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Abstract. We present an analytic formalism describing structurapprties of random uncorre-
lated networks with arbitrary degree distributions. Therfalism allows to calculate the main net-
work characteristics like: the position of the phase tri@msiat which a giant component first forms,
the mean component size below the phase transition, thefdize giant component and the average
path length above the phase transition. We apply the apptoadassical random graphs of Erdos
and Rényi, single-scale networks with exponential degigtalolitions and scale-free networks with
arbitrary scaling exponents and structural cut-offs. Ithed cases we obtain a very good agreement
between results of numerical simulations and our analypieadictions.
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INTRODUCTION

During the last years, there has been noticed a significtereist in the field of complex
networks and a lot of interdisciplinary initiatives haveehetaken aiming at investiga-
tions of these systems[1, 2, 3, 4]. It was observed that teesptwork diversity, most of
real web-like systems share three prominent charact=istmall-world property (i.e.
small average path length), high clustering and scaledegeee distribution [5, 6]. The
observed universal properties let one understand thatonke$ware not simply a sum
of nodes connected by links. Nowadays, research on netvpaikés mainly to the so-
called emergent properties, that is systems global featurd capabilities which are not
specified by network design and are difficult or impossibleredict from knowledge
of its constituents. As a result, the interest in topoloateracterization of real net-
works gives way to growing interest in dynamical processsfmdd on such systems
[7, 8]. We have already known how networks grow and how thawvgt process influ-
ences network topology i.e. pattern of connections [9, We&] have also gained a certain
understanding of how network structure mediates diffetearisport phenomena like:
disease (rumor) transmission in social networks [11] oorimiation processing (virus
infection) in computer networks [12]. However, there ifl sthumber of open question
like: what are the most efficient and robust topologies fdiedént web-like systems
[13]? How to effectively fight against criminal networks [24How to eliminate traffic
jams in the Internet and other transportation systems [15]?

This paper is devoted to uncorrelated random networks @l6p(known as random
graphs or configuration model) which have been repeatediyisiio be very useful in
modeling different phenomena taking place on networksh@lgh a number of other
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network models have been proposed, it was also proved tinaaity cases there are no
gualitative differences between phenomena defined on lamithom graphs and those
more sophisticated models. For example, the main resultpencolation transition
[17, 18] and epidemic spreading [12, 19] that were obtairmeddndom uncorrelated
networks are still valid for correlated and even non-efuilim systems. The above
certifies that despite its simplicity, configuration modehot merely mathematical toy.
For the mentioned reasons, the issue of structural pregestirandom graphs and their
reliable, mathematical description seems to be very inaportt does not only excel in
academic challenges but it can be helpful in further expioneof networks, including
dynamical processes defined on discrete, web-like topetogi

Following the idea, in this paper we proceed witltroscopic description of the con-
sidered networks and ask the most basic question relatdetostructural properties
l.e. what is the probability that the shortest distance betwtwo given nodes and
j is not longer tharx. Basing on simple, intuitive arguments we derive the prdbab
ity and apply it to calculate the main network charactarsstike: the position of the
phase transition at which a giant component first forms [4(, the mean component
size below the phase transition [16], the size of the giammanent [22, 17] and the
average path length above the phase transition [23]. Ahounost of the enumerated
macroscopic properties were previously calculated by means of othehaus, espe-
cially thanks to generating function formalism developgdN®ewman [16], we think
that our approach is conceptually much simpler. Furtheemygince our derivations take
advantage of primary concepts they do not represent a cfosgett but can be thought
of as a background for further network investigations,ipalarly those associated with
network dynamics.

RANDOM UNCORRELATED NETWORKS - MICROSCOPIC
DESCRIPTION

Random uncorrelated network with arbitrary degree distitm P ) is the simplest
network model. In such a network the total number of verti¢es fixed. Degrees of all
vertices are independent, random integers drawn from afigaedistributionP ). One
can easily create the network following the below instrmas:

i. PrepareV nodesi = 1;2;:::;N.
ii. Attach to each nodg, ends of connections taken from the given distributfo).
iii. Connect at random ends of connections.

The above procedure provides maximally random, uncoeelaetworks. From the
mathematical point of view the lack of correlations mearat the probability? k;=k ;)

that an edge departing from a vertgf degreekj arrives at a vertex of degreex;,,

is independent of the initial vertex The above translates into the fact that the nearest
neighborhood of each node is the same (in statistical terfreyided that the degree
distribution in uncorrelated network i3¢%) one can show that the degree distribution of
nearest neighbors, that is equivalent to the probabiliéy #n arbitrary link leads to a



nodei of degreex;, is given by
P(lc——k)—Q(lc)——kiP(k)' 1)
i v

and respectively the average nearest neighbor degreesequal

%1
chni= m . (2)

At the moment, before we proceed with our derivations, lehtreduce notation that
will be used throughout the paper:

i. p;rj (x) denotes the probability that there exists at least one widéngthx between

two given nodes and j. If such a walk exists then the shortest path between the
two nodesis «x.

il. p;j @) gives the probability that none among walks of lengthccurs between the
two nodes, and respectively

pyw=1 p w: 3)

iii. p;; ) describes the probability that the shortest distance katwand j is equal
to x. In the limit of dense networks (above percolation thredhohe can deduce
that if there exists at least one walk of lengtbetweeni and j then walks longer
thanx also exist. It follows, one can assume tln@t(x) (see i.) expresses also the

probability that the shortest distance between the two sideot longer tham and
pij@)=p;® g« 1: (4)

Now, we try to derive formulas describing the above probtid. At the beginning,
let us imagine a random walker that starts at a given ri@aal assign the walker one-
step memory in order to avoid backward steps. Next, let tHkawgerformx steps. It is
easy to see that in average the walker may pass

W Gx) = k; Bk 17 1 (5)

different walks. If,at least one such a walk ends at the noglene can say that both
verticesi and j arear most x  th neighbors i.e. the shortest path between the two nodes
is not longer than. It follows that

0 1
W (i x)

pijw) =P WA (6)
r=1

whereWif’), represents a single walk betweeand j, whereas the sum goes over all
possiblex walks starting at (5).



To simplify the last expression (6) let us assume mutualpeddence of all walks
Wif”j. Then, the considered formula may be rewritten in the folhgaorm (seeAp-
pendix A) " 4

W @)
piw 1 exp Y P W (7)
r=1
To finalize derivation ofpl.*j (x) note that, due to the lack of correlations, every walk
starting ati has the same chance to end ug.ihe probability of such an event is just
equal to the probability that the last connection in the sege of edges representing
the considered walk is attachedto

k.
N B
Wi! J HeiN © (8)
Inserting the last formula into (7) and taking advantageathl§5) and (2) one gets
piw=1 F@); 9)
where " R
kk. 121 *
F (x) = exp TV ThL (10)

The last formula foqpl.*j (x) constitutes the most important result of the paper. Let us
stress that it does not include any free parameters, threref@ can directly employ it to
calculate all the interesting structural characteristicke considered networks. In the
following sections we show, how the formula for percolatibreshold in random graphs
several times naturally emerges from our approach. We alsalate, in turn, the mean
component size below the percolation transition, the sfze giant component and
also the average path length above this transition.

MEAN COMPONENT SIZE BELOW PERCOLATION
THRESHOLD

To calculate the mean component size below the percoldtreshold one can make use
of the introduced probabilitie,&l.*j (x) andpl.j (x).

Taking advantage of (9), the probability that none amongwiaéks of lengthx
between the nodesand; exists is given by (3)

2. X 1#

WiV hki

pij )= exp (11)

and respectively the probability that there is no walk of Emgth between these vertices
may be written as
" #

P = rlpij )= exp hliJ]VZ) o Lo (12)
x= y=
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FIGURE 1. Average size of the component that a node of degreelongs to. Scatter plots represent
numerical data, whereas solid lines represent the prediofiEq. (15).

The value ofPl.j strongly depends on the common ratio of the geometric sprissent

in the last equation. When the common ratio is greater thée. k%1  2ki, random
graphs are above the percolation threshold. The sum of thraefeic series in (12) tends
to infinity andPl.j = 0. Below the phase transition, wheifi< 2rki, the probability that

the nodes and; belong to separate clusters is given by

kik; 1 .
N @hki Heéi) '

P = exp (13)

and respectively the probability the&nd j belong to the same cluster may be written as

kik; 1
N @rki nei)

P:=1 B =1 exp

(14)
Now, it is simple to calculate the mean size of the clustetrttianode belongs to. It
is given by
bsik.)=1+ S P k)P’ _ b k.+ 1 (15)
ik,) = P ; :
: kz ST 2nki neit
J

Note, that the mean size of the component that a ridid$ongs to, is a linear function
of degreek; of the node (see Fig. 1). The last transformation in (15) watained by
taking only the first two terms of power series expansion efgkponential function in
(14). Averaging the above expression (15) over all nodelsemetwork one obtains the
known formula [16] for the mean component size in random lgsapelow the phase

transition )
hk i
i=1+ ———M——: 1
B1= 1% o weL (16)



As in percolation theory [24], the mean cluster size diverate
Pki= 2rki; (17)

one more time certifying that the expression (17) describesposition of the perco-
lation threshold in random uncorrelated networks with tagloy degree distributions
[20, 21].

SIZE OF THE GIANT COMPONENT

Whentk?i> 2hkithe giant component (GC) is present in the graph. Its relatizes,
i.e. the probability that a node belongs to GC, is an impaaantity and is often iden-
tified as the order parameter of the percolation transitiothis section, we demonstrate
how to calculate the size of the giant compongim uncorrelated networks with arbi-
trary degree distributions. The underlying concept of cenvdtions is closely related
to the method of calculating in Cayley tree and originates from Flory (1941) [25, 24].

At the beginning, we deal with classical random graphs ofoErdnd Rényi, then
we generalize our calculations for the case of random graptts arbitrary degree
distributions and we show that our derivations are consist&h the formalism based
on generating functions that was introduced by Newawtari. [16].

Classical random graphs of Erdos and Rényi (ER)

In general, one defines the classical random graph as N thhel#es and every pair
of the nodes being connected with probability26]. The probability that an arbitrary
nodei belongs to the giant component is equivalent to the proipaltiiat at least one
ofits N 1 possible links connects it to GC. In order to describe trevalequivalence
by means of mathematical expression, let us assumexgnﬂagt represents an event: the

connectionfi; jg (if exists!) leads to the giant component. The notatzk;pjg refers to

each ofN v = 1)=2 possible links, not only to those existing! Now, the sizé¢haf giant
component is given by |

N 1
S=P Afi;jg ; (18)
j=1
and due to the mutual independence of different links, theftamula may be rewritten
as (seedppendix A) " "
N1
S=1 exp Z PAg. ;) - (19)
/1

Next, to further simplify the expression férnote that the mentioned mutual indepen-
dence implies that every link has the same probability toitglto the infinite cluster
le.

8 PA

iy PAg )= R: (20)

fizjg
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FIGURE 2. Size of the giant componefitversus the average degnge in classical random graphs of
sizeN = 10000. The scatter plot represents numerical data wherea®lid line gives the solution of the
Eq. (23)

Inserting (20) into (19) one gets
S=1 expl N LRI (22)

To finalize derivation ofS one has to findR. To do so, let us recall tha& describes
the probability that an arbitrary nodas connected to the giant component through a
fixed link fi; jg, wherej is another arbitrary node. Now, jifoelongs to GC it means that
at least one of its connections also leads to the giant coemgoGiven that every node
may haveV 1 links the formula foR may be expressed as a product of the probability
of a link £i; jg and the probability that at least one 8f 1 possible links emanating
from j connects the considered node to the giant component. Sumnimgathe above
considerations one obtains a self-consistency equatiaR fo
)= pP A (22)

kR=ra tjimg

fisjg
m=1

=p@ expl ™ D1R):

Finally, comparing both relations (21) and (22) it is easgee thaiR = pS and the
expression for the giant component in classical randomigrapay be rewritten in the
following form [22]

S=1 exp[ hiSJ; (23)

wherehki= pN (see Fig. 2). At the moment let us point a certain interegqtnagerty of
the last equation, that makes the equation very intuitiaergde of percolation transition
(at least for those acquainted with Ising model). Below tleeplation threshold (i.e. for
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FIGURE 3. Graphical solution of the Eqg. (23).

ki< 11) the identity has only one solutiofi= 0 (see Fig. 3). Above the threshold
another solutio € 0 appears signifying transition of the system to the orderease.

Giant component in random graphs with arbitrary degree
distributions

In this section, taking advantage of the intuition gainexhfithe analysis of the giant
component in classical random graphs, we develop a moraaegproach allowing
to calculate the size of the giant cluster in random netwavikh arbitrary degree
distributionsP ).

In the case of classical random graphs all nodes have beeideoed equivalent.
It is not acceptable in the case of random graphs with a giegmes sequence k),
where every node has a fixed number of connections. In ordeead the requirements
imposed byP (), we have to slightly rearrange the previous meaning of thbatuility
R (20). Now, let us assume thRtdescribes the probability that an arbitrary but existing
(1) connection belongs to the giant component. It is alsdulde think of R as the
probability that following arbitrary direction of a randdyrchosen edge one arrives at
the giant component. In fact, we know that following an agbl edge we arrive at a
vertex of degreé. The probability that the node, we have just arrived at, iected to
GCequals1l (@ RS 1. The lastrelation simply expresses the probability thigat
one ofk 1 edges emanating froirand other than the edge we arrived along connects
to the giant componert Summarizing the above considerations makes simple te writ

1 Degree distribution in classical random graphs is Poissyrtherefore the expression for percolation
threshold (17) simplifies teki= 1.

2 Here, we do not take advantage of the Lemma 1 because it waiksmiy in the limit of large number
of the contributing events 1. In the case of smatl the errorg of the Lemma 1 can not be neglected.



the self-consistency condition f& (compare with Eq. (22))

R=S 1 a K' Q); (24)

k

whereQ &) is given by (1). Then, knowing it is easy to calculate the relative sife
of the giant component that is equivalent to the probabihligt at least one of links
attached to an arbitrary node connects the node to GC

S=5 1 @ R P: (25)

k

To make derivations of this section more concrete, we shiouhdediately introduce
some examples of specific networks. Since however, one aam ttat both formulas
(25) and (24) are completely equivalent to equations ddrive other authors (see
Appendix B), we just refer the reader to analyze examples presentdwbsetrelated
papers [16, 27].

AVERAGE PATH LENGTH IN RANDOM UNCORRELATED
NETWORKS

We turn now to the quantitative description of the smallddaeffect in random un-
correlated networks with arbitrary degree distributiéng). To our knowledge, the be-
low derivations are the simplest and the most accurate anarsg previously reported
[16, 28, 23], therefore we illustrate them with a larger nembf examples.

Taking advantage of (9), we are in a position to calcu}q}ex) (4) i.e. probability
distribution for the shortest distance between any two aodad j

piiw=F@x 1) Fw); (26)

whereF (x) is given by (10). Although, due to the conditippn (x) 0 the last expression
is only correct above the percolation threshold, the foer{@b) is very important and,
given that the giant component contains almost all vertitedlows to find a number
of structural properties of the considered networks. Fangxe, averaging (26) over all
pairs of nodes one obtains the intervertex distance distaibp (x) = Hy,; ()44 It is
also possible to calculatg i.e. the mean number of vertices a cegfain distanaway
from a randomly chosen nodeThe quantity can be obtainedas- N p;; ()P k;)dk;.
At the moment, let us note that taking only the first two terrngawer series expansion
of both exponential functions in (26) one gets the relationship = z; ¢,=z;)* =
Nki@k,,i 1F ! (compare it with (5)) that was obtained by other authors mitree
assumption of a tree-like structure of random graphs. Fintile average path length
(APL) between any two nodesand j of degrees; and k; is simply the expectation
value of the distribution (26)

00

Lk )= xp;;x)="Y F (x): (27)
! ! x=zl / x;)
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FIGURE 4. Average path lengtti;, versus network siz&v in ER classical random graphs with
hki= pN = 4;10;20. The solid curves represent numerical prediction of Bfj).(

The Poisson summation formula allows one to simplify thevalsum (sedppendix C)

In §k;)+ In k%1 bki)+ InN -y
In k2i=hki 1) ’

; (28)

NI =

lij (ki;kj):

wherey’ 05772 is the Euler’'s constant. The average intervertexmtistéor the whole
network depends on a specified degree distribukign

2Hnki+ In (@i  hki)+ InN ){l—:—L

/=
In (k2i=hki 1) 2

(29)

As one could expect, the both formulas (28) and (29) diverpenwthe considered
networks approach percolation threshoitdi= 2hki (17).

To test the formula (29) we have performed numerical sinmnatof the well-known
networks: classical random graphs proposed by Erdos angi RER), single-scale
networks with exponential degree distribution (EXP) araleadree networks (SF).

Classical random graphs (ER). For these networks the degree distribution is Poisso-
nian
e I‘ki}.kik

o

However, sincednki cannot be calculated analytically for Poisson distributibus
the APL may not be directly obtained from (29). To overcome this obwe take
advantage of the mean field approximation and assume tharéites within a graph
possess the same deggg,; = hei It implies that theA PL between two arbitrary nodes
i and j (28) also describes the average intervertex distance aeaiang the whole
network

Pk)= (30)

_InN y+}_
ER™ InpN) 2°

(31)
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FIGURE 5. Characteristic path lengih, , versus network siz& in exponential networks. Solid lines
represent Eq. (33).

Until now only a rough estimation of the quantity has beenvkmoOne has expected
that the average shortest path length of the whole ER graplesavith the number
of nodes in the same way as the network diameter. We reminidhitbaliameter/ of
a graph is defined as the maximal distance between any pakerttes andd,, =
InN=In (pN) [3]. Figure 4 presents the prediction of the equation (31¢amparison
with the numerically calculated APL in classical randompis

Exponential networks (EXP). Now, let us suppose that the degree distribution is
exponential

e A k)=a

Pk)= ; (32)

a

wherek = 1;2;:::3. Applying the distribution to Eg. (29) immediately proviléhe
formula for the average path length in the considered siagite networks

l _INN+In@Ra?+a) 27T O;1=a) v, 1
EXP In@Ra2+a) In@+ 1) 2

(33)

wherel” 0;1=a) is an incomplete gamma function. Figure 5 shows that theirdda
formula perfectly fits numerical results obtained for diffiet values of the parameter

Scale-free networks (SF). As mention at the beginning of the paper degree distribu-
tions are scale-free in most of real systems

a 1yme b
Pl - (34)

3 We start to enumerate degrees frbm 1 instead ok = 0 in order to prevent construction of very sparse
networks with a large number of separated nodes.



real networks into scale-free structures is the lineargpegitial attachment. The sim-
plest model that incorporates the rule of preferentialcattaent was introduced by
Barabasi and Albert [6]. Other interesting mechanismsiteatb scale-free networks
were proposed by Goh et al. [29] and Caldarelli et al. [30}fddimnately, the mentioned
mechanisms leading to scale-free network topologies parate structural correlations,
making our approach useless. The simple procedure of gergerandom uncorrelated
networks that was described at the beginning of this paser fails when applied to
fat-tailed degree distributions with diverging second neatk?. In particular, the pro-
cedure may not be applied to generate uncorrelated sedaagtworks (34) with the
scaling exponent 2 a < 3. In order to avoid the inconvenience connected with those
scale-free distributions we apply the so-called strut¢ituoffs by imposing the largest
degree to scale a&s,,, = hkiN [31, 32, 33], instead of unbounded cutoff predicted by
extreme value theot,,, N-@ D,

We have found that depending on the value of the expoaemhe can distinguish
three scaling regions for the average path length (29) iledoee networks (see Fig. 6).
In the limit of large systema& ! o, APL scales according to relatiofis

o« fora> 3
1% InN; (35)
s fora=3 NN
a=3 n
— 36
InInN (36)
«for2<a< 3
19<3 = const : (37)

Note that although the results for 3 are consistent with estimations obtained
by other authors [23, 34], the case ok2a < 3 is different. In opposite to previous
estimations signaling the double logarithmic dependéfitg¢  InInN, our calculations
for the same range a@f predict that there is a saturation effect for the mean paitthein
large networks. Unfortunately, at the moment it is impolesib assess what is the correct
estimation (to perform reliable tests very large netwoekgn withN > 10'°, should be
analyzed). On the other hand, it is truth that looking at Fégbl one can observe two
effects: i. the difference between results of numericatulations and our analytical
predictions continuously grows with, ii. denser networks are better described by our
approach. The first effect may result form the fact that ouamaield derivations work
worse for networks with degree distributions characterizg large fluctuations (note
that the second moment of scale-free distribution desdripe the exponentr 3
increases witlV), whereas the second effect may be related to the fact thajppuoach
(in particular Eq. (26)) works better for networks furthboae the percolation threshold

4 The exact formulas for APL in those regions are very comgidaherefore we have decided to omit
them.
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CONCLUSIONS

To conclude, in this paper we have presented theoreticabapp for metric properties
of uncorrelated random networks with arbitrary degreeithistions. We have derived a
formula for probabilityplfj ) (9) that there exists at least one walk of lengthetween
two arbitrary nodes and j. We have shown that givepjj () one can find a number
of structural characteristics of the studied networks.drtipular, we have applied our
approach to calculate the mean component size below thelpgon transition, the
size of the giant component and the average path length dbheyghase transition. We
have successfully applied our formalism to such diverseows like classical random
graphs of Erdds and Rényi, single-scale networks with egptial degree distributions
and uncorrelated scale-free networks with structuralodist- In all the studied cases
we noticed a very good agreement between our theoreticdlghiens and results of
numerical investigation.

APPENDICES

Appendix A

Lemma 1 IfA;;A,;:::;A, are mutually independent events and their probabilities fulfill
relations 8,P (A;) &€ then

n

r
P( A)=1 exp( SPA)) O; (38)

1

i=1 i=
whereO  Q<3" G e)=j! L+ ef.

Proof. Using the method of inclusion and exclusion [35] we get

r n .
P( A)=3 ( Us(y; (39)
i=1 J=1
with
S ()= > PA )PA, ):::PA;)
1 i<iy< :::<ij n ! 2 !
12 g
== SPA) 0 (40)
£

where 0 ) n/=jl ; &/. The term in bracket represents the total number of
redundant components occurring in the last line of (40).l&tmng 0; it is easy to see
that @ P ([A)) corresponds to the firsgz + 1) terms in the MacLaurin expansion



of exp( Y P A;)). The effect of higher-order terms in this expansion is senéfhan
R < @) '=@u+ 1).. It follows that the total error of (38) may be estimated@s
>’-10;+ R. This completes the proof.

Let us notice that the termg; in (40) disappear when one approximates multiple
sumsy1 <, , by corresponding multiple integrals. Fer= A=n 1 the error

< :::<ij
of the above assessment is less théexp A )=n and may be dropped in the limit! oo,

Appendix B

It is easy to show that our formulas (25) and (24) are comlyietquivalent to
equations derived by Newman et al. [16] by means of geneyatimctions

S=1 Gw; (41)
wherey is the solution of equation given below
v= G, 0): (42)

We recall thatG (x) is the generating function for the degree distribution

Gow) =5 P " (43)
k

whereasG, () is related toQ ) (1)

1 dG, ()
G. o) = =270
1“)rm dx

=ZQ%M1: (44)
k

Let us start with Eq. (24) that may be transformed in the foitg way
R=50k S0k Rf'=1 Ga R: (45)
3 3

Note, that the last formula directly corresponds to Eq. #i2)
v=1 R: (46)

Taking into account the last identity one can show that thgression (25) may be
transformed into Eq. (41) in a similar way. Now, it is cleaatithe unknown parameter
vin both Eqgs. (41) and (42) has the following meaning - it déss the probability that
an arbitrary edge in a random graph does not belong to thé¢ gpamponent.

Appendix C

The Poisson summation formula states
e 1
FM=§F©H (47)

X=



Z Z

F ()dx+ 2 Z F (x)cos@nTrix)dx
0 oo
Applying the formula to (28)
o kikj H2i .
i kik ) = 1 4
k) = 3 P e RN 48)
one realizes that in most of cases
M 49
tk2i  rki)N (49)
that givesF’ 0) = 1. One can also find that
z
o0 k.k. ]dczl
F = Ei ——)— =n —= 1;
o [ W "2 moy " W (50)

whereEi (y) is the exponential integral function that for negative anguats is given by
Ei( y)= y+Iny[36], wherey’ 05772 is the Euler’s constant. Finally, it is easy to
see that owing to the generalized mean value theorem eviexyrad in the last term of
the summation formula (47) is equal to zero. It follows thne €quation fotij ik ;) is
given by (28).
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