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T he inhom ogeneous evolution ofsubgraphs and cycles in com plex netw orks
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Subgraphs and cycles are often used to characterize the localproperties ofcom plex networks.

Hereweshow thatthesubgraph structureofrealnetworksishighly tim edependent:asthenetwork

grows,the density ofsom e subgraphs rem ains unchanged,while the density ofothers increase at

a rate that is determ ined by the network’s degree distribution and clustering properties. This

inhom ogeneousevolution process,supported by directm easurem entson severalrealnetworks,leads

to system atic shifts in the overallsubgraph spectrum and to an inevitable overrepresentation of

som e subgraphsand cycles.

PACS num bers:89.75.H c,87.10+ e,89.75.fb

Subgraphs,representing a subsetofconnected vertices

in a graph, provide im portant inform ation about the

structure ofm any realnetworks. Forexam ple,in cellu-

larregulatorynetworksfeed-forward loopsplayakeyrole

in processing regulatory inform ation [1],whilein protein

interaction networks highly connected subgraphs repre-

sent evolutionary conserved groups ofproteins [2]. In

a sim ilar vain,cycles,a specialclass ofsubgraphs,of-

ferevidence forautonom ousbehaviorin ecosystem s[3],

cyclicalexchanges give stability to socialstructures [4],

and cyclescontribute to readerorientation in hypertext

[5]. Finally,understanding the nature and frequency of

cyclesisim portantforuncovering the equilibrium prop-

ertiesofvariousnetwork m odels[6].

M otivated by thesepracticaland theoreticalquestions,

recently a seriesofstatisticaltoolshavebeen introduced

to evaluate the abundance of subgraphs [1, 2, 7] and

cycles [8, 9, 10, 11], o�ering a better description of a

network’s localorganization. Yet,m ost ofthese m eth-

ods were designed to capture the subgraph structure of

a speci�c snapshot of a network, characterizing static

graphs. M ost real networks, however, are the result

of a growth process, and continue to evolve in tim e

[12]. W hile growth often leaves som e ofthe network’s

globalfeatures unchanged,it does alter its local, sub-

graph based structure,potentially m odifying everything

from subgraph densities to cycle abundance. Yet, the

currently availablestatisticalm ethodscannotanticipate

ordescribesuch potentialchanges.

In thispaperweshow thatduringgrowth thesubgraph

structureofcom plexnetworksundergoesasystem aticre-

organization. W e �nd thatthe evolution ofthe relative

subgraph and cycleabundancecan bepredicted from the

degreedistribution P (k)and thedegreedependentaver-

ageclustering coe�cientC (k).Theresultsindicatethat

the subgraph com position ofcom plex networkschanges

in a very inhom ogeneous m anner: while the density of

m any subgraphsisindependentofthenetwork size,they

coexistwith a classofsubgraphswhosedensity increases

(a) (b)

FIG . 1: Exam ples of subgraphs and cycles with a central

vertex. The subgraph shown in (a) has n = 5 vertices and

n� 1+ t= 5edges,wheret= 1representsthenum berofedges

connecting the neighborsofthe centralvertex (em pty circle)

together.In (b)we show a subgraph with t= 3 edgesam ong

the neighbors,such thatthe centralvertex and itsneighbors

form a cycle oflength h = 5,highlighted by the dotted circle

at a subgraph dependent rate as the network expands.

Therefore in the therm odynam ic lim it a few subgraphs

willbe highly overrepresented [1], a prediction that is

supported by direct m easurem ents on a num ber ofreal

networksforwhich tim e resolved network topologiesare

available.This�nding questionsourability to character-

izenetworksbased on thesubgraph abundanceobtained

from a singletopologicalsnapshot.W eshow thata com -

bined understanding ofnetwork evolution and subgraph

abundanceo�ersa m orecom pletepicture.

Subgraphs:W econsidersubgraphswith n verticesand

n � 1+ tedges,whose centralvertex haslinksto n � 1

neighbors,which in turn have tlinksam ong them selves

(Fig. 1a). The totalnum ber ofn-node subgraphs that

can passby a nodewith degreek is
�

k

n� 1

�
.Each ofthese

n-nodesubgraphscan haveatm ostnp = (n� 1)(n� 2)=2

edges between the n � 1 neighbors ofthe centralnode.

Theprobability thatthereisan edgebetween two neigh-

borsofa degreek vertex isgiven by the clustering coef-

�cientC (k). Therefore,the probability to obtain tcon-

nected pairsand np � tdisconnected pairsisgiven by the

binom ialdistribution ofnp trialswith probability C (k).

Theexpected num berof(n;t)subgraphsin the network

isobtained afteraveraging overthe degree distribution,

resulting in
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Network  � � � �3 �5 �5

Co-authorship 2.4 0.0 0.6 0.00 0.6 1.6 2.6

Internet 2.2 0.75 1.0 0.20 0.3 0.7 1.2

Language 2.7 1.0 0.40 0.68 0.7 1.4 2.0

M odel 2.6 1 0.63 0 0 0 0

TABLE I:Characteristic exponents ofthe investigated real

networks and the determ inistic m odel. The exponents are

de�ned through thescaling ofthedegreedistribution P (k)�
k
� 
,the clustering coe�cientC (k)= C 0k

� �
,with C 0 � N

�
,

the largest degree km ax � N
�
,and the num ber ofh-cycles

N h=N � N
�h .

N nt = gntN

km axX

k= 1

P (k)

�
k

n � 1

��
np

t

�

C (k)t[1� C (k)]np � t ;

(1)

where km ax is the m axim um degree and the geom etric

factorgnt takesinto accountthatthesam esubgraph can

have m ore than one centralvertex. For instance,a tri-

angle willbe counted three tim es since each vertex is

connected to the others,therefore g31 = 1=3. For net-

workswhere P (k)� k�  and C (k)� k� �,where  and

�arethedegreedistribution and clusteringhierarchyex-

ponents,in thetherm odynam iclim itkm ax ! 1 Eq.(1)

predictsthe existence oftwo subgraph classes[7]

N nt

N
�

�
C t
0k

n� � �t
m ax ; n � � �t> 0 ; Type I;

C t
0 ; n � � �t< 0 ; Type II:

(2)

Therefore,forthe Type Isubgraphsthe N nt=N density

increaseswith increasing network size,and N nt=N isin-

dependentofN forType IIsubgraphs.In the following

weprovidedirectevidenceforthetwo subgraph typesin

severalrealnetworksforwhich varying network sizesare

available: co-authorship network ofm athem aticalpub-

lications [13],the autonom ous system representation of

the Internet [14,15],and the sem antic web ofEnglish

synonym s[16]. In each ofthese networksthe m axim um

degree increases as km ax � N �. W e estim ated � from

the scaling ofthe degree distribution m om entswith the

graph size,hkni� N �(n+ 1� ),with n = 2;3;4.Further-

m ore,we�nd thatC 0 from C (k)= C0k
� � also depends

on the network size as C0 � N �,where � can be esti-

m ated using C0 =
P

k� 2 C (k)=
P

k� 2 k
� �,giving a bet-

ter estim ate than a direct �t ofC (k). The exponents

characterizing each network aresum m arized in Table.I.

In Fig. 2 we show the density ofall�ve vertex sub-

graphs(n = 5)asa function oft. Forthe Internetand

Language networks C0 increases with N ,therefore the

subgraph’sdensity increaseswith thenetwork sizeforall

subgraphs. This consequence ofthe non-stationarity of
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FIG .2:Num berof(n = 5,t)subgraphsfortheco-authorship

(a),Internet(b),sem antic(c)networksand thedeterm inistic

m odel(d)asa function oft.D i�erentsym bolscorrespond to

di�erentsnapshotsofthenetworksevolution,from early stage

(circles) to interm ediate (squares) and current (i.e. largest)

(triangles). N nt dependsstrongly on t(spanning severalor-

dersofm agnitude)m aking di�cultto observe the N depen-

dence. Thus we norm alized allthe quantities (N 5t,C 0 and

N )to the �rstyearavailable. The arrows correspond to the

phaseboundary 5� � �t= 0,with TypeIand IIsubgraphs

to the leftand rightofthe arrow,respectively. In the insets

show thesystem size dependencewe plotlogN 5t vslogN for

di�erentvaluesoft.

theclusteringcoe�cientissubtrated by norm alizingN nt

by C t
0. For the co-authorship graph with � = 0 (Ta-

ble I),only Type Isubgraphsareobserved,aspredicted

by (2). In contrast,for the Internet and sem antic net-

works�> 0,thereforetheoverrepresented TypeIphase

is expected to end approxim ately at the phase bound-
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ary predicted by (2). Indeed,leftto the arrow denoting

then � � �tphaseboundary wecontinueto observea

system atic increase in N 5t=N C t
0,asexpected forType I

subgraphs.In contrast,beyond the phase boundary the

subgraph densities obtained for di�erent network sizes

areindependentofN ,collapsing into a singlecurve.

W e com pared our predictions with direct counts in a

growingdeterm inisticnetworkm odel[17]aswell,charac-

terized by a degreeexponent = 1+ ln3=ln2 � 2:6 and

a degreedependentclustering coe�cientC (k)= C 0k
� �,

with C0 = 2 and �= 1.In Fig.2d weshow the num ber

of(n = 5,t)subgraphsfordi�erentvaluesoftand graph

sizes. The arrow indicating the predicted phase transi-

tion pointn� � �t= 0clearlyseparatestheTypeIfrom

the Type IIsubgraphs,a num erical�nding thatis sup-

ported by exactcalculationsaswell.Note thatonly one

Type IIn = 5 subgraph is present in the determ inistic

network,due to itsparticularevolution rule.

Cycles:The form alism developed abovecan be gener-

alized to predictcycle abundance aswell. Considerthe

setofcentrally connected cyclesshown in Fig.1b.Ifthe

centralvertex hasdegree k,we can form
�

k

h� 1

�
di�erent

groupsofh vertices,h � 1 selected from itsk neighbors

and thecentralvertex.Each orderingoftheh� 1selected

neighbors corresponds to a di�erent cycle,therefore we

m ultiply with halfofthe num ber oftheir perm utations

(h� 1)!(assum ing that123 isthesam eas321).Finally,

to obtain the num berofh-cycleswe m ultiply the result

with the probability ofhaving h � 2 edgesbetween con-

secutive neighbors,C (k)h� 2, and sum over the degree

distribution P (k),�nding

N h

N
= gh

km axX

k= h� 1

P (k)
(h � 1)!

2

�
k

h � 1

�

C (k)h� 2 ; (3)

where gh isagain a geom etric factorcorrecting m ultiple

counting ofthe sam e cycle. Note that (3) represents a

lowerbound forthetotalnum berofh-cycles,which also

include cycles without a centralvertex. Depending on

the values ofh, and � the sum in (3) m ay converge

or diverge in the lim it km ax ! 1 . W hen it converges,

the density ofh-cycles is independent ofN (Type II),

otherwiseitgrowswith N (TypeI).Sincein preferential

attachm entm odels without clustering the density ofh-

cyclesdecreaseswith increasingN [18],weconcludethat

clustering is the essentialfeature that gives rise to the

observed high h-cycle num berin such realnetworkslike

the Internet[8]. To further characterize the cycle spec-

trum ,weneed distinguish two di�erentcases,0 < �< 1

and �� 1.

0 < � < 1: In the km ax ! 1 lim it the cycle density

follows
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FIG .3:Num berofh-cyclesascom puted from (3),using  =

2:5,(a) C 0 = 1 and � = 0:9,(b) C 0 = 2 and � = 1:1,and

km ax = 500 (dashed-dotted),700 (dashed) and 900 (solid).

(c) h value at which N h has a m axim um as a function of

km ax.

N h

N
�

(

C
h� 2
0 ; h < hc ;

C
h� 2
0 k

(1� �)(h� h c)
m ax ; h > hc ;

(4)

wherehc = (� 2�)=(1� �).Therefore,largecycles(h >

hc)areabundant,theirdensity growingwith thenetwork

size N . As � ! 1 the threshold h c ! 1 , therefore

the range ofh forwhich the density issize independent

expandssigni�cantly.

Directcalculationsusing (3)show thatN h exhibits a

m axim um atsom e interm ediate value ofh (see Fig. 3a,

already reported for the determ inistic m odel[10]. The

m axim um represents a �nite size e�ect,as the charac-

teristic cycle length h�,corresponding to the m axim um

ofN h, scales as h
�
� km ax (Fig. 3b). Yet, next we

show that this behavior is not generic,but depends on

the valueof�.

� � 1: For all > 2 only Type IIsubgraphsare ex-

pected (N h=N � C
h� 2
0 ),assuggested by the divergence

ofhc in the�! 1lim it.IfC 0 > 1thenum berofh-cycles

continues to exhibit a m axim um and the characteristic

cyclelength h� scalesash� � km ax.IfC0 < 1,however,

thenum berofh-cyclesdecreasewith h,although a sm all

localm inim a isseen forsm allcycles.M oreim portant,in

this case N h=N is independent ofthe network size (see

Fig. 3c),in contrastwith the size dependence observed

earlier(Fig.3a and [10]).Thus,fornetworkswith �> 1

or � = 1 and C 0 < 1 the cycle spectrum is stationary,

independentofthe stageofthe growth processin which

weinspectthe network.

O urpredictionsforthe cycle abundance are based on

centrally connected cycles,in which a centralvertex is

connected to allvertices ofthe cycle (Fig. 1b). In the

following we show thatourpredictionscapturethe scal-
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FIG .4:D ensity ofall(open sym bols)and centrally connected

(�lled sym bols)cycleswith h = 3 (circles),4 (squares)and 5

(diam ond)cyclesasa function ofthegraph size.Thecontin-

uouslinescorrespondswith ourpredictions(Tab.I).

ing ofallh-cycles as well,not only those that are cen-

trally connected. Forthisin Fig. 4 we plotthe num ber

ofh = 3;4;5 cycles(i.e. allcyclesaswellasthose that

are centrally connected)as a function ofthe graph size

for the studied realand m odelnetworks,together with

ourpredictions(continuousline). Firstwe note thatin

m any cases(h = 3 and 4)the fullcycle density and the

density ofthe centrally connected cyclesoverlap.In the

few cases(h = 5)where there are system atic di�erences

between the two densitiesthe N -dependence ofthe two

quantities is the sam e,indicating that our calculations

correctly predictthe scaling ofallcycles.

Forthe co-authorship and Internetgraphs� < 1 and

hc < 3,therefore the h = 3;4;5 cycles are predicted to

be in the Type Iregim e (h > hc). In thiscase N h=N �

N �h ,where �h = �(h � 2)+ �(1� �)(h � hc). For the

language graph � = 1,therefore �h = �(h � 2). Forthe

determ inisticm odela directcountoftheh-cyclesreveals

thatthey areofTypeII,i.e.theirdensity isindependent

ofN [10],in agreem entwith ourpredictionsfor� � 1.

Thesepredictionsareshown ascontinuouslinesin Fig.4,

indicatingagood agreem entwith therealm easurem ents.

O urresultso�erevidenceofa quitecom plex subgraph

dynam ics. As the network grows, the density of the

Type II subgraphs rem ains unchanged,being indepen-

dent ofthe system size. In contrast,the density ofthe

Type I subgraphs increases in an inhom ogeneous fash-

ion. Indeed, each (n,t) subgraph has its own growth

exponent �nt,which m eans that their density increases

in a di�erentiated m anner: the density ofsom e Type I

subgraphswillgrow fasterthan the density ofthe other

Type Isubgraphs. Thus,inspecting the system at sev-

eraltim e intervals one expects signi�cantshifts in sub-

graphs densities. As a group,with increasing network

size the Type Igraphs willsigni�cantly outnum ber the

constantdensity Type IIgraphs. Therefore the inspec-

tion ofthegraph density ata given m om entwillo�erus

valuable,butlim ited inform ation aboutthe overalllocal

structure ofa com plex network.However,P (k)and the

C (k) functions allow us to predict with high precision

the future shiftsin subgraph densities,indicating thata

precise knowledge ofthe globalnetwork characteristics

is needed to fully understand the localstructure ofthe

network at any m om ent. These results willeventually

force us reevaluate a num ber ofconcepts,ranging from

thepotentialcharacterization ofcom plex networksbased

on theirsubgraph spectrum to ourunderstanding ofthe

im pact ofsubgraphs on processes taking place on com -

plex networks[19,20].
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