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W e introduce evolving netw orksw here new verticespreferentially connect to them ore centralparts
of a network. This m akes such networks com pact. Finite networks grown under the preferential
com pactness m echanisn have com plex architectures, but In nite ones tend towards the opposite,
having rapidly decreasing distribbutions of connections. W e present an analytical solution of the
problem for tree-like networks. O ur approach links a collective selfoptin ization m echanisn of the
em ergence of com plex netw ork architectures to selforganization m echanism s.

PACS numbers: 05.50.+ g, 05.10.4, 05.40.a, 87.18.Sn

I. NTRODUCTION

Selforganization versus optin izatjon| these two pos—
sble explanations of speci ¢ network architectures have
been extensively discussed in the last few years. The for-
merm echanism ism ore developed and is a standard ex-—
plnation for fat-tailkd degree distributions In networks
In m odem physics literature i_]:, :_2, -'_3]. T he optin ization
conoegpt ofthe em ergence ofa com plex netw ork structure
is more comm on for engineers and com puter scientists
i_4,:_5, :_é, :j.]. (Form ore generalaspects of selforganization
and optin ization conospts see R efs. g, :_é] and Ref. @-C_i],
respectively.)

Usually these two explanations are seen as m utually
contradicting [_1-1:, :_l-Z_i] H ow ever, the process of optim iza—
tion of a com plex network inclides not an extemalw ill
(@ single designer) but num erous agents. Each of these
agents (eg., vertioces) solves its \sel sh", ndividual op—
tin ization problem | optin izes a num ber of tradeo s|
and tries to arrange its connections In the best (for this
agent) way. Speaking in sin ple term s, one can even treat
optim ization ofthiskind in tem s ofselforganization and
vice versa.

To bem ore concrete, we consider a m ore narrow class
ofm odels. T he sin plest one, a m odel of a grow ing tree,
where each new vertex becom es attached to one of ex—
isting vertices selected in an optin alway, was proposed
by Fabrikant, K outsoupias, and P apadin iriou, Ref. H

(or the detailed study of the m odel, see Ref. [13],

also Ref. tL4 In the FKP m odel vertices have J:andom

geographical coordinates In a restricted area. A new ver—
tex is attached to one of vertices chosen to m inim ize a
linear com bination of (i) the resulting shortest-netw ork—
path distance betw een the new vertex and the root ofthe
tree and (i) the Euclidean length ofthe new connection.

The FKP m odelexploits the com petition oftwo ob c—
tives: a desire to connect to the center of the netw ork,

w hich produces com pact netw orks, and a desire to have
a physically short, cheap connection. The geographical
coordinates of vertices are taken to be random , as well
as, in fact, the Euclidean distances betw een vertices. So,
one m ay roughly say that in this schem e, the com bina—
tion ofa length to the center of a network and a random
num ber is optin ized. Consequently, the com petition is
actually between com pactness and random ness.

In this paper we study the interplay between these
tw o tendencies to com pactness and to random ness as the
m echanisn of generation of com plex networks. W e for-
mulate the problem in tem s of preferential attachm ent
and so link the optin ization m odels to selforganization
ones.

W e Introduce the follow ngm odelofa grow ing netw ork
(tree) :

(1) Ateach tin e step, a vertex isadded to the network.

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

T he preference function r (‘) detem ines the structure of
the network. A s is natural, if r (‘) = const, we arrive at
the random attachm ent grow th and at an exponentialde—
gree distrbution. W e show that ifr () is rapidly decreas—
ing, the resuting degree distrdbbution ofthe nite network
is of a com plex form w ith severaldistinct parts. On the
otherhand, we nd that in the in nite network lim i, the
degree distrbution is a rapidly decreasing function. N ote
thedi erence ofourapproach from that ofR ef. ﬂl5]where
preferential attachm ent of new vertices was determm ined
by geoqrap_hjca_ll closeness (Euclidean distance), see also
Refs. g, i8l.

Our resuls, typical resulting degree distrbbutions in
nie networks are shown in Figs. -L lZ(a), and d(a)
N ote that the num bers of vertices in these exam ples far
exceed typical sizes of netw orks In_sinm ulations ofnetw ork
optim ization (see, eg. Refs. i_é, :_1@']) and In m ost of the
studied realnetworks. In this sense, the m odel provides

com plex degree distribbutions even in \large" netw orks.
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FIG.1l: (a) The degree distrbution of the network grow ing
under the m echanisn of preferential com pactness w ith the
preference fiunction r(Y) = x . The value of the param eter
x is 0.5, the size of the network is t = 8825. Equation d_9)
gives = 47:72 for these values. The width of the plateau
is x = 24, the height of the plateau 1=x = 2. () The dis—
tribution M () In this network (the m ean num ber of vertices
at a distance ' from the root). Notice that the number of
the nearest neighbors of the root, M (= 1) = ,hereisa
vanishingly sm all fraction of the total num ber of vertices.

In the present paper we explain the nature of thisbe-
havior ofthe degree distrbution In networks ofthiskind.
W e mean the combination of a com plex orm in the -
nite networks, and a \trivial" one in the them odynam ic
lim it. Furthem ore, we show that one can essentially ex—
tend the range of the observation of the com plex degree
distrdbutions by passing to m ore realistic m odels.

N ote that a tree structure wasassum ed only to sim plify
analytical calculations (it is easy to nd intervertex dis—
tances in trees). T he basic idea ofthe m odel, that is, the
speci ¢ preferential Iinking that m akes a network m ore
com pact, m ay be also applied to networks w ith loops.

II. EVOLUTION EQUATIONS

T he tree structure of the network sin pli es the prob—
Jem . It is convenient to treat edges as directed, outgoing
from new er vertices. So, we consider the statistics of iIn—
degree k of vertices, and the quantity of interest is the
average num ber N (k; Y;t) of vertices of n-degree k at a
distance " from the root at tine t. (\Tine" is the cur-
rent num ber vertices in the network.) Here the average
m eans averaging over the entire ensem ble of netw orks at
tin et. Thisisa set ofnetworkswhich can em ergeattim e
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FIG.2: (a) The sameasin Fig.d but x = 0, t= 9005.
Equation @) gives for these values = 292. The width ofthe
plateau isx = 29, the height of the plateau is 1=x = 10. (b)
The distrbution M (%) in this network. Note that M (= 1)
is noticeable w ith these values of x and t.
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FIG. 3: @) The sam e asjnFjgs:l:andébutx= 001,
t= 9821. Equation (:2) gives for these values = 1280. The
width of the plateau is x = 13, the height of the plateau
is 1=x = 100. (b) The distrbution M (%) in this network.
M_(‘ = 1) is noticeable w ith these values of x and t, which
results in the pronounced plateau in the degree distribution.




tasa result ofthe evolution ofthem odelw ith statistical
w eights determ ined by the rules of this evolution.

W e use an approach standard in netw orks w ith pref-
erential Iinking ﬁZO .2]! LetM (%;t) be the average num —
ber of vertices at a distance ‘ from the root at tine
t. The mean iIn-degree of the root vertex is equal to
the m ean num ber of the nearest ne:ghb@rs of the root,
k(=0 =M ("= L;p. M (Gt = koN(k,,)
Note that In this tree, the out-degree of any non-root
vertex is 1, so the totaldegree of a vertex isk + 1.

O ne can see that the evolution ofM (;t) is described
by the equation:

— — r(* 1)—
M (t¢+1)=M (S9+ ———M ¢ L9, @)
()
w here
X _
(t) = r(M (9 : @)
=0
An hidal condition isM (t= 1) = vor where o is

the K ronecker sym bol. That is, the growth starts from
a singlke vertex| the root, and t is exactly t{le num ber
of vertices in the net. As is natural, Egs. {;L ) and (2

guaranteethatM = 0;t 1)= 1.The solution M ;1)
m ust satisfy the condition

M (b= t: 3)

It is im portant that Eq. @') does not contain N ; ;t)
T he evolution ofN (k; Y;t) is govemed by the equation:

N k;t+ 1) =N k; v
r( 1; 1) N_(k"’t)]
(t) r s 4 4
LI DT Ly @)
(t) ’ k;0 -

T he second term on the right-hand side of this equation
accounts for the attachm ent of new vertices to vertices
of an ‘th shell. The third tem is due to em ergence of
extra leaves In the ‘th shell when new vertices becom e
attached to vertices at distance ' 1 from the root.

III. CALCULATIONS

Wemust st ndaso]ut:onM_(‘ t) ofEq. (-L substi-
tute this solution to Eq. M), and then obtain the result
N (k; ‘;t) . Note that the solutions are non-stationary.

W e consider a large t asym ptotic behavior, so that
the di erences M (;t+ 1) M (0 In Eqg. 6].

N (;%Gt+ 1) N k;%t) i Eq. @) can be substituted
by the corresponding tin e derivatives.

T he direct way to sone the problem is as ollow s: (3)

nd the solution ofEqg. @L In tem s ofyet unknown finc-
tion (), ie., M (Yt (©)); (1) substiute this solution
into Eq. @) brEq. @]and cbtain  (t); (iii) with this

(t), obtain the solution M (;t), (i) soe Eq. (@) wih
the known (t) and M_(‘;t) .

Technically, it is convenient to use the m ean num ber
of the nearest neighbors of the root, M (*= 1;t) ©,
Instead of (t). Onecan seethat (t) and (t) arerelated
to each other in a smpl way. W ithout restriction of
generality, we set r(0) = 1, so Eq. @) readily gives the
relation:

eM (=1L;0 d@® 1 o)
et dt © -
Then, orM «( () M (yHandNy, ( ©) N k; %),
w e have the equations:
@M _
J=r<‘ M« 1 () ®6)
@
and
QN 4.« _ _
]@f’ O o LOF. () N ()]
+r( LM v 1 () kot )
T he solution ofE(q. g-_d) is
_ v
M. ()= — r@: 8)

Let us now, for sin plicity, use a concrete form of the
preference fiilnction, r() = x ,where 0< x< 1. k= 1
corresponds to random (indi erent) attachment; x > 1
w ith Jarge enough x results in chain-lke structures.] In
this case, the solution (ir_é) is \P oisson"-like:

— 1 o
Ma()= x0T ©)

wih satisfying the equation:

1+ —x 0P Tt (10)

The nalfom ulasw illexpressthe dynam ics ofthem odel
In tem s of , and the tin e dependence (t) is the result
of the solution of the transcendental equation @-(_3) .

The asym ptotics of the resulting dependence of the
num ber of the nearest neighbors of the root,
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2In(I=x)Int ; (11)

2xX
In 1=x)

(t)=e1 ﬂexp

can be obtained in situations where the peak of M . is
well separated from ‘= 0, so the saddle point m ethod is
apphcab]e A ctually, for the validiy of the asym ptotic
form Cl]:) the point of the maxinum ofM +, Y ax v
m ust essentially exceed the width Y ofthis distrdbution.
(* isthe average separation ofa vertex from the root.) In
istum, the dispersion ‘mustbe essentially larger than
1, which is not the case for physically reasonable values
of param eters. _

E xpression C_lZ_L:) can be rew ritten in the follow ing form
pP— T P—

) htt 20707 Rty 12)

That is, growsslowerthan any poweroftbut at nie

t, looks rather as a \power law" wih a slowly varying
exponent (@ \m ulifractal" appearance).

T he characteristics Y, ax (@ typical distance from the
root) and  ofthe distrbution M+ have asym ptotics:

k o 13)
m ax n (1=x)
and
1 1=2
Y2 h=x)+ - 5 4)
m ax m ax

So that, very roughly, %, ax P 2ht=h (1=x).

U nfortunately, these com pact asym ptotic form ulasbe—
com e precise only In astronom ically large networks. For
\physically reasonable" values of param eters (see F jgs:_il:,
4, and -3), it is sinpler to num erically obtain () from
Eqg. ClO) than to use cum bersom e next order asym ptotic
form ulas.

The solution of Eq. (1) with the substituted M (),
Hmul 9), is

15)

E xpressions 69 and {15) wih () obtained from
Eqg. ClO) give the com plete solution of the problem . It
isusefilto w rite out particular cases of the cum bersom e
expression (_15) : for the nearest neighbors of the root, we
have

A\l . #
— 1 LB )
Nga()= —1 e
X i il
i=0
® i
= Zex LR 16)
X ) il
i=k+ 1
for the second-nearest neighbors, we have
— 1
ke () = (3)k+l x?
X
#
Xk 2 )i
e ¥ k+1 D an

and so on.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

TypicalN k;t)= .N (k;;t), obtained by the direct
sum m ation of expression I15 are shown in Figs ﬂ](a),
d(@), and d@). B degree distrbution is P (k;t) =
N (k;t)=t.] The corresponding m ean num bers of vertices
at a distance " from the root are shown in Fjgs:_]: (b),:gi ),
and 3 ).

T he degree distributions consist ofthree parts: there is
a plateau between two regions of rapid decrease at an all
and large degrees. N ote that them ain fraction ofvertices
are leaves (vertices of degree 1).

W hat is the nature of this com plex form of the de-
gree distribution, ie., the nature ofthe plateau? The in-
spection of expression {15) shows that N (; ‘;t) rapidly
decreasesw ith k at each > 1. [Chedck, eg., in the par-
ticular case ‘' = 2, relation Clﬂ) .J] On the other hand,
expression ClG) R x;=1) shows that the plateau is de-
term ined by the oontmbut:on of the nearest neighbors of
the root. Recall that the total num ber of these vertices
is (t). One can see from expression C_fg:) that N ;=1 is
close to 1=x ask . x . Above this value of ndegree,
E] k;=1 15 a rapidly decreasing dependenoe Note that

N1 =M o100 = ©.Figs.d@),d@), and
3 (a) dem onstrate that indeed the w idth ofthe plateau is
x , and is height is 1=x.

So, for the presence of the plateau in the degree distri-

bution two conditions m ust be sin ultaneously ful lled:
(1) x must bemuch greater than the m ean In-degree of
the network, ie., much greater than 1; (i) 1=x must be
large enough. Figs. ;_2: @) and -'_3 @) show situations in -
nite netw orks where these conditions are satis ed. One
can check that if the size ofthe network tendsto in niy,
the relative num ber of the nearest neighbors of the root
approaches zero, =t! 0, and the plateau disappears.

T hus, it is the nearest neighbors of the root that m ake
the degree distribution of the netw ork com plex. The de-
crease of the fraction of these vertices in large netw orks
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FIG .4: Themean separation of a vertex from the root asa
function of the degree of this vertex. x = 0:, t= 20142, and

so = 400. The dependence exponentially approaches 1 ask
ncreases.

m akes the plateau unobservable and so trivializes the
form ofthe degree distribution. W e believe that this isa
rather generic feature of netw orks ofthiskind. W em ean
netw orks, generated by optin 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 uite sin ilarly to what we observed, In the FKP m odel,
the \com plex", power-law part ofthe degree distribution
disappears In the them odynam ic lin i and vertices are
alm ost surely leaves f_l-é_L']

O nem ight consider this trivialization in the them ody-
nam ic lim it as a defect of these constructions. H ow ever,
m ost of real netw orks are not so large. Em pirical stud-
iesand sin ulations arem ostly m ade for netw orks an aller
than thenetworksin F i;s:_]: {:_3 . M oreover, the typicalsizes
of networks in sinulations of optin zation m echanisn s
are 200, 100, and 50 vertices (see, eg., Refs. fa, 19]).
In this sense, we observe com plex architectures in quite
large netw orks.

The din inishing of the fraction of the nearest neigh—
borsofthe root, (t)=t, in the network, which we consider
In thispaper, is a direct consequence ofthe narrow distri-
bution of vertices over the distance ' from the root [see
Figs :}'(b), :_Z(b), and -'_3 ©)]. As the network grow s, the

ean distance of a vertex from the root, " increases as

Int which ism eanwhile slower than a standard loga-
rithm ic dependence typical for netw orks w ith the an alt-
world e ect). Simultaneously, the relative w idth of the
distribution decreases [see relation C_l-g:) ], and approaches
zero in the large network lim it. it is In portant that this
behavior of the relative w idth is practically generic for
netw orks w ith the an allkworld e ect. In other words, In
In nitely lJarge networks w ith the an allkworld e ect, all
vertices are alm ost surely mutually equidistant. So, in
the large networks, even rapidly, exponentially decreas—
ing preference fiinction r(Y) / x leads to attachm ents
m ostly to vertices at the distance N from the root. Con—
sequently, in the Jarge netw orks, the nearest neighbors of
the root have few chances to attract new connections

In another form , the result ofthisevolution is shown In
Fig. -_4 the average separation (k) of a vertex from the

root as a function ofthe degree ofthis vertex 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 of a
vertex at distance " from the root show sa quite di erent
behavior:

\

— M (*+ ;8 x @©
k(0 = = (18)
M (t) “+1

fve have used relation (@)].
A number ofm odi cations of the m odel are possble:

(1) An analytical solution has been obtained for the
tree network, but in principle, one m ay also allow con-—
nectionsbetw een already existing vertices using the sam e
preference fiinction.

(2) Onem ay Introduce the variation of the preference
function wih the network growth, eg. use r(%;t) =
x (). This allows us to increase the range of network
sizes, w here the degree distribution has a com plex formm ,
but the m odelbecom es ugly.

(3) Onem ay introduce an additional nite probability
that a new vertex is attached to the root of the netw ork.
This leads to a nie fraction of the nearest neighbors
of the root [ (t) / t, the condensation of edges on the
root], and so to the presence of the plateau in the degree
distrdbbution even in the in nite network.

(4) If, nevertheless, we want to avoid the condensation
of edges, we m ay, for exam ple, m odify the rules of the
m odel n the ollow ing way. W e Introduce equiprobable
attachm ent of a new vertex to the root or to any of its
nearest neighbors. In other words, the \center" of the
netw ork consists now of the root and its nearest neigh—
bors.

Let us discuss the last possbility in m ore detail. The

evolution of the average degree of the root, (t), is de-
scribed by the equation:
d 1 19)
ac  P1+ 7

where p is the probability that a new vertex becom es

attached to the \center" of the network. T he initial con—

d]tJQBE (t= 0) = 0, so the solution of the equation is
=" 2pt.

Tt is convenient to use as a new \time" variable,
nstead of t. In this case, the num ber of vertices In the
\center" of the network per \tin e" step increasesby 1.
O n the otherhand, the num ber of vertices, w hich becom e
attached to the \center" vertices per tin e step, Increases
wih asdt=d = =p. So, the equation for the average
num ber of the vertices of ndegree k in the \center" of
the netw ork is of the fomm :

N k; +1)=N &; )+ xp

+— : (20)



The solution of this equation, N_(k; ), has a kink-lke
om:N k< =p; )= p,N k> =p; )= 0. So, the
width of the plateau is p . Recall that In the orighal
m odel, we had the plateau width x wih an extremely

slow Iy grow ing  (t) . In contrast, In the present situation,
the number of vertices In the \center" of th etw ork,
(t), and the plateau width rapidly grow as t. This

allow s one to observe highly connected vertices in larger
netw orks than In the originalnet. N ote, however, that in
the present case, In average, there is no m ore than one
vertex of each degree in the plateau part of the distrdbbu-—
tion.

V. SUMMARY

W e have proposed a class of netw orks exhibiting the
m echanisn of preferential com pactness. New vertices
prefer to be attached to the centralpart of a net, which
favours com pact structures.

O ur approach links optin ization concepts of com plex
netw orks to the selfforganization m echanian . These net-
works, while grow ing, selforganize into com pact struc—
tures, whose linear sizes are determm ined by the assum ed
preference functions. These thus x a balance between
tendencies to com pactness and to random ness In the net-
work grow th.

As an exampl, we have studied a tree-lke grow ing
com pact network (the m ean Intervertex distance grow s
slow er than the logarithm ofthe num ber ofvertices). W e
have found that the degree distrbution of the netw ork
has a complex mon-power-law, in our particular case)

form only in the nite networks. T he degree distribbution
trivializes in the large netw ork lim i, w here this distribu-
tion consists only of a rapidly decreasing part. W e have
shown that this \trivialization" of the netw ork structure
is practically unavoidable if an intervertex distance is
used in the optim ization (orpreferential linking) process.
However, In our networks, the in nite network lim it is
approached slow ly. So, the structures of even reasonably
large (out still nite) networks, generated in this way,
are com plex. The relevant network sizes, where a com -
plex distrbution of connections is observable, tum out to
be typical form any real and sin ulated networks. Com —
parison wih the FKP m odel shows that the observed
behavior should be comm on for networks whose evolu—
tion is directly determ Ined by separation between their
vertices.

In summary, we presented a new e ective approach
to what one can call the \collective selfoptin ization" of
netw orks.
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