9005.

Equation (9)givesforthesevalues� = 292.Thewidth ofthe

plateau isx� = 29,theheightoftheplateau is1=x = 10.(b)

The distribution M (‘)in thisnetwork. Note thatM (‘= 1)

isnoticeable with these valuesofx and t.
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FIG .3: (a) The sam e as in Figs 1 and 2 but x = 0:01,

t= 9821. Equation (9)givesforthese values� = 1280. The

width ofthe plateau is x� = 13,the height ofthe plateau

is 1=x = 100. (b) The distribution M (‘) in this network.

M (‘ = 1) is noticeable with these values ofx and t,which

resultsin the pronounced plateau in the degree distribution.



3

tasa resultoftheevolution ofthem odelwith statistical
weightsdeterm ined by the rulesofthisevolution.
W e use an approach,standard in networkswith pref-

erentiallinking [20,21].LetM (‘;t)betheaveragenum -
ber of vertices at a distance ‘ from the root at tim e
t. The m ean in-degree of the root vertex is equalto
the m ean num ber ofthe nearest neighbors ofthe root,
k(‘ = 0;t) = M (‘ = 1;t). M (‘;t) =

P

k= 0
N (k;‘;t).

Note that in this tree,the out-degree ofany non-root
vertex is1,so the totaldegreeofa vertex isk+ 1.
O ne can see thatthe evolution ofM (‘;t)isdescribed

by the equation:

M (‘;t+ 1)= M (‘;t)+
r(‘� 1)

�(t)
M (‘� 1;t); (1)

where

�(t)=
X

‘= 0

r(‘)M (‘;t): (2)

An initialcondition is M (‘;t= 1) = �‘;0,where �‘;0 is
the K roneckersym bol. That is,the growth starts from
a single vertex| the root,and t is exactly the num ber
ofvertices in the net. As is natural,Eqs.(1) and (2)
guaranteethatM (‘= 0;t� 1)= 1.Thesolution M (‘;t)
m ustsatisfy the condition

X

‘= 0

M (‘;t)= t: (3)

Itis im portantthatEq.(1)doesnotcontain N (k;‘;t).
The evolution ofN (k;‘;t)isgoverned by the equation:

N (k;‘;t+ 1)= N (k;‘;t)

+
r(‘)

�(t)
[N (k � 1;‘;t)� N (k;‘;t)]

+
r(‘� 1)

�(t)
M (‘� 1;t)�k;0 : (4)

The second term on the right-hand side ofthisequation
accounts for the attachm ent ofnew vertices to vertices
ofan ‘th shell. The third term is due to em ergence of
extra leaves in the ‘th shellwhen new vertices becom e
attached to verticesatdistance ‘� 1 from the root.

III. C A LC U LA T IO N S

W em ust�rst�nd a solution M (‘;t)ofEq.(1),substi-
tute thissolution to Eq.(4),and then obtain the result
N (k;‘;t).Note thatthe solutionsarenon-stationary.
W e consider a large t asym ptotic behavior, so that

the di�erences M (‘;t+ 1) � M (‘;t) in Eq. (1) and

N (k;‘;t+ 1)� N (k;‘;t) in Eq.(4) can be substituted
by the corresponding tim e derivatives.
The directway to solve the problem isasfollows: (i)

�nd thesolution ofEq.(1)in term sofyetunknown func-
tion �(t),i.e.,M (‘;t;�(t));(ii) substitute this solution
into Eq.(3)[orEq.(2)]and obtain �(t);(iii) with this
�(t),obtain the solution M (‘;t),(iv)solveEq.(4)with
the known �(t)and M (‘;t).
Technically,it is convenientto use the m ean num ber

ofthe nearestneighborsofthe root,M (‘= 1;t)� �(t),
insteadof�(t).O necanseethat�(t)and�(t)arerelated
to each other in a sim ple way. W ithout restriction of
generality,we set r(0)= 1,so Eq.(1) readily givesthe
relation:

@M (‘= 1;t)

@t
=
d�(t)

dt
=

1

�(t)
: (5)

Then,forM ‘(�(t))� M (‘;t)and N k;‘(�(t))� N (k;‘;t),
wehavethe equations:

@M ‘(�)

@�
= r(‘� 1)M ‘� 1(�) (6)

and

@N k;‘(�)

@�
= r(‘)[N k� 1;‘(�)� N k;‘(�)]

+ r(‘� 1)M ‘� 1(�)�k;0 : (7)

Thesolution ofEq.(6)is

M ‘(�)=
�‘

‘!

‘� 1Y

i= 0

r(i): (8)

Let us now, for sim plicity, use a concrete form ofthe
preference function,r(‘)= x‘,where 0 < x < 1. [x = 1
corresponds to random (indi�erent) attachm ent;x > 1
with large enough x resultsin chain-like structures.] In
thiscase,the solution (8)is\Poisson"-like:

M ‘(�)=
1

‘!
x
‘(‘� 1)=2

�
‘
; (9)

with � satisfying the equation:

1+
X

‘= 1

1

‘!
x
‘(‘� 1)=2

�
‘ = t: (10)

The�nalform ulaswillexpressthedynam icsofthem odel
in term sof�,and thetim edependence�(t)istheresult
ofthe solution ofthe transcendentalequation (10).
The asym ptotics of the resulting dependence of the

num berofthe nearestneighborsofthe root,
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�(t)�= e
� 1

s

2x

ln(1=x)

p
lntexp

hp
2ln(1=x)lnt

i

; (11)

can be obtained in situations where the peak ofM ‘ is
wellseparated from ‘= 0,so thesaddlepointm ethod is
applicable. Actually,for the validity ofthe asym ptotic
form (11),the point ofthe m axim um ofM ‘,‘m ax � ‘

m ustessentially exceed thewidth �‘ofthisdistribution.
(‘istheaverageseparation ofa vertex from theroot.) In
itsturn,thedispersion �‘m ustbeessentially largerthan
1,which isnotthe case forphysically reasonable values
ofparam eters.
Expression (11)can berewritten in thefollowing form

�(t)�
p
lntt

p
2ln(1=x)=

p
ln t

: (12)

Thatis,� growsslowerthan any poweroftbutat�nite
t,looks rather as a \power law" with a slowly varying
exponent(a \m ultifractal" appearance).
The characteristics ‘m ax (a typicaldistance from the

root)and �‘ofthe distribution M ‘ haveasym ptotics:

‘m ax �
ln�

ln(1=x)
(13)

and

�‘� 2

�

ln(1=x)+
1

‘m ax

�
1

2‘2m ax

� � 1=2

: (14)

So that,very roughly,‘m ax �
p
2lnt=ln(1=x).

Unfortunately,thesecom pactasym ptoticform ulasbe-
com e precise only in astronom ically large networks.For
\physically reasonable" valuesofparam eters(seeFigs1,
2,and 3),it is sim pler to num erically obtain �(t) from
Eq.(10)than to usecum bersom enextorderasym ptotic
form ulas.
The solution ofEq.(7) with the substituted M ‘(�),

form ula (9),is

N k;‘� 1(�) =
(� 1)‘+ 1

x‘(‘+ 1)=2

"
‘� 1X

i= 0

(� 1)i
�
k + ‘� 1� i

‘� 1� i

�
(x‘�)i

i!

� e� x
‘
�

kX

j= 0

�
k+ ‘� 1� j

‘� 1

�
(x‘�)j

j!

3

5 : (15)

Expressions (9) and (15) with �(t) obtained from
Eq.(10) give the com plete solution ofthe problem . It
isusefulto writeoutparticularcasesofthecum bersom e
expression (15):forthenearestneighborsoftheroot,we
have

N k;1(�) =
1

x

"

1� e
� x�

kX

i= 0

(x�)i

i!

#

=
1

x
e
� x�

1X

i= k+ 1

(x�)i

i!
; (16)

forthe second-nearestneighbors,wehave

N k;2(�) =
(� 1)

x3

�
k + 1� x

2
�

� e� x
2
�

kX

i= 0

(k+ 1� i)
(x2�)i

i!

#

; (17)

and so on.

IV . R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

TypicalN (k;t)=
P

‘
N (k;‘;t),obtained by thedirect

sum m ation ofexpression (15),are shown in Figs 1(a),
2(a), and 3(a). [A degree distribution is P (k;t) =
N (k;t)=t.]The corresponding m ean num bersofvertices
atadistance‘from therootareshown in Figs1(b),2(b),
and 3(b).
Thedegreedistributionsconsistofthreeparts:thereis

a plateau between two regionsofrapid decreaseatsm all
and largedegrees.Notethatthem ain fraction ofvertices
areleaves(verticesofdegree1).
W hat is the nature ofthis com plex form ofthe de-

greedistribution,i.e.,thenatureoftheplateau? Thein-
spection ofexpression (15)showsthatN (k;‘;t)rapidly
decreaseswith k ateach ‘> 1. [Check,e.g.,in the par-
ticular case ‘ = 2,relation (17).] O n the other hand,
expression (16) (N k;‘= 1) shows that the plateau is de-
term ined by thecontribution ofthe nearestneighborsof
the root. Recallthatthe totalnum berofthese vertices
is�(t). O ne can see from expression (16)thatN k;‘= 1 is
close to 1=x as k . x�. Above this value ofin-degree,
N k;‘= 1 is a rapidly decreasing dependence. Note that
P

k
N k;‘= 1(t) = M ‘= 1(t) = �(t). Figs.1(a),2(a),and

3(a)dem onstratethatindeed thewidth oftheplateau is
x�,and itsheightis1=x.
So,forthepresenceoftheplateau in thedegreedistri-

bution two conditions m ust be sim ultaneously ful�lled:
(i)x� m ustbe m uch greaterthan the m ean in-degreeof
the network,i.e.,m uch greaterthan 1;(ii)1=x m ustbe
large enough. Figs.2(a)and 3(a)show situations in �-
nite networkswhere these conditions are satis�ed. O ne
can check thatifthesizeofthenetwork tendsto in�nity,
the relative num berofthe nearestneighborsofthe root
approacheszero,�=t! 0,and the plateau disappears.
Thus,itisthenearestneighborsoftherootthatm ake

thedegreedistribution ofthe network com plex.Thede-
crease ofthe fraction ofthese verticesin large networks
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FIG .4: The m ean separation ofa vertex from the rootasa

function ofthe degree ofthisvertex.x = 0:1,t= 20142,and

so � = 400.The dependenceexponentially approaches1 ask

increases.

m akes the plateau unobservable and so trivializes the
form ofthedegreedistribution.W ebelievethatthisisa
rathergenericfeatureofnetworksofthiskind.W em ean
networks,generated by optim ization related algorithm s,
where a function of an intervertex distance is used in
optim ization (or for selection a vertex for attachm ent).
Q uitesim ilarly to whatweobserved,in theFK P m odel,
the\com plex",power-law partofthedegreedistribution
disappearsin the therm odynam ic lim itand verticesare
alm ostsurely leaves[14].
O nem ightconsiderthistrivialization in thetherm ody-

nam ic lim itasa defectofthese constructions.However,
m ostofrealnetworksare notso large. Em piricalstud-
iesand sim ulationsarem ostly m adefornetworkssm aller
than thenetworksin Figs1{3.M oreover,thetypicalsizes
ofnetworks in sim ulations ofoptim ization m echanism s
are 200,100,and 50 vertices (see, e.g., Refs.[6, 19]).
In thissense,we observe com plex architecturesin quite
largenetworks.
The dim inishing ofthe fraction ofthe nearest neigh-

borsoftheroot,�(t)=t,in thenetwork,which weconsider
in thispaper,isadirectconsequenceofthenarrow distri-
bution ofverticesoverthe distance ‘ from the root[see
Figs 1(b),2(b),and 3(b)]. As the network grows,the
m ean distance ofa vertex from the root,‘ increases asp
lnt(which is m eanwhile slowerthan a standard loga-

rithm ic dependence typicalfornetworkswith the sm all-
world e�ect). Sim ultaneously,the relative width ofthe
distribution decreases[seerelation (13)],and approaches
zero in the largenetwork lim it.itisim portantthatthis
behavior ofthe relative width is practically generic for
networkswith the sm all-world e�ect.In otherwords,in
in�nitely large networkswith the sm all-world e�ect,all
vertices are alm ost surely m utually equidistant. So,in
the large networks,even rapidly,exponentially decreas-
ing preference function r(‘) / x‘ leads to attachm ents
m ostly to verticesatthe distance ‘from the root.Con-
sequently,in thelargenetworks,thenearestneighborsof
the roothavefew chancesto attractnew connections
In anotherform ,theresultofthisevolution isshown in

Fig.4: the averageseparation ‘(k)ofa vertex from the

rootasa function ofthedegreeofthisvertex in a typical
situation. This �gure dem onstrates that m ost vertices
have the sam e separation from the root. Note that the
com plem entary characteristic,the m ean in-degree ofa
vertex atdistance‘from therootshowsa quitedi�erent
behavior:

k(‘;t)=
M (‘+ 1;t)

M (‘;t)
=
x‘�(t)

‘+ 1
(18)

[wehaveused relation (9)].
A num berofm odi�cationsofthe m odelarepossible:
(1) An analyticalsolution has been obtained for the

tree network,but in principle,one m ay also allow con-
nectionsbetween alreadyexistingverticesusingthesam e
preferencefunction.
(2)O ne m ay introducethe variation ofthe preference

function with the network growth, e.g., use r(‘;t) =
x‘(t). This allows us to increase the range ofnetwork
sizes,wherethe degreedistribution hasa com plex form ,
butthe m odelbecom esugly.
(3)O nem ay introducean additional�niteprobability

thata new vertex isattached to therootofthenetwork.
This leads to a �nite fraction ofthe nearest neighbors
ofthe root [�(t) / t,the condensation ofedges on the
root],and so to thepresenceoftheplateau in thedegree
distribution even in the in�nite network.
(4)If,nevertheless,wewantto avoid thecondensation

ofedges,we m ay,for exam ple,m odify the rules ofthe
m odelin the following way. W e introduce equiprobable
attachm entofa new vertex to the rootorto any ofits
nearest neighbors. In other words,the \center" ofthe
network consists now ofthe rootand its nearestneigh-
bors.
Letusdiscussthe lastpossibility in m ore detail. The

evolution ofthe average degree ofthe root,�(t),is de-
scribed by the equation:

d�

dt
= p

1

1+ �
; (19)

where p is the probability that a new vertex becom es
attached to the\center" ofthenetwork.Theinitialcon-
dition is�(t= 0)= 0,so the solution ofthe equation is
� �=

p
2pt.

It is convenient to use � as a new \tim e" variable,
instead oft. In this case,the num ber ofverticesin the
\center" ofthe network per\tim e" step increasesby 1.
O n theotherhand,thenum berofvertices,which becom e
attached to the\center" verticespertim estep,increases
with � asdt=d� �= �=p.So,the equation forthe average
num berofthe verticesofin-degree k in the \center" of
the network isofthe form :

N (k;� + 1)= N (k;�)+ �k;0

+
�

p

�
N (k � 1;�)

�
�
N (k;�)

�

�

: (20)
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The solution ofthis equation,N (k;�), has a kink-like
form : N (k < �=p;�) �= p,N (k > �=p;�) �= 0. So,the
width ofthe plateau is p�. Recallthat in the original
m odel,we had the plateau width x� with an extrem ely
slowly growing�(t).In contrast,in thepresentsituation,
the num ber ofvertices in the \center" ofthe network,
�(t),and the plateau width rapidly grow as

p
t. This

allowsone to observehighly connected verticesin larger
networksthan in theoriginalnet.Note,however,thatin
the present case,in average,there is no m ore than one
vertex ofeach degreein theplateau partofthedistribu-
tion.

V . SU M M A R Y

W e have proposed a class ofnetworks exhibiting the
m echanism of preferential com pactness. New vertices
preferto be attached to the centralpartofa net,which
favourscom pactstructures.
O urapproach linksoptim ization conceptsofcom plex

networksto theself-organization m echanism .Thesenet-
works,while growing,self-organize into com pact struc-
tures,whose linearsizesare determ ined by the assum ed
preference functions. These thus �x a balance between
tendenciestocom pactnessand torandom nessin thenet-
work growth.
As an exam ple, we have studied a tree-like growing

com pact network (the m ean intervertex distance grows
slowerthan thelogarithm ofthenum berofvertices).W e
have found that the degree distribution ofthe network
has a com plex (non-power-law,in our particular case)

form only in the�nitenetworks.Thedegreedistribution
trivializesin thelargenetwork lim it,wherethisdistribu-
tion consistsonly ofa rapidly decreasing part.W e have
shown thatthis\trivialization" ofthenetwork structure
is practically unavoidable if an intervertex distance is
used in theoptim ization (orpreferentiallinking)process.
However,in our networks,the in�nite network lim it is
approached slowly.So,thestructuresofeven reasonably
large (but still�nite) networks,generated in this way,
are com plex. The relevantnetwork sizes,where a com -
plex distribution ofconnectionsisobservable,turn outto
be typicalform any realand sim ulated networks. Com -
parison with the FK P m odelshows that the observed
behavior should be com m on for networks whose evolu-
tion is directly determ ined by separation between their
vertices.
In sum m ary, we presented a new e�ective approach

to whatonecan callthe\collectiveself-optim ization" of
networks.
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