
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
50

43
02

v2
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
ta

t-
m

ec
h]

  1
3 

A
pr

 2
00

5

Load distribution in smallworld networks
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A bstract

In thispaperweintroduceanew m odelofdatapacket

transport,based on a stochastic approach with the

aim ofcharacterizing the load distribution on com -

plex networks. M oreoverwe analyze the load stan-

dard deviation asan index ofuniform ity ofthe dis-

tribution ofpacketswithin thenetwork,tocharacter-

ize the e� ectsofthe network topology. W e m easure

such indexon them odelproposed byW attsand Stro-

gatz as the redirection probability is increased. W e

� nd thatthe uniform ity ofthe load spread is m axi-

m ized in the interm ediateregion,atwhich the sm all

world e� ectisobserved and both globaland localef-

� ciency are high. M oreoverwe analyze the relation-

ship between load centrality and degreecentrality as

an approxim ate m easure of the load at the edges.

Analogousresultsare obtained forthe load variance

com puted atthe edgesaswellasatthe vertices.

1 Introduction

Congestion in real networks is a com plex phe-

nom enon that depends on a large num ber of vari-

ables. Here we are interested in understanding how

the underlying structure of the network can itself

havean in
 uenceon congestion.Thenetwork issup-

posed to be crossed by inform ation unitsorpackets.

W ewillconsidera packettransportm odelon a given

graph and willstudy the e� ects of changes in the

graph topology on the packets distribution. W ith

the aim ofunderstanding the e� ects ofthe network

topology on congestion,we willkeep constantother
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variablesasthe rateatwhich packetsaregenerated,

the distribution of sources and destinations within

the network,and the routing algorithm to go from

theform erto thelatter.W ewillshow thateach ver-

tex can draw toward itselfan higher or lower 
 ow

ofpackets,according to its own position within the

graph.

2 T he network as a M arkov

C hain

In the recentliterature on networksseveraldynam ic

packettransportm odelswereanalyzed with the aim

ofdescribing realistic com m unication over the net-

work [3][12][9][7][11]. O n the otherhand in [5][6]

som e static param eters were introduced in order to

characterise the load distribution over the network

withoutconsidering explicitly itsdynam ics.

W e willsuggest here an alternative and interm e-

diate packet transport m odelbased on a stochastic

approach.

W e considera network with N vertices.W e m ake

the hypothesis that the origin and the destination

ofeach packet are chosen with uniform probability

within allthe vertices in the network. W e suppose

that at each tim e step,each vertex generates N �

1 packets,each one addressed to every other node

in the network so that the totalnum ber ofpackets

generated ateach tim e step isequalto N (N � 1).

Then packetsaresupposed toberouted from origin

to destination along the geodesic,i.e.according to a

m inim um distance criterion. W e suppose thatpack-

etsaredelivered accordingto a dynam icprocessthat

takesinto accounttheactualtim eneeded forpackets

to travelacross the network. W e consider the case
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ofa parallelprocess,in which at each tim e unit all

packetsm ove sim ultaneously,every one crossing one

edge. W e assum e that the tim e in which a packet

goes through exactly one edge is equalto one tim e

unit.Speci� cally weassum ethatateach tim e step:

1.Packetsaregenerated atevery vertex.

2.Packetsin a given nodebutnotdelivered yetto

their� naldestinations,arerouted to the neigh-

borsofthatnode thatare nearestto the desti-

nation.

3.Packets delivered to their � naldestination are

rem oved from the network.

In [5],the load at a given vertex v,‘(v),was de-

� ned asthe num berofshortestpathsbetween pairs

ofnodescrossing it.Analogously wewillde� ne here

the load atthe edges‘(e),asthe num berofshortest

pathscrossing a given edge.

Let J(i) be the subgraph ofthe vertices j adja-

centto i. As a packetis crossing i,it can take one

ofthe directed edgeseij,j 2 J(i). W e assum e that

each edge eij in the graph iscrossed with frequency

proportionalto itsload l(e). Consistently with that

assum ption,we willestim ate the conditionalproba-

bility ofa packetstarting from i,going through one

ofthe edgeseij,as:

p(eij=i)=
‘(eij)

P

j
‘(eij)

: (1)

Using (1),we can now associateto the network of

interestaM arkovChain;eachnodebeingrepresented

asa state ofthe chain with the probability ofgoing

from a stateito a statej being given by p(eij=i)for

j2 J(i).

TheM arkovChain representsadynam icm odelde-

scribing the evolution ofthe packets distribution in

tim e. W e can obtain num erically the lim itdistribu-

tion � ,i.e. the probability ofbeing asym ptotically

in a certain state/node ofthe M arkov Chain. W e

wish to em phasizethat� can beused asan alterna-

tivem easureoftheload atvertices.In particular,we

found � to di� erfrom thepreviousestim ation ofthe

load atvertices[5].

W ecan giveaphysicalexplanation ofthat,accord-

ingtotheparallelnatureofthepacketsexchangeover

the network.

Figure 1: A parallelm odelofpackets exchange in a

sam ple network ofthree nodes. W e represent with the

sam ecolorpacketsgenerated atagiven vertex.In theleft

panelwe representthe distribution ofpacketsaftertheir

generation.Itisworth noticing thatthedistribution does

notchange ifwe look atitafterpacketshave been deliv-

ered. Aswe can see,packetsjusthaving been generated

and the ones delivered to destination are never present

sim ultaneously in the sam e node atany given tim e.

Fig.1 shows the load distribution of packets in

a representative network on which packets are ex-

changed in a parallelway. W e observe thatforeach

packettravelling from a vertex ito a vertex j,there

is another one travelling from j to i. This im plies

thatpacketsjusthavingbeen generated and theones

delivered to destination areneverpresentsim ultane-

ously in the sam enode atany given tim e.

Let’sde� ne�v thetotalload attheverticesin the

network,com puted as the sum ofthe loads overall

the vertices within the network,i.e. �v =
P

v
‘(v).

W e havethat:

�v = d� N (N � 1); (2)

wheredisthecharacteristicpath length associated to

thegraph.From (2),wehavethattheaverageload at

verticesisgivenbyl= d� (N � 1).W eobservethatthe

averageload isproportionaltothecharacteristicpath

length ofthe graph: shortening m ean distances be-

tween verticesim pliesthatpacketstravelfrom origin

todestination in fewersteps.Hence,aload reduction

isobserved on the wholenetwork.
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M oreover,itisworth m entioning herethatexpres-

sion (2) is identicalto Little’s Law [10]in queueing

theory,i.e.

V = �� N (N � 1); (3)

where the totalnum berofpacketsin the network V

is replaced with �v and �,the m ean tim e spent by

a packetgoing from origin to destination in Little’s

law,is replaced with d, under the hypothesis that

each edgeiscrossed within thesam eam ountoftim e.

Notethat,according to the newly introduced load

de� nition,we � nd that,contrary to whatpresented

in [5],the totalload at the vertices is equalto the

totalload atthe edges�e =
P

e
l(e),i.e. �e = �v.

This is expected as in our m odel,the totalam ount

ofpacketswithin the network atany tim e hasto be

the sam e.

3 U niform ity of load distribu-

tion in sm allworld networks

W ewilltry now to assesswhetherthenetwork topol-

ogy can itself cause a m ore or less uniform distri-

bution of packets in the network. In [2] the ef-

fectsofvariationsofload distribution in random and

scale free networks were analyzed. The form er are

characterized by a Poisson degree distribution while

the second have a degree distribution of the form

P (k)� k� 
.From a com m unication pointofview,it

would be desirable to have a uniform load distribu-

tion in orderto exploitevenly the network resources

(nodes and edges). In particular we willtry to un-

derstand how uniform overa given network the load

distribution is,becauseofitstopology.

Speci� cally,an high variance ofthat distribution

should indicate an unfair use of the network, and

could therefore pointouta possible cause ofconges-

tion.

In [1],the m axim um load ‘m ax wasproposed asa

m ain index forcharacterizing the network structure

and an high value ofthisparam eterwasclaim ed re-

sponsible forcongestion. Nevertheless,thisparam e-

terdoesnotdescribethewholestructureofthegraph,

giving inform ation only on the load levelatthehub.

Forthatreason here we willevaluate the load stan-

dard deviation as de� ned in [2], that refers to the

network as a whole. In orderto m ake it insensitive

to the averagevaluesof‘,we willevaluate ~�(‘),the

standard deviation oftheload appropriately norm al-

ized with respectto itsm ean.

The standard deviation of the load distribution

�(‘) was shown to have an e� ect on network per-

form ancesin term softhroughputand delivery tim e.

Nam ely an high value ofthe load variance,that is

typicalofscale-free networkswasseen to be able to

worsen strongly the network perform ances.

W e analyze here the variation ofload distribution

both atthe edgesand atthe verticesdue to changes

in the underlying topology.

A com m on feature ofm ost realnetworks is that

they are sm allworld,i.e. the average distance be-

tween random ly chosen nodes is generally low and

increasesonly logarithm ically with the network size.

M oreoverrealnetworksshow high clustering ortran-

sitivity,thatis,high probability that two random ly

selected neighborsofanodearealsoneighborsofeach

other. W atts and Strogatz (W S) [4]showed that,

starting from a regularnearestneighborcircle,a few

random redirection were su� cient to get the sm all

world e� ect,withoutcom prom ising the clustering.

W e willrepeat the experim ent in [4], m easuring

alsothenorm alized standard deviation ofthevertices

load,~�(‘(v))and the edgesload ~�(‘(e)).

In Fig. 2 the average load in the graph is shown

as the redirection probability p is varied. It can be

observed thatthe average load behavesasthe char-

acteristic path length ofthe graph,decreasing as p

increases.

The norm alized standard deviation ofthe vertices

load isshown in Fig.3.Here,weseethatsuch quan-

tity increases at � rst,then over a certain threshold

valueoftheredirection probability,itisprogressively

reduced.In fact,astheredirected edgesarefew,the

globalreduction ofthe characteristic path length is

achieved through theexploitation ofthesam eshort-

cutsand the verticessituated attheirendpoints.

A furtherincreaseofp (i.e.ofthe num berofredi-

rected edges) causes an increase of the num ber of

di� erentpathslinking pairsofnodesin fewersteps.

Thus,forhigherp,an higherload uniform ity (lower

3
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Figure 2: The W S m odel. A regular lattice with 1000

verticesand 10linkspervertex isrewired with probability

p. Average verticesload ‘= d�(N �1)is reported asa

function ofp. The results are obtained over 100 diverse

experim ents.
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Figure 3: Norm alized standard deviation of vertices

load ~�(‘(v))isreported asvarying theredirection proba-

bility,underthe sam e hypothesisof�gure 2

~�(‘(v))isobserved.In otherwordswe observethat,

startingfrom aregularcon� guration,andaddingpro-

gressivelysom edisordertoit,theparam eterincreases

at� rstand then decreasesaftera criticalpoint. So

we have that at interm ediate p,at which localand

globale� ciency areboth m axim ized [14],wegetthe

leastuniform load distribution between vertices. In

Fig.4 wereportthem edian (in blue)oftheload dis-

tribution with the 25th and 75th percentile (in red),

showing thattheinterquartilerangeofthesam pleis

largerforinterm ediatevaluesofp.

W e can arguethusthatthe sm all-world e� ect,i.e.

thereduction oftheaveragedistancebetween vertices

caused bytheaddition ofarelativelysm allnum berof

shortcuts,can beassociated with an unfairspread of

theload distribution acrossthenetwork.Thiswould

cause an unfair exploitation ofsom e ofthe network

resources,m aking som e areas ofthe network m ore

likely to be interested by highertra� cand therefore

by congestion phenom ena.

As shown in Fig. 5,sim ilar results are obtained

when theload standard deviation attheedges(rather

than atthe vertices)iscom puted.

4 Load D istribution A nd D e-

gree

As discussed above,by adding shortcuts at a given

vertex, a load increase is observed at the node as

wellasattheedgesleaving from it.So wecan notice

two di� erente� ects ofrewiring links on the load at

the edges: (i) a bigger am ount ofpackets is routed

by thestarting nodethrough theoutgoing edges;(ii)

theload isshared between an highernum berofedges.

Therefore,theload distribution attheedgesisin
 u-

enced by both theload and thedegreeatthevertices

which they leavefrom .

From thispointofview,itisworth understanding

the relationship between the two m ain m easures of

pointcentrality [13],theonebased on thedegreeand

the otheron the betweenness.

A � rstcontribution in thatsense wasgiven in [8],

where itwasshown that,in the case ofa powerlaw

degree distribution,the load scaling were character-
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Figure 4: The m edian ofload distribution is reported

as varying the redirection probability (blue line),under

the sam e hypothesis of �gure 2. Upper and lower red

circles represent the 25th and the 75th percentile,with

thelength ofthered segm entsindicating theinterquartile

range.
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Figure 5: Norm alized STD of edges load ~�(‘(e)) is

reported asvarying theredirection probability,underthe

sam e hypothesisof�gure 2

ized by a function ofthe degreek:

P (‘)/ k
�
; (4)

Thism eansthatnodeswith m oreincidentedgesare

theonesthatdraw on them selvesm oreload,accord-

ing to an assigned powerofthe degree.

Here,to de� ne a m ore generallink between load

and degree,weintroduceanew index,theload-degree

ratio r(i)ateach vertex i,de� ned as

r(i)=
‘(i)

k(i)
=

P

j2J(i)
‘(eij)

k(i)
: (5)

This param eter m easures the num ber ofpackets at

each vertex,with respectto the num ber ofincident

linksand m oreoveritisan averagevalue ofthe load

atthe edgesincom ing oroutgoing from i.

W e observe that,when the redirection procedure

is applied,the degree ofsom e vertices increases (as

new edgesare connected to them ). Correspondingly

a signi� cant increase ofthe load at vertices is also

detected. Therefore,the load-degree ratio ofthose

verticesincreasesaswell.O n averagethism eansthat

theload attheedgesleavingfrom overloaded vertices

becom eslarger.Thisexplainsthebehaviorof~�(‘(e))

in Fig.5 below the threshold value ofp.

O n the contrary,forfurthervariationsofthe redi-

rection probability, as the network approaches a

random con� guration,~�(‘(e))decreasessim ilarly to

whatobserved for~�(‘(v)).

5 C O N C LU SIO N

In thisworkwehaveintroduced anew load de� nition

m ore suitable in the case ofa dynam icalprocess in

which packets travelacross the network in parallel.

Thisnew form ulation di� ersfrom previousonesasit

takes into account in the com putation alternatively

the contribution ofthe packets yet generated or of

theonesdelivered to destination;in factin a parallel

processpacketsoutgoingfrom agiven vertex m oveat

the sam etim e asthe incom ing onesarrive.

M oreoverwehaveintroduced twonew indiceswith

the aim ofevaluating the role ofthe network topol-

ogy in in
 uencing thepacketsdistribution within the
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network,the standard deviation ofthe load at the

vertices ~�(‘(v)),and atthe edges ~�(‘(e)). W e have

reworkedthrough theW S experim ent,com putingthe

new quantities. W e have noticed that as the sm all-

world e� ectcan beobtained by theaddition ofa rel-

atively low num berofshortcuts,thisism ade atthe

expenses ofthe uniform ity ofthe load distribution

within the network.
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