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A bstract

Inspired by scienti� c collaboration networks,especially ourem pir-

icalanalysisofthe network ofeconophysicists,an evolutionary m odel

for weighted networks is proposed. Both degree-driven and weight-

driven m odelsareconsidered.Com pared with theBA m odeland other

evolvingm odelswith preferentialattachm ent,therearetwo signi� cant

generalizations. First,besidesthe new vertex added in atevery tim e

step,old verticescan also attem ptto build up new links,orto 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 weightofthe link.Thisprovidesa naturalway for

theevolution ofedgeweight.Second,besidesdegreeand theweightof

vertices,a path-related localinform ation isalso used asa referencein

thepreferentialattachm ent.Thepath-related preferentialattachm ent

m echanism signi� cantly increasesthe clustering coe� cientofthe net-

work.Them odelshowsthescale-freephenom enain degreeand weight

distribution. It also gives wellqualitatively consistent behaviorwith

the em piricalresults.
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1 Introduction

Network analysis is now widely used in m any �elds [1,2]. Recently m ore

and m ore workson weighted networksappearsin both em piricaland m od-

elling analysis. In a weighted network,the weighton the edgesprovides a

naturalway to take into accounttheinteraction strength,whilein a binary

network,the edges only represents the presence or absence ofinteraction.

Thiscapability willprobably carry m oreinform ation abouttheinteraction.

The �rst problem before any analysis can be applied to the weighted

networks ishow to assign the weightto edges. Thisproblem isquite non-

trivial. Severalways to assign the weight have been introduced. O ne is

to transfersom e quantities from non-weighted networksinto the weight of

edges.They areusually related to thedegreeorotherintrinsicquantitiesof

thenodes[3,4,5].Asin [5],theweightofan edgeism easured by thepoint

degree ofits two ends,which are de�ned phenom enologically from binary

networks. It is helpfulto describe new properties ofthe binary networks.

butitincludesno m oreinform ation than theorigin binary networks.Som e-

tim es, the real-world phenom ena investigated provide a typically natural

m easurem entofthe weight,such asthe num berofightsorseatsbetween

any two cities in airport networks[6,7,8],the reaction rate in m etabolic

networks[9]and soon.In theworksofm odellingweighted networks,weights

on edges are generated from prioridistribution[10,11,12]. From the view

point ofem piricalstudy,we never know such m odels already acquire the

realstructureofweighted networksornot.

However,som e weighted networks such as scienti�c collaboration net-

worksaredi�erentwith theabovenetworks.In thecollaboration networks,

the connection tim es is a naturalquantity which is related very closely to

the weight.Butthere isno explicitly expression between thisquantity and

weight. Let’sthink aboutthe tim esofcoauthoring between two scientists.

O bviously,m ore tim es represents closer relationship in the sense oftrans-

portation ofscienti�c ideas.Therefore,in scienti�c collaboration networks,

usually the happening tim esofthe eventisconverted asthe weight ofthe

edge. Yetdi�erentauthorsm ay use di�erentexpressions[7,13,14,15,16].

Asto which de�nition behaviorsbetter,and whetherornotthereare som e

generalrulesto de�neweight,wedo nothave the�nalansweryet.

The second problem related to the weighted networksishow to extract

inform ation from weighted networks constructed by the above ways. Es-

pecially one m ay concern about what’s the role ofweight,or what’s the

signi�cant di�erence brought by weights com pared with binary networks.

In order to answer the above questions raised from those two aspects,we
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have to considerthe third problem ,m odelling the weighted networks.

For instance, by investigation of m odelling works, if we �nd that in

orderto constructa well-behaviorm odelofweighted networks,thedegreeis

the only variable directly coupled with evolution,while the weightisnever

needed to directly be brought into the evolutionary process,then we m ay

thinkthattheweightjustrelieson ahigherlevelstructure.Theweightisnot

crucialin network analysisalthough itisim portantand necessary.O rquite

thecontrary,ifin orderto getweighted network behaviorsconsistently with

realphenom ena in them odelling work,theweightm ustbecoupled directly

with the evolution. Then the weight should play a signi�cant role in the

way to extractinform ation from weighted networks.

In thispaper,wetried both degree-referred preferentialattachm entand

weight-referred preferentialattachm entin ourevolving m odeland com pared

the resultswith the em piricalanalysisfrom [14,15,16].

Actually,therearealready m any evolving m odelsforweighted networks.

Som em odelsintroduced priorweightsinto edgeswith theevolution ofnet-

works. In [3],each link j $ ifrom the newly added node j is assigned a

weight as wji =
kiP

fi0g
ki0
,where fi0g represents a sum over the m existing

nodes to which the new node j is connected. Zheng[4]has im proved this

idea. In his m odel,the weight ofa link depends not only on totaldegree

ofthe existing nodes,butalso on som e intrinsic quality ("�ttness") ofthe

nodes.In [17],theweightofa link dependson random ly m odi�ed intervals

between the tim e atwhich linked vertices are connected to the system . In

[12],theweightwij ofalink lij connectingapairofnodes(iand j)isde�ned

aswij = (wi+ wj)=2,and wi isde�ned asinode’sassigned num ber(from

1 to N ) divided by N . In som e evolving m odels[10,11],the weight w is

assigned to thelink when itiscreated and itisdrawn from a certain distri-

bution.Aspointed outin [18],m ostm odelsherearenotreally evolutionary

m odelsin thesenseofweight.Theweightkeepsthesam evalueafteritwas

assigned onto itsedge.O rsom eextra quantitiesareintroduced to drivethe

evolution ofnetworks.

Recently,som eevolving m odelsaresetup in which theweightsarecou-

pled directly with the network evolution. In the paper[18],a weight-driven

m odelwas proposed and the weight oflink changes with the network evo-

lution. In this paper,the new edges starting from the new vertex added

in atevery tim e step are preferentially attached to old verticesdeterm ined

by their strength,or vertex weight. After the attachm ent,an increase of

weight� isdistributed am ong alltheedgesconnecting to thechosen old ver-

tices.Them odelyieldsanontrivialtim eevolution ofvertices’propertiesand
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scale-freebehaviorfortheweight,strength,and degreedistributions.In the

paper[19],Bianconihaspresented a m odelwith co-evolution oflink weight

and strength. In his weighted �tness network m odel,the �tness ofnode

and link and results in the structuralphase transition ofthe network are

introduced. In [20],the network evolves with connectivity-driven topology

and with the weightassigned from a specialdistribution �k(x)ofweights.

Although the m odelsm entioned above coupled the weightand network

evolution,we think that the dynam icalprocess ofthe weight in Barrat’s

m odel[18]isquitearti�cialorsay notvery general,orlike in theothertwo,

extra quantitiesnotrooted in network hasto be used. The authorsof[18]

gave som eargum entsforthisasto justify theprocessfrom thebackground

of airport network[18]. But they took weight as a quantity independent

on connecting. However,as we have m entioned before,weight usually re-

lated closely to connecting tim es. Especially for the actors and scientists

collaboration networks,using weight converted from connecting tim es is a

convenient way to construct weighted networks. Therefore,it seem s that

such a pure weight-driven m odeldepends too m uch on this arti�cialdy-

nam icalprocess ofweight. Now,our em piricalinvestigation on scienti�c

collaboration networksgive ussom e hintson m odelling weighted networks.

In ourm odel,we keep the relationship between weight and connecting

tim es, and only quantities directly rooted in networks are used. So the

picture ofthe evolution lookslike the connecting tim esevolve according to

weight,and then the new connecting tim es com es into the weight,which

drives the evolution ofthe system again. O r in our degree-driven m odel,

connecting tim es evolve according to degree, and degree increase due to

connecting,and then allthe connecting tim es are recorded and converted

into weight.

Another im portant im provem ent of our m odelis the introduction of

local-path-related preferentialattachm ent,the � term in our m odel. This

m echanism works for the network evolution in the realworld but is ne-

glected by other m odels. It is helpfulto increase the clustering coe�cient

ofthe networks. O ne m ajordi�erence between em piricalresultsand m ost

m odels is about the clustering coe�cient. Usually,BA m odel[21]or sim i-

lar m odels[18],given a quite low clustering coe�cient while in reality,real

phenom ena show highly clustered behavior. O fcourse,the W S m odelof

sm allworld network[22]gives high clustering coe�cient because it starts

from a regular network,not on the way ofevolutionary network m odels.

Som e evolutionary m odelsdo give high clustering coe�cient[23,24,27].In

[23],ifan edge between v and w wasadded,then add one m ore edge from

v to a random ly chosen neighbor ofw. In [24],one random ly chosen per-
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son introducestwo random acquaintancesto each anotherwho haven’tm et

before. Anotheridea isto introduce an extra Euclidean distance,and ver-

ticespreferto interactwith nearby vertices.Therefore,in orderto increase

the clustering coe�cient,new m echanism swhich are notrooted directly in

the network have been introduced. Now,we introduce the � m echanism ,

whereallquantitiesstillcom esdirectly from thetopologicalstructure.This

requires no m ore extra inform ation,but just a little knowledge about the

localstructure.Here‘a little’m eansoneonly need to know theinform ation

aboutthe second,orthird nearestneighbors,notany m ore.

Thedetailed com parison willbedonebetween theresultsfrom them od-

els and our em piricalresults from [15,16]. The description ofthe general

m odelisgiven in Section x2.Theasym ptoticdistributionsofvertex weights

forthe weight-driven case isalso given analytically in Section x3,and they

are wellconsistent with resultsofnum ericalsim ulations. In Section x4,in

order to com pare with the em piricalstudy ofeconophysists collaboration

network, we extend our m odelonto directed weighted networks. In this

com parison,they show nice agreem ent.

2 M odels and theoreticalanalysis

2.1 T he m odel

A N -vertex weighted network is de�ned by a N � N m atrix wij, which

represents the weight on the edge from vertex ito j. Sim ilarity weight is

used here. So the larger the weight is,the closer the relation between the

two ends nodes are. wlm = 0 m eans no relation between vertex land m .

Supposetheedge weightwij isrelated to the connecting tim esTij between

vertex iand j,by

wij = f(Tij); (1)

such asthetanh function wij = tanh(�Tij)weused in [15,16],orjustlinear

relation wij = �Tij used by otherauthors[7,14].

O ur m ost generalm odelis given as follow. Starting from a fully con-

nected n0 initialnetwork, with initialtim es Tij = 1 (and initial weight

wij = f(1)),atevery tim e step,

1. O ne new vertex is added into this network, and l old vertices are

random ly chosen from the existing network.

2. Every one(denoted asvertex n)ofthem can initially activatea tem p-

tation to build up m connections.Theprobability forevery link from
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n connecting onto vertex iisgiven by

� n! i= (1� p)
ki

P

j
kj

+ (p� �)
wi

P

j
wj

+ �
lni

P

j2@
1;2
n
lnj

; (2)

where ki is the degree ofvertex i,wi =
P

j
wji is the \onto" vertex

weight ofvertex i,lni is the sim ilarity distance[16]from n to i,and

@dn m eansthedth neighborsofvertex n.Forexam ple,@
1
n isthesetof

nearestneighbors,@2n m eansthesecond nearestneighbors,sothat@
1;2
n

in theexpression referstoboth ofthem .Intuitively,sim ilarity distance

m eansthem axim um distancebetween two verticesbecausetheweight

isde�ned herein theway thatthelargerthecloser.Usually,in calcu-

lation ofnetwork analysis,thedissim ilarity distance corresponding to

theshortestdistance isused m oreoften.

3. After we got an end node i� chosen from allvertices over the exist-

ing network by the probability above in equ(2),the connecting tim es

between vertex n and i� increased by

Tni� (t+ 1)= Tni� (t)+ 1: (3)

4. Theweightoftheedgeschangesas

wni� (t+ 1)= f(Tni� (t+ 1)): (4)

Although ourgeneralm odelde�ned above can be applied to directed net-

works,in the following analysiswe assum e thatwij = wji. An increase on

Tij im m ediately reectsanotherincreaseon Tji.Exceptforthecom parison

with em piricalresults,on m ost cases, the linear function is used for the

relationship between connecting tim esand weightforthe sim plicity,

wij = �Tij: (5)

2.2 A nalytic results ofthe w eight distribution

Now we try to get the analyticalresultsforthe vertex weight distribution

underthesim plestweight-driven m odel.Forthelinkweightgiven byequ(5),

the weightofvertex isgiven by

wi=
X

j

Tji (6)
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we suppose thatthe newly added vertex and the old vertices are inform ed

ofthe weight ofthe other vertices and the network is pure weight-driven.

In thiscase itisattached with preferentiallinking described by p = 1 and

� = 0 in equ(2),thatisthe theconnection probability is

� n! i=
wi

P

j
wj

(7)

Them asterequation fortheevolution oftheaveragenum berofverticeswith

weightw attim e tis

N (w;t+ 1) = N (w;t) + m � (1+ l)�
(w �1)�N (w �1;t)�w �N (w ;t)

P

w
w �N (w ;t)

�
l�N (w ;t)

N
+

l�N (w �m ;t)

N
+ �w ;m

(8)

Here
P

w
w � N (w;t� 1)= 2� E0 + 2� m � (1+ l)� tisthe totalweight

and N = n0 + t is the size ofsystem at tim e t. The equation describes

the increasing ofpreferentiallinking since the new vertex isadded and old

vertices are selected. The �rst term reects the preferentialattachm ent

(7) used to select the other end ofthe link,while the following two item s

correspond to the random selection oflold vertices. W hen E 0 and n0 are

m uch sm aller than t,the size ofthe network N is approxim ately the tim e

stepst.Then the m asterequation(8)can bewritten as

(t+ 1)� p(w;t+ 1)= t� p(w;t)+1
2
� [(w � 1)� p(w � 1;t)

� k� p(w;t)]� l� p(w;t)+ l� p(w � m ;t)+ �w ;m

(9)

where p(w;t) ’
N (w ;t)

t
is the density ofvertices with strength w at tim e

t[25].W hen tislarger(t� 1)enough,

(t+ 1)� p(w;t+ 1)� t� p(w;t)= p(w;t): (10)

W e getfrom equ(9)

p(w)=
�d(w p(w ))

2�dw
� l� [p(w)� p(w � m )]+ �w ;m

=
�d(w p(w ))

2�dw
� l� [p(w)� p(w � 1)+ p(w � 1)� p(w � 2)

+ p(w � 2)� � � � + p(w � m + 1)� p(w � m )]+ �w ;m

=
�d(w p(w ))

2�dw
� l� m �

dp(w )

dw
+ �w ;m

(11)
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Figure 1: Com parison between the num ericalsolution results from eq(8)

and the analyticalresults ofeq(14) for di�erent l. O ther param eters are

n0 = 10,m = 5.

Thisisfurtherwritten as

p(w)+
d

dw
[
1

2
� w � p(w)+ l� m � p(w)]= �w ;m (12)

Forw 6= m ,weget

(2� l� m + w)�
dp(w)

dw
= � 3� p(w) (13)

W e arrive atthe �nalvertex weightdistribution

p(w)/ (w + 2� l� m )�3 (14)

In Fig(1),we com pare the num ericalsolution ofequ(8)with the analytical

resultsequ(14),itshowsa niceconsistence.W ecan �nd thatthelowerend

ofstrength is obviously a�ected by the param eter land m and departure

from power-law,whiletheupperend isstilldistributed aspower-law.In the

section x3.2,we willcom pare the analyticalresults with that ofcom puter

sim ulation in Fig(??).They are also consistentvery well.

3 N um ericalresults

3.1 D egree-driven M odel

First,we considera specialcase,p = 0 and � = 0. In thiscase,ourm odel

is fairy sim ilar with BA m odel,exceptnow,besidesthe new vertex added
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in,the old vertices can also be activated. This assum ption has been used

alreadyin severalevolvingm odelsespecially forthem odellingofcooperation

networks[26,27,28].Anotherdi�erencebetween thiscaseand BA m odelis

that the reconnection oflink is allowed and recorded. Later on,it willbe

converted astheweightoflink.Fig(2)showsthetypicalbehaviorofdegree

and vertex weightdistribution. The weightdistribution oflinksobeysalso

powerlaw asshown in Fig(3).Theseresultsareconsistentwith thetypical

result from em piricalstudies qualitatively, such as distribution of vertex

weightforairline networks[6,7,8]and collaboration networks[7].

Com pared with BA m odel,the introduction ofparam eter lis new,so

how lwille�ect the behavior ofthe m odel? O ne lim it situation is when

l = 0. Allthe contributions to the weight com e only from the new ver-

tices. So our m odelcom es back to BA m odelexcept som e new links m ay

berepeated.Thedegree distribution isthe sam e asBA m odel.Thevertex

weightdistribution isalm ostthesam easdegreedistribution butthereisno

power-law distribution ofedge weightatall. The increasing oflwilla�ect

the degree distribution. The lower end willdeparture from the power-law

distribution butshow the "droop head" shape observed in m any em pirical

studies. Anotherlim it situation isl� 1. In that case,the increase ofin-

ternallinkshasm uch m oree�ectson thenetwork evolution com pared with

thegrowth ofthenetwork.Thenetwork willlosethepower-law behaviorin

thelowerend,although in a quitelargedom ain ofl,thepower-law behavior

ofdegree and weight distributionsare robust,especially in the upperend.

Thee�ectoflisshown in Fig(4).

Allthe resultsare the average of10 sim ulationsfordi�erentrealization

ofnetworks under the sam e set ofparam eters. The network sizes are all

reach 10000 nodes. W e have com pared the distribution with that ofthe

network with 50000 nodes. They are alm ost the sam e so that a network

with 10000 nodescan giveusa nicedescription forasym ptoticdistribution.

3.2 Purely w eight-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. This m eans the scientists choose

their cooperators according to the weight, instead offocusing on degree.

Therefore,weightisthe fundam entalcharacter ofvertices. Intuitively,the

m eaning ofthedegreelooksliketheextensivenessoftheworking stylewhile

theweightconsideringboth extensivenessand intensiveness.Soit’snotvery

surprised thatweightcan unconsciously be used asa scale to attractm ore

cooperators. In fact,the sam e idea ofthis weight-driven m echanism has

9



10 100 1000
1E-7

1E-5

1E-3

0.1

10

P
(k

)

(a)  K

 N=50000
 N=10000

10 100 1000
1E-7

1E-5

1E-3

0.1

10

P
(w

)
(b)  W

 N=50000
 N=10000

1 10 100
200

300

400

500

600

700

D
eg

re
e 

an
d 

W
ei

gh
t

(c)  Rank of Vertex

 Degree
 Weight

Figure 2:Degree (a)and vertex weight(b)distribution from degree-driven

m odel. They are both power-law distribution with alm ost the sam e expo-

nent, = � 2:7.Thedi�erencebetween thesetwo distributionsin uppertail

is shown in (c) by Zipfplot. But m ost points are in the lower region. In

thissim ulation,n0 = 10,m = 5,l= 1.
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Figure 4: (a) Degree distribution a�ected by the param eter l. (b)Larger

l(l= 10;40) m akes the power-law behavior lose at the lower end. O ther

param etersare n0 = 10,m = 5.

been used in Barrat’spaper[18].Aswem entioned in introduction,theonly

di�erencebetween Barrat’sm odeland thism odelistheevolution m echanism

of weight. In Barrat’s m odel, it evolves directly by a phenom enological

rule as a �-increase,while in our m odel,it evolves indirectly through the

connecting tim esTij.

The num ericalresultsare given in Fig(5).They are consistentwith the

theoreticalanalysis. It has been found that those two lim it cases seem s

have the sim ilar qualitative behavior. However, as we m entioned in the

introduction, the di�erence between those two cases, and the conclusion

that which one behaviors better,im plies the answer to the question that

which quantity is the m ore fundam entalone between degree and weight.

O r put it in another way,should weight be a high-levelquantity de�ned

by degree,betweenness,whatever the basic network quantities,ordirectly

from eventrepresented by thenetwork? Therefore,an conclusion aboutthis

com parison isessentialforthisissue.However,sofarthosetwom odelsunder

the lim it cases provide the sim ilar behavior. In the nextsection x4,when

the m odels are extended onto m ultilevelrelationships to do a com parison

between m odelsand em piricalresults,at�rstwe extended both those two

lim it cases. Both ofthem provide consistent behavior with the em pirical

results. After the sim ilar results are found,only weight-driven m odelis

com pared with em piricalresults further. O fcourse,one can even try to

study the behaviorfora generalp besidesthose two lim itcases. However,

since we have no way to m ake signi�cant di�erence between the special
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Figure 5: Vertex weight distribution for the purely weight-driven m odel:

(a)com parison ofthesim ulation resultswith analyticalresults;(b)thee�ects

ofdi�erentvaluesofl.O therparam etersare n0 = 10,m = 5.
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Figure 6: Com parison between purely degree-driven and purely weight-

driven m odelson weightdistribution. W e could see thatthose two m odels

behavior very sim ilarly (a) except for the uppertailin Zipfplot (b). The

param etersfortwo sim ulationsare the sam e:n0 = 10,m = 5,l= 1.
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cases,no further investigation about the generalm odelhas been done in

thispaper. To com pare those two m odelswith m ore em piricalresultsand

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

analysis.

3.3 C lustering structure w hen �6= 0

Them echanism represented by the� term in ourm odelhastaken thelocal

inform ation ofthe network into account.W hen a connection isbuiltup by

theactivevertex,theprobability ofa vertex being chosen astheend vertex

is higher ifit has the closer relation with the attem pting one. Therefore,

hopefully,this willincrease the clustering coe�cient. In the originalBA

m odel, this m echanism is neglected. So it’s interesting to just keep the

degree term and the � in our m odel,and explore whether such m echanics

increase clustering coe�cientornot.

3.3.1 �-m echanism applied onto m odelofnon-w eight netw orks

For the non-weighted networks,every edge has the weight 1. The lni in

� term is the sim ilarity distance, which is the reciprocalof the shortest

distance between vertex n and i. For the �rst link from new attem pting

vertices,justthe BA rule ofpreferentialattachm entisapplied,butforthe

linksafterwardsand the linksfrom old vertex,the end pointisdeterm ined

preferentialby both itsdegree and closenesswith starting point.In Fig(7),

thesim ulationsshow this� m echanism signi�cantly increasestheclustering

coe�cientwhilethe power-law distribution ofdegree stillholds.

3.3.2 �-m echanism in w eighted netw ork

For the weighted networks,lni in � term isthe sim ilarity distance asm en-

tioned before.In thiscase,justforsim plicity,weconsiderthepurely weight-

driven m odel,which m eansp = 1,� 6= 0 in equ(2).Itse�ectson clustering

coe�cient are also shown in Fig(7). The clustering coe�cient under this

m echanism reaches a stable value after a period ofevolution. W e can see

thatundersom evalueof�,forexam ple,� = 0:8,theclustering coe�cientis

near0:25,which ism uch higherthan BA m odel,and even com parablewith

em piricalresults[13,16,27]and resultsfrom otherm odels[23,24].

Since we have already shown that the �-m echanism can increase the

clustering coe�cient,from now on,we willfocus only on the com parison

between sim ulation and em piricalresultson the distribution ofdegree and
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Figure 7:Clustering coe�cientfordegree-driven (a)and weight-driven (b)

m odel.Param etersare n0 = 10,m = 5,l= 1.

weight,instead ofon theclusteringcoe�cient.Soin thefollowingdiscussion,

� issetto be0 again.

4 Extended m odeland com parison w ith em pirical

results

In the realworld,relations ofnodes usually are m ore than one levels and

di�erentrelationshave di�erentcontributionsto theweightoflink.Forin-

stance,in theem piricalanalysisin [15,16],weconsiderboth co-authorship

and citation asthewaysofscienti�cidea transportation with di�erentcon-

tributions.Even theworseisthatcitation isadirected network.Soin order

to com paretheresultsfrom ourm odelswith theem piricalstudies,wem ust

extend ourcurrentm odelinto a m ultileveldirected networksm odel.There

aretwo kindsofconnecting tim esT
�

ij
,where� = 1;2 refersto co-authorship

and citation respectively. Here the relation between connecting tim es and

the link weightisgiven by a tanh function.The reason we preferthe tanh

function in em piricalstudiesisthat,�rst,ithasthesaturation e�ect,which

m akesthecontribution lessforlargerconnectingtim es;second,itnorm alizes

the m axim um value to 1,which isthe usualstrength ofedge in non-weight

networks.So the two T
�

ij
are converted into a single weightby

wij =
1

2

X

�

tanh

�

��T
�

ij

�

; (15)
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so thatwij isnorm alized to 1.And theprobability distribution to chosethe

end vertex isconsistently transform ed as

� n! i=
X

�

p
� wi
P

j
wj

; (16)

while
P

�
p� = 1.O rin degree-driven m odel,

� n! i=
X

�

p
� ki
P

j
kj
: (17)

Aftervertex i� are chosen asthe end vertex ofa relation � between n and

i� according to aboveprobability distribution,theconnecting tim eevolutes

as

T
�

ni�
(t+ 1)= T

�

ni�
(t)+ 1: (18)

For� = 1,afterthatweneed tosetT 1
i�n (t+ 1)= T1

ni� (t+ 1).For� = 2,we

skip thisstep.From itsde�nition equ(15),the weighthere isan integrated

variable.Thisim pliesthose two eventscan betriggered by each other,not

developed separately.

Asitwillbe shown in Fig(8),we have notfound any signi�cantdi�er-

ence between those two m odels,so lateron,when we com pare m odelswith

em piricalresults,only weight-driven m odelare used there.Asexplained in

the introduction section x1,m easuring the role ofweight by evolutionary

m odels is one ofthe goals ofour research which has not been achieved so

far.W ehopem orecom parisonsbetween thebehaviorsofthosetwo m odels

and m ore em piricalresultswillgive an conclusive answerforthisquestion.

For directed network,the degree is divided into three quantities: out

degree,in degree and totaldegree. For exam ple,the in degree kini is the

sum ofedgesending atvertex i,thatiskini =
P

j
sign(wji).Theoutdegree

and weightarecalculated sim ilarly and thetotaldegree and weightarethe

sum ofin and out. The sam e situation happensto vertex weight,so there

are outweight,in weightand totalweightofvertices.From the sim ulation

results,we can �nd thatthe total,in,and outdegree and weightare allof

powerlaw distribution,asshown in Fig(8).

The m ore im portant com parison we want to do is between sim ulation

and em piricalresults,especially on link and vertex betweenness,because

they areglobalpropertiesrelated with thewholestructureofthenetworks.

Thelink and vertex betweennessand theirdistribution could begotten from

the setofe�ective pathesbetween any two nodes. The average distance d

16
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Figure 8: Typicaldistributionsofdegree and weight (the three curves are

In,O utand Totalrespectively)from puredegree-driven m odel(a),(b)and

pure weight-driven m odel(c), (d). Again, the pure weight-driven m odel

givesvery sim ilarresults.
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isde�ned asbeforeas,

d =
1

N (N � 1)

X

ij

dij (19)

in which,dij is the sim ilarity distance ofan e�ective path between vertex

i;j, the larger the closer and equals to 0 ifno path exists. In fact, the

aboveform ula isnotexactly thesam eastheonefornon-weighted networks.

First,because ofthe direction ofedges,the num beroftotaledgesare now

N (N � 1)instead of
N (N �1)

2
. Second,the algorithm to search forsuch dij

isslightly di�erentwith the usualshortestpath in non-weighted networks.

O ne way to m ake use ofthe shortest path algorithm is to transform the

sim ilarity into dissim ilarity weight,so thatthe shorterthe closer,and then

use the usualshortest path algorithm to �nd allthe distance. After that,

transform itback intosim ilarity distance.However,thisisjustan algorithm

problem ,hasnothing to do with the structureanalysis.

In orderto check the m odel,we com pare the resultswith em piricalre-

sultsfrom Econophysicistsnetwork,which hasm ostly been given in [15,16].

W ecom parethedistribution ofquantitiesofEconophysicistsnetworkswith

num ericalsim ulations,such as degree,vertex weight, vertex betweenness

and link betweenness. Itisinteresting thatthe resultsare consistent well.

Itseem sthatthe m odelrevealssom e basic m echanism softhe evolution of

collaboration network. The param eters we used here for this com parison

are l= 1;p1 = 0:2;p2 = 0:8.

5 C oncluding R em arks

In this paper,we presented an evolutionary m odelfor weighted network,

which integratesthe contributionsfrom both new verticesand old vertices.

The two m echanism s,degree-driven and weight-driven preferentialattach-

m ent are discussed,and both show a good consistence with em piricalre-

sults from network ofeconophysicists. Also a new m echanism ,nam ed as

local-path-related preferentialattachm ent,which m akesuseofsom elocality

inform ation is introduced here to increase the clustering coe�cient ofthe

network. W eight has been assigned to each link according the connecting

tim esofthelink,so theweightoflink changesasnetwork evolutes.Includ-

ing the behaviorsfrom the old vertices,recording allthe connecting tim es

and converting them into weight,arethem ostessentialstepsin ourm odel.

The way to incorporate locality inform ation into network evolution by the

�-m echanism isalso one pointofthispaper.
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Figure 9: Zipfplot ofdegree and weight from em piricalstudies and sim -

ulations. (a) and (c) are the em piricalresultsofdegree and weight distri-

bution. (b)and (d)are the sim ulation resultsofthe m odel. The m odelis

sim ulated underthe param eters: n0 = 10;m = 5;l= 1;p1 = 0:2;p2 = 0:8.

�1 = 0:7;�2 = 0:3 in equ15.Thesizeofsim ulated network isN = 819 that

isthesam e asem piricalstudies.
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Figure 10: Zipfplot ofbetweenness for em piricalstudies and sim ulations.

(a)Link betweenness.(b)Vertex betweenness.

However, one of the m ost im portant tasks of this paper,which is to

determ ine the role ofweightand com paring itwith the role ofdegree,has

notbeen doneyet.Although thecom parison sofarcould notdistinguish the

degree-driven m odeland weight-driven m odel,we hope furthercom parison

with em piricalresultswillgive a conclusive answerforthisquestion.
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