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W e Investigate and quantify the interplay between topology and ability to send speci c signals
In complex networks. W e nd that in a m aprity of investigated realworld networks the ability
to com m unicate is favored by the network topology on sm all distances, but disfavored at larger
distances. W e firther discuss how the ability to locate speci ¢ nodes can be in proved if inform ation
associated to the overalltra ¢ in the network is available.

PACS numbers: 89.75.%, 89.75Fb, 89.70 + c

Not all di erent parts interact directly with all other
parts In a com plex system . Rather each elem ent inter—
actsdirectly only w ith a f&w particularelem ents. D istant
parts of the thereby form ed network can consequently
com m unicate through sequences of local interactions. In
this way all parts of the network In principle can be
reached from other parts, but not all such com m unica-
tions are equally easy or accurate. T he network is thus
a description of the 1im ited ability to send speci ¢ sig—
nals In the system ]. W e stress the di erence between
speci ¢ signaling In networks and the contrary unspe-
ci ¢ broadcasting: W here speci ¢ signaling only focuses
on locating one speci ¢ node w ithout disturbing the re—
m alning netw ork, the non-speci cbroadcasting am pli es
by transfering signals to allexit links ofevery node along
all branching paths. Speci c signaling is thus construc—
tive com m unication, whereas non-speci ¢ broadcasting
rather is of relevance for disease spreading or com puter
virus propagation E,H].

One can in agine various ways of searching a speci c
node In a network, dependent on the available inform a—
tion when the search is perform ed ﬂ]. In present paper
we com pare ways to guide the search based on locating
the shortest path between a source and a target in the
network. Thus we are only characterizing speci c sig—
naling, where any deviations from shortest paths m ean
the loss of the signal. In other words, the cost of devi-
ating from the shortest path is assum ed to be in nie,
and we sin ply quantify the search In tem s of the num —
ber of questions needed to follow the shortest path to the
target.

F irst Jet us consider the Search Inform ation introduced
in E]. T he Search Inform ation ofgoing from source node
s to target node t, S (s ! t), is the number of bis of
Inform ation one needs to go from s to t usihg 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 shortest path to the target node t. W e as—
sum e that each node is a sin plistic autonom ous system
that know s which of its exi links that leads to the tar-
get. The number of questions one has to ask such an
autonom ous system in a source node is log, ks), where
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FIG .1: Inform ation m easures on netw ork topology: a) Search
Inform ation S (s ! t) m easures your ability to locate node t
from node s. b) W eighted Search Inform ation S, m easures
your ability to locate target node t from the source node s,
when you tend to follow the tra c given by the betweenness
bis. S(s! t) is the number of yes/no questions needed to
locate any of the shortest paths between r‘@de s and node
t. For each such path P (po(s;t)) = i jkj;l, wih j
counting nodes on the path p(s;t) until the last node before
t. The factor ky 1 instead of kj takes into account the
inform ation gained by follow ing the path. Sy, (1! Jj) is the
sim ilar quantity where we now weight each exit link from a
node w ith its betweenness 1 E,E], de ned as the fraction
of m essages that go through node 1 which also go through
neighbor node k.

ks isthe degree ofthe source. At the subsequent node, j,
along the shortest path to the target the num ber of ques—
tions is reduced to log, ky 1) since the incom ing link
isknown. That m eans that the num ber of questions one
has to ask when walking along the pagl from the source
tothetarget isS(s! t)= log, (i ; kjll ). If there
arem ore than one shortest path between s and t, then:
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w here the sum runs over the set fp (s;t)g of degenerate
shortest paths between s and t, see Fig.[ll. In the previ-
ous w ork ﬂ] we Investigated S for a num ber of netw orks
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FIG . 2: Analysis of real world networks. Here C iy is the
inform ation city network of M alm o [f] w ith roads m apped to
nodes and intersections to links. The Intemet refers to the
hardw ired netw orks of autonom ous system s [14], the CEO to
the netw ork of cooperate executives In US (9] and F Iy to the
protein-protein network of D rosophilia M elanogaster [L(]. In
a) we compare S (1) with the sin ilar search performed in a
random ized version of the network. O ne observes that search
on short distances 1 2 3 is relatively optim ized in the
realnetworks. In b) we com pare S w ith the search obtained
when one uses the inform ation associated to overalltra c in

the network. W e see that such globaltra ¢ infom ation helps

the search at all long distances.

and found that one needs m ore inform ation to ordent In
real- than In random networks. By random networks
we m ean the networks random ized by the reshu ing of
links In such a way as to preserve the degree sequence
and keep the netw ork connected [L1]. To explore the na—
ture of these com plications in real world networks we,
in Fig.[, look at the average Search Inform ation for
nodes separated by 1 links and com pare it w ith the cor-
responding quantity n a random ized counterpart. From
SO= Qi S rangom Diwe see that essentially all

the contribution to the globalexcessof SP= S S random
com es from largedistances1> 3 (S = N% st S (s ' b).
For som e of the netw orks, as for exam ple Intemet, Yeast
and Fly, the S () is even negative at short distances,
which in plies that these real networks are organized to
optin ize the search at these short distances. T hus local
speci city is favored w hereas com m unication beyond the
horizon 1= learen 3 is disfavored.

To uncover how the topology and the search infor-
m ation, quanti ed by S, are coupld we, in Fig.[d in—
vestigate a num ber of m odel networks. Fig.[d@) shows
S @ Srandom (1) forthe variousm odelnetworks. W e see
that the search is easy at distance 1 3 in the m odular
netw ork, whereas a random ly rew ired netw ork provides
better search options for 1 > 3. The hierarchical club
netw ork, on the other hand, clearly does worse than a
random network on all scales. Here we have obtained a
surprising and counterintuitive resut that hierarchiesare
not alwaysoptin alfor search. That (cub)hierarchiesare
used in m any hum an organizationsm ay thusbe seen asa
way to regulate and thus lin it the lnform ation exchange,
rather than to optim ize overall speci ¢ com m unication
L],

The search Inform ation S de ned above is based on a
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FIG .3: Analysisofm odelnetworks in tem s of the quantities
in Fig.[J. The sinple m odular network is constructed of C
m odulesw ith C nodes in each, w ith 0 2C connectionsbetw een

nodesgn m odules and 02C connections between the m odules
(C = N ). Theclub tree is a hierarchical netw ork w ith club
structure at each level, a construction intended to m in ic our
view of social organization. W e used a version wih hki= 6
neighborspernodeand wih log N )=log (hki=2) hierarchical
Jevels. T he scale—free network is an exam ple of netw orks w ith
broad degreedistributions, here scaling as 1=k** . In allcases
we sinulate N = 5000 node netw orks.

m Inin alapproach where one at each node know snothing
about the relative In portance ofthe neighbors. H ow ever,
In real social netw orks one often know s who is best con—
nected to the rest of the system . For exam ple in a m ili-
tary hierarchy, every soldier know s who their in m ediate
superjor is. This know ledge can be obtained self con—
sistently at any node in any network by m onitoring the
tra c of orders past this node. In order to explore how
the search can be sin pli ed by additional know ledge we
Introduce a slightly di erent quanti cation of search in-
form ation. T hat is, we explore the Inform ation needed to
search if one know s the overalltra ¢ ow . W hen ques—
tioning the m Inin al autonom ous system at a node, we
w eight the questions according to the betw eenness of the
links to the node [E,14]. Thereby we de ne the weighted
search Inform ation
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where j labels the node on the path p(s;t), $artjng at
j= 1 forneighbornode to s. by;5+1 = 5;5+1= , 4% IS
the betw eennessofthe link from nodew ith label j to node
w ith label j+ 1, divided by the sum ofthe betweennesses
of allk links from j. b, is sin ilarly de ned except
that the nom alization exclides the link to the preceding
node of j on the shortest path between s and t.

To understand the di erence between S and S, we
consider a city (de ned through the city network where
each node is a road, and each link an intersection [{]).
By orienting yourself with the strategy behind S anall
and large roads are weighted equally. However, S,, cap—



tures that large roads m ore often take you closer to the
target than am all roads. For all nvestigated netw orks
one In average gains by using the weighted search strat-
egy. H ow ever, the contribution isnot hom ogeneously dis—
tributed over distance. A s one can see in Fig.HA ) the
weighted strategy is m ore e cient at longer distances,

1> 3.HoweverS,, > S forl 3 and thus it tumsout to
be ine cient to ollow the ow when the target isnearby.

This re ects the fact that if you ollow the ow you will
nearly alwaysoverlook am allroads in your neighborhood.
In termm s of navigating in a city, the S, ) S () di er—
ence show sthat it payso to ollow the large roadsuntil
you are within a ffw tums from your end target. Then
i naturally pays o to change strategy and disregard
the main stream . The distance where S, 1) S (1) be—
com es negative therefore de nes a characteristic search
horizon, liscal global » @t which one should sw itch from lo-—
calto global search strategy.

W e next study the relative advantage of local versus
global search strategies for som e m odel networks in F ig.
B ). Like the real world networks, also the m odel net—
works have S, > S at smalldistances, and S, < 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 main ow, and one thus
needs a ot ofe ort to locate peripheralneighbors. For a
random scale—free netw ork, on the otherhand, the overall
tra c very fast guides you to the center, and therefore
Sy Isa good search strategy at nearly all distances. The
scale-free netw ork represents topologies w ith very broad
degree distrbutions and in these one nearly alwaysben—
e tby follow Ing the ow [4].

In betw een these tw o netw orks is them odular netw ork,
w here the global ow confiises local search (S (1< 3) <
Sy (1< 3)), but helps tra ¢ to other m odules and thus
to the m ore distant targets. Retuming to the realworld
networks in Fig.@®) their Lyca1 giobal 2 horizon for
tra ¢ guided search m ay be seen as a combination ofa
short lipcal global 1 horizon associated to their broad
degree distribution (scale free n Fig.[A b)), and a larger
Local glopal horizon associated to m odular or hierarchical
features.

One may ask whether the two search strategies can
be combined, such that one uses local inform ation for
local search, and global tra ¢ inform ation for long dis-
tance search. In temm s of tra ¢ In a ciy the picture
is that there are multiple types of tra ¢, from pedes-
trian to short distance targets, bicycles to interm ediate
distance targets, to cars Por the distant targets. In accor-
dance to this picture we Introduce the lin ited between—
ness m easures by (r) for the links j around a node i,
de ned by tra c between all pairs of nodes that only
moves atm axinum a distance r between the source and
the target. G iven this set of r dependent tra c weights,
we in analogy with Eq.[, de ne a set of search m ea—
sures Sy oy ). Forr=1,S,4, 6! = 5S@6! 9,
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FIG . 4: Investigations of search strategies in a m odel net—
work a) and inform ation city network ofM almo b). The g-
ures illustrate 3 sin ple search strategies, and one optin ized
(shaded). Sy () (1) denotes the search infomm ation based only
on tra c between nodes separated by not m ore than r steps
in the network. W e see that nodes on short distance are best
found by using local search strategy (Sy (-1) = S, whereas
search to distant nodes are best perform ed by using nfor-
m ation from global tra c. However, nodes at Interm ediate
distances are best found by using tra c between nodes at in—
temm ediate distances. To optin ize search we also show a dif-
ferent search strategy Sscale adijusted » Where one at each step
j along the path to the target adjust the tra ¢ horizon to
the rem aining distance to the target. W e furthem ore restrict
the tra cbiasto the subset oftra c that are targeted to the
node j one is currently at (see Fig.[).

whereas Sy -1, ! t) = Sy, (5! t) and thus Sy ,
naturally interpolates between the non-w eighted and the
tra cweighted search approaches. n Fig. @) we exam —
ne S, ) O for the club-hierarchy network from Fig.[d.
Th accordance w ith Fig.[d @) we again see that the longer
distances indeed are best searched by using long distance
tra c. In addition we see that Interm ediate distances
1= 3 7 arebest searched by using a search weighted by
tra c traveling intermm ediate distances r 5, as quanti-
edby S, 5 @.

Fig.@©) shows the optin al search strategy in a real
netw ork, here the inform ation city netw ork ofM aln o [E].
A gain the search e ciency is In proved by adjisting the
tra c horizon to the search distance. In fact the search
can be further optin ized by, at each step, adjisting the
tra ¢ horizon r to the rem aining distance to the tar-
get. In the language of city networks, when searching
a distant road, one rst uses nform ation from car traf-

c, but as distance to target becom es am aller than say
5 Intersections, one instead uses bicycle- and then sub-—
sequently pedestrian tra c. This overall feature of opti-
m izing search works best when one weights the exit link
from each node j by the fraction of overalltra c target
explicitly to j. T hus, the optin alsearch indicated by the
shaded area in Fig.[d corresponds to a search strateqgy,
w here one at each step j from s to t bias the search ac-
cording to the subpart of the tra c that is targeted at
j, and which has a source at distance that are not fur-
ther away than the target t (see Fig.[@). The di erence
to the nom al betweenness is that the target between—



ness e ectively partitions the netw ork around each node
j, such that each exit link is weighted by the fraction of
the network that it leads to. This therefore provides a
more e cient guess on the direction to the rest of the

network from j than the nom albetweenness.

FIG .5: IIustration of optin al search strategy on an inform a—
tion city network of G am la stan, Stockholm [f]: At each step
the contribution to the tra c bias is lin ited by sequentially
decreasing horizons (circles). T he radius of each horizon re—

ects the node distance to the target. In case of the large
city, each horizon corresponds to the type of transportation
one should consider: W ithin the big circle one looks for cars
and w ithin the sm allest circle for pedestrians. The path is
indicated in black.

O bviously the optin alsearch strategy can only be used
if one has access to this distant-dependent tra ¢ nfor-
m ation. However, as In a city, such inform ation can for
exam ple be quite wellestin ated in socialnetw orks. C on—
sider M ilgram ’s fam ous result of a m ail locating a target
person In a chain of typically six acquaintances between
two persons n USA [14]. The nontrivial result of M il-
gram ’s experin ent is not that the distance between two
persons is just six, since the dim ension in socialnetw orks
are high [1L3], but the fact that short paths were found in
the experin ent. In term s of our optin al search strategy,
M ilgram ’s experin ent is interpreted the follow ing way:
E very participant that receives a m ailain ed to a distant
target person, gives this In his tum to a frdend, wih a
chance weighted to how often this frdend travels on dis—
tances up to the scale of the target distance. W ih such
a search strategy, that at each point along the path is
adjasted to the horizon to the target, themailwill nd
a short path to the target person w ith high probability
(low inform ation cost). W e speculate that hum ans inher—
ently tend to use such a scale-free search strategy, and by
this facilitate robust com m unication on all scales rang—
iIng from a single rem ote village to the whole planet. The
Infom ation gain by doing so in the city M alm o is illus-
trated by the di erence between the black curve and the

shaded area n Fig.@®).

In the present work we have quanti ed the inform ation
cost associated to tranam ission of speci ¢ signals across
a com plex network . By com paring real-and random net-—
works, we have shown that m any realworld networks
tend to have optim ized searchability at rather short dis—
tancel 3. The cost ofthis optim ization is that beyond
this horizon one must use m ore intelligent m ethods to
facilitate searchability. In the spirit of com m unication
w e have Investigated m ethods based on globaltra c ob—
served at local level and interpreted them in realworld
exam ples.

In m any networks, in particular social or tra c net—
works, the search strategy can be adjisted according to
average tra ¢ ow . The distance at which global traf-

c becom es superior to unbiased search de nes a horizon
associated to the largest scale ofm odules In a network.
In general, any network we have nvestigated are best
searched by using the \scale invariant" strategy, where
directions are selected according to the average tra c to
nodes at distances sin ilar to that of the searched target
node.
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