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A bstract

Inspired by scienti ¢ collaboration netw orks, especially our em pir-
ical analysis of the netw ork of econophysicists, an evolutionary m odel
for weighted networks is proposed. Both degreedriven and weight-
driven m odels are considered. C om pared w ith the BA m odeland other
evolving m odels w ith preferential attachm ent, there are two signi cant
generalizations. F irst, besides the new vertex added in at every tin e
step, old vertices can also attem pt to build up new links, or to recon-
nect the existing links. The reconnection between both new-old and
old-old nodes are recorded and the connecting tim es on every link is
converted into the weight of the link. T his provides a naturalway for
the evolution ofedge weight. Second, besides degree and the weight of
vertices, a path-related local nform ation is also used as a reference In
the preferential attachm ent. T he path-related preferential attachm ent
m echanian signi cantly increases the clistering coe cient of the net—
work. Them odel show s the scale—free phenom ena In degree and weight
distrbbution. Tt also gives well qualitatively consistent behavior w ith
the em pirical results.
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1 Introduction

N etwork analysis is now widely used n many elds [l,12]. Recently m ore
and m ore works on weighted netw orks appears in both em pirical and m od—
elling analysis. In a weighted netw ork, the weight on the edges provides a
naturalway to take Into acoount the interaction strength, whilk in a binary
netw ork, the edges only represents the presence or absence of interaction.
T his capability w ill probably carry m ore Inform ation about the interaction.

The st problem before any analysis can be applied to the weighted
netw orks is how to assign the weight to edges. This problm is quite non-
trivial. Several ways to assign the weight have been introduced. One is
to transfer som e quantities from non-weighted netw orks into the weight of
edges. T hey are usually related to the degree or other Intrinsic quantities of
the nodes(3, 14, 15]. A s In [B], the weight of an edge ism easured by the point
degree of is two ends, which are de ned phenom enologically from binary
networks. It is helpfuil to describbe new properties of the binary networks.
but i includes no m ore nform ation than the origin binary netw orks. Som e~
tin es, the realworld phenom ena investigated provide a typically natural
m easuram ent of the weight, such as the number of ights or seats between
any two cities In airport networks(g, [, [8], the reaction rate n m etabolic
netw orks[9] and so on. In the works ofm odelling w eighted netw orks, weights
on edges are generated from priori distrdbution[10, [11}, [12]. From the view
point of em pirical study, we never know such m odels already acquire the
real structure of weighted netw orks or not.

However, som e weighted networks such as scienti ¢ collaboration net-
works are di erent w ith the above netw orks. In the collaboration netw orks,
the connection tim es is a natural quantity which is related very closely to
the weight. But there is no explicitly expression between this quantity and
weight. Let's think about the tin es of coauthoring between two scientists.
O bviously, m ore tin es represents closer relationship in the sense of trans-
portation of scienti ¢ ideas. T herefore, in scienti ¢ collaboration netw orks,
usually the happening tin es of the event is converted as the weight of the
edge. Yet di erent authorsm ay use di erent expressions[/, 13,14, 15, [14d].
A s to which de nition behaviors better, and whether or not there are som e
general rules to de ne weight, we do not have the nalanswer yet.

T he second problam related to the welghted networks is how to extract
Inform ation from weighted networks constructed by the above ways. Es—
pecially one m ay concem about what’s the role of weight, or what's the
signi cant di erence brought by weights com pared w ith binary networks.
In order to answer the above questions raised from those two aspects, we



have to consider the third problem , m odelling the weighted netw orks.

For instance, by investigation of m odelling works, if we nd that in
order to construct a weltbehaviorm odel ofw eighted netw orks, the degree is
the only variable directly coupled w ith evolution, while the weight is never
needed to directly be brought into the evolutionary process, then we m ay
think that theweight just relieson a higher kevel structure. T heweight isnot
crucial in netw ork analysis although it is In portant and necessary. O r quite
the contrary, if In order to get weighted netw ork behaviors consistently w ith
realphenom ena in the m odelling work, the weight m ust be coupled directly
w ith the evolution. Then the weight should play a signi cant role in the
way to extract nform ation from weighted netw orks.

In this paper, we tried both degreereferred preferential attachm ent and
w eight-referred preferential attachm ent in ourevolving m odeland com pared
the results w ith the em pirical analysis from [14,[15,16].

A ctually, there are already m any evolving m odels for w eighted netw orks.
Som e m odels Introduced prior weights into edges w ith the evolution of net—
works. In [3], each 1link 7 $ i from the newly added node j is assigned a
welght as wy; = %, where fi% represents a sum over the m existing
nodes to which the new node j is connected. Zhengl4] has in proved this
dea. In hism odel, the weight of a link depends not only on total degree
of the existing nodes, but also on som e Intrinsic quality (" ttmess") of the
nodes. In [L17], the weight of a Iink depends on random Iy m odi ed Intervals
between the tin e at which linked vertices are connected to the system . In
[12], theweight w ;5 ofa link Lj connecting a pairofnodes (iand j) isde ned
aswiyy = Wit wy)=2, and w; is de ned as i node’s assigned num ber (from
1 to N ) divided by N . In som e evolving m odels[10, [11l], the weight w is
assigned to the link when it is created and it isdrawn from a certain distri-
bution. A spointed out in [L8], m ost m odels here are not really evolutionary
m odels in the sense of weight. T he weight keeps the sam e value after it was
assigned onto its edge. O r som e extra quantities are introduced to drive the
evolution of netw orks.

R ecently, som e evolving m odels are set up In w hich the weights are cou—
pled directly w ith the network evolution. In the paper(l8], a weight-driven
m odel was proposed and the weight of link changes w ith the netw ork evo—
ution. In this paper, the new edges starting from the new vertex added
n at every tin e step are preferentially attached to old vertices determ ined
by their strength, or vertex weight. A fter the attachm ent, an increase of
weight isdistributed am ong all the edges connecting to the chosen old ver—
tices. Them odelyieldsa nontrivialtin e evolution ofvertices’ properties and



scale-free behavior for the weight, strength, and degree distrbutions. In the
paper(ll], Bianconihas presented a m odelw ith co-evolution of link weight
and strength. In his weighted tness network m odel, the tness of node
and Ilink and results in the structural phase transition of the network are
Introduced. In 20], the network evolves w ith connectivity-driven topology
and w ih the weight assigned from a specialdistribution | x) ofweights.

A Ihough the m odels m entioned above coupled the weight and netw ork
evolution, we think that the dynam ical process of the weight in Barrat's
m odelll8] is quite arti cial or say not very general, or like in the other two,
extra quantities not rooted in network has to be used. T he authors of [18]
gave som e argum ents for this as to Justify the process from the badckground
of airport network[l8]. But they took weight as a quantity independent
on oconnecting. However, as we have m entioned before, weight usually re—
lated closely to connecting tin es. E specially for the actors and scientists
collaboration networks, using weight converted from connecting times is a
convenient way to construct weighted networks. Therefore, it seem s that
such a pure weight-driven m odel depends too much on this arti cial dy—
nam ical process of weight. Now, our em pirical Investigation on scienti c
collaboration netw orks give us som e hints on m odelling w eighted netw orks.

In our m odel, we keep the relationship between weight and connecting
tin es, and only quantities directly rooted in networks are used. So the
picture of the evolution looks lke the connecting tin es evolve according to
weight, and then the new oconnecting tin es com es into the weight, which
drives the evolution of the system again. O r in our degree-driven m odel,
connecting tin es evolve according to degree, and degree increase due to
connecting, and then all the connecting tim es are recorded and converted
Into weight.

Another in portant im provem ent of our m odel is the introduction of
localpath-related preferential attachm ent, the temm In ourmodel. This
m echanism works for the network evolution in the real world but is ne-
glected by other m odels. It is helpful to increase the clustering coe cient
of the networks. One m ajpr di erence between am pirical results and m ost
m odels is about the clustering coe cient. Usually, BA m odel[l2]ll]] or sin i~
lar m odels[l8], given a quite low clustering coe cient whilke in reality, real
phenom ena show highly clustered behavior. O f course, the W S m odel of
an all world network 2] gives high cliustering coe cient because it starts
from a regular network, not on the way of evolutionary network m odels.
Som e evolutionary m odels do give high clustering coe cient[l23,124,127]. In
23], if an edge between v and w was added, then add one m ore edge from
v to a random ly chosen neighbor ofw. In [24], one random ly chosen per-



son introduces two random acquaintances to each another who haven’t m et
before. Another idea is to Introduce an extra Euclidean distance, and ver-
tices prefer to interact w ith nearby vertices. T herefore, in order to increase
the clustering coe cient, new m echanisn s which are not rooted directly in
the network have been introduced. Now, we introduce the m echanisn,
w here all quantities still com es directly from the topological structure. This
requires no m ore extra nfom ation, but just a little know ledge about the
Iocal structure. Here 4 little’ m eans one only need to know the nform ation
about the second, or third nearest neighbors, not any m ore.

T he detailed com parison w illbe done between the resuls from them od-
els and our em pirical results from [15,[16]. T he description of the general
m odel is given in Section . T he asym ptotic distributions of vertex weights
for the weight-driven case is also given analytically in Section (3, and they
are well consistent w ith resuls of num erical sin ulations. In Section 34, in
order to com pare w ith the an pirical study of econophysists collaboration
network, we extend our m odel onto directed weighted networks. In this
com parison, they show nice agreem ent.

2 M odels and theoretical analysis

2.1 Themodel

A N -vertex weighted network is de ned by a N N matrix wi;, which
represents the weight on the edge from vertex i to j. Simn ilarity weight is
used here. So the larger the weight is, the closer the relation between the
two ends nodes are. wy, = 0 means no relation between vertex 1and m .
Suppose the edge weight w 35 is related to the connecting tin es T3 between
vertex iand j, by

wig= £ (Ti3); @)

such asthe tanh function wi5 = tanh ( T i5) weused in [13,[16], or just linear
relation wiy = T iy used by other authors(/, [14].

Our m ost general m odel is given as follow . Starting from a fully con—
nected ng Initial network, with initial tines Ty; = 1 (and Initdal weight
wiy= £ (1)), at every tim e step,

1. One new vertex is added into this network, and 1 old vertices are
random 7 chosen from the existing network.

2. Every one (denoted asvertex n) ofthem can nitially activate a tem p—
tation to build up m connections. T he probability for every link from



n oconnecting onto vertex i is given by

k; w ;
nmi= 01 pRP—+ @ B—+ P b ; @)
359 573 2617 h3

where k; is the degree of vertex i, w; = F ;W4 Is the \onto" vertex
welght of vertex i, 1; is the sin ilarity distance[l6] from n to i, and
@Y m eans the dth neighbors of vertex n. For exam ple, @} is the set of
nearest neighbors, @ﬁ m eans the second nearest neighbors, so that @i;z
In the expression refers to both ofthem . Intuiively, sin ilarity distance
m eansthem axim um distance between tw o vertices because the weight
is de ned here in the way that the larger the closer. U sually, in calcu-
Jation of netw ork analysis, the dissim ilarity distance corresponding to
the shortest distance is used m ore often.

3. Afler we got an end node i chosen from all vertices over the exist—
ing network by the probability above in equ [), the connecting tin es
between vertex n and 1 increased by

Thy @€+ 1)= Ty @©+ 1: 3)

4. The weight of the edges changes as

wni (E+ 1)= £ (Th: €+ 1)): 4)

A lthough our generalm odel de ned above can be applied to directed net-
works, In the follow ing analysis we assum e that w5 = w4;. An Increase on
T3y Inm ediately re ects another increase on T 4. E xcept for the com parison
w ith em pirical resuls, on m ost cases, the linear function is used for the
relationship between connecting tin es and weight for the sin plicity,

Wiy = Tij: )

22 Analytic results of the weight distribution

Now we try to get the analytical results for the vertex weight distribution
under the sin plest w eight-driven m odel. For the link weight given by equ [H),
the weight of vertex is given by

Wi= Tsi (6)



we suppose that the new Iy added vertex and the old vertices are inform ed
of the weight of the other vertices and the network is pure weight-driven.
In this case it is attached w ith preferential linking descrdbed by p = 1 and
= 0 in equll), that is the the connection probability is
Wi
nt i= P—— ()
373
T hem aster equation for the evolution ofthe average num ber of vertices w ith
weightw attine t is
. = . w 1) N w 1;6) w N (w;t)
N Ww;t+ 1) N wW;t) + m @+ 1 N WD )

1IN (w;t) 1IN W mjt)
N T N towm

Herewa N w;t 1)=2 E2 m @+ 1 t is the total weight
and N = ng + t is the size of system at tine t. The equation describes
the Increasing of preferential linking since the new vertex is added and old
vertices are selected. The rst temm re ects the preferential attachm ent
[A) used to select the other end of the link, whik the ©llow ing two item s
correspond to the random selection of 1 old vertices. W hen Ey and ng are
much an aller than t, the size of the network N is approxin ately the tin e

steps t. Then the m aster equation @) can be w ritten as

t+ 1) pe;t+ 1)=t pw;ts [@ 1) pw 1;0
)
k pw;t] 1 pw;pH+1 pWw m gt)+

where pWw;t) ' is the density of vertices w ith strength w at time
tl29]. W hen t is larger(t 1) enough,

N (w;t)
t

(t+ 1) pw;t+1l) t pw;b=pWw;H: (10)

W e get from equ [@)

pw)=-L2Y) 1 pw) pw  m)lEm
- 2uet) ) pw) pw L+pw 1) pw 2
a1)
+pWw 2) + pWw m + 1) pw ma 1+
dwpw)) dp W)
- 2pdw 1 m iw towm
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Figure 1: Com parison between the num erical solution results from eq[d)
and the analytical results of eq[[4) for di erent 1. O ther param eters are
ng= 10,m = 5.

T his is further w ritten as

d 1
pw)+ —k w pw)+1l m P 0 )d = 12)
dw 2
Forw & m ,we get
dp W)
e 1 m+w= 3 pw) (13)

W e arrive at the nalvertex weight distrdbution
pew)/ w+2 1 m) 14)

In Fig[ll), we com pare the num erical solution of equ [§) w ith the analytical
resuls equ [[4), it show s a nice consistence. W e can nd that the lower end
of strength is cbviously a ected by the param eter 1 and m and departure
from power-law , while the upper end is still distrbbuted aspower-aw . In the
section A3, we will com pare the analytical results w ith that of com puter
simulation In Fig(??). They are also consistent very well.

3 N um erical results

3.1 D egreedriven M odel

First, we consider a specialcase, p= 0 and = 0. In this case, ourm odel
is fairy sim ilar w ith BA m odel, exospt now , besides the new vertex added



In, the old vertices can also be activated. This assum ption has been used
already In severalevolring m odelsespecially for them odelling of cooperation
netw orks26, 1274,128]. A nother di erence between this case and BA m odel is
that the reconnection of link is allowed and recorded. Later on, it willbe
converted as the weight of link. F ig ) show s the typicalbehavior of degree
and vertex weight distrbbution. T he weight distribution of links cbeys also
power law as shown in Fig[d). T hese results are consistent w ith the typical
resul from em pirical studies qualitatively, such as distrbution of vertex
welght for airline netw orks(6, |, 18] and collaboration netw orks(/].

Com pared wih BA m odel, the introduction of param eter 1 is new, so
how 1will e ect the behavior of the m odel? One lim it situation is when
1= 0. A1 the contrbutions to the weight com e only from the new ver—
tices. So ourm odel com es back to BA m odel excgpt som e new lnksm ay
be repeated. T he degree distrbution is the sam e asBA m odel. T he vertex
w eight distribution is aln ost the sam e as degree distribution but there isno
powerdaw distrbution of edge weight at all. The increasing of lwilla ect
the degree distrbbution. The lower end w ill departure from the power-law
distribbution but show the "droop head" shape observed in m any em pirical
studies. A nother lin it situation is 1 1. In that case, the lncrease of in—
temal links hasm uch m ore e ects on the netw ork evolution com pared w ith
the grow th of the network. T he netw ork w ill lose the powerJdaw behavior In
the lower end, although In a quite large dom ain of ], the power-law behavior
of degree and weight distrdbutions are robust, especially in the upper end.
Thee ect oflisshown n Fig{d).

A 11 the resuls are the average of 10 sin ulations for di erent realization
of networks under the sam e set of param eters. The network sizes are all
reach 10000 nodes. W e have com pared the distrbution w ih that of the
network wih 50000 nodes. They are alm ost the sam e so that a network
w ith 10000 nodes can give us a nice description for asym ptotic distridbution.

32 Purely weight-driven m odel

Now we assum e that the vertex weight plays the m ost signi cant role in
the evolution so that p= 1 and = 0. Thism eans the scientists choose
their cooperators according to the weight, instead of focusing on degree.
T herefore, weight is the fundam ental character of vertices. Intuitively, the
m eaning of the degree looks lke the extensiveness of the working style while
the weight considering both extensiveness and intensiveness. So it’s not very
surprised that weight can unoconsciously be used as a scale to attract m ore
cooperators. In fact, the sam e idea of this weight-driven m echanisn has
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been used In Barrat's paper[l8]. A swem entioned in introduction, the only
di erencebetw een B arrat’sm odeland thism odelisthe evolution m echanian
of weight. In Barrat’s m odel, i evolves directly by a phenom enological
rulke as a -Increase, whilk in our m odel, it evolves indirectly through the
connecting tim es T5.

T he num erical resuls are given in Fig[H). T hey are consistent w ith the
theoretical analysis. It has been found that those two lim it cases seem s
have the sin ilar qualitative behavior. However, as we m entioned in the
introduction, the di erence between those two cases, and the conclision
that which one behaviors better, in plies the answer to the question that
which quantiy is the m ore fundam ental one between degree and weight.
O r put i In another way, should weight be a high-level quantiy de ned
by degree, betw eenness, whatever the basic netw ork quantities, or directly
from event represented by the network? T herefore, an conclusion about this
com parison isessential forthis issue. H ow ever, so farthose twom odelsunder
the lim it cases provide the sin ilar behavior. In the next section 34, when
the m odels are extended onto m ultilevel relationships to do a com parison
between m odels and em pirical resuls, at rst we extended both those two
lin i cases. Both of them provide consistent behavior w ith the em pirical
results. A fter the sim ilar results are found, only weight-driven m odel is
com pared with em pirical results further. O f course, one can even try to
study the behavior for a general p besides those two lim it cases. H owever,
since we have no way to m ake signi cant di erence between the special
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cases, no further investigation about the general m odel has been done in
this paper. To com pare those two m odels w ith m ore em pirical resuls and

nd the signi cant di erence between them is really valuable for network
analysis.

3.3 C lustering structure when & 0

Them echanism represented by the tem in ourm odelhas taken the local
Inform ation of the network into account. W hen a connection is built up by
the active vertex, the probability of a vertex being chosen as the end vertex
is higher if it has the closer relation w ith the attem pting one. T herefore,
hopefully, this will Increase the clustering coe cient. In the original BA
m odel, this m echanism is neglected. So it's interesting to jist keep the
degree term and the In our m odel, and explore whether such m echanics
Increase clistering coe cient or not.

331 -m echanism applied onto m odel of non-weight netw orks

For the non-weighted networks, every edge has the weight 1. The L; In

term is the sim ilarity distance, which is the reciprocal of the shortest
distance between vertex n and i. For the rst lnk from new attem pting
vertices, just the BA rulk of preferential attachm ent is applied, but for the
Iinks afterw ards and the links from old vertex, the end point is determ ined
preferential by both its degree and closeness w ith starting point. In Fig[d),
the sim ulations show this mechanism signi cantly increases the clustering
coe cient while the powerdaw distribution of degree still holds.

332 -m echanism in weighted netw ork

For the weighted networks, L; In  tem is the sin ilarity distance asm en—
tioned before. In this case, jist for sim plicity, we consider the purely weight—
driven m odel, which meansp= 1, 6 0 i equll). tse ects on clustering
coe cient are also shown in Fig([). The clustering coe cient under this
m echanism reaches a stable value after a period of evolution. W e can see
that under som e value of , forexam ple, = 0:8, the clustering coe cient is
near 025, which ism uch higher than BA m odel, and even com parabl w ith
em pirical results(l3, [16,127] and resuls from otherm odels[23,[24].

Since we have already shown that the -mechanism can increase the
clistering coe cient, from now on, we will focus only on the com parison
between sin ulation and em pirical results on the distribbution of degree and

14
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w elight, iInstead ofon the clustering coe cient. So in the follow ing discussion,
is set to be 0 agann.

4 Extended m odeland com parison w ith em pirical
resu lts

In the real world, relations of nodes usually are m ore than one kevels and
di erent relations have di erent contributions to the weight of link. For in—
stance, in the em pirical analysis in [15,116], we consider both co-authorship
and citation as the ways of scienti ¢ idea transportation w ith di erent con—
trbutions. Even the worse is that citation is a directed network. So In order
to com pare the results from ourm odels w ith the em pirical studies, we m ust
extend our current m odel into a m ultilevel directed networksm odel. T here
are tw o kinds of connecting tim es Tij, where = 1;2 refersto coauthorship

and citation respectively. Here the relation between connecting tin es and
the Iink weight is given by a tanh function. T he reason we prefer the tanh
function In em pirical studies is that, rst, it has the saturation e ect, which

m akes the contribution less for larger connecting tin es; second, i nomm alizes
them axinum value to 1, which is the usual strength of edge In non-weight
netw orks. So the two T, are converted Into a single weight by

1X

Wiy = 5 tanh Tij ; 15)
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so that w ;3 isnom alized to 1. And the probability distribution to chose the
end vertex is consistently transform ed as

X

Wi
n! i< p £ 7 @16)
393
P
while p = 1. Orin degreedriven m odel,
X ks
1
nti= P B——: @7
33

A fter vertex 1 are chosen as the end vertex of a relation between n and
1 according to above probability distribution, the connecting tin e evolutes
as

T . €+ 1)=T

ni

)+ 1: (18)

ni
For = l,afterthatwenesdtosetT/ (t+ 1)= T2}, (t+ 1).For = 2,we
skip this step. From its de nition equ {IH), the weight here is an integrated
variable. T his In plies those two events can be triggered by each other, not
developed separately.

As it willbe shown in Fig[8), we have not found any signi cant di er-
ence between those two m odels, so later on, when we com pare m odels w ith
em pirical resuls, only weight-driven m odel are used there. A s explained in
the Introduction section ], m easuring the rok of weight by evolutionary
m odels is one of the goals of our research which has not been achieved so
far. W e hope m ore com parisons betw een the behaviors of those two m odels
and m ore em pirical results w ill give an conclisive answ er for this question.

For directed network, the degree is divided into three quantities: out
degree, In degree and total degree. For exar@,p]e, the in degree ki“ is the
sum ofedges ending at vertex i, that iskj" = 3 sign (w4i) . The out degree
and weight are calculated sin ilarly and the total degree and weight are the
sum of in and out. T he sam e situation happens to vertex weight, so there
are out weight, iIn weight and total weight of vertices. From the sim ulation
resuls, we can nd that the total, in, and out degree and weight are all of
power law distrdbution, as shown in Fig[d).

The m ore In portant com parison we want to do is between sim ulation
and em pirical resuls, especially on link and vertex betweenness, because
they are globalproperties related w ith the whole structure of the netw orks.
T he Iink and vertex betw eenness and their distribution could be gotten from
the set of e ective pathes between any two nodes. T he average distance d
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Figure 8: Typical distrbutions of degree and weilght (the three curves are
In, O ut and Total respectively) from pure degree-driven m odel @), (o) and
pure weight-driven m odel (c), (d). Again, the pure weight-driven m odel
gives very sim ilar resuls.
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is de ned as before as,

d= ———— dy (19)

In which, di; is the sin ilarity distance of an e ective path between vertex
i; 7, the larger the closer and equals to 0 if no path exists. In fact, the
above form ula isnot exactly the sam e as the one fornon-weighted netw orks.
F irst, because of the direction of edges, the num ber of total edges are now
N N 1) instead of"*) . Second, the algorithm to search for such dyj
is slightly di erent w ith the usual shortest path in non-weighted netw orks.
One way to m ake use of the shortest path algorithm is to transform the
sin ilarity into dissin ilarity weight, so that the shorter the closer, and then
use the usual shortest path algorithm to nd all the distance. A fter that,
transform it badk into sim ilarity distance. H ow ever, this is jist an algorithm
problem , has nothing to do w ith the structure analysis.

In order to check the m odel, we com pare the results w ith em pirical re—
suls from E conophysicists netw ork, which hasm ostly been given in [15,[16].
W e com pare the distrbbution of quantities of E conophysicists netw orks w ith
num erical sinulations, such as degree, vertex weight, vertex betweenness
and link betweenness. It is interesting that the results are consistent well.
Tt seam s that the m odel reveals som e basic m echanian s of the evolution of
collaboration network. The param eters we used here for this com parison
are 1= 1;pt = 02;p° = 08.

5 Concluding Rem arks

In this paper, we presented an evolutionary m odel for weighted network,
which integrates the contrdbutions from both new vertices and old vertices.
The two m echanian s, degreedriven and weight-driven preferential attach—
m ent are discussed, and both show a good consistence w ith em pirical re—
sults from network of econophysicists. A lso a new m echanisn , nam ed as
localpath-related preferential attachm ent, w hich m akes use of som e locality
Inform ation is Introduced here to increase the clustering coe cient of the

network. W eight has been assigned to each link according the connecting
tin es of the link, so the weight of link changes as netw ork evolutes. Includ-
ing the behaviors from the old vertices, recording all the connecting tim es
and converting them into weight, are the m ost essential steps In ourm odel.
The way to Incorporate locality Informm ation into network evolution by the

-m echanign is also one point of this paper.
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Figure 9: Zipfplot of degree and weight from em pirical studies and sim -
ulations. (@) and (c) are the am pirical results of degree and weight distri-
bution. () and (d) are the sinulation resuls of the m odel. The m odel is
sin ulated under the param eters: ng = 10;m = 5;1= l;pl = 0:2;p2 = 08.

1= 0:7; 2= 03 i equIl. The size of sinulated network isN = 819 that
is the sam e as am pirical studies.
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Figure 10: Zipfplot of betweenness for em pirical studies and sim ulations.
(@) Link betweenness. (o) Vertex betweenness.

However, one of the m ost In portant tasks of this paper, which is to
determ ine the roke of weight and com paring it w ith the role of degree, has
not been done yet. A lthough the com parison so far could not distinguish the
degree-driven m odel and weight-driven m odel, we hope fiirther com parison
w ith em pirical results w ill give a conclusive answ er for this question.
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