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W hat is the underlying m echanism leading to power-law degree distributions ofm any natural

and arti�cialnetworks is stillat issue. W e consider that scale-free networks em erges from self-

organizing process,and such a evolving m odelisintroduced in thisletter.Ateach tim estep,a new

nodeisadded to thenetwork and connectto som eexisting nodesrandom ly,instead of\preferential

attachm ent" introduced by Barab�asi and Albert, and then the new node will connect with its

neighbors’neighbors at a �xed probability,which is naturalto collaboration networks and social

networksofacquaintance orotherrelations between individuals. The sim ulation resultsshow that

thosenetworksgenerated from ourm odelarescale-free networkswith satisfactorily large clustering

coe�cient.

PACS num bers:89.75.-k,89.75.H c,87.23.G e,05.70.Ln

Thelastfew yearshavewitnessed a trem endousactiv-

ity devoted to thecharacterization and understanding of

com plex networks[1,2,3],which arisein a vastnum ber

ofnaturaland arti� cialsystem s,such asInternet[4,5,6],

theW orld-W ideW eb [7,8],socialnetworks[9,10,11,12],

airportsnetwork[13,14],food webs[15,16],biologicalin-

teracting networks[17,18,19]and soforth.Particularly,

m uch attention hasbeen dedicated recently to thestudy

ofscale-free networks,nam ely,networks that display a

power-law degree distributions,P (k)/ k�
 ,where k is

theconnectivity (degree)[20].And variousproposalsfor

dynam icalevolutionofscale-freenetworkshasbeen intro-

duced. Roughly,these m odelscan be classi� ed into two

m ain scenarios[21].O neisunderthem echanism \prefer-

entialattachm ent",which m eansnew verticesareprefer-

entially attached to existing verticeswith large num ber

ofneighbors [22,23,24,25],and a related scenario is

found in the protein duplication m odel[26]. Another

isa balance between a m odelled tendency to form hubs

againstan entropy pressure towardsa random networks

[27,28,29].

However,whatistheunderlyingm echanism leading to

power-law degree distributionsisstillatissue.Di� ering

from the two classofm echanism s m entioned above,we

consider that self-organization m aybe the fundam ental

m echanism which leads to power-law distribution of

degree, and a m odel including such a m echanism is

introduced in thisletter. W e think thatthe node newly

added to thenetwork willconnectto som eexistingnodes

random ly,not preferentially. For instance,considering

thescientistcollaboration networks,m ostofthetim es,a

scholarcom esinto a new � eld notbecause he correlated
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FIG .1: A schem atic representation oftheevolving rulesfor

the case m = 2;G = 2. At each tim e step,a new node is

added to the network. For each new node,it willbe active

along G + 1 steps.In the�rsttim e step(i.e.thestep when it

wasadded to the network),itwillrandom ly choose m nodes

to be its neighbors. Then, in the following G steps, with

probability p,this node willconnect to the neighbors ofthe

nodeswhich connected toitatthelaststep.Tom akeiteasier

to understand,we draw the �gure 1 as a sketch m ap forthe

case m = 2;G = 2. Assum e node 7 connected to two nodes

5 and 6(left),then it willlink to the neighbors of5 and 6,

i.e. 2, 3, 4,with probability p. O bviously,ifsom e node is

com m on neighbor of5 and 6,the probability is 2p. At the

sam e step a new node 8 is added to the network by linking

to m = 2 nodes random ly (om itted in Fig.1) (m id). Suppose

node 7 connected to node 4 at last step, then it links to

neighborsof4,i.e. 3,1,with the sam e probability p (right).

The operation foreach node lastsforG stepssim ilarly.

with som e fam ous people in this � eld , but he read

som e experts’ papers by chance and then connected

with them or som e of his partners were in this � eld

already. Thus,a relatively new node having linked to

som e other nodes in the network willconnect with its

neighbors’neighbors,whose evidences can be found in

collaboration and friendship networks. Therefore, we

proposean evolving m odelfollowing the rules:
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FIG .2: The statisticaland evolutive characterization ofde-

gree,where m = 3;p = 0:06;G = 2;N = 2� 10
4
: (a)degree

distribution p(k), (b) norm alized accum ulative degree dis-

tribution P (k) =
R
1

k
kp(k)dk=k,(c)tim e evolution ofm ax-

im um degree km ax and (d)average degreekaverage.O bviously,

p(k)/ k
�


,where 
 = 2:85� 0:07. Power�tness(a � t
b
)of

km ax and kaverage are represented,with a = 5:06 � 0:06;b =

0:307 � 0:005 and a = 5:42 � 0:06;b = 0:018 � 0:001 respec-

tively,i.e. km ax / N
0:307

,kaverage / N
0:018

. The num ber

ofedges ofthe networks E =
N �kaverage

2
/ N

1:018
,in other

words,the networksare sparse.

1.Starting with a sm allnum ber(m 0)ofnodeswhich

areglobalconnected with each other.Ateach tim estep,

a new node iis added to the networks,and connect to

m nodesrandom ly.

2. The node i will link with probability p to the

neighborsofthe nodeswhich connected to itatthe last

step.And atthe nextG � 1 steps(G isa � xed integer),

letnode iexecutesim ilaroperation (asFig.1 shows).

Forsim pli� cation,theparam etersm ,p and G arecon-

stant. O bviously,rule2 is a self-organized process that

im pactsthe topologicalstructure ofthe networks.Fig.2

shows a typicalscale-free network based on our m odel

with N = 2� 104 nodes.Theexponent
 isalittlesm aller

than 3.0,which is close to em piricalstudy. And tim e

evolution ofm axim um degree km ax and average degree

kaverage are exhibited in Fig.2c and Fig.2d,respectively.

It can be found that km ax / N 0:307,kaverage / N 0:018,

thus the totalnum ber ofedges in the network is pro-

portionable to N 1+ 0:018,in otherwords,the networksis

sparse. M oreover,there is evidence to suggest that in

real-world networks,e.g. W orld W ide W eb,the average

degree ofnodes is increasing with tim e [3]. O ur m odel
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FIG .3:D egreedistribution fordi�erentG and N :(a)G = 1,2,

3,N = 10
4
;(b)N = 10

4
;2� 10

4
;3� 10

4
,G = 2,where m = 2,

p= 0.06.ItshowsthatthevalueofG and N im pactslittlethe

topology ofnetwork,i.e. di�erentvalue ofG and N leadsto

alm ostthe sam e power-law behaviorofdegree distribution.

accordswith thatvery well.

In thefollowing wewilldiscusshow the param etersG

and p im pactthetopology ofnetworks.In � g.3a onecan

see that for di� erent G the m odelleads to alm ost the

sam edegreedistribution,i.e.thevalueofG im pactslit-

tle the topology ofnetworks. O ne can easily check that

even for large G ,which is close to real-world instances

thatpeople usually have wide com m unication with oth-

ers,the networks based on our m odelare stillofscale-

free properties. Thisextensive resultisvery signi� cant.

However,when G is too large (e.g. G � 10) the com -

puter is unable to work it out. Figure 3b exhibits that

p(k) is independent oftim e and subsequently indepen-

dent ofnetwork size N = m 0 + t,which indicates that

despiteitscontinuousgrowth,thenetwork self-organizes
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FIG .4:Thedegreedistribution p(k)fornetworkswith p= 0.1,

0.2,0.3,where m = 2,G = 1,N = 104. It shows that for dif-

ferent probability p,the degree distributions follows power-

law behaviors p(k) / k
�


with alm ost the sam e exponent


 = 2:90 � 0:09,and for larger p,the rang ofpower-law dis-

tribution getsnarrower.
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FIG .5: Clustering coe�cientofnetworkswith di�erentsize,

N ,based on ourm odel(triangle)and BA m odel(square).O b-

viously,the one ofourm odelism uch larger.

to a scale-freestationary state.

Asillum inated above,forsm allvaluesofp,e.g. 0.06,

0.08 et al,the self-organization processes induce scale-

free networks. However,when p isgetting larger,that’s

to say,each node newly added to the network connects

to its neighbors’neighbors with larger probability,the

num ber of nodes with sm alldegree willbecom e fewer

(asshown in Fig.4). The resultsindicate thatthe rang

ofpower-law degree distribution willget narrower as p

increases. Letp= 0,the network hasexponentialdegree

distribution. The analysis is sim ple. W e can draw the

m asterequation asfollows:

N (k;t+ 1)= N (k;t)+
N (k� 1;t)

t+ m 0

� m �
N (k;t)

t+ m 0

� m

(1)

where N (k;t) is the num ber ofnodes with degree k at

tim e step t. Since N (k;t)� p(k)tand t� m0 forlarge

t,seeking solution ofthis form we can get that p(k) /

e�
k

m . How p im pacts the degree distribution detailedly

issigni� cantand willbe discussed in the future work.

Itiswellknown oneoftheshortcom ingsofBA’sm odel

is that the clustering coe� cient is sm alland decreases

with the increasing ofnetwork size,following approxi-

m ately a powerlaw C � N�0:75 [1].In Fig.5,we report

the clustering coe� cient ofthe networks based on our

m odel,which is m uch larger than that on BA’s m odel.

Thisisnotdi� cultto explain.Supposenode h1 and h2

are neighbors ofa com m on node h3,then according to

rule2 m entioned above,nodeh1willlink tonodeh2with

probability p ifthe form er one is added to the network

earlier than the later one. This induces that the edges

am ong neighborsofnode h3 willbecom e m ore,thusthe

clustering coe� cientwillgetlarger.

In sum m ary,weproposea new m odel,based on \ran-

dom ly attachm ent" and self-organization,which leadsto

a scale-freedegreedistribution ofnetworks.The m echa-

nism isdi� erentfrom preferentialattachm entm echanism

whereascale-freedistribution aregenerated duringgrad-

ualgrowth ofhubs.Toinvestigatethe\random lyattach-

m ent"m echanism isveryim portant,sincetherearesom e

networksthatappearto havepower-law degreedistribu-

tions,butforwhich preferentialattachm entisclearlynot

an appropriatem odel[17,19,30,31].Thesim ulation re-

sultsexhibitthat,ratherthan BA networks,thenetworks

generated from ourm odelareoflargerclustering,which

isclosetothereal-lifenetworks.Furtherm ore,wesuggest

that self-organizing process plays a m ajor role in m any

real-life networkssuch as collaboration networks,social

networksofacquaintanceorotherrelationsbetween indi-

vidualsand soon.W ebelievethatm any usefulscale-free

networkscan be constructed using ourapproach.

[1]R.Albertand A.-L.Barab�asi,Rev.M od.Phys.74,47

(2002).

[2]S.N.D orogovtsev and J.F.F.M endes,Adv.Phys.51,

1079 (2002).

[3]M .E.J.Newm an,SIAM Review 45,167 (2003).

[4]M .Faloutsos,P.Faloutsos and C.Faloutsos,Com puter

Com m unicationsReview 29,251(1999).

[5]R.Pastor-Satorras,A.V�azquezand A.Vespignani,Phys.



4

Rev.Lett.87,258701(2001);R.Pastor-Satorras and A.

Vespignani,Evolution and structure of the Internet: A

statisticalphysicsapproach (Cam bridgeUniversity Press,

Cam bridge,2004).

[6]G .Caldarell,R.M archettiand L.Pietronero,Europhys.

Lett.52,386(2000).

[7]R.Albert,H.Jeongand A.-L.Barab�asi,Nature401,130

(1999);A.-L.Barab�asi,R.Albertand H.Jeong,Physica

A 281,69(2000).

[8]B.A.Huberm an,TheLawsoftheW eb(M IT Press,Cam -

bridge,2001);

[9]F.Liljeros,C.R.Edling,L.A.N.Am aral,H.E.Stanley

and Y.�Aberg,Nature 411,907(2001).

[10]J. Scott, Social Network Analysis: A Handbook (Sage

Publications,London,2000).

[11]S. W asserm an and K . Faust, Social Network Analysis

(Cam bridge University Press,Cam bridge,1994).

[12]B.Hu,X.-Y.Jiang,J.-F.D ing,Y.-B.Xie and B.-H.

W ang,arXiv: cond-m at/0408125; B.Hu,X.-Y.Jiang,

B.-H.W ang,J.-F.D ing,T.Zhou and Y.-B.Xie,arXiv:

cond-m at/0408126.

[13]A. Barrat, M . Barthlem y, R. Pastor-Satorras, and A.

Vespignani,Proc.Natl.Acad.Sci.USA 101,3747(2004);

A.Barrat,M .Barthlem y and A.Vespignani,Phys.Rev.

Lett.,92,228701(2004).

[14]R.G uim era,S.M ossa,A.Turtschi,and L.A.N.Am aral,

arXiv:cond-m at/0312535.

[15]S. L. Pim m , Food W ebs (University of Chicago

Press,Chicago,2002),2nd ed.

[16]A.E.K rause,K .A.Frank,D .M .M ason,R.E.Ulanowicz,

and W .W .Taylor,Nature 426,282(2003).

[17]H.Jeong,B.Tom bor,R.Albert,Z.N.O ltvaiand A.-L.

Barab�asi,Nature407,651(2000);H.Jeong,S.S.M ason,

A.-L.Barab�asi,and Z.N.O ltvai,Nature411,41(2001).

[18]J.Padani,Z.N.O ltvai,B.Tom bor,A.-L.Barab�asiand

E.Szathm ary,Nature G enetics29,54(2001).

[19]J.Stelling,S.K lam t,K .Bettenbrock,S.Schusterand E.

D .G illes,Nature 420,190(2002).

[20]A.-L.Barab�asi,Linked: The New Science ofNetworks,

(PerseusBooksG roup,Cam bridge M A,2002).

[21]B.J.K im ,A.Trusina,P.M innhagen,and K .Sneppen,

arXiv:cond-m at/0403006.

[22]A.-L.Barab�asi,and R.Albert,Science286,509 (1999);

R. Albert and A. -L. Barab�asi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85,

5234(2000);G .Bianconiand A.-L.Barab�asi,Phys.Rev.

Lett.86,5632(2001);G .Bianconiand A.-L.Barab�asi,

Europhys.Lett.54,436(2001).

[23]P.L.K rapivsky,S.Redner and F.Leyvraz,Phys.Rev.

Lett.85, 4629(2000); P.L.K rapivsky and S.Redner,

Phys.Rev.E 63,066123(2001).

[24]S.N.D orogovtsev,J.F.F.M endesand A.N.Sam ukhim ,

Phys.Rev.Lett.85,4633(2000);S.N.D orogovtsev and

J. F. F.M endes, Europhys.Lett. 52, 33(2000); S.N.

D orogovtsev and J. F. F. M endes, Phys. Rev. E 63,

025101(2001).

[25]B.Tadi�c,Physica A 293,273(2001); B.Tadi�c,Physica

A 314,278(2002).

[26]R.V.Sole,R.Pastor-Satorras,E.D .Sm ith,and T.K e-

pler,Advancesin Com plex System s5,43 (2002).

[27]J.Berg and M .L�assig,Phys.Rev.Lett.89 (22),228701

(2002).

[28]M .Baiesiand S.S.M anna,arXiv:cond-m at/0305054.

[29]A. Capocci, G . Caldarelli, R. M archetti, and L.

Pietronero,Phys.Rev.E.64 R035105 (2001).

[30]D . A. Fell and A. W agner, Nature Biotechnology 18,

1121(2000).

[31]R.V.Sol�e,R.Pastor-Satorras,Handbook ofG raphs and

Networks (W iley-VCH,Berlin,2003).

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0408125
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0408126
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0312535
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0403006
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0305054

