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Scaling in critical random B oolean netw orks
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W e derive m ostly analytically the scaling behavior of the num ber of nonfrozen and relevant nodes
In criticalK au m an networks (with two Inputs per node) in the them odynam ic Iim it. By de ning
and analyzing a stochastic process that detem ines the frozen core we can prove that the m ean
num ber of nonfrozen nodes scales w ith the network size N asN =%, w ith only N =3 nonfrozen nodes
having two nonfrozen inputs. W e also show the probability distrdbbutions for the num bers of these
nodes. Using a di erent stochastic process, we detem ine the scaling behavior of the num ber of

relevant nodes. Their m ean num ber Increases for large N as N

1=3

, and only a nite number of

relevant nodes have two relevant inputs. It ollow s that all relevant com ponents apart from a nite
num ber are sin ple loops, and that the m ean num ber and length of attractors increases faster than

any power law w ith network size.

PACS numbers: 89.75Hc¢, 05654+ b, 02.50Cw

1. NTRODUCTION

Random Boolan networks are often used as generic
m odels for the dynam ics of com plex system s of Interact-
ing entities, such as socialand econom ic netw orks, neural
networks, and gene or protein interaction networks t'}'].
The simplest and m ost w idely studied of these m odels
was Introduced in 1969 by Kau m an [:;?4'] as a m odel for
gene regulation. The system consists of N nodes, each
of which receives Input from K random ly chosen other
nodes. T he network is updated synchronously, the state
ofa node at tim e step t being a Boolan function of the
states of the K input nodes at the previous tim e step,
t 1. The Boolan updating functions are random ly as—-
signed to every node In the network, and together w ith
the connectivity pattem they de ne the realization ofthe
network. For any initial condition, the network eventu-—
ally settles on a periodic attractor. O f special interest
are critical netw orks, which lie at the boundary between
a frozen phase and a chaotic phase '[__’., -'_4]. In the frozen
phase, a perturbation at one node propagates during one
tin e step on an average to lessthan onenode, and the at—
tractor lengthsremain nitein thelm it N ! 1 . In the
chaotic phase, the di erence between two aln ost identi-
cal states increases exponentially fast, because a pertur-
bation propagates on an average to m ore than one node
during one timn e step t_E;].

The nodesofa criticalnetw ork can be classi ed accord—
Ing to their dynam ics on an attractor. F irst, there are
nodes that are frozen on the sam e value on every attrac—
tor. Such nodes give a constant Input to other nodes and
are otherw ise irrelevant. T hey form the frozen core ofthe
netw ork. Second, there are nodes w hose outputs go only
to irrelevant nodes. T hough they m ay uctuate, they are
also classi ed as irrelevant since they act only as slavesto
the nodes determ Ining the attractor period. Third, the
rekvant nodes are the nodes whose state is not constant
and that controlat least one relevant node. T hese nodes
determm ine com pletely the num ber and period of attrac—
tors. If only these nodes and the links between them

are considered, these nodes form loops w ith possbly ad-
ditional links and chains of relevant nodes w ithin and
between loops. T he recognition of the relevant elem ents
as the only elem ents in uencing the asym ptotic dynam —
ics was an In portant step In understanding the attrac—
tors of K au m an networks. The behavior of the frozen
core was rst studied by Flyvb£rg []. Then, i an an-
a]ytjcal study of K = 1 networks F yvb Brg and K ‘per
ﬁ] Introduced the concept of relevant elem ents (though
w ithout using this nam e). T he de nition of relevant ele—
m ents that we are using here was given by Bastolla and
Parisi E{, :_§]. They gained Insight into the properties of
the attractors of the critical netw orks by using num erical
experin ents based on the m odular structure of the rele-
vant elem ents. F inally, Socolarand K au m an [lQ‘u] found
num erically that for critical K = 2 networks the m ean
num ber of nonfrozen nodes scales asN 2=3, and them ean
num ber of relevant nodes scalesasN =3, The sam e result
ishidden in the ana]yUcalw ork on attractor num bers by
Sam uelsson and T roein lll-], aswas shown in ﬁlZ]

In this work, we go a step further by deriving these
power law s analytically for a m ore general class of net—
works, and by show ing the asym ptotic probability distri-
bution of nonfrozen and relevant nodes in tem s of scal-
Ing variables. W e also obtain results for the num ber of
nonfrozen nodes w ith two nonfrozen inputs, and for the
num ber of relevant nodes w ith two relevant nputs. The
outline of this paper is the ollow Ing. In the next section
we de ne the class of netw orks that we are investigating.
In Section :_3, we Introduce a stochastic process that de—
term Ines the frozen core ofthe netw ork starting from the
nodes w hose outputs are entirely independent of their in—
puts. Then, in Section :_4, we analyze the Langevin and
FokkerP lanck equations that correspond to this stochas—
tic process and that lead to the scaling behavior of the
num ber of nonfrozen nodes. In order to identify the rel-
evant nodes am ong the nonfrozen ones, we introduce in
Section r’g' another stochastic process. This process also
enablesusto nd their scaling behavior. F inally, we dis—
cuss In the last section the im plications of our resuls.
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TABLE I:The 16 update functions for nodes w ith 2 inputs.
The rst colum n lists the 4 possble states of the two inputs,
the other colum ns represent one update function each, 21ling
into four classes.

2. CRITICALK =2NETW ORKS

The networks we are studying in this paper are the
K = 2 critical networks. In these networks each node
has 2 random Iy chosen inputs. The 16 possbl update
functions are shown In tabl :_i

The update finctions fall into our classes [§]. In the

rst class, denoted by F , are the frozen functions, where
the output is xed irrespectively of the nput. T he class
C; contains those functions that depend only on one of
the two Inputs, but not on the other one. The class C,
contains the rem aining canalizing functions, where one
state ofeach input xesthe output. The classR contains
the two reversble update functions, where the output is
changed w henever one of the Inputs is changed. C ritical
networks are those where a change In one node propa—
gates to one other node on an average. A change propa—
gatesw ith probability 1=2 to a node that hasa canalizing
update function C; orC,, w ith probability zero to a node
that has a frozen update function, and w ith probability
1 to a node that has a reversble update function. Con—
sequently, if the frozen and reversble update functions
are chosen w ith equalprobability, the netw ork is critical.
Usually, only those m odels are considered where all 16
update functions receive equalweight. W e here consider
the larger set of m odels w here the frozen and reversble
update functions are chosen w ih equal (@nd nonzero)
probability, and where the rem aining probability is di-
vided between the C; and C, functions. T hose netw orks
that contain only C; functions are di erent from the re—
m aining ones. Since allnodes resoond only to one input,
the link to the second input can be cut, and we are left
with a critical K _= 1 network, which was already dis-
cussed 1 {1, 113, 131 and w ill not be discussed here. A 1l
the otherm odels, w here the weight of the C; functions is
sm aller than 1, fall into the sam e class [14]. The treat—
m ent presented in the follow Ing, isbased on the existence
of nodes w ith frozen functions, and it therefore applies
to all critical m odels w ith a nonzero fraction of frozen
fiinctions. N etworks w ith only canalyzing fiinctions have
to be discussed separately.

Let N ¢ be the num ber ofnodesw ith a frozen function,
N, the number of nodes w ith a reversible function and
N and N, the number of nodes with a C; and a C;
function. W e de ne the system swe are going to consider

through parameters = N =N, = N, =N = NN,
= N, =N . These param eters give the fraction of each
type ofnodes in the netw ork . In the next tw o sections, we
determm ine the properties of the frozen core in the JargeN
Iim it by starting from the nodes w ith a frozen function.

3. A STOCHASTIC PROCESS THAT LEADSTO
THE FROZEN CORE

W e consider the ensem ble ofallnetworksof size N and
wih xedparameters ; ; .A llnodesw ith a frozen up—
date function are certainly part of the frozen core. W e
now construct the frozen core by determ ining stepw ise
all those nodes that becom e frozen due to the In uence
of a frozen node. In the language of LL(_]'], this process
determ nes the \clam ped" nodes. Initially, we place the
nodes In four containers labelled F ,C;,C,,and R . These
contalnerscontain N¢, N, , N, , and N . nodes initially.
Since these num bers change during our stochastic pro—
cess, we denote the initial valies as N "4, N ciz‘i, N ci;‘i,
and N %, and the total num ber of nodes as N 1, W e
treat the nodes In container C; as nodes w ith only one
nput and w ith the update functions \copy" or \invert".
T he contentsofthe containersw illchangew ith tim e. The
\tin e" we are de ning here is not the real tim e for the
dynam ics of the system . Instead, it is the tin e scale for
a stochastic process that we use to determ ine the frozen
core. During one tim e step, we ram ove one node from
the container F and detemm ine all those nodes, to which
thisnode isan input. A node in containerC; choosesthis
node as an input w ith probability 1=N . It then becom es
a frozen node. W e thereforem ove each node of container
C1 w ith probability 1=N into the containerF . A node in
container C, chooses the selected frozen node as an input
w ith probability 2=N . W ith probability 1=2, it then be-
com es frozen, because the frozen node isw ith probability
1=2 In the state that xesthe output ofa C,node. Ifthe
C,node does not becom e frozen, it becom es a C; node.
W e therefore m ove each node of container C, during the

rst tin e step w ith probability 1=N into the containerF ,
and w ith probability 1=N into the container C; . F inally,
anode In containerR chooses the selected frozen node as
an input with probability 2=N and becom es a C;-node.
W e therefore m ove each node of container R during the

rst tim e step with probability 2=N into the container
C; . In sum m ary, the totalnum ber ofnodes, N , decreases
by one during one tim e step, sihce we ram ove one node
from container F , and som e nodes m ove to a di erent
container. T he rem oved nodes are those frozen nodes for
w hich we already have determ Ined whose input they are.
Then, we take the next frozen node out of container F
and determm ine is e ect on the other nodes. W e repeat
this procedure until we cannot continue because either
containerF is em pty, orbecause all the other containers
are em pty. If container F becom es em pty, we are keft
w ith the nonfrozen nodes. W e shall see below that m ost
ofthe rem aining nodes are in container C;, w ith the pro—



portion ofnodes keft n containersC, and R vanishing in
the lin £ N 1 | 1 . Then, the nonfrozen nodes can be
connected to a netw ork by choosing the input(s) to every
node at random from the other rem aining nodes. If all
containers apart from containerF are em pty at the end,
the entire netw ork becom es frozen. Thism eans that the
dynam ics of the network go to the same xed point for
all initial conditions.

Letus rstdescribe thisprocessby determ nistic equa—
tionsthat neglect uctuationsaround the average change
of the num ber of nodes in the di erent containers. As
long as all containers contain large num bers of nodes,
these uctuations are negligble, and the detem inistic
description is appropriate. The average change of the
node num bers In the containers during one tin e step is

N, = 2;%

N o = %4—%4—% @)
N ¢ = 14N, Ne

N = 1

T he num ber of nodes in the containers, N , can be used
Instead ofthe tin e variable, since it decreasesby one dur-
Ing each step. The equation for N, can then be soled
by going from a di erence equation to a di erentialequa-
tion,

Nr, der 2Nr-
N dN N
which has the solution
Nj.nl
2 r
Nr=N N i)z @
Sin ilarly, we nd
N ind
Neo = N yiae
Nj.ni Nj.ni Nini
Neg = N——— % 4 N2—&
N ini (Nm1)2
N, = g Nel T Ne AT Nt New
N ini (le)z

ForN * < N !, we obtaln N = 0 at a nonzero valie
ofN , and the num ber ofnonfrozen nodes is proportional
to N ', W e are In the chaotic phase. ForN ** > N 4,
the values N, and I\}DCZ w ill sink below 1 when N be-
com es of the order N ", For snaller N, there are
only F and C; nodes kft, and the second tem contrbut-
Ing to Nf and N, In (:_3) can be neglected com pared
to the rst one. W hen N ¢ falls below 1, there rem ain

N 1ni+NC1r211+ 2N ini

N, = CleimNimr nodes oftype C; . T he netw ork is

essentially frozen, w th only a nite num ber of nonfrozen
nodes in the lim £ N ¥+ I 1 . Ifwe now choose the n—
puts for these nodes, we obtain sin ple loops w ith trees
rooted in the loops. This property of the frozen phase
was also ound in {LQ].

For the critical netw orks that this paper focuseson, we
have N ** = Nt = N %, and the stochastic process
stopsatN¢ = 1= N =N *1 Thismeansthat

S

Nend= le.

@)

The number of nonfrozen nodes would scale wih the
square root of the network size if the determ inistic ap—
proxin ation to the stochasticprocesswasexact. W e shall
see below that including uctuations changes the expo—
nent from 1=2 to 2=3. The nalnumber of C;-nodes for
the determ inistic process for the criticalnetworksis = ,
which is independent of netw ork size, and the nalnum —
ber of R -nodes vanishesdue to N, = N¢. W e shall see
below that the uctuations change these two resultsto a
O 71173 dependence.
Introducing n = N=N % and nj = N =N ** for j =

r;f;c;0, equations 6) sin plify to (ushg N ' = N 2¥)

2

n, = n°=ng
n,, = n’
ng, = n 21f if

T his m eans that our stochastic process rem ains nvari-
ant (in the determ inistic approxin ation) when the initial
num ber of nodes in the containers and the tin e unit are
allm ultiplied by the sam e factor. For analln, thema—
Jrity ofnodes are in containerC,, sihcen,, = n O ).
Now, ifwe choose a su ciently largeN 1, n reachesany
given smallvaliewhileN¢ = N, = n?N P! is still large
enough for a determ nistic description. W e can therefore
assum e that for su ciently large networks N (=N = n
becom es an allbefore the e ect of the noise becom es in —
portant. This assum ption w ill sin plify our calculations
below .

4. THE EFFECT OF FLUCTUATIONS

The num ber of nodes in container C; that choose a
given frozen node as an Input is P oisson distributed w ith
amean N, =N and a varance No, =N . W e now as-
sum e that n is sm all at the m om ent where noise be-
com es Inm portant, ie. that the variance of the noise
No,=N = ng,=n=1 2 4+ m=1 O () is unity.
T he num ber ofnodes in containersC, and R that choose
a given frozen node as an input is Poisson distributed
with a mean and a variance 2N, + N,)=N . The uc-
tuation around the m ean can be neglected as this noise
term is very small compared to N, and N,, the nal
values of which are large for su ciently large N 11, W e



therefore obtain the stochastic version of equations (L)

2N
N, = Nr
2N
chz ch
N N
Ne= TRt
N = 1 5)

The random variable has zerom ean and unit variance.

A s long as the ny change little during one tin e step, we
can summ arize a large number T of tin e steps Into one
e ective tim e step, with the noise becom ng G aussian
distrbbuted w ith zero m ean and variance T . E xactly the
sam e processwould result ifwe summ arized T tin e steps
of a process w ith G aussian noise of uni variance. For
this reason, we can choose the random variable to be
G aussian distrdbuted w ith unit variance.

C om pared to the detem inistic case, the equations for
N, and N, are unchanged, and we have again N, =
NN =N 1?2 and N, = NN =N "%)?. Ihserting
the solution for N, into the equation forN ¢, we obtain

dN: Ng¢ N
= —+ —— 4+ 6)

dN N N ini
with the step size dN = 1 and h?i= 1. (In the con—

thuum limi dN ! O the noise correlation becom es
h 8N) ®%i= ® N9). Thisisa Langevin-equation,
and wew illnow derive the corresponding FokkerP lanck—
equation. Let P N ¢;N ) be the probability that there
are N ¢ nodes In container R at the m om ent w here there
are N nodes In total in the containers. This probabil-
ity depends on the iniial node num berN i,;, and on the
param eter . The sum

% 2,
PNgN)7
Neg=1

P N ¢;N )dN ¢

is the probability that the stochastic process is not yet

nished, ie. the probability that N ¢ hasnot yet reached
the value 0 at the m om ent where the total number of
nodes in the containers has decreased to the value N .
Since system s that have reached N = 0 are rem oved
from the ensemble, we have to Impose the absorbing
boundary condition P (O;N ) = 0. Let g(N ¢N¢;N)
denote the probability that N ¢ decreasesby N ¢ during
the next step, given the values of N¢ and N .

W e have
P N¢;N 1) =
Z

P N¢+ Nf;N)g(N f:Nf+ N £;,N)d(N ¢)
0
Z1h

= PN N)I)g(N ¢ Ng;N)
0

@
+— @ Ng;N)g(N ¢ Ng;N)) N ¢

@N ¢
@2 i
ez © MeNIIN (NN (N o)
1
+ i d(N ¢)
=P iN ;N )h N i
NeN )+ Gy @ NeNOhN 6+
@2

TN?CE’ M ;N Oh(N £)%1) + :::

The mean change h N ¢i during one step ish N 1 =
h:q—f+ NTNM,andthemean square change ish( N ¢)21i’ 1.
T his gives the FokkerP lanck equation for our stochas—

tic process

@p @ N¢ N 1@%p
— = — + — to— (7)
QN @N¢ N N ini 26N ;
W e introduce the variables
N ¢ N

and the function f (x;y) = ® i= )1=3p N ;N ). We
will see below that f x;y) does not depend explicitely
on the param eters N "* and  w ith this de nition. The
FokkerP lanck equation then becom es

Qf X _, @f 1e*f
y—+ f+ 4y 4+ - =0: )
Qy 2 @x 2@x?
Let W (N ) denote the probability that N nodes are left
at the m om ent where N ¢ reaches the value zero. It is

Z 1 Z 1
W N) = P N¢;N )N ¢ P N ¢;N 1)dN¢ :
0 0
C onsequently,
@ Ot
W N) = — P (N ¢;N )dN ¢
eN .
- wrie ) PP e
N ) Y%
1
- wmie) 2 8PY iy
Qy 0
N"i= ) 6 () 10)

w ith a scaling ﬁl{lctJon Gy). W 141\1 ) must be a nom al-

ized function, , W (N )dN o G)dy = 1. This
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or = 025 and N % = 21%;217;218,219,220,221 | purther-
m ore, the graph containsa curvew ith = 0:125;N = 2'¢ and
acurvewih = 05;N = 2% . The curves all collapse, con—

m Ing the existence ofpa scaling function G (y). T he dashed
line is a power law 1= N .

condition is independent of the param eters of the m odel,
and therefore G (y) and f (x;y) are independent of them ,
too, which jasti esour choice ofthe prefactor in thede —
niion of £ (x;y). By integrating equation ('_9) over x from

Oton nityandbyusingf 0;y)= £ ;y) = Oweobtain
ep_ 21 1 Qf
PPy fax S —  -0;
@y 0 2 @X

which gives us a second relation between f (x;y) and
G y):

jo 1@f
V6 )= = — 11)
2 @x .,
T he m ean num ber of nonfrozen nodes is
Z 2
N = NW N )dN = N 2i= )23 G (y)ydy;
0 0
12)

which isproportionalto N = )73, W e did not succeed
In extracting an explicit expression forthe function G (y).
Tt can be determm ined by rum:.jng the stochastic process
describbed by the equations (lOJ) on the com puter. The
resul is shown In Fjgure:_il:, and an aln ost perfect t to
this resul is given by

jo

Gy’ 025 Y21 08 7+ 39)=7: 3)

For am ally, the data show a powerlaw G (y) / y ‘~2.
W e can obtain thispower law analytically by solving the
FokkerP lanck equation QS’#) In the Imit of snally. In
this 1in it, the term proportionalto y*=? can be dropped,
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le05¢ _ E
L
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FIG.2: P N¢;N) vsN¢g= N forN = 2°° and = 1=4

for di erent N . The thick solid line is the theoretical re-
sult Eq. (18), which is approached in the limi of small
N = )23

and we have the sim pler equation

Qf @f 1@°f
Yo+ 4 T oo 14)
Qy 2@x 20x2
phe general solution has the fom f&jy) =
cy f &), wih the finctions £ satisfying
2( + 1)f + x£%+ £%=0: 15)
T he solution is
SF &)= CiH S L1
e x) = — B
10142 P—Z 21k 51515

w ith two constantsC; and C,, and wih H denoting the
Hem itian functions, and 1F; the appropriate hypergeo—
m etric functions. W e expect £ to be analytical n y for
anally, whichm eansthat = 0;1;2;:::. Forsu ciently
an ally, only the tetrm = 0 contributes, and due to the
absorbing boundary condition we have C, = 0. W e cb—
tain therefore for smally
x%=2

f x;y) = coxe : (16)

From our num erical result {13 together w ith Cl]:), we

nd ¢y = 0:5. Inserting Eqg. {1 ) into Eq. ClO),weobtaJn
for an allN

Ww W)=

i a7
2 N
In Eq. {16), the function f (x;y) is independent of y.
This m eans that or su ciently snall N ﬁhE function
P (N¢;N ) depends only on the ratio N¢g= N . This is
also con m ed by our com puter sin ulations (seeFjg.:_ﬁ).
W e can obtain % set of solutions of Eq. ('Q) w ith the
Ansatz f x;y) = y £ (@z)wih z = x v2. The
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for = 05 and = 0:125 and for Nt
216,217,218,219.220.921 'Thel2 curves converge w ith increas—
ing N towards an asym ptotic curve, con m ing the existence
ofan asym ptotic scaling finction F (s). T he dashed line show s
the function F (s) obtained using the data for G (y) obtained
from the sam e sin ulation and Eq. (18).

resulting equation for £, is identical to Eq. {{3) fr
f , which was valid for snally. However, an analyti-
cal expression for the function G (y) can only be given
if an expansion of the initial condition P N¢;N ) =

N ¢ N1y in term s of known solutions can be found.

T he probability W (N ) that N , nodes are left In con—
tainer R at the mom ent where container F becom es
em pty, is obtained from the relation

N, = N 2N Pioqg 52,

r

D e ning
— N, — 2
- N ini= )1=3 Y
and
G FE)
FO= P e

and remembernmgW N )dN = W, N ,)dN,,we nd

W,N,)= N "=) 7°F @) a9)

The m ean num ber of nodes left n In containerR is
Z Z
W,N N, AN, = (lez )1=3
0 0

Z
_ g inio y1=3 VG (y)dy : 20)

0

N

sE (s)ds

The number of nodes left In container C; is N, =
(= N..

W e thus have shown that the number of nonfrozen
nodes scales w ith network size N "1 a5 (v 101)2=3 |y ith

m ost of these nodes receiving only one input from other
nonfrozen nodes. T he num ber of nonfrozen nodes receiv—
ing two inputs from nonfrozen nodes scales as M *1)1=3,
W e have found scaling functions that describe the proba-
bility distribution forthese tw o typesofnodes in the 1im it
of Jarge network size. O ur next task willbe to connect
these nonfrozen nodes to a network. This is a reduced
netw ork, where all frozen nodes have been cut o .

5. RELEVANT NODES

Let us start from the resul obtained from the stochas—
tic process of the previous two sections. Each tine we
run this process we obtain N nonfrozen nodes. Out of
these, N, NN, ) nodes receive input from two other non-
frozen nodes and have a reversible (canalizing C,) update
function. W e de ne the param eter

N, + N,
N

which has a probability distrbution f (@) that is deter—
m ined from the condition f (@)da = G (y)dy,

a= = 1+ =)y ?; @1)

2=3
f@)= 2 G a T (22)
3g1=3 1+ = )2:3 1+ = :

Just as G (y), the function f (@) is the exact probability
distribution only in the them odynam ic Iim &N #4811 |
W e determ ine the relevant nodes by a stochastic pro—
cess that rem oves iteratively nodes that are not relevant.
Each of the N nonfrozen nodes chooses is input(s) at
random m_the nonfrozen nodes. T here are altogether
N 1 + a= N ) inputs to be chosen, and oorbseguently
the nonfrozen nodes have together N (1 + a= N ) out—
puts. The number of outputs of a nodsg is Poisson dis-
tributed with the mean valuie (1 + a= N ). The frac-
tion exp( 1 a= N ) of nodes have no output. They
are the leaves of the trees of the network of nonfrozen
nodes, and w e therefore know that they are not relevant.
W e put them in container number 1. T heir num ber w ill
change during the stochastic process that determ ines the
relevant nodes. T he other nodes are placed In container
number 2. Their number is N; (\labelled"), and it will
be reduced until only the relevant nodes are keft. The
totalnum ber of outputs of the nodes In container 2 is ni-
tially N (1+ a= N ), while theirtotalnum ber of inputs is
N 1+ a= N_) 1l exp( 1 a=N_)). N ow , we rem ove one
node from containerl and connect its input(s) at random

to the outputs of the nodes in container 2. The chosen
output(s) arecuto . Ifanodewhoseoutput iscuto has
no other output kft, we m ove the node from contaner 2
to container 1. It cannot be a relevant node since rele—
vant nodes In uence other relevant nodes. W e fterate this
procedure, until there isno node keft in container1. The
nodes rem aining in container 2 are the relevant nodes.
D uring the entire process, the num ber of outputs In con—
tainer 2 is identical to the num ber of inputs in container



1 and 2. As Iong as container 1 is not em pty, there are
m ore outputs in container 2 than nputs, and only when
the process is nished do the two num bers becom e iden—
tical. W e can therefore sin plify the stochastic process by
rem oving container 1 altogether. W e sin ply have to con—
tinue cutting of outputs from nodes In container 2 and
rem oving nodes w ith no outputs, until the total num ber
of outputs of the nodes in container 2 hasbecom e identi-
calto their totalnum ber of nputs. T he rem aining nodes
are relevant, and we have then N lfi“al Nyei. These
nodes can then be connected to a netw ork by connecting
the Inputs and outputs paimw ise.

In order to derive analytical results, it is usefiil to run
this process backw ards. Starting with N nodes w ith no
outputs, adding outputs at random w illeventually gener—
ate the P oisson distrbution ofthe num ber of outputsper
node that we have started with. T he reverse stochastic
process is therefore de ned by the follow ng rule: Be—
gin with an em pty container (form er container 2) and N
nodes outside the container. M ost of these nodes have
one Input, and the fraction a= N have two lnputs. Add
an output to a random ly chosen node. P ut this node in
the container. A dd another output to a random ly cho—
sen node (choosing every node with equal probability,
w hether the node is Inside or outside the container). Ifa
node from outside the container is chosen, put it In the
container. Eventually, the total number of outputs in
the container w ill becom e larger than the total num ber
of inputs in the container. The container contains the
relevant nodes at the m om ent when the nputs equalthe
outputs for the last tin e.

In order Eo_show that the number of relevant nodes
scaleswih N ,we de ne a scaling variable

N
t= p=:
N
D uring one step, an output is added to nodes that are
already in the container w ith probability N =N . Let N,
count the num ber of outputs that have been added to
nodes in the container, ie., N, = (totalnum ber ofoutputs
In the container) N;. Then the average rate of ncrease
ofN, isgiven for su ciently large N by

dNo. Nl
h i= —;
dN N
or
dN, ,
h—i= t:
dt

LetN ; count the num ber ofnodes in the containerw ith
two inputs. T heir rate of Increase is

i a
hr = p—;
1 N
or
h—i=
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FIG. 4: The function C; (t) as obtained by running the
stochastic process described in this section. The dotted line
corresponds to the function 025t, which isa good tto G ()
for smallt.

C onsequently, the probability distrdbution forN , is given
by

2 e
5 @3)

1 2o
PoNoF) = NO!e

and the probability distribbution for N ; is given by

1 _
e at gt . ©24)

P;MN;i¥) =

T he stochastic process can be viewed asa random walk
that steps to the right w ith a rate t and to the keft wih
arate a. It is nished when N; = N, for the last tine,
ie. when thewak leaves the origin forthe lJasttine. W e
determ ned the probability distrdbution C, (t) forthis last
exi tin e from the origih by a com puter sin ulation. It
is shown in Fjg.-'_4 fora = 1. For anallt, it increases
linearly in t, because the probability ofm aking a step to
the right is proportionalto t for sn alltimes. Fora= O,
we can obtain an analyticalresult from the relation

@PO (O; ) t2=2
Cotl = ——=te : 25
0 (@® ot @5)
Sihce we were able to w rite the stochastic process in
term s of t and a alone, the probability distribution for
the num ber of};eievant nodes depends only on the com —
bination N ;1= N and on the param eter a,

p_ p_
Pa Nyre1)dNype1= C; Nypep= N dNpe= N @ (26)

The relation between N and a is obtained using Eq. ig)
and £1):
1=3

j

.y i
N = a’

+

Taking into account the probability distribution C_ég') of
the param eter a, we obtain the scaling behavior of the
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FIG .5: The function P (z) or = = 0 (solid line) and = =
4 (dashed line). T he results were obtained by running the two
coupled stochastic processes for 107 sam ples.

num ber of relevant nodes,

zZ 1 1=3 1=3

N re1@
daf @)Cy —
0 o R=( 4

p(Nrel)= aN ini

@)

N

T he errorm ade by taking the upper lin it of the integral
to In nity vanishes or N *** ! 1 . W e introduce the
scaling variable

z= ———5 @8)

which has then the ©llow iIng probability distribbution

Z
P (z) 1 d £ (a)C “
Z = a— —_—
0 al=3 @ al-3

@9)
T he probability distribution for the number of relevant
nodes depends for large N " only on the scalihg vari
able z. W e detem ned num erically the function P (z) by
com bining the two stochastic processes describbed in this
paper. F irst, we determ ined a value ofa using the process
ofSectjon-'_4. Then, we used this value of a to detemm mne
the last exit tin e ofthe stochastic process of this section,
giving a value ofz. T he shape ofthe curvesP (z) dependls
on the value of = , and the resuls are shown in Fjg.-_fi
for = = 0and = = 4,which isthe origihalKau m an
m odel, where each update fnction has the sam e weight.
Tt is easy to check analytically that

p
Im P @)= 2=4@1+ =)3:

z! 0

T he m ean num ber of relevant nodes is
Z

N reip N re1)AN reo1 =

N ini 1=32 4

Nye1=

30)

zP (z)dz;

ie., it isproportionalto O #%)1=3 | Finally, kt usgive the
probability distribution for the num ber of relevant nodes
w ith two relevant inputs. Let m denote the number of
relevant nodes w ith two relevant inputs and P (m ;z)dz
the probability of having the num ber of relevant nodes
n the Interval N ye1(2);N o1z + dz)], with m of them
having two relevant nputs. U sing Equations @-I_i‘) and
C_Z-A_l'), we can express P’ as

L f@) z

P fm;z) = . PR

Po m Fa =3 p, mpga 3

1Po lga 172 P; lpa =3

(31)

As P, and P; decay exponentially fast w ith increasing
m , the m ean num ber of relevant nodes w ith two inputs
is nite.

6. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have obtained the asym ptotic prob—
ability distrbbutions in the lin it of lJarge netw ork size for
the num ber of nonfrozen nodes, the num ber of nonfrozen
nodes w ith two nonfrozen inputs, the num ber of relevant
nodes, and the num ber of relevant nodes w ith two rele—
vant Inputs. The m ean values of these quantities scale
w ith network size N 1 asa power law in N %, w ith the
exponent being 2=3, 1=3, 1=3, and 0 respectively. The
In plications of the results are m anifold.

F irst, the notion that these netw orks are \critical" is
now corroborated by the existence of power laws and
scaling fiinctions. O riginally, it was expected that the
quantities that digplay the scaling behavior should be
the attractors of the network i_Z]. In the meantine, it
has becom e clear that m ean attractor num bers do not
obey power law s f_l-]_]] Tt is the num ber of nonfrozen and
relevant nodes that show scaling behavior.

Next, let us com pare the results to those of critical
K = 1lnetworks.A K = 1 criticalnetwork wih N nodes
corresponds to the nonfrozen part of a critical K = 2
network fora = 0. In this case, the probability distribu-
tion of the num ber of relevant nodes is given by E g. {_2§')
wiha= 0,

1 Nr 1 Nr 1 2 _
Po (Nrel) = ?:CO -p—i = —ee N 7 ,=2N . (32)
N N N

he m ean number of relevant nodes is proportional to

N . W hen these relevant nodes are connected to a net—
work by pairw ise connecting the Inputs and outputs, one
obtains a set of sin ple loops. ]i“orom Ej], we know that
there is a mean number of n° N loops and that the
num ber of loops of length 11n a criticalK = 1 network
isP oisson distrdbuted with am ean 1=1for1l N . This
can be easily explained by consindering the process of
connecting Inputs and outputs: W e begin with a given



node and draw the node that provides its input from all
possbl nodes. Then, we draw the node that provides
the input to the new Iy chosen node, etc., until the st
node is chosen and a loop is form ed. For an all loop size,
the probability that the loop is closed after the addition
ofthe lth node is 1=N ,.;. T herefore, the probability that
a given node ison a loop ofsize 1is 1=N 3, and them ean
num ber of nodes on loops of size 1 is 1, and the num ber
of loops of length 1 is Poisson distribbuted wih a mean
1=1forsu ciently snall 1.

Now, the K = 2 critical networks have of the order
of N 1)1=3 relevant nodes, w ith only a nite num ber of
them having two relevant inputs. The relevant com po—
nents are constructed from the relevant nodesby pairw ise
connecting Inputs and outputs. In the asym ptotic Iim it
ofvery large N ** that we are considering, the probabit
ity that a random ly chosen relevant node has two nputs
or two outputs vanishes. Let us again construct a com —
ponent by starting w ith one node and choosing its input
node etc., until the com ponent is nished. If the com po—
nent is am all, it consists aln ost certainly only of nodes
w ith one input and one output and is therefore a sin ple
loop. There is no di erence between the statistics of the
an all relevant com ponents of a K = 1 critical netw ork,
and the num ber of loops of length 1isP oisson distrlbuted
with a mean 1=1. T he totalnum ber of relevant nodes in
loopsofsizel lwihl = N"H= withasnall )is
l,and it isa sm allproportion of allnodes. If there were
no nodesw ith two inputs or outputs, the num ber of com —
ponents largerthan . wouldbe (InN,e; Inld)= In(1= ).
T he additional linksm ay reduce this num ber, which is in
any case nite. Since these large com ponents contain al-

m ost all nodes, they contain alm ost all relevant nodes
w ith two inputs or outputs.

From these ndings, we can cbtain resuls for the at-
tractors of K = 2 critical networks. The numbers and
lengths of attractors are determm ined by the relevant com —
ponents. W enow arguethat them ean num berand length
of attractors increases faster than any power law . Iffwe
rem ove the com ponents of size larger than 1. and deter—
m ine the m ean num ber and length of attractors for this
reduced relevant netw ork, we have a lower bound to the
correct num bers. Now , the reduced relevant netw ork of
aK = 2 system is identical to that of a criticglK = 1
system (where the critical Ioop size is L = N). In
f_l-gl], i was proven that the m ean num ber and length of
attractors for such a reduced K = 1 system increases
faster than any power law w ith network size. W e there-
fore conclude that the sam e is true for critical K = 2
netw orks.

E arlier, Sam uelsson and T roein [_I]_:] have derived ana—
Iytically an exact expression for the num ber of attractors
of length L ofa critical K = 2 network in the lin i of
large N "%, and they have pointed out that this in plies
that them ean num ber of attractors Increases faster than
any power law w ith N i Usihg their calculation, it has
recently been shown {12-] that there isa close relationship
between K = 1 critical networks and the nonfrozen part
of K = 2 critical networks, and that the resuls of Il]:
can be m ost naturally interpreted if the relevant com po-—
nents of these tw o netw orks look identical for com ponent
sizes below the abovegiven cuto s. This interpretation
isplaced on a m foundation by the present paper.
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