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Abstract

M any realnetworks are equipped with shortdiam eters,high clustering,and power-law degree

distributions.W ith preferentialattachm entand network growth,them odelbyBarab�asiand Albert

sim ultaneously reproduces these properties,and geographicalversions ofgrowing networks have

also been analyzed. However, nongrowing networks with intrinsic vertex weights often explain

thesefeaturesm oreplausibly,sincenotallnetworksarereally growing.W eproposea geographical

nongrowing network m odelwith vertex weights.Edgesareassum ed to form when a pairofvertices

are spatially close and/orhave large sum m ed weights. O urm odelgeneralizesa variety ofm odels

as wellas the originalnongeographicalcounterpart, such as the unit disk graph, the Boolean

m odel,and the gravity m odel,which appearin the contexts ofpercolation,wire com m unication,

m echanicaland solid physics,sociology,econom y,and m arketing. In appropriate con�gurations,

ourm odelproducessm all-world networkswith power-law degreedistributions.W ealso discussthe

relation between geography,powerlawsin networks,and powerlawsin generalquantitiesserving

asvertex weights.

PACS num bers:89.75.Hc,89.75.Da,89.75.Fb
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Networksofinteracting agentssuch ashum ans,com puters,anim alspecies,proteins,and

neurons have been investigated vigorously. They are typically com plicated,m eaning that

theirstructuresarefarfrom absolutely regularorentirely random .Two principalquantities

characterizing networksaretheaverageshortestpath length L and theclustering coe�cient

C.Thenum berofedgesin theshortestpath averaged overallvertex pairsde�nesL.M ost

realnetworkshavesm allL,nam ely L / logn oreven less,wheren isthenum berofvertices.

The localclustering coe�cientisthe norm alized num berofconnected trianglescontaining

a speci�c vertex. Ifthe vertex degree isk,orthere are k edgesadjacentto the vertex,the

norm alization factorisk(k � 1)=2. Thisquantity averaged overallthe verticesde�nesC,

and realnetworksusually havelargeC.A sm allL and a largeC cannotbesim ultaneously

realized either by lattices,trees,or the ordinary random graphs [1,2]. Then,W atts and

Strogatzproposed thesm all-world networksthatful�lltheserequirem entsatthesam etim e

[1].

Another im portantobservation is thatnot allbut m any realnetworks have power-law

degree distributionsp(k)/ k� ,typically with scaling exponent2 <  < 3 [2].The sm all-

world networks are short ofthe scale-free property. In light ofthis,Barab�asiand Albert

(BA) proposed a network m odelthat generates scale-free networks with  = 3 [2]. Two

essentialfeaturesofthe BA m odelare (i)network growth realized by sequentially adding

verticesand edges,and (ii)preferentialattachm ent,m eaning thatnewly introduced edges

arem oreproneto belinked to verticeswith largerk.Since theproposaloftheBA m odel,

itsvariousextensionsand related m odels,such asthe �tnessm odeland the hierarchically

growing m odels,have been presented. These m odels are successfulin incorporating m ore

realistic aspects ofnetworks including tunable  and large C thatthe originalBA m odel

actually lacks[2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9].

To sum up,som e BA-type m odelsand hierarchicalnetworksown large C,sm allL,and

scale-free p(k).However,realscale-free networksare notnecessarily growing.The num ber

ofverticesm ay notchangegreatly overtim efornetworksoffriends,com panies,interacting

proteins,and neurons,to nam e a few. In view ofthis,a class ofnongrowing scale-free

networkshasbeen studied in which whetheredgesarecreated relieson interaction ofvertices

with intrinsic weights [10]. W eights represent the �tness ofvertices to win edges [10,11,
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12]and are interpreted as,for exam ple,capitals,socialskills,activity levels,inform ation

contents,concentration orm assofphysicalorchem icalsubstances,and the vertex degree

itself. The role ofsuch vertex �tness was argued in growing m odels as well[3]. To our

surprise,scale-free p(k) em erges even from weight distributions devoid ofpower laws [10,

13,14,15].Asa rem ark,ifan edgeexistswhen thesum oftwo vertices’weightsexceedsa

prescribed threshold,the network isequivalentto the so-called threshold graph [16]. This

caseeasesanalyticaltreatm ents.

Ourfocusin this paperisthe geographicalextension ofthe nongrowing scale-free net-

works,which has been overlooked so far. Actually,realnetworks are often em bedded in

topologicalspaces. Even the Internet,in which the speed ofinform ation transm ission is

technically independentofthe physicaldistance,issubjectto geographicalconstraintsbe-

causeofwiring costs[5,6,7,17].In addition,itisoften advantageousto m ap nonphysical

quantities or networks into geographicalspaces by,for exam ple,the principalcom ponent

analysis.Then,inuenceofthedistancebetween graduated traitsisquestioned.

In fact,the W atts-Strogatz sm all-world network already addressed this issue since it

is constructed on lattice substrates [1]. Let us denote by g(r) the probability that two

verticeswith distance r are connected. In lattice networkssupplied with additionaledges,

where g(r)/ r� �,generated networkshave sm allL when � issm allerthan a criticalvalue

[18,19,20].Otherwise,globalconnectionsaretoo scarceto elicitthesm all-world property.

The sam e istrue forgrowing scale-free networks. Although the BA m odelisirrelevantto

em bedding spaces,which isactually the m ain cause forsm allC,ithas been extended to

incorporate underlying geographicalspaces and g(r) = r� �. Then,a transition from the

scale-freeto nonscale-freeregim easwellasonefrom sm allL to largeL occursata certain

� [4,5,6,7].

Although g(r)playsa key rolein determ ining thenetwork structure,characterization of

g(r)in real-world networks stillseem s controversial. In applications such as the Internet

routing [21]and neuralnetworks[22],g(r)decaying exponentially orin a Gaussian m anner

is com m only used. Exponentialdecays are also inferred from biologicalneuralnetworks

[23].However,m any otherdata arein favorofg(r)/ r� �.Forinstance,a recentextensive

analysis ofthe Internet concludes g(r) / r� 1 [6]. Power laws also hold for m acroscopic

connectivity ofbrain regions identi�ed by correlated activities [g(r) / r� 2][24]and for

m icroscopic neuralnetworks [25]. In socialsciences,evaluating g(r) seem s m ore di�cult
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because ofpresum ably larger noises. Accordingly,both power-law and exponentialform s

ofg(r)have been inferred,som etim eseven from identicaldata [26,27]. In the face ofthe

am biguity ofavailabledata,itisworthwhileto exam inem odelsto seehow varioustypesof

g(r)a�ectnetwork propertiesto help interpretrealdata.

In thecontextofnongrowing geographicalnetworks,thereisan algorithm thatgenerates

p(k)= k�  with aprescribed  [17].However,investigationsofnongrowinggeographicalnet-

worksarelargely m issing,particularly when interaction ofvertices,which isnotconsidered

in [17],takesplace.W eexam ineageographicalthreshold networkm odelwith variouscon�g-

urations.In Sec.II,wereview thenongeographicalthreshold m odelwith vertex weights.In

Sec.III,weintroducethegeographically extended m odeland analyzesom epracticalcases,

including the unitdisk graph and the gravity m odel. Section IV is devoted to discussing

ourm odelin thecontextofnetwork search problem sand realdata.

II. N O N G EO G R A P H IC A L T H R ESH O LD N ET W O R K M O D EL

Before taking geography into account, we briey sum m arize the ordinary threshold

network m odel, which constitutes a subclass of networks with intrinsic vertex weights

[10,13,14,15].

W epreparen verticesdenoted by vi (1� i� n),each ofwhich carriesa weightvariable

wi 2 R random ly and independently distributed asspeci�ed by the density function f(w).

Asm entioned in Sec.I,wi quanti�esthepropensity forvi to gain edges.Let

F(w)=

Z w

� 1

f(w
0
)dw

0
(1)

be the cum ulative distribution function. W e explain with additive weights since m ulti-

plicative weights are transform ed into additive weights by taking the logarithm . In the

nongeographicalthreshold m odel,an edge exists between vi and vj (i6= j) ifand only if

wi+ wj � �. W hen n is su�ciently large,the weight w uniquely determ ines the vertex

degreek by

k = n[1� F (�� w)]: (2)
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Using Eq.(2),thedegreedistribution p(k)(0� k < n)iswritten as

p(k) = f(w)
dw

dk

=
f
�
�� F� 1

�
1� k

n

��

nf
�
F � 1

�
1� k

n

�� : (3)

Because the m odelis sim ple,L,C,and the correlation between the degrees ofadjacent

verticescan beanalyticallyderived aswell[13,15].Thesm all-world propertiescharacterized

by a large C and a sm allL are ful�lled fora wide choice off(w). M ore m icroscopically,

verticeswith sm alldegreeshave C(k)near1 and form the peripheralpartofthe network.

Itisconnected to the cliquish core with largerk and sm allerC(k). Strictly speaking,the

coreconsistsoftheverticeswith w � �=2,and theseparability ofthiskind isknown in the

graph theory [16].A sim ilarseparability isalso m entioned in otherliterature[11].

Thedegreedistribution dependson f(w).An easily solvableexam ple istheexponential

weightdistribution given by

f(w)= �e
� �w

(0� w): (4)

W e set� > 0 because otherwise the network becom esthe com plete graph. Although f(w)

in Eq.(4)is notrem iniscent ofthe power law,substitution ofEq.(4)into Eq.(3)yields

p(k)/ k� 2 [10]. Itfollows thatC(k)/ k� 2 and k(k)/ k� 1,where k(k)is a m easure of

degree correlation,nam ely,the average degree ofthe neighborsofa reference vertex with

degree k [13,15]. The sam e scaling law is also m aintained for the logistic distribution

f(w) = �e� �w=
�
1+ e� �w

�2
,which is just a slight m odi�cation ofEq.(4) [15]. Another

m ajorclassoff(w)isthePareto distribution de�ned by

f(w)=
a

w0

�
w0

w

�a+ 1
(w � w0); (5)

wherea;w0 > 0.Equation (5)leadsto p(k)/ k�  with  = (a+ 1)=a > 1,C(k)/ k� 1,and

k(k)/ k� 1 [15].Particularly,C(k)/ k� 1 ism oreconsistentwithrealdata[8]com pared with

C(k)/ k� 2 derived from Eq.(4).Theasym ptoticsisthesam efortheCauchy distribution

f(w) = 1=[�(1+ w 2)] (w 2 R),which is devoid ofthe lower bound ofw. The inverse

problem to determ inef(w)from p(k)hasalso been addressed [14].

A crux ofthe threshold m odelisthatscale-free p(k)resultsfrom a wide classoff(w).

Analyticaland num ericalevidence indicatesthat = 2 isthe baseline scaling exponentof
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thethreshold m odel,which contrastswith  = 3 fortheBA m odel[15].Since thee�ectof

a lowerbound ofw seem sm arginal,wem ainly usetheexponentialand Pareto distributions

forthegeographically extended m odel.

III. G EO G R A P H IC A L T H R ESH O LD N ET W O R K M O D EL

To generalize the m odelintroduced in Sec.IIin the geographicalcase,we assum e that

verticesareuniform ly and independently distributed with density � in a d-dim ensionalEu-

clidean spacewhosecoordinatesaredenoted by x1,x2,:::,xd.Then a pairofverticeswith

weightsw,w 0,and Euclidean distancer areconnected ifand only if

(w + w
0
)h(r)� �; (6)

whereh(r)isassum ed todecreasein r,although h(r)increasingin rhasalsobeen considered

in otherm odels[4,7,18]. Asa specialcase,Eq.(6)with h(r)/ r� 1 isequivalent to the

Boolean m odel[28].

Based on Eq.(6),two verticeswith weightsw and w 0areadjacentif

r� h
� 1

�
�

w + w 0

�

: (7)

Fora vertex with weightw,thedegreek isrepresented by

k =

Z

f(w
0
)dw

0

�

num berofverticesin a ballofradius = h
� 1

�
�

w + w 0

��

: (8)

Thisrecoversageneralform ulation[10,13],inwhich kiscalculatedfrom thejointprobability

asa function ofw and w 0thata pairofverticesareconnected.Com bination ofEq.(8)and

f(w)providesp(k).Ifwetakean averageoverw butnotoverr,weobtain g(r).Although

g(r)decreasesin r ifh(r)does,itgenerally di�ersfrom h(r).

A . U nit disk graph

Iff(w)= �(w0),where� isthedelta function,two verticesareadjacentwhen 2w0h(r)�

�. Since h(r) decreases in r,this condition is equivalent to r � r0 where 2w0h(r0) = �.

Accordingly,

g(r)=

8
<

:

1 (r� r0);

0 (r> r0);
(9)
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and the generated network isthe unitdisk graph,which isapplied to m odeling broadcast

and sensornetworks[16,29]. Iff(w)hasa �nite support,the network resem blesthe unit

disk graph in the sense that there exists an upper lim it r = r0 only below which g(r) >

0. W ith this case included,long-range edges are entirely prevented,and the network has

L / n1=d,spoiling the sm all-world property. However,ifwe allow g(r)= p (r > r0)with

0< p�= n� 1 � 1,wehavea typeoftheW atts-Strogatzsm all-world networkswith sm allL

[2].Even so,p(k)isessentially hom ogeneous.To introducethescale-freeproperty,weneed

to usem oreinhom ogeneousvertex weights.

B . Exponentialw eight distribution w ith h(r)/ r
� �

Letusconsidertheexponentialweightdistribution given in Eq.(4)and set

h(r)= r
� �
; (10)

where � � 0. Thiscase generalizesthe nongeographicalm odelexplained in Sec.II,which

correspondsto� = 0.Foralarger�,geographicale�ectsarem orem anifested.Asafunction

oftheweight,thedegreeiscalculated asfollows:

k(w) =

Z 1

0

f(w
0
)dw

0

Z

(w + w 0)=r� � �

� dx1:::dxd

= �

Z 1

0

�e
� �w 0

�
d=2
�

�
d

2
+ 1

� �
w + w 0

�

� d=�

dw
0

= c1e
�w
�

�
d

�
+ 1;�w

�

; (11)

where

�(�;x)�

Z
1

x

t
�� 1

e
� t
dt: (12)

istheincom pleteGam m a function,

c1 �
��d=2

(��)d=�
�

�
d

2
+ 1

�

; (13)

and �(�) � �(�;0)is the ordinary Gam m a function. To obtain p(k)from k(w),we just

need to elim inatew from Eq.(11)aswehavedonein Eq.(3).

However, an analyticalform ofp(k) corresponding to Eq.(11) is unavailable due to

the incom plete Gam m a function. Accordingly,let us dealwith som e specialcases. By
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integrating Eq.(12)by parts,wederive

�(�;x)= (�� 1)!e
� x

�� 1X

�0= 0

x�
0

�0!
(� 2 Z); (14)

whereZ isthesetofintegers.In thelim it� ! 0,Eq.(14)im plies

lim
�! 0

�

�
d

�
+ 1;�w

�

�
d

�

�

!

= 1: (15)

Actually, k explodes as � ! 0 because Eq.(15) m eans lim �! 0�((d=�)+ 1;�w) = 1 ,

reecting the density notation ofthe vertex distribution. Putting aside this nonessential

point,�((d=�)+ 1;�w)isasym ptotically independentofw,and wehave

k(w)/ e
�w

(16)

and

p(k)/ e
� 2�w / k

� 2
; (17)

which reproducesthe resultsforthe nongeographicalcounterpart[10,13,15]. Fora su�-

ciently sm all�,Eq.(15)e�ectively approxim atestheincom plete Gam m a function.Conse-

quently,scale-freep(k)with  = 2 ora slightly larger isalm ostpreserved.

W hen � = d,weobtain

k(w)= c1e
�w
�(2;�w)= c1(1+ �w) (18)

and

p(k)=
�e� �w

c1�
=

exp

�

1� k

c1

�

c1
: (19)

Thedegreedistribution now hasan exponentialtail,and hubsarelesslikely com pared with

Eq.(17).Anotherspecialcasewith � = d=2 leadsto

k(w)= c1
�
2+ 2�w + �

2
w
2
�

(20)

and

p(k)=
�e� �w

2c1(�+ �2w)
=

exp

�

1�

q
k

c1
� 1

�

2c
3=2

1

p
k� c1

: (21)
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Equation (21)isastretched exponentialdistribution with am inorm odi�cation factork� 1=2,

and p(k)decaysm oreslowly than in Eq.(19)naturally because� = d=2< d.

Sim ilarly,k and w areconnected by apowerlaw relation if� > 0.Then,p(k)isatypeof

stretched exponential.In geographicalpreferentialattachm entm odels,thecrossoverfrom a

power-law tailtoastretched exponentialtailoccursata�nitevalueofthecontrolparam eter

sim ilarto � [4,5,6,7]. W e could say that,in ourm odel,the sam e transition happensat

� = 0. However,the gististhatfora su�ciently sm all�,p(k)ispractically indiscernible

from thescale-freedistribution.

Since itseem sdi�cultto analytically calculate othernetwork characteristics such asL

and C,weresorttonum erics.W euniform ly scattern = 10000verticesin atwo-dim ensional

square lattice with side length 100 and periodic boundary conditions. Because m ore edges

obviously m eans sm aller L,the m ean degree denoted by hki is kept at 20. The analytic

expression forhkiisavailableonly when � = 0 asfollows[13,15]:

hki= e
� ��

�
�l

d
+ ��

�
; (22)

where listhe side length ofthe area. Therefore,we m anually m odulate � to preserve hki

aswevary �.Excluding isolated com ponents,which actually consistofjusta few vertices,

we show a dependence ofL and C on � in Figs.1(a)and 1(b),respectively. Although the

m ain sim ulationsaredonewith n = 10000(thickestlines),wealsoshow resultsforn = 2000

(thinnest lines),4000,6000,and 8000. The inset ofFig. 1(a) shows the dependence of

L on n,with upper lines corresponding to larger values of�. Figure 1(a) shows that L

is insensitive to n only when � < 0:5. W e expect thatL / logn approxim ately holds in

this regim e. On the other hand,we expect L / n1=d or sim ilar scaling for larger �. As

� increases,C decrease to som e extent butnottoo m uch to spoilthe clustering property

[Fig.1(b)].Figures1(c),1(d),and 1(e)show p(k)(crosses)and C(k)(circles)for� = 0:5,

� = 1:5,and � = 2:5,respectively.Asexpected,sm all� yieldsa long tailindicative ofthe

powerlaw [Fig.1(c)]. In contrast,Fig.1(e)showsthatp(k)decaysm uch fasterwhen � is

larger.Consequently,networksgenerated by su�ciently sm all� areendowed with thescale-

freeand sm all-world propertiessim ultaneously in ageographicalcontext,which extrapolates

thenongeographicalresultswith � = 0.In regard to thevertex-wise clustering coe�cients,

C(k)/ k� 2 holdswhen � = 0 [13,15]. The num ericalresultsin Figs.1(c),1(d),and 1(e)

(circles)supportC(k)/ k� 2 exceptthatverticeswith sm allC(k)arem orescarceforlarger
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�.

Theprobability g(r)thattwo verticeswith distancer areadjacentbecom es

g(r) =

Z 1

0

�e
� �w

dw

Z

(w + w 0)=r� � �

�e
� �w 0

dw
0

=

Z �r�

0

�e
� �w

dw

Z 1

�r�� w

�e
� �w 0

dw
0
+

Z 1

�r�

�e
� �w

dw

= e
� ��r�

(��r
�
+ 1); (23)

indicating a stretched exponentialdecay in r unless � = 0. Particularly,the m ain decay

rates for� = 1 and � = 2,respectively,correspond to the standard exponentialand the

Gaussian,which arewidely used in applications[21,22].Asageneralrem ark,g(r)doesnot

coincidewith h(r)/ r� � even asym ptotically.

Thelossofthesm all-world property forlarge� seem stostem from the(stretched)expo-

nentialdecay ofg(r).In addition,g(r)derived here qualitatively disagreeswith m any real

data [6,24,25]. Asa result,exponentialtypesofg(r)and the Gaussian g(r)m ay be far

from universal.Thisisa striking caveatto m any �elds,such asneuroscience,socialdynam -

ics,and epidem ics,which conventionally assum e geographicalnetworkswith exponentially

decaying orGaussian g(r).W edo notexploreconsequencesofh(r)thatdecaysfasterthan

h(r) / r� �,since such an h(r) m ust yield even larger L. On the other hand,h(r) with

slowerdecays,orh(r)/ (logr)
� 1
,isexam ined in Sec.IIID.

C . Pow er-law w eight distribution w ith h(r)/ r
� �

Quantitiesthatcan serveasvertex weights,such asthecity and �rm sizes[30,31,32,33],

num berofpagesin a website [34],land prices[35],incom es[36],im portanceofairports[9],

and im portanceofacadem icauthors[9],areoften distributed according to powerlaws.The

history ofthese powerlawsism uch longer,dating back to the Pareto and Zipflaws,than

those recently found for networks [2]. The sim plest way to associate the power laws of

networkswith thoseofvertex weightsissim ply to interpretthevertex degreeastheweight.

However,w and k aregenerally nonidentical[9,15].

Let f(w) be the Pareto distribution given in Eq.(5). W ith the interaction strength
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decaying algebraically [Eq.(10)],wehave

k(w) = �

Z
1

w 0

a

w0

�
w0

w 0

�a+ 1
�
d=2
�

�
d

2
+ 1

� �
w + w 0

�

� d=�

dw
0

=
aw a

0��
d=2

�d=�
�

�
d

2
+ 1

�

w
(d=�)� a

Z 1

w 0=w

(1+ x)d=�

xa+ 1
dx (w � w0): (24)

Convergence ofk(w)necessitates� a+ d=� < 0.In thelim itw ! 1 ,itholdsthat

Z
1

w 0=w

(1+ x)d=�

xa+ 1
dx /

Z
1

w 0=w

1

xa+ 1
dx /

�
w

w0

� a

: (25)

Therefore,

k(w)/ w
d=�

(26)

and

p(k)/

a

w 0

�
w 0

w

�a+ 1

d

�
w (d=�)� 1

/ k
� 1� (a�=d)

: (27)

In contrasttothestretched exponentialscenario clari�ed in Sec.IIIB,thepower-law weight

distribution producesscale-freep(k)= k�  with  = 1+ (a�=d).

Forr largeenough to satisfy �r� � 2w0,

g(r) =

Z 1

�r�� w 0

a

w0

�
w0

w 0

�a+ 1
dw

0
+

Z �r�� w 0

w 0

a

w0

�
w0

w 0

�a+ 1
�

w0

�r� � w0

� a

dw
0

=

�
w0

�r� � w0

� a

+

Z
b� 1

1

x
� a� 1

(b� x)
� a
dx; (28)

where b� �r�=w0. To show thatthe integralin Eq.(28)tendsto be proportionalto r� a�

asr! 1 ,letusevaluateba
Rb� 1

1
A(x)dx,whereA(x)� x� a� 1(b� x)� a.First,weobtain

lim inf
b! 1

b
a

Z b� 1

1

A(x)dx � lim
b! 1

�
b

b� 1

� a Z b� 1

1

x
� a� 1

dx

=
1

a
lim
b! 1

�
1� (b� 1)

� a
�
=
1

a
: (29)

To bound theintegralfrom theabovein thelim itb! 1 ,letusassum eb> 4.Noting that
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A(x)takesthem inim um atx = (a+ 1)b=(2a+ 1)and thatd2A(x)=dx2 > 0,wederive

lim sup
b! 1

b
a

Z
b� 1

1

A(x)dx

� lim
b! 1

( Z
(b+ 2)=3

1

�
3b

2(b� 1)

�a

x
� a� 1

dx+
ba

2

�

A

�
b+ 2

3

�

+ A

�
(a+ 1)b

2a+ 1

�� �
(a+ 1)b

2a+ 1
�
b+ 2

3

�

+
ba

2

�

A

�
(a+ 1)b

2a+ 1

�

+ A (b� 1)

� �

(b� 1)�
(a+ 1)b

2a+ 1

��

= lim
b! 1

��
3b

2(b� 1)

�a
1

a

�

1�

�
3

b+ 2

� a�

+
1

2

�
b

b� 1

� a �
ab� 2a� 1

(2a+ 1)(b� 1)

�

+ O
�
b
� a
�
�

=
1

a

�
3

2

� a

+
a

2(2a+ 1)
< 1 : (30)

Equations(29)and (30)allow usto conclude an algebraicdecay g(r)/ r� a� in contrastto

Eq.(23).Discussion on network structureispostponed to Sec.IIID,whereweanalyzethe

gravity m odel,which endsup with thesam easym ptoticbehaviorofp(k)and g(r).

D . G ravity m odelw ith Pareto f(w)

Asshown in Sec.IIIB,given the exponentially distributed w,h(r)/ r� � with a su�-

ciently sm all� yieldsm ore orlessdesired network properties. M ore rapidly decaying h(r)

m akes g(r)decrease too fastto elicit sm allL. How abouth(r)thatdecays m ore slowly?

To addressthisissue,we apply h(r)/ (logr)� 1.Since logr can benegative,letusrewrite

Eq.(6)as

w + w
0� �logr: (31)

Equation (31)isequivalentto

e
w
e
w 0

� r
�
: (32)

Sinceedgeform ation issuppressed by increasingeither� or�,letusreinterpret� in Eq.(32)

as�,which doesnotessentially change the m odel. Furtherrescaling ofthe param etersby

W � ew,W � ew
0

,and R = �� 1=�r transform sEq.(32)into

W W 0

R �
� �: (33)
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Thisisthegravity m odeloften used in physics,sociology,econom ics,and m arketing [26,30,

37,38,39].Thegravitym odelissuitablein describinginteraction ofparticlesingeographical

spaceswhen thephysicalgravity (� = 2)orsim ilarm assinteraction based on,forexam ple,

populationsorchem icalsubstances,isactive.In thesociologicalcontext,theoriginalm odel

stipulates� = 1 [30],but� ranging from 0.2 to 2.7 have been inferred from laterrealdata

[26,27,37,38,39,40].

The originalgravity m odelis geographicalbut neglects weight distributions. On the

otherhand,m ultiplicatively interacting weightswith power-law f(w)are used to generate

solvablescale-freenetworks,butthey ignoregeography [11].W eareinterested in com bined

e�ects ofgeography and dispersed vertex weights. The transform ation from Eq.(31) to

Eq.(33)also rescales f(w)unless it is the delta function. W hen the weights in Eq.(31)

follows the exponentialdistribution given in Eq.(4),the density f(W ) ofthe weights in

Eq.(33)becom es

f(W )= f(w)
dw

dW
= �

�
1

W

� �+ 1

; (34)

nam ely the Pareto distribution with a = � and w 0 = 1. Although we have started with

h(r)/ (logr)� 1 and additive weights,we switch to the gravity-m odelnotation forconve-

nience.Now werewriteEq.(33)as

ww 0

r�
� � (35)

and investigatethenetwork structurewhen f(w)isthePareto distribution.

Before m oving on to the Pareto f(w),letusnote thatf(w)with a �nite supportonly

allowslocalinteraction,asexplained in Sec.IIIA.Then thegravity m odelyieldsL / n1=d,

which isrealized by atom icand m olecularinteraction by centrifugalorelectric forces;they

practically interactonly with othersnearby. W ith the Pareto f(w),which facilitatesm ore

globalinteraction,weobtain

k(w) = �

Z
1

w 0

a

w0

�
w0

w 0

�a+ 1
�
d=2
�

�
d

2
+ 1

� �
ww 0

�

� d=�

dw
0

= c2 w
d=�
; (36)

where

c2 =
��d=2

�d=�

a

a� d

�

w
d=�

0 �

�
d

2
+ 1

�

: (37)
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Equation (36)isessentially thesam easEq.(24),and � > d=a m ustbesatis�ed forc2 > 0.

Theoriginalgravity m odelforsocialinteraction has� = 1 and d = 2 [30],and hencea > 2

isnecessary.Com bination ofEqs.(5)and (36)yields

p(k)=
a�w a

0

c2d
w
� a� (d=�)

=
a�c

a�=d

2 w a
0

d
k
� 1� (a�=d)

: (38)

W hen r� > w 2
0=�,weobtain

g(r) =

Z
�r�=w 0

w 0

a

w0

�
w0

w

�a+ 1�ww0

�r�

�a
dw +

Z
1

�r�=w 0

a

w0

�
w0

w

�a+ 1
dw

=
w 2a
0

�a

�

alog
�r�

w 2
0

+ 1

�

r
� a�

: (39)

Com parison ofEqs.(27) and (28) with Eqs.(38) and (39) reveals that the asym ptotic

behaviorofp(k)and thatofg(r)coincidewith thoseoftheadditiveweightm odelwith the

Paretof(w)and h(r)= r� �.Given theParetof(w)and h(r)= r� �,whetherm ultiplicative

oradditiveinteraction isused doesnotm atterso m uch.

Num erically evaluated L,C,p(k),and C(k)forvarying � are shown in Fig.2. W e set

n = 10000,a = 1,w0 = 1,and

hki=

Z 1

c2w
d=�

0

k p(k)dk =
a�c2w

d=�

0

a� � d
(40)

constantat20.Figures2(a)and 2(b)show thatL and C havea sim ilardependenceon � to

theadditiveweightm odelwith exponentialf(w)[Figs.1(a)and 1(b)].Figure2(a)indicates

thatatransition from asm all-L regim etoalarge-L regim eoccurssom ewherearound � = 3.

SinceFig.2(b)supportsthatC rem ains�niteforlargen irrespective of�,thesm all-world

property issuggested forsm all�.Thetransition appearssim ilarto thephasetransition in

geographicalBA m odels[4,5].However,in thosem odels, doesnotchangein � > 0 asfar

asthenetwork isin thesm all-world regim e,whereasitdoeschangehere(butsee[17]).As

shown in Figs.2(c),2(d),and 2(e),p(k)(crosses)obey powerlawswhosescaling exponents

are wellpredicted by Eq.(38) (lines). Consequently,the weighted gravity m odelrealizes

scale-free sm all-world networks when � is sm allenough. In this schem e, is tunable by

varying a,�,and d.Circlesin Figs.2(c),2(d),and 2(e)indicateC(k)/ k� 
0

with 0�= 2 or

som ewhatsm aller.Finally,num erically obtained g(r)shown by circlesin Figs.3(a)(� = 2)

and 3(b)(� = 3)decaysalgebraically aspredicted by Eq.(39).
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A generated network isshown in Fig.4 forn = 100,d = 1,a = 1,w0 = 1,� = 1,and

hence  = 2. For dem onstration purposes,the vertices are aligned on a one-dim ensional

ring. In spite ofthe sm allsize,the �gure is indicative ofthe scale-free and sm all-world

properties. Itisvisually com parable to the BA-type scale-free sm all-world networks on a

ring [5]and theW atts-Strogatznon-scale-freesm all-world networks[1].

In othergeographicalnetwork m odels,L becom eslargeifg(r)decaysfasterthan g(r)/

r� � with a certain � > 0. For exam ple, a nonscale-free weightless network m odelon a

lattice owns an ultrasm allL = O (1)for � � d,sm allL = O (logn) for d < � < 2d,and

large L = O (n1=d)for� � 2d [19]. In anothernonscale-free network,� = d+ 1 dividesthe

sm all-world and large-world regim es[18].Also in a one-dim ensionalgeographicalscale-free

network m odelwith preferentialattachm ent,asim ilarphasetransition occursat� = 1[5,7].

Based on Figs. 1(a)and 2(a),weanticipatethatthegravity m odelhasthephasetransition

at a criticalvalue � under which the network is geographical,scale-free,and sm all-world

atthe sam e tim e. W e do notexam ine h(r)decaying faster than (logr)
� 1

in the additive

weight notation [Eq.(31)]or equivalently h(r) decaying faster than algebraically in the

m ultiplicative weightnotation [Eq.(35)],forwhich we expecttoo large L.Letusm ention

that h(r) / (logr)� 1,which other m odels have largely neglected,m ay be appropriate if

weightinteraction ise�ectively additive.

Theresultsin Sec.IIIC and thosein thissection can becaptured asa spatialextension

oftheresultsin [14],which addressestheinverseproblem to determ inef(w)from p(k).To

obtain p(k)/ k� ,a pairofverticeswith weightsw and w 0thatfollow f(w)= �e� �w with

� = 1 areconnected with probability proportionalto exp[� (w + w0)=(� + 1)][14].In the

gravity m odel,we have de�ned W = exp(w)and W 0 = exp(w 0)so thatW and W 0 follow

thePareto distribution.Theprobability thatthetwo verticesareconnected isproportional

to thevolum eofa d-dim ensionalballwith radiusr0,whereW W 0=r
�

0 = �.Thisprobability

isproportionalto rd0 / (W W 0=�)
d=�

/ exp[(w + w 0)d=�].W eshould haved=� = 1=(� 1),

which isconsistentwith Eq.(38)sincea = �= 1.

E. G ravity m odelw ith exponentialf(w)

Letustreatthe gravity m odelwith the exponentialweight distribution. Thiscon�gu-

ration isequivalentto the m odelwith additive weightinteraction,h(r)/ (logr)� 1,and a
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weightdistribution lessbroad than theexponentialdistribution.Itfollowsthat

k(w)= �

Z 1

0

�e
� �w 0

�
d=2
�

�
d

2
+ 1

� �
ww 0

�

� d=�

dw
0
= c1�

�
d

2
+ 1

�

w
d=�

(41)

and

p(k)=
��

dk1� �=d[c1�(d=�+ 1)]
�=d

exp

"

� �

�
k

c1�(d=� + 1)

� �=d
#

; (42)

which isa stretched exponentialwith a m odifying factork� 1+ �=d.Furtherm ore,wehave

g(r) =

Z
1

0

�e
� �w

e
� ��r� =w

dw = 4�
2

Z
1

0

cos(
p
�r�u)

(u2 + 4�2)3=2
du

= 4�
2

Z 1

1

e� 2�
p
�r�t

p
t2 � 1

dt= 4�
2
K 0(2�

p
�r�); (43)

where K 0(x)isthe m odi�ed Besselfunction ofthe second kind [41,pp.185,187{188,and

206].SinceK 0(x)tendsto

K 0(x)=

r
�

2x
e
� x

�

1�
1

8x
+ O

�
1

x2

��

(44)

asx ! 1 [41,p.202],Eq.(43)asym ptotically behavesas

g(r)�= 2�
1=2
�
3=2

�
�r

�
�� 1=4

e
� 2�

p
�r�

(r! 1 ): (45)

W ith theargum entsin Sec.IIID taken into account,Eq.(45)im pliesthatg(r)decaystoo

fasttom akethenetwork sm all-world.A lesson isthatf(w)considerably inuencesnetwork

properties,which isnotthecaseforthenongeographicalcounterpart[15].Particularly,the

Pareto f(w)can yield scale-free p(k)and thesm all-world properties,regardlessofwhether

weight interaction isadditive orm ultiplicative. On the otherhand,the exponentialf(w)

explored in thissection and Sec.IIIB inducesexponentialtypesofp(k)and largeL.

IV . SC A LE-FR EE N ET W O R K S A N D SC A LE-FR EE W EIG H T D IST R IB U T IO N S

Am ongthecon�gurationsconsidered inSec.III,theadditiveweightm odelandthegravity

m odelwith scale-freef(w)and scale-freeh(r)generatesm all-world networkswith scale-free

p(k). In thisregim e,ourm odelrelatesscale-free p(k),which isofrecentresearch interest,

togeneralpowerlaw distributionsin naturethathavealonghistory tracingback toPareto.

Letusdiscusstherelevanceofourm odelto realdata.
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There is a body ofevidence that quantities potentially serving as vertex weights are

distributed according to powerlawsf(w)/ w � a� 1.Forexam ple,thecelebrated Pareto and

Zipflaws dictate thatincom es and city sizes follow powerlaws with a+ 1 = 2:0 [30,31].

M ore recentdata analysescon�rm powerlawsin countrywise city sizes(a+ 1 = 1:81{2:96

with m ean a+ 1 = 2:136)[32],�rm sizes(a+ 1= 2)[33],thenum berofpagesperwebsite

(a+ 1= 1:65{1:91)[34],land prices(a+ 1= 2:1{2:76)[35],incom es(a+ 1= 1:7{2:4)[36],

and im portanceofairports(a+ 1= 1:67)[9],tonam eafew.On theotherhand,theoriginal

gravity m odeldisregarding weightdistributionsassum es� = 1 and d = 2 [30].Application

ofthevaluesofam entioned abovetotheweighted gravitym odelyields = 1+ a�=d= 1:32{

1:98,which istoo sm allto �trealnetwork data whose  m ostly fallsbetween 2 and 3 [2].

Asanotherindication,an extensive data analysisofthe Internetrevealed g(r)/ r� � with

� = 1 [6]. Ifourm odelcould underlie the Internet,itshould m ean a� = � = 1,and hence

 = 1+ a�=d = 3=2 sinced = 2.This isagain too sm allfortherealInternetand related

com puternetworksthathave = 1:9{2:8 [2].

However,we regard thatourm odelisnotnecessarily im plausible.First,ourm odeland

alsothenonspatialthreshold m odeldonotaim todescribegrowingnetworks;theInternetis

atypicalexam pleofgrowingnetworks[2].Ourgoalisrathertodiscussnongrowingnetworks

in a geographicalcontext.Asa supporting exam ple,connectivity networksofbrain regions

have  = 2,� = a� �= 2,and d = 2 [24],which are roughly consistent with Eq.(38).

Actually,thebrain network doesnotgrow so m uch oncean anim alisborn.

Second,estim ation of� involvesm uch uctuation becauseofthedi�culty in data acqui-

sition.Sincetheproposalofthegravity m odelin which � = 1wasinferred from railway and

highway traveldata[30],analysesofvarioussocialactivity datahaveo�ered awiderangeof

�.Am ong them areinvestigationsofairtravels(� = 0:2{2:0)[26,37,38],journey to work

(� = 0:5{1:2)[27],m igration (� = 1:59;2:49)[39],cedarrapidsdirectcontacts(� = 2:74)

[39],m arriage (� = 0:59;1:53;1:59)[39],and m em orizable socialinteraction (� = 2)[40].

Theam biguity and theactivity dependenceof� rendertheevaluation of pretty uncertain.

Precision of� in classicalstudies was also low because ofsm alldata sizes. To undertake

m oredetailed and large-scaledata analysisasin [6,40]isim portant.

Third,the interaction strength,which isassum ed to be proportionalto w1w2=r
� in the

gravity m odel,m ay be nonlinear in weights. Forexam ple,use ofw x
1w

x
2=r

� [26]results in

 = 1 + a�=xd. Realdata actually support 0:73 � x � 1:05 [37],and x sm aller than
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1 increases  to m ake it m ore realistic. By the sam e token,replacing (w1 + w2)=r
� with

(w1 + w2)
x=r� in theadditivenotation e�ectively changes� to �=x.

Next,letusrelateourm odelto network search problem sin which an agenton a vertex

attem ptsto reach an unknown destination by traveling on edges. In sm all-world networks

de�ned by latticessupplied with long-rangeconnectionswith density g(r)/ r� �,which are

essentially equivalentto the random connection m odel[28],optim alsearch perform ance is

realized when � = d [20]. Even though the weighted gravity m odelis a di�erent m odel,

sim ple adoption ofour form ula suggests d = � = a� and  = 1+ a�=d = 2. Com puter-

related networksusually have  > 2 presum ably because they aregrowing.However,som e

socialnetworksand peer-to-peernetworks,which m ay beconsidered to benongrowing,own

 closeto 2 [2],enhancing thesearch ability.

Sim ilarly,em ergenceofsm all-world networksin ageographicalfram eworkrequiresd+ 1>

� > d,whilelatticelikenetworksresultfrom � > d+1,and� < dinducesrandom likenetworks

with low clustering [18]. Sim ple-m inded substitution of� = a� leads to d + 1 > a� > d

and 2 <  < 2 + d� 1. Since we usually have d = 2 or 3,  associated with general

nongrowing sm all-world networks m ay be close to 2. To sum m arize,scale-free networks

with  around 2 m ay be optim alin the sense ofthe search perform ance and the sm all-

world property. In addition, = 2 isthe baseline scaling exponentofthe nongeographical

threshold graph[15],anditm ayalsobethecaseforgeneralcooperativenongrowingnetworks

[10,11,12,13,14,15,17]. In contrast, = 3 is an im portantphase-transition pointfor

percolation and dynam ic epidem ic processes [42]. The BA m odelhas  = 3,which m ay

setthe baseline  forothercom petitive growing networks[2,3,4,5,6,7,8]. Ourcurrent

speculation stem sfrom theansatz = 1+ a�=d= 1+ �=d plugged into theresultsobtained

from otherm odels.Furtherinvestigation ofthisissueisan im portantfutureproblem .

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have proposed and analyzed a geographicalnongrowing network m odelbased on

thresholding thesum oftwo vertex weights.Ourm odelcontrastswith geographicalgrowing

m odelsbased on theBA m odel,and itnaturally extendsthethreshold graph,theunitdisk

graph,and thegravity m odel,which arewidely used in a rangeof�elds.In properregim es,

sm all-world networks with scale-free degree distributions and the connection probability
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algebraically decaying in distance are generated,and they are consistent with m any real

data.In contrastto thenongeographicalthreshold m odel,whatweightdistribution isused

m atters for network properties. For scale-free networks to em erge,the weight should be

distributed asspeci�ed by powerlaws.Theweightdistribution and thedegreedistribution

generally havedi�erentscaling exponents,and they arebridged by a relation involving the

spatialdim ension and thedecay rateoftheinteraction strength.
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Figurecaptions

Figure 1: Network propertieswith h(r)= r� � and the exponentialweightdistribution

with � = 1 and hki = 20. Dependence of(a) L and (b) C on � for n = 2000 (thinnest

lines),4000,6000,8000,and 10000(thickestlines)ispresented.Therelation between L and

n isshown in the insetof(a),with upperlinescorresponding to larger�. Also shown are

num erically obtained p(k)(crosses)and C(k)(circles)with n = 10000 for(c)� = 0:5,(d)

� = 1:5,and (e)� = 2:5.

Figure 2:Network propertiesforthe gravity m odelwith the Pareto weightdistribution

with a = 1,w0 = 1,and hki = 20. Dependence of(a) L and (b) C on � is presented.

Also shown arenum erically obtained p(k)(crosses),C(k)(circles)with n = 10000,and the

theoreticalprediction p(k)/ k� 1� a�=d (lines)for(c)� = 2,(d)� = 3,and (e)� = 4.

Figure 3: Num erically obtained g(r)(circles)and the prediction by Eq.(39)(lines)for

thegravity m odelwith (a)� = 2 and (b)� = 3.The otherparam etervaluesarethe sam e

asthoseused in Fig.2.

Figure4:An exam ple ofthe weighted gravity m odelon a one-dim ensionalring.W e set

n = 100,� = 1,and hki= 6.ThePareto weightdistribution with a = 1and w 0 = 1isused.
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