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Collectionsofjournalpapers,often referred to as’citation networks’,can bem odeled asa collec-

tion ofcoupled bipartite networkswhich tend to exhibitlineargrowth and preferentialattachm ent

aspapersare added to the collection.Assum ing prim ary nodesin the� rstpartition and secondary

nodesin thesecond partition,thebasicbipartiteYuleprocessassum esthataseach prim ary nodeis

added to the network,itlinksto m ultiple secondary nodes,and with probability,�,each new link

m ay connectto a newly appearing secondary node.The num beroflinksfrom a new prim ary node

followssom edistribution thatisa characteristicofthespeci� cnetwork.Linksto existing secondary

nodes follow a preferentialattachm entrule. W ith m odi� cations to adapt to speci� c networks,bi-

partiteYuleprocessessim ulatenetworksthatcan bevalidated againstactualnetworksusing a wide

variety ofnetwork m etrics. The application ofbipartite Yule processes to the sim ulation ofpaper-

reference networksand paper-authornetworksisdem onstrated and sim ulation resultsare shown to

m im ic networksfrom actualcollectionsofpapersacrossseveralnetwork m etrics.

K eywords: bipartite networks,citation networks,Yule process,Sim on-Yule process,network growth m odel,

preferentialattachm ent

I. C O LLEC T IO N S O F PA P ER S A S C O U P LED

B IPA R T IT E N ET W O R K S

As shown in Figure 1,a collection ofjournalpapers

constitutesa seriesofcoupled bipartitenetworks[8].As

diagram m ed in Figure1,acollection ofpaperscontains6

directbipartitenetworks:1)papersto paperauthors,2)

papersto references,3)papersto paperjournals,4)pa-

persto term s,5)referencesto reference authors,and 6)

references to reference journals. Additionally,there are

15 indirectbipartite networksin collectionsofpapersas

paper authors

papers

terms

paper journals reference journals

references

reference authors

FIG .1:D iagram showing a collection ofpapersasa seriesof

coupled bipartite networks.
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de� ned by thediagram .Exam plesofinteresting indirect

networksarepaperauthorto referenceauthornetworks,

and paper journalto reference journalnetworks,which

can beused forauthorco-citation analysis[13]and jour-

nalco-citation analysis[5]respectively.

M odeling thegrowth ofthesebipartitenetworkshelps

characterize the underlying processesdriving a research

specialty,such as knowledge accretion,researcher pro-

ductivity,or collaboration processes. Bipartite growth

m odelsproducem any network m etrics,allowingcom pre-

hensive validation ofm odels against realcollections of

papers.

II. B A SIC B IPA R T IT E Y U LE P R O C ESSES

As originally proposed,Yule processes do not m odel

networks,butsim ply m odeltheform ation ofpower-laws

offrequenciesofitem s[1][10][12]. Fora bipartite Yule

process, assum e a bipartite network where nodes fall

into two partitions: 1)prim ary nodes and 2)secondary

nodes. Typically,prim ary nodes are papers while sec-

ondarynodesareentitiesthatareassociatedwith papers,

such asauthors,references,journals,orterm s.

Figure2showsadiagram ofabipartitepaper-reference

network,where the prim ary nodes are papers and the

secondary nodesarereferences,and papersarelinked to

referencesby citations.

Figure 3 shows a diagram of a basic bipartite Yule

process:

� The network grows by adding prim ary nodes one

ata tim e.

� W hen a new prim ary node isadded,itlinksto N

secondary nodes. N is a random deviate drawn

from a discrete probability distribution that is a

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0501386v1
mailto:steven.a.morris@okstate.edu
http://samorris.ceat.okstate.edu
http://samorris.ceat.okstate.edu
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FIG .2: D iagram showing a bipartite network ofpapers and

the referencesthatthey cite.
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FIG .3:D iagram ofa basic bipartite Yule process.

characteristic ofthe type ofnetwork being m od-

eled. For paper-reference networks N is lognor-

m ally distributed [6],while for paper-author net-

worksN is1-shifted Poisson distributed [2][7].For

paper-journalnetworks,N isunity,sinceapaperis

only linked to onejournal,the onein which itwas

published. Asde� ned here,a prim ary entity does

notlink to any speci� csecondary entity m orethan

once.

� For each ofthe N links,there is a probability,�,

that it willlink to a newly appearing secondary

node.

� Ifa link happens to be to an existing secondary

node,the linked node isselected using preferential

attachm ent,that is,the probability oflinking to

a secondary node isproportionalto the num berof

linksthatthe nodepossesses.

The stationary distribution ofthe link degree ofthe

secondary nodes is a Yule distribution [3][12],a power

law whose exponent is 1 + 1=(1 � �). The stationary

distribution isindependentofthe distribution ofN ,but

for� nite collectionsofpapersthe distribution ofN pro-

foundly a� ectsthe tailofthe distribution [6].

III. P R A C T IC A L B IPA R T IT E Y U LE

P R O C ESSES

In practice,the basic bipartite Yule process outlined

in the proceeding section m ust be m odi� ed to account

for the characteristics of the speci� c type of bipartite

network being studied.

A . Paper-reference Y ule process

Figure 4 showsa diagram ofa bipartite Yule process

m odi� ed for the characteristics of paper-reference net-

works.Thedetailsofthism odel,itsscope,and a discus-

sion ofevidence ofthe itsvalidity,appearin [6].Paper-

reference networks in collections ofpapers covering sci-

enti� c specialties are characterized by the accretion of

highly cited exem plarreferences,which arecited atrates

farhigherthan would bepredicted by sim plepreferential

attachm ent. These exem plar references tend to appear

during theinitialgrowth ofthenetwork and theirrateof

appearance decreasesexponentially aspapersare added

to the collection.

As each paper is added to the collection,it links to

a lognorm ally distributed num ber ofreferences,as dis-

cussed in [6]. Foreach reference cited by a paper,there

isa probability � thatthecitation isto a newly appear-

ing reference. W hen a new reference appears,there isa

sm allprobability thatthe reference willbe a highly at-

tractiveexem plarreference.Ifso,thereferencereceivesa

largeinitialattraction,A 0.Newly created non-exem plar

referencesreceived noinitialattraction.Ifacitation isto

an existing reference,theprobability thatany particular

existing referencewillbecited isproportionalto thesum

ofits attraction plus the num ber oftim es it has been

cited. A speci� c reference can not be cited m ore than

onceby a paper.

B . Paper-author Y ule process

Figure 5 shows a diagram ofthe basic bipartite Yule

process m odi� ed for the characteristicsofpaper-author

networks.Thedetailsofthism odel,itsscope,and a dis-

cussion ofevidence ofthe its validity,appearin [2]and
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FIG .4:D iagram showing a bipartite Yule processforpaper-

reference networks.

[7]. In this case the Yule processisapplied to team sof

researchersrather than individualresearchers. As each

paperisadded,thereisa probability thatthepaperwill

beauthored by a new research team .Ifso,a team ofN G

authorsisadded to the network,butonly N (�)appear

asauthorsoftheteam ’s� rstpaper,whereN (�)isa ran-

dom deviatedrawn from a 1-shifted Poisson distribution

whose param eteris�. Ifchoosing an existing team ,the

team sare chosen using preferentialattachm ent,thatis,

theprobability thata team willauthorthe new paperis

proportionalto the num berofpapersthatthe team has

previously published.

W hen selecting authors for an existing team ’s paper,

N (�)authorsarechosen and theauthorsareselected us-

ing preferentialattachm ent,speci� cally,the probability

ofselecting an authorisproportionalto 1 plusthenum -

berofpapersthatthe authorhaspublished.Inter-team

collaborations(weak ties)arem odeled asrandom events;

when an existing authoristo beselected thereisa prob-

ability � that the author willbe drawn random ly from

som eotherteam .

IV . N ET W O R K M ET R IC S

Sim ulation using a bipartite Yule process fully pre-

serves the topology ofthe network phenom enon being

studied.Theadjacency m atrix fora bipartitenetwork is

a roughly lowertriangularrectangularm atrix. Figure 6
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FOR EACH OF 
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SELECT RANDOM 
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EXISTING TEAM

AUTHOR USING 

PREFERENTIAL

CONNECTION

ADDED ALL 

AUTHORS?

1-

1-

NO YES

N( ): 1-shifted Poisson

random deviate

FIG .5:D iagram showing a bipartite Yule processforpaper-

authornetworks.

showstheadjacency m atricesofthepaper-referencenet-

work,paper-authornetwork,and paper-journalnetwork

in an actualcollection ofpapers.

From each bipartite network,two co-occurrence net-

workscan bederived with theirown characteristictopol-

ogy. Forexam ple,a paper-reference network yieldstwo

unipartitenetworks,a bibliographiccoupling network of

papers linked by com m on references and a co-citation

network ofreferenceslinked by theircom m on papers.A

paper-author network yields a collaboration network of

authorsconnected by com m on papersand alsoanetwork

ofpapersconnected by com m on authors.

Network m etricsthatcharacterizea bipartitenetwork

can be derived from link degree distributions in the bi-

partitenetwork and link degreedistributionsin theasso-

ciated unipartiteco-occurrencenetworks.M any ofthese

m etrics can be tied to indicators ofthe underlying re-

search processgenerating the collection ofpapers.

A set of usefulm etrics for paper-reference networks

includes:

� reference per paper distribution -Thistendsto be

a lognorm aldistribution whose m ean,m ,is from

15 to 30 referencesperpaper[6].

� paper per reference distribution -Thistendsto be

a power-law distribution with a characteristic ex-

ponentthatrangesfrom 2 to 4 [9][11].
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FIG .6:D iagram sofadjacency m atricesofbipartite networksin a collection of902 paperson the topic ofcom plex networks.

� bibliographic couplingstrength perpaperpairdistri-

bution -Thisisthe link weightdistribution ofthe

bibliographiccoupling network.

� co-citation coupling strength perreference pairdis-

tribution -This is the link weight distribution of

the co-citation network.

� bibliographic coupling clustering coe� cient distri-

bution -Thisthe distribution ofthe clustering co-

e� cientsforthe bibliographiccoupling network.

In paper-referencenetworks,them ean referencesperpa-

peristypically about30,whilethem ean papersperref-

erence is typically about 1.4,the m ean ofa zeta (pure

power-law) distribution with exponent of3. This con-

strainsthe ratio ofreferencesto papersin the collection

to be about 20,that is,a collection ofpapers typically

hasabout20 tim esm orereferencesthan papers.

A set ofusefulm etrics for paper-authornetworksin-

cludes.

� authors per paper distribution -This tends to be

a 1-shifted Poisson distribution whosem ean varies

from 2 for� eldssuch asm athem aticsto m orethan

10 forbiom edical� elds[7].

� paper per author distribution -This tends to be a

power-law (Lotka’s Law),whose exponent ranges

from 2 to 4 [4].

� collaborating author distribution -This is the dis-

tribution ofthe num ber ofunique co-authors per

authorin the collection,and isthe link degreedis-

tribution oftheunweighted co-authorship network.

� co-authorship per author pair distribution - This

is the link weightdistribution ofthe weighted co-

authorship network.

� co-authorship clustering coe� cient distribution -

Thisisthe clustering coe� cientofthe unweighted

co-authorship network.

� m inim um co-authorship path length distribution

- This is the distribution of m inim um path-

lengthsbetween authorpairsin theunweighted co-

authorship network.

V . EX A M P LES

A . Exam ple sim ulation ofpaper-reference netw ork

The Yule m odel for paper-reference networks was

tested on a collection of papers that cover the topic

ofcom plex networks. This collection was gathered on

Septem ber8th,2003 from ISI’sW eb ofScience product

using a seriesofqueriesto � nd allpapers thatcite key

references and authors in the specialty. The collection

contains902 paperswith 31355 citationsto 19185 refer-

ences.TheYuleparam eter,�,estim ated by dividing the

num ber ofreferences by the num ber ofcitations to ref-

erences,is0.61. The m ean referencesperpaperis34.8.

Theparam etersused forthebipartiteYulesim ulation of

thiscollection can be found in [6].

Figure 7 show plots com paring network m etrics from

the actualdata to a Yule sim ulation ofnetwork growth.

The upper left plot is ofpapers per reference frequen-

cies.M axim um likelihood expectation (M LE)estim ated

power-law exponents are 3.0 for the actualfrequencies,

and 2.85 for the sim ulation. The paper-reference Yule

processm im ics the phenom enon ofexceptionally highly

cited exem plar references in the extrem e lower right of

the plot. The upper right plot is offrequency ofbib-

liographic coupling strength per paper pair. The Yule

process-based sim ulation frequencies m atch the actual

frequencies well. The series ofhigh bibliographic cou-

pling strength pairsin the lowerrightfrom actualdata

correspondsto pairs ofreview papers with long lists of

alm ostidenticalreferences,a phenom enon not m odeled

by theYuleprocess.ThelowerleftplotofFigure7 isof

frequency ofco-citation strength perreferencepair.The
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FIG .7:Com parison plotsofpaperperreferencefrequency (upperleft),bibliographiccoupling strength frequency (upperright),

co-citation strength frequency (lower left),and bibliographic coupling clustering coe� cient distribution (lower right),from a

collection of902 paperson the topic ofcom plex networks.

sim ulated frequencies m atch the actualfrequencies well

acrossthe whole plot. The lowerrightplotisofbiblio-

graphic coupling clustering coe� cientdistribution. The

sim ulated distribution m atchestheshapeand scaleofthe

actualdata.

B . Exam ple sim ulation ofa paper-author netw ork

The Yule m odelforpaper-authornetworkswastested

on three collections of papers representing specialties

with a wide range of collaboration intensities. A col-

lection of1391 papers on the topic ofdistance learning

with 51% single-authored papers represents a specialty

with little collaboration. A collection of900 papers on

the topic ofcom plex networkswith 21% single-authored

papersrepresentsa specialty with typicalam ountofcol-

laboration. Finally,a collection of3095 papers on the

topic ofatrialablation with 7% single-authored papers

representsa specialty with heavy collaboration [7]. The

param eters used for bipartite Yule sim ulation ofthese

paper-authornetworkscan be found in [7].

Figures8,9and 10show thecom parison ofYulem odel

sim ulationsto actualdata forthese three collectionsus-

ing two m etrics:1)paperperauthorfrequency (Lotka’s

Law),and 2)collaborating authorfrequency.

The left plots in Figures 8, 9 and 10 are paper per

authorfrequency plots. The bipartite Yule processpro-

ducesexcellentm atchesto actualdata. The insetplots

show Yule m odelpredicted paper per author distribu-

tions derived by gathering statistics from 1000 sim ula-

tionsforeach collection.A linerepresenting an M LE � t-

ted zeta (pure power-law)distribution is shown in each

inset.TheYulem odelproducesexcellent� tsto thezeta

distribution forallthreecollections,con� rm ing the Yule

m odel’s usefulness as a predictor ofLotka’s Law. Note

thatthedeviation ofthedistributionsfrom thezeta dis-

tribution in the tailofthe distributions is due to trun-
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cating the sim ulations at the num ber ofpapers in each

collection. The plots on the right side of Figures 8,

9 and 10 show that the bipartite Yule m odelproduces

good m atchesofcollaborating authorfrequenciesto ac-

tualdataacrossthewiderageofcollaboration intensities

represented by the threecollections.

V I. FU T U R E W O R K

Theresearchon bipartiteYuleprocessesdiscussed here

willbe extended to m odeling ofcoupled bipartite net-

works.Figure 10 showsan exam ple ofcoupled bipartite

networks,where a paper-authornetwork iscoupled to a

paper reference network through com m on papers. The

challenge is to invent a m odelthat reproduces the cor-

relation ofgroups ofauthors to groups ofreferences,a

phenom enon thatcannotbem odeled using two separate

bipartiteprocesses.
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