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C ollections of pumalpapers, often referred to as ‘citation netw orks’, can be m odeled as a collec—
tion of coupled bipartite networks which tend to exhibit linear grow th and preferential attachm ent
as papers are added to the collection. A ssum ing prin ary nodes In the rst partition and secondary
nodes in the second partition, the basic bipartite Y ule process assum es that as each prim ary node is
added to the network, it links to m ultiple secondary nodes, and w ith probability, , each new link
m ay connect to a new Iy appearing secondary node. T he num ber of links from a new prin ary node
follow s som e distrdbution that is a characteristic of the speci ¢ network. Links to existing secondary
nodes llow a preferential attachm ent rule. W ith m odi cations to adapt to speci c networks, bi-
partite Y ule processes sin ulate netw orks that can be validated against actualnetworks using a w ide
variety of network m etrics. T he application of bipartite Yule processes to the sim ulation of paper—
reference netw orks and paperauthor netw orks is dem onstrated and sim ulation resuls are shown to
m In ic networks from actual collections of papers across several netw ork m etrics.
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preferential attachm ent

I. COLLECTIONS OF PAPERSASCOUPLED
BIPARTITE NETW ORK S

As shown in Figure 1, a collection of pumal papers
constitutes a series of coupled bipartite netw orks E]. As
diagramm ed in F igure 1, a collection ofpapers contains 6
direct bipartite netw orks: 1) papers to paper authors, 2)
papers to references, 3) papers to paper pumals, 4) pa—
pers to tem s, 5) references to reference authors, and 6)
references to reference pumals. Additionally, there are
15 indirect bipartite netw orks In collections of papers as

reference authors

paper authors

references

reference journals
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paper journals

FIG .1l: D iagram show Ing a collection of papers as a series of
coupled bipartite netw orks.

ead

de ned by the diagram . E xam ples of Interesting indirect
netw orks are paper author to reference author netw orks,
and paper pumal to reference pumal netw orks, w hich
can be used for author co-citation analysis Il3] and pur-
nal co—ciation analysis E ] respectively.

M odeling the grow th of these bipartite netw orks helps
characterize the underlying processes driving a research
specialy, such as know ledge accretion, researcher pro—
ductivity, or collaboration processes. B ipartite growth
m odels produce m any netw ork m etrics, allow ing com pre—
hensive validation of m odels against real collections of
papers.

II. BASIC BIPARTITE YULE PROCESSES

A s origihally proposed, Yule processes do not m odel
netw orks, but sin ply m odelthe form ation of powerlaw s
of frequencies of item s D:] [10 [12] For a bpartite Yul
process, assum e a bipartite network where nodes fall
Into two partitions: 1) prim ary nodes and 2) secondary
nodes. Typically, prin ary nodes are papers whilke sec—
ondary nodes are entities that are associated w ith papers,
such as authors, references, pumals, or tem s.

Figure 2 show sa diagram ofa bipartite paperreference
network, where the prim ary nodes are papers and the
secondary nodes are references, and papers are linked to
references by citations.

Figure 3 shows a diagram of a basic bipartite Yule
process:

T he network grow s by adding prin ary nodes one
atatime.

W hen a new prim ary node is added, it linksto N
secondary nodes. N is a random deviate drawn
from a discrete probability distrbution that is a
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FIG . 2: D iagram show ing a bipartite network of papers and
the references that they cite.
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FIG . 3: D iagram of a basic bipartite Yule process.

characteristic of the type of network being m od—
eled. For paperreference networks N is lognor-
m ally distributed i_d], while for paperauthor net-
worksN is 1-shifted P oisson distrbuted @] {i]. For
paper-pumalnetw orks, N isunity, since a paper is
only linked to one jpumal, the one in which it was
published. Asde ned here, a prim ary entity does
not link to any speci c secondary entity m ore than
once.

For each of the N links, there is a probability, ,
that i will link to a new ly appearing secondary

node.

If a link happens to be to an existing secondary

node, the linked node is selected using preferential
attachm ent, that is, the probability of linking to
a secondary node is proportional to the num ber of
links that the node possesses.

The stationary distribution of the Iink degree of the
secondary nodes is a Yule distribution B]f_lZ_]‘], a power
law whose exponent is 1 + 1=(1 ). The stationary
distrbution is Independent of the distrbbution ofN , but
for nite collections of papers the distribution ofN pro-
fundly a ects the tail of the distribution i6].

ITII. PRACTICAL BIPARTITE YULE
PROCESSES

In practice, the basic bipartite Yule process outlined
in the proceeding section must be modi ed to account
for the characteristics of the speci ¢ type of bipartite
netw ork being studied.

A . Paper—reference Yule process

Figure 4 show s a diagram of a bipartite Yule process
modi ed for the characteristics of paperreference net-
works. T he details of thism odel, its scope, and a discus—
sion of evidence of the its validiy, appear in i@']. P aper-
reference netw orks in collections of papers covering sci-
enti ¢ specialties are characterized by the accretion of
highly cited exem plar references, which are cited at rates
farhigher than would be predicted by sin ple preferential
attachm ent. These exem plar references tend to appear
during the initial grow th ofthe netw ork and their rate of
appearance decreases exponentially as papers are added
to the collection.

A s each paper is added to the collection, i links to
a lognom ally distrbuted num ber of references, as dis—
cussed in i_d]. For each reference cited by a paper, there
is a probability that the citation is to a new ly appear-
Ing reference. W hen a new reference appears, there is a
an all probability that the reference willbe a highly at-
tractive exem plar reference. If so, the reference receives a
large nitial attraction, A . New Iy created non-exem plar
references received no initialattraction. Ifa ciation isto
an existing reference, the probability that any particular
existing reference w illbe cited is proportionalto the sum
of its attraction plus the number of tin es i has been
cited. A speci c reference can not be cited m ore than
once by a paper.

B . Paper-author Yule process

Figure 5 show s a diagram of the basic bipartite Yule
processm odi ed for the characteristics of paperauthor
netw orks. T he details of thism odel, its scope, and a dis—
cussion of evidence of the its validity, appear in [_2] and
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FIG .4:Diagram show ing a bipartite Yule process for paper—
reference netw orks.

ij.]. In this case the Yule process is applied to team s of
researchers rather than individual researchers. A s each
paper is added, there is a probability that the paper w ill
be authored by a new research team . If so, a team ofNg
authors is added to the network, but only N ( ) appear
asauthorsoftheteam ’s rstpaper,whereN ( ) isa ran—
dom deviate drawn from a l-shifted P oisson distrdbution
whose param eter is . If choosing an existing team , the
team s are chosen usihng preferential attachm ent, that is,
the probability that a team w ill author the new paper is
proportional to the num ber of papers that the team has
previously published.

W hen selecting authors for an existing team ’s paper,
N ( ) authors are chosen and the authors are selected us-
Ing preferential attachm ent, soeci cally, the probability
of selecting an author is proportionalto 1 plus the num —
ber of papers that the author has published. Interteam
collaborations (weak ties) arem odeled as random events;
when an existing author is to be selected there is a prob—
ability  that the author will be drawn random ly from
som e other team .

IV. NETW ORK METRICS

Sinulation using a bipartite Yule process fully pre—
serves the topology of the network phenom enon being
studied. The adpcency m atrix for a bipartite network is
a roughly lower triangular rectangular m atrix. F igure 6
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FIG .5:Diagram show ing a bipartite Yule process for paper—
author netw orks.

show s the adpoency m atrices of the paper-reference net—
w ork, paperauthor netw ork, and paper-pumal netw ork
In an actual collection of papers.

From each bipartite network, two co-occurrence net—
works can be derived w ith their ow n characteristic topol-
ogy. For exam ple, a paperreference netw ork yields two
unjpartite netw orks, a bibliographic coupling netw ork of
papers linked by comm on references and a co-citation
netw ork of references linked by their com m on papers. A
paperauthor network yields a collaboration network of
authors connected by com m on papers and also a netw ork
of papers connected by comm on authors.

N etw ork m etrics that characterize a bipartite netw ork
can be derived from link degree distributions in the bi-
partite netw ork and link degree distrdbutions in the asso—
ciated unipartite co-occurrence netw orks. M any of these
m etrics can be tied to indicators of the underlying re—
search process generating the collection of papers.

A set of usefil m etrics for paperreference netw orks
includes:

reference per paper distribution - T his tends to be
a lognom al distribution whos'e mean, m , is from
15 to 30 references per paper [_é].

paper per reference distribution — T his tends to be
a powerlaw distrbution wih a characteristic ex-
ponent that ranges from 2 to 4 fg]t_l}'].



Q REFERENCES 0 AUTHORS 0 JOURNALS
5 ; =

Q 1l 200 200 i

o) b Y

© LS .3t :

5 £ 400 400 fiz v

E_) Lis ;‘\... .:

o] e L) % 8 .

S % 600 i © £ 600 fi7 .

c L 3 A2 TSN

o 3% 3 Vs e

o 800 [ 800 i . -

& i TV LT F I S L
a 0 5000 0 500 1000 0 100 200

References in order of appearance

Authors in order of appearance

Journals in order of appearance

FIG . 6: D iagram s of ad pcency m atrices of bipartite networks in a collection of 902 papers on the topic of com plex netw orks.

bibliographic coupling strength per paper pair distri-
bution —This is the link weight distrbution of the
bibliographic coupling netw ork.

co—citation coupling strength per reference pair dis—
tribution — This is the link weight distrlbution of
the co—citation network.

bibliographic coupling clustering coe cient distri-
bution - T his the distrbution of the clustering co—
e cilents for the bibliographic coupling netw ork.

In paperreference netw orks, the m ean references per pa—
per is typically about 30, while the m ean papers per ref-
erence is typically about 1.4, the mean of a zeta (oure
power-law ) distrbution wih exponent of 3. This con—
strains the ratio of references to papers in the collection
to be about 20, that is, a collection of papers typically
has about 20 tim es m ore references than papers.

A set of usefilm etrics for paperauthor netw orks In—
cludes.

authors per paper distribution — This tends to be
a 1-shifted P oisson distribution whose m ean varies
from 2 for eldssuch asm athem atics to m ore than
10 rbiom edical eldsil7].

paper per author distribution —This tends to be a
power-aw (Lotka’s Law ), whose exponent ranges
from 2 to 4 M.

oollbborating author distribbution — This is the dis—
tribution of the num ber of unigque coauthors per
author in the collection, and is the link degree dis—
tribution ofthe unw eighted co-authorship netw ork.

co—authorship per author pair distribbution - This
is the link weight distrbution of the weighted co—
authorship network.

co—authorship clustering coe cient distribbution -
T his is the clustering coe cient of the unweighted
co—authorship netw ork.

minimum coo—authorshipp path length distriution
— This is the distrbution of m mnimum path-
lengthsbetween author pairs in the unw eighted co—
authorship network.

V. EXAMPLES
A . Exam ple sim ulation of paper—reference netw ork

The Yule model for paperreference networks was
tested on a ocollection of papers that cover the topic
of com plex networks. This collection was gathered on
Septem ber 8th, 2003 from IST's W eb of Science product
using a serdes of querdes to nd all papers that cite key
references and authors in the specialty. The collection
contains 902 papers w ith 31355 citations to 19185 refer—
ences. The Yule param eter, , estin ated by dividing the
num ber of references by the num ber of ciations to ref-
erences, is 0.61. The m ean references per paper is 34 8.
T he param eters used for the bipartite Yule sim ulation of
this collection can be fund i [4].

Figure 7 show plots com paring netw ork m etrics from
the actualdata to a Yule sin ulation of network growth.
T he upper kft plt is of papers per reference frequen-—
cies. M aximum lkelhood expectation M LE) estin ated
power-aw exponents are 3.0 for the actual frequencies,
and 2.85 for the sinulation. The papertreference Yule
process m In ics the phenom enon of exceptionally highly
cited exem plar references in the extrem e lower right of
the plot. The upper right plt is of frequency of bib—
liographic coupling strength per paper pair. The Yule
processbased sinulation frequencies m atch the actual
frequencies well. The series of high bibliographic cou—
pling strength pairs n the lower right from actualdata
corresponds to pairs of review papers with long lists of
aln ost identical references, a phenom enon not m odeled
by the Yule process. The lower kft plot of Figure 7 is of
frequency of co—citation strength per reference pair. T he
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FIG .7: Com parison plots of paperper reference frequency (upper kft), bibliographic coupling strength frequency (upper right),
co—citation strength frequency (lower kft), and bibliographic coupling clustering coe cient distribution (lower right), from a

collection of 902 papers on the topic of com plex netw orks.

sin ulated frequencies m atch the actual frequencies well
across the whole plot. The lower right plot is of biblio—
graphic coupling clustering coe cient distrdbution. The
sin ulated distrbution m atches the shape and scale ofthe
actualdata.

B. Exam ple sim ulation of a paper-author netw ork

T he Yule m odel for paper-author netw orks w as tested
on three collections of papers representing specialties
wih a wide range of collaboration intensities. A col
Jection of 1391 papers on the topic of distance leaming
wih 51% sihgleauthored papers represents a specialy
w ith little collaboration. A collection of 900 papers on
the topic of com plex networksw ith 21% singleauthored
papers represents a soecialty w ith typicalam ount of col-
laboration. Finally, a collection of 3095 papers on the
topic of atrial ablation with 7% singleauthored papers

represents a specialty w ith heavy collaboration tj]. The
param eters used for bipartite Yule sinulation of these
paperauthor netw orks can be found in t_‘l].

Figures 8, 9 and 10 show the com parison ofYulem odel
sim ulations to actualdata for these three collections us-
Ing two m etrics: 1) paper per author frequency (Lotka's
Law ), and 2) collaborating author frequency.

The lkft plots in Figures 8, 9 and 10 are paper per
author frequency plots. T he bipartite Yule process pro—
duces excellent m atches to actualdata. The inset plots
show Yule m odel predicted paper per author distriou-
tions derived by gathering statistics from 1000 sinula—
tions for each collection. A line representingan M LE  t—
ted zeta (pure power-aw ) distrbution is shown in each
Inset. The Yule m odel produces excellent  ts to the zeta
distrbbution for all three collections, con m ing the Yule
m odels usefilness as a predictor of Lotka’s Law . Note
that the deviation of the distribbutions from the zeta dis—
tribbution in the tail of the distrbutions is due to trun-
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cating the sin ulations at the number of papers In each
collection. The plots on the right side of Figures 8,
9 and 10 show that the bipartite Yule m odel produces
good m atches of collaborating author frequencies to ac—
tualdata across the w ide rage of collaboration intensities
represented by the three collections.

VI. FUTURE W ORK

T he research on bipartite Yule processes discussed here
w il be extended to m odeling of coupled bipartite net—

works. Figure 10 show s an exam ple of coupled bipartite
netw orks, w here a paperauthor network is coupled to a
paper reference network through comm on papers. The
challenge is to invent a m odel that reproduces the cor-
relation of groups of authors to groups of references, a
phenom enon that cannot be m odeled using tw o separate
bipartite processes.

[l1 R .A bert and A .B arabasi. Statisticalm echanics of com —
plex networks. Reviews of M odem P hysics, 74 (1) :47{97,

2002.
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