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W e investigate and quantify the interplay between topology and ability to send speci�c signals

in com plex networks. W e �nd that in a m ajority ofinvestigated real-world networks the ability

to com m unicate is favored by the network topology on sm alldistances,but disfavored at larger

distances.W efurtherdiscusshow theability to locatespeci�cnodescan beim proved ifinform ation

associated to the overalltra�c in the network isavailable.

PACS num bers:89.75.-k,89.75.Fb,89.70.+ c

Notalldi�erent partsinteractdirectly with allother

parts in a com plex system . Rather each elem ent inter-

actsdirectly only with afew particularelem ents.Distant

parts ofthe thereby form ed network can consequently

com m unicatethrough sequencesoflocalinteractions.In

this way all parts of the network in principle can be

reached from other parts,but not allsuch com m unica-

tionsare equally easy oraccurate. The network isthus

a description ofthe lim ited ability to send speci�c sig-

nalsin the system [1]. W e stressthe di�erence between

speci�c signaling in networks and the contrary unspe-

ci�c broadcasting:W here speci�c signaling only focuses

on locating one speci�c node withoutdisturbing the re-

m aining network,thenon-speci�cbroadcasting am pli�es

by transferingsignalsto allexitlinksofevery nodealong

allbranching paths. Speci�c signaling isthus construc-

tive com m unication, whereas non-speci�c broadcasting

ratheris ofrelevance fordisease spreading orcom puter

viruspropagation [2,3].

O ne can im agine various ways ofsearching a speci�c

node in a network,dependenton the available inform a-

tion when the search isperform ed [4]. In presentpaper

we com pare waysto guide the search based on locating

the shortest path between a source and a targetin the

network. Thus we are only characterizing speci�c sig-

naling,where any deviations from shortest paths m ean

the loss ofthe signal. In other words,the costofdevi-

ating from the shortest path is assum ed to be in�nite,

and we sim ply quantify the search in term softhe num -

berofquestionsneeded to follow theshortestpath to the

target.

FirstletusconsidertheSearch Inform ation introduced

in [7].TheSearch Inform ation ofgoingfrom sourcenode

s to target node t,S(s ! t),is the num ber ofbits of

inform ation oneneedsto go from s to tusing the short-

est paths: In the beginning, when starting at node s,

one has to �nd the right exit link,leadingto the second

node on the shortestpath to the targetnode t. W e as-

sum e thateach node isa sim plistic autonom oussystem

thatknowswhich ofitsexitlinksthatleadsto the tar-

get. The num ber ofquestions one has to ask such an

autonom ous system in a source node is log2(ks),where
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FIG .1:Inform ation m easureson network topology:a)Search

Inform ation S(s! t)m easures yourability to locate node t

from node s. b) W eighted Search Inform ation Sw m easures

your ability to locate target node tfrom the source node s,

when you tend to follow the tra�c given by the betweenness

bij. S(s! t) is the num ber ofyes/no questions needed to

locate any of the shortest paths between node s and node

t. For each such path P (p(s;t)) = 1

ks

Q

j

1

kj�1
,with j

counting nodeson the path p(s;t)untilthe last node before

t. The factor kj � 1 instead of kj takes into account the

inform ation gained by following the path. Sw (i! j) is the

sim ilar quantity where we now weight each exit link from a

node with its betweenness �lk [5,6],de�ned as the fraction

of m essages that go through node l which also go through

neighbornode k.

ks isthedegreeofthesource.Atthesubsequentnode,j,

alongtheshortestpath to thetargetthenum berofques-

tions is reduced to log2(kj � 1) since the incom ing link

isknown.Thatm eansthatthe num berofquestionsone

hasto ask when walking along the path from the source

to the targetisS(s! t)= � log2(
1

ks

Q

j
1

kj�1
). Ifthere

arem orethan oneshortestpath between s and t,then:

S(s! t)= � log2

0

@
X

fp(s;t)g

1

ks

Y

j

1

kj � 1

1

A ; (1)

where the sum runs overthe set fp(s;t)g ofdegenerate

shortestpathsbetween s and t,see Fig.1.In the previ-

ouswork [7]weinvestigated S fora num berofnetworks
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FIG .2: Analysis of realworld networks. Here City is the

inform ation city network ofM alm �o [8]with roadsm apped to

nodes and intersections to links. The Internet refers to the

hardwired networksofautonom oussystem s[14],theCEO to

the network ofcooperate executivesin US [9]and Fly to the

protein-protein network ofD rosophilia M elanogaster [10].In

a) we com pare S(l) with the sim ilar search perform ed in a

random ized version ofthenetwork.O neobservesthatsearch

on short distances l � 2 � 3 is relatively optim ized in the

realnetworks.In b) we com pare S with the search obtained

when one usesthe inform ation associated to overalltra�c in

thenetwork.W eseethatsuch globaltra�cinform ation helps

the search atalllong distances.

and found thatone needsm ore inform ation to orientin

real- than in random networks. By random networks

we m ean the networksrandom ized by the reshu�ing of

links in such a way as to preserve the degree sequence

and keep thenetwork connected [11].To explorethena-

ture ofthese com plications in realworld networks we,

in Fig. 2, look at the average Search Inform ation for

nodesseparated by llinksand com pare itwith the cor-

responding quantity in a random ized counterpart.From

�S(l)= hS(l)i� hS random (l)iwe see thatessentially all

thecontribution totheglobalexcessof�S = S� S random

com esfrom largedistancesl> 3(S = 1

N 2

P

s;t
S(s! t)).

Forsom eofthenetworks,asforexam pleInternet,Yeast

and Fly,the �S(l) is even negative at short distances,

which im plies thatthese realnetworksare organized to

optim ize the search atthese shortdistances.Thuslocal

speci�city isfavored whereascom m unication beyond the

horizon l= lsearch � 3 isdisfavored.

To uncover how the topology and the search infor-

m ation,quanti�ed by S,are coupled we,in Fig.3 in-

vestigate a num ber ofm odelnetworks. Fig.3(a) shows

S(l)� Srandom (l)forthevariousm odelnetworks.W esee

thatthe search iseasy atdistance l� 3 in the m odular

network,whereas a random ly rewired network provides

better search options for l > 3. The hierarchicalclub

network,on the other hand,clearly does worse than a

random network on allscales. Here we have obtained a

surprisingand counterintuitiveresultthathierarchiesare

notalwaysoptim alforsearch.That(club)hierarchiesare

used in m any hum an organizationsm ay thusbeseen asa

way to regulateand thuslim ittheinform ation exchange,

rather than to optim ize overallspeci�c com m unication

[15].

The search inform ation S de�ned aboveisbased on a
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FIG .3:Analysisofm odelnetworksin term softhequantities

in Fig.2. The sim ple m odular network is constructed ofC

m oduleswith C nodesin each,with 0:2C connectionsbetween

nodesin m odulesand 0:2C connectionsbetween them odules

(C =
p
N ).Theclub tree isa hierarchicalnetwork with club

structure ateach level,a construction intended to m im ic our

view ofsocialorganization. W e used a version with hki= 6

neighborspernodeand with � log(N )=log(hki=2)hierarchical

levels.Thescale-free network isan exam pleofnetworkswith

broad degree-distributions,herescaling as1=k
2:4
.In allcases

we sim ulate N = 5000 node networks.

m inim alapproach whereoneateach nodeknowsnothing

abouttherelativeim portanceoftheneighbors.However,

in realsocialnetworksone often knowswho isbestcon-

nected to the restofthe system .Forexam ple in a m ili-

tary hierarchy,every soldierknowswho theirim m ediate

superior is. This knowledge can be obtained selfcon-

sistently atany node in any network by m onitoring the

tra�c oforderspastthisnode. In orderto explore how

the search can be sim pli�ed by additionalknowledgewe

introduce a slightly di�erentquanti�cation ofsearch in-

form ation.Thatis,weexploretheinform ation needed to

search ifone knowsthe overalltra�c 
ow. W hen ques-

tioning the m inim alautonom ous system at a node,we

weightthequestionsaccording to thebetweennessofthe

linksto the node [5,6].Thereby we de�ne the weighted

search inform ation

Sw (s! t)= � log2

0

@
X

fp(s;t)g

bs;j= 1

Y

j2p(s;t)

b
0
j;j+ 1

1

A ; (2)

where j labels the node on the path p(s;t),starting at

j= 1 forneighbornode to s.bj;j+ 1 = �j;j+ 1=
P

k
�j;k is

thebetweennessofthelinkfrom nodewith labeljtonode

with labelj+ 1,divided by thesum ofthebetweennesses

ofallk links from j. b0j;j+ 1 is sim ilarly de�ned except

thatthenorm alization excludesthelink to thepreceding

nodeofj on the shortestpath between s and t.

To understand the di�erence between S and Sw we

considera city (de�ned through the city network where

each node is a road,and each link an intersection [8]).

By orienting yourselfwith the strategy behind S sm all

and large roadsare weighted equally.However,Sw cap-
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turesthatlarge roadsm ore often take you closerto the

target than sm allroads. For allinvestigated networks

one in averagegainsby using the weighted search strat-

egy.However,thecontribution isnothom ogeneouslydis-

tributed overdistance. As one can see in Fig.2(b) the

weighted strategy is m ore e�cient at longer distances,

l> 3.HoweverSw > S forl� 3 and thusitturnsoutto

beine�cientto follow the
ow when thetargetisnearby.

Thisre
ectsthe factthatifyou follow the 
ow you will

nearlyalwaysoverlooksm allroadsin yourneighborhood.

In term sofnavigating in a city,the Sw (l)� S(l)di�er-

enceshowsthatitpayso� to follow thelargeroadsuntil

you are within a few turnsfrom yourend target. Then

it naturally pays o� to change strategy and disregard

the m ain stream . The distance where Sw (l)� S(l) be-

com es negative therefore de�nes a characteristic search

horizon,llocal�global,atwhich oneshould switch from lo-

calto globalsearch strategy.

W e next study the relative advantage oflocalversus

globalsearch strategiesforsom e m odelnetworksin Fig.

3(b). Like the realworld networks,also the m odelnet-

works have Sw > S at sm alldistances,and Sw < S at

large distances. In particular,the club tree (hierarchy)

does extrem ely bad at short distances because there is

a strong bias to go along the m ain 
ow,and one thus

needsa lotofe�ortto locateperipheralneighbors.Fora

random scale-freenetwork,on theotherhand,theoverall

tra�c very fast guides you to the center,and therefore

Sw isa good search strategy atnearly alldistances.The

scale-freenetwork representstopologieswith very broad

degreedistributionsand in theseonenearly alwaysben-

e�tby following the 
ow [4].

In between thesetwonetworksisthem odularnetwork,

where the global
ow confuseslocalsearch (S(l< 3)<

Sw (l< 3)),buthelps tra�c to otherm odules and thus

to the m oredistanttargets.Returning to the realworld

networks in Fig.2(b) their llocal�global � 2 horizon for

tra�c guided search m ay be seen asa com bination ofa

short llocal�global � 1 horizon associated to their broad

degreedistribution (scalefree in Fig.3(b)),and a larger

llocal�global horizon associated to m odularorhierarchical

features.

O ne m ay ask whether the two search strategies can

be com bined, such that one uses localinform ation for

localsearch,and globaltra�c inform ation for long dis-

tance search. In term s of tra�c in a city the picture

is that there are m ultiple types oftra�c,from pedes-

trian to shortdistance targets,bicycles to interm ediate

distancetargets,to carsforthedistanttargets.In accor-

dance to thispicture we introduce the lim ited between-

ness m easures bij(r) for the links j around a node i,

de�ned by tra�c between allpairs ofnodes that only

m ovesatm axim um a distancer between the sourceand

the target.G iven thissetofr dependenttra�cweights,

we in analogy with Eq.2, de�ne a set ofsearch m ea-

sures Sw (r)(l). For r = 1,Sw (1)(s ! t) = S(s ! t),
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FIG .4: Investigations of search strategies in a m odelnet-

work a)and inform ation city network ofM alm �o b).The �g-

ures illustrate 3 sim ple search strategies,and one optim ized

(shaded).Sw (r)(l)denotesthesearch inform ation based only

on tra�c between nodesseparated by notm ore than r steps

in the network.W esee thatnodeson shortdistance are best

found by using localsearch strategy (Sw (r= 1) = S,whereas

search to distant nodes are best perform ed by using infor-

m ation from globaltra�c. However,nodes at interm ediate

distancesarebestfound by using tra�cbetween nodesatin-

term ediate distances.To optim ize search we also show a dif-

ferent search strategy Sscale�adjusted ,where one at each step

j along the path to the target adjust the tra�c horizon to

therem aining distanceto thetarget.W efurtherm orerestrict

thetra�cbiasto thesubsetoftra�cthataretargeted to the

node j one iscurrently at(see Fig.5).

whereas Sw (r= 1 )(s ! t) = Sw (s ! t) and thus Sw (r)
naturally interpolatesbetween thenon-weighted and the

tra�c-weighted search approaches.In Fig. 4(a)weexam -

ine Sw (r)(l) for the club-hierarchy network from Fig.3.

In accordancewith Fig.3(a)weagain seethatthelonger

distancesindeed arebestsearched by using longdistance

tra�c. In addition we see that interm ediate distances

l= 3� 7 arebestsearched by using a search weighted by

tra�c traveling interm ediate distancesr � 5,asquanti-

�ed by Sw (5)(l).

Fig.4(b) shows the optim alsearch strategy in a real

network,heretheinform ation city network ofM alm �o [8].

Again the search e�ciency isim proved by adjusting the

tra�c horizon to the search distance. In factthe search

can be furtheroptim ized by,ateach step,adjusting the

tra�c horizon r to the rem aining distance to the tar-

get. In the language ofcity networks,when searching

a distantroad,one �rstusesinform ation from cartraf-

�c,but as distance to target becom es sm aller than say

5 intersections,one instead uses bicycle-and then sub-

sequently pedestrian tra�c.Thisoverallfeatureofopti-

m izing search worksbestwhen oneweightsthe exitlink

from each node j by the fraction ofoveralltra�c target

explicitly toj.Thus,theoptim alsearch indicated by the

shaded area in Fig.4 corresponds to a search strategy,

where one ateach step j from s to tbiasthe search ac-

cording to the subpart ofthe tra�c that is targeted at

j,and which has a source at distance that are notfur-

theraway than the targett(see Fig.5). The di�erence

to the norm albetweenness is that the target between-
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nesse�ectively partitionsthe network around each node

j,such thateach exitlink isweighted by the fraction of

the network that it leads to. This therefore provides a

m ore e�cient guess on the direction to the rest ofthe

network from j than the norm albetweenness.

FIG .5:Illustration ofoptim alsearch strategy on an inform a-

tion city network ofG am la stan,Stockholm [8]:Ateach step

the contribution to the tra�c bias is lim ited by sequentially

decreasing horizons (circles). The radius ofeach horizon re-


ects the node distance to the target. In case ofthe large

city,each horizon corresponds to the type oftransportation

one should consider: W ithin the big circle one looksforcars

and within the sm allest circle for pedestrians. The path is

indicated in black.

O bviouslytheoptim alsearchstrategycan onlybeused

ifone has access to this distant-dependent tra�c infor-

m ation. However,asin a city,such inform ation can for

exam plebequitewellestim ated in socialnetworks.Con-

siderM ilgram ’sfam ousresultofa m aillocating a target

person in a chain oftypically six acquaintancesbetween

two persons in USA [12]. The nontrivialresult ofM il-

gram ’sexperim entisnotthatthe distance between two

personsisjustsix,sincethedim ension in socialnetworks

arehigh [13],butthefactthatshortpathswerefound in

theexperim ent.In term sofouroptim alsearch strategy,

M ilgram ’s experim ent is interpreted the following way:

Every participantthatreceivesa m ailaim ed to a distant

target person,gives this in his turn to a friend,with a

chance weighted to how often thisfriend travelson dis-

tancesup to the scale ofthe targetdistance.W ith such

a search strategy,that at each point along the path is

adjusted to the horizon to the target,the m ailwill�nd

a shortpath to the targetperson with high probability

(low inform ation cost).W especulatethathum ansinher-

ently tend tousesuch ascale-freesearch strategy,and by

this facilitate robust com m unication on allscales rang-

ing from a singlerem otevillageto thewholeplanet.The

inform ation gain by doing so in the city M alm �o isillus-

trated by thedi�erencebetween theblack curveand the

shaded area in Fig.4(b).

In thepresentwork wehavequanti�ed theinform ation

costassociated to transm ission ofspeci�c signalsacross

acom plex network.By com paringreal-and random net-

works, we have shown that m any real-world networks

tend to haveoptim ized searchability atrathershortdis-

tancel� 3.Thecostofthisoptim ization isthatbeyond

this horizon one m ust use m ore intelligent m ethods to

facilitate searchability. In the spirit ofcom m unication

wehaveinvestigated m ethodsbased on globaltra�cob-

served at localleveland interpreted them in real-world

exam ples.

In m any networks,in particular socialor tra�c net-

works,the search strategy can be adjusted according to

average tra�c 
ow. The distance at which globaltraf-

�cbecom essuperiorto unbiased search de�nesa horizon

associated to the largestscale ofm odules in a network.

In general,any network we have investigated are best

searched by using the \scale invariant" strategy,where

directionsareselected according to theaveragetra�cto

nodesatdistancessim ilarto thatofthe searched target

node.
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