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W hat is the underlying m echanisn leading to power-law degree distrbutions of m any natural
and arti cial networks is still at issue. W e consider that scale-free networks em erges from self-
organizing process, and such a evolring m odel is introduced in this letter. At each tin e step, a new
node is added to the netw ork and connect to som e existing nodes random ly, instead of \preferential
attachm ent" introduced by Barabasi and A bert, and then the new node will connect wih its
neighbors’ neighbors at a xed probability, which is natural to collaboration netw orks and social
netw orks of acquaintance or other relations between individuals. T he sin ulation resuls show that
those netw orks generated from ourm odel are scale—free netw orks w ith satisfactorily large clustering

coe cient.

PACS numbers: 89.75.%, 89.75Hc, 8723G e, 05.70 Ln

T he last f&w years have w itnessed a trem endous activ—
ity devoted to the characterization and understanding of
com plex netw orks fL 12 -3' w hich arise in a vast num ber
ofnaturaland arti c:alsyst;an s, such as Intemet: fA; E,- 0],
theW orld-W deW eb H.,-d], socialnetw orks [9,:10,.1]. :12.],
airports netw ork [13 1141, od webs tl5 .16 1, biologicalin-
teracting netw orks fﬁ,,lé :1§] and so orth. P articularly,
m uch attention hasbeen dedicated recently to the study
of scale-free netw orks, nam ely, netw orks that display a
powerJaw degree dJStIIIbutJOl’lS, Pk)/ k ,wherek is
the connectivity (degree) QO A nd various proposals for
dynam icalevolution ofscale-free netw orkshasbeen intro—
duced. Roughly, these m odels can be classi ed into two
m ain scenarios [2].] O ne isunderthem echanisn \prefer-
ential attachm ent", which m eansnew vertices are prefer—
entially attadqed to eXJstJng vertices w ith large num ber
of neighbors 22. 23 -24 25], and a related scenario is
found In the protein duplication m odel l_2§ . Another
is a balance between a m odelled tendency to form hubs
agamst an entropy pressure tow ards a random netw orks

b1, 28, 291.

H owever, what is the underlying m echanism leading to
power-law degree distrbutions is still at issue. Di ering
from the two class of m echanism s m entioned above, we
consider that selforganization m aybe the fundam ental
m echanian which leads to power-aw distrbution of
degree, and a model including such a mechanian is
Introduced in this letter. W e think that the node new ly
added to the netw ork w ill connect to som e existing nodes
random ly, not preferentially. For instance, considering
the scientist collaboration netw orks, m ost ofthe tim es, a
scholar com es Into a new  eld not because he correlated
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FIG.1l: A schem atic representation of the evolving rules for
the casem = 2;G = 2. At each tine step, a new node is
added to the network. For each new node, it will be active
along G + 1 steps. In the rst tin e step (ie. the step when it
was added to the network), it will random ly choose m nodes
to be its neighbors. Then, in the Pllow ng G steps, wih
probability p, this node will connect to the neighbors of the
nodesw hich connected to it at the last step. Tom ake it easier
to understand, we draw the gure 1 as a sketch m ap for the
casem = 2;G = 2. Assum e node 7 connected to two nodes
5 and 6 (left), then it will Iink to the neighbors of 5 and 6,
ie. 2, 3, 4, wih probability p. Obviously, if som e node is
comm on neighbor of 5 and 6, the probability is 2p. At the
sam e step a new node 8 is added to the network by linking
tom=2 nodes random Iy (om itted in Fig.l) @m id). Suppose
node 7 connected to node 4 at last step, then i links to
neighbors of 4, ie. 3, 1, wih the sam e probability p (right).
T he operation for each node lasts for G steps sim ilarly.

wih some famous peopl In this eld , but he read
som e experts’ papers by chance and then connected
wih them or some of his partners were in this eld
already. Thus, a relatively new node having linked to
som e other nodes in the network will connect with is
neighbors’ neighbors, whose evidences can be found in
collaboration and frendship networks. Therefore, we
propose an evolving m odel follow ing the rules:
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FIG .2: The statistical and evolutive characterization of de—
gree, wherem = 3;p= 006;G = 2;N = 2 10%: (a)degree
distribbution p k), R(kl)) nom alized accum ulative degree dis—
trbbution P (k) = kp k)dk=k, (c)tine evolution of m ax—

k
mum degree ky ax and (d)average degree Kaverage - O bviously,

pk)/ k ,where = 285 007.Power tness @ €)of
Kn ax and Kaverage are represented, with a = 506 0:06;b=
0307 0:005 and a= 542 006;b= 0018 0:001 respec-

theQ, ie. km ax / N 0:3071 kaverage / N 0:018 . The number
of edges of the networks E = Nka% / N 1018
words, the netw orks are sparse.

, In other

1. Starting wih a snallnumber (m o) of nodes which
are global connected w ith each other. At each tin e step,
a new node i is added to the networks, and connect to
m nodes random ly.

2. The node i will link wih probability p to the
neighbors of the nodes which connected to it at the last
step. And at the next G 1 steps G isa xed integer),
ket node i execute sim ilar operation @sFig.l shows).

Forsimnpli cation, the param etersm ,p and G are con—
stant. Obviously, rule? is a selforganized process that
In pacts the topological structure of the netw orks. Fig.2
show s a typical scale-free network based on our m odel
withN = 2 10 nodes. Theexponent isa little sm aller
than 3.0, which is close to em pirical study. And time
evolution of m axinum degree ky .x and average degree
Kaverage are exhiboited in Fig2c and Fig.2d, respectively.
It can be fund that kyax / N 3%, koverage / N 0018,
thus the total num ber of edges in the network is pro—
portionable to N 1+ 9018 i other words, the netw orks is
sparse. M oreover, there is evidence to suggest that In
realworld networks, eg. W orld W ide W €b, the average
degree of nodes is increasing w ith time E]. Ourmodel
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FIG .3: D egreedistrbution fordi erentG andN : @)G=1, 2,
3,N = 10%; )N = 10%;2 10%;3 10°,G6=2,wherem =2,
p= 0.06. It show s that the value ofG and N im pacts little the
topology of network, ie. di erent value of G and N leads to
alm ost the sam e power-law behavior of degree distribution.

accords w ith that very well.

In the ollow ing we w ill discuss how the param eters G
and p In pact the topology of networks. In  g.3a one can
see that for di erent G the m odel leads to alm ost the
sam e degree distrbbution, ie. the value ofG in pacts lit—
tle the topology of netw orks. O ne can easily check that
even for large G, which is close to realworld instances
that people usually have w ide com m unication w ith oth-
ers, the netw orks based on our m odel are still of scale—
free properties. This extensive result is very signi cant.
However, when G is too large €g. G 10) the com —
puter is unable to work it out. Figure 3b exhibits that
p k) is ndependent of tin e and subsequently indepen-—
dent of network size N = m + t, which indicates that
despite its continuous grow th, the netw ork selforganizes
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FIG .4: T he degree distrdbbution p k) fornetworkswih p=0.1,
02,03, wherem=2,G=1,N = 10. It shows that for dif
ferent probability p, the degree distributions follow s pow er—
law behaviors pk) / k  with aln ost the sam e exponent

= 290 0209, and for larger p, the rang of power-law dis-
tribution gets narrower.
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FIG .5: Clustering coe cient ofnetworksw ith di erent size,
N , based on ourm odel(triangle) and BA m odel(square). O b—
viously, the one of ourm odel ism uch larger.

to a scale-free stationary state.

A s illum inated above, for sm all values of p, eg. 0.06,
0.08 et al, the selforganization processes induce scale—
free netw orks. However, when p is getting larger, that's

to say, each node new Iy added to the network connects
to its neighbors’ neighbors w ith larger probability, the
num ber of nodes wih an all degree will becom e fewer
(@s shown in Fig.4). The results indicate that the rang
of power-law degree distribution w ill get narrower as p
Increases. Let p= 0, the network has exponential degree
distrdbbution. The analysis is sinple. W e can draw the
m aster equation as follow s:

N &k 1;9
t+ mo

N k;t)
N kit+ 1)= N (;b)+ A
t+ my

1)

where N (k;t) is the num ber of nodes w ith degree k at
tin e step t. Sihcee N ;1) pk)tandt my for large
t, seeking solution of this form we can get that pk) /
e n.How P iIn pacts the degree distrbution detailedly
is signi cant and w illbe discussed in the future work.

Tt iswellknow n one ofthe shortcom ingsofBA ’sm odel
is that the clustering coe cient is an all and decreases
w ith the increasing of network size, ollow Ing approxi-
mately apoweraw C N °7° []. In Fig.5, we report
the clustering coe cient of the networks based on our
m odel, which is much larger than that on BA’s m odel.
Thisisnot di cult to explain. Suppose node hl and h2
are neighbors of a comm on node h3, then according to
rule2 m entioned above, node hl w ill link to node h2 w ith
probability p if the form er one is added to the network
earlier than the later one. This induces that the edges
am ong neighbors of node h3 w illbecom e m ore, thus the
clustering coe cient w ill get larger.

In summ ary, we propose a new m odel, based on \ran—
dom Iy attachm ent" and selforganization, which leads to
a scale-free degree distrbution of networks. The m echa-
nism isdi erent from preferentialattachm entm echanisn
w here a scale-free distribbution are generated during grad—
ualgrow th ofhubs. To nvestigate the \random Iy attach—
m ent" m echanisn isvery In portant, since there are som e
netw orks that appear to have power-Jaw degree distriou—
tions, but forw hich preferentialattachm ent is clearly not
an appropriate m odelfl 7, 19, 30, 31]. The sin ulation re-
sultsexhiit that, ratherthan BA netw orks, the netw orks
generated from ourm odel are of larger clustering, w hich
is close to the reaHife netw orks. Furthemm ore, we suggest
that selfforganizing process plays a m a pr role in m any
reaHife netw orks such as collaboration netw orks, social
netw orks ofacquaintance or other relationsbetw een indi-
vidualsand so on. W e believe that m any usefiil scale—free
netw orks can be constructed using our approach.
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