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In thelastthreedecades,researchershavetried to establish universalpatternsaboutthestructure

offood webs.Recently wasproposed thattheexponent� characterizing thee� ciency oftheenergy

transportation ofthe food web had a universalvalue (� = 1:13). Here we establish a lower bound

and an upperone for thisexponentin a generalspanning tree with the num beroftrophic species

and the trophic levels� xed. W hen the num berofspecies islarge the lowerand upperboundsare

equalto1,im plyingthattheresult� = 1:13 isdueto� nitesizee� ects.W ealso evaluateanalytically

and num erically the exponent� forhierarchicaland random networks. In allcasesthe exponent�

dependson the num beroftrophic species K and when K is large we have that� ! 1. M oreover,

thisresultholdsforany num berM oftrophic levels. Thism eansthatfood websare very e� cient

resource transportation system s.

PACS num bers:87.10.+ e,87.23.-n

Understanding energy and m aterial uxes through

ecosystem siscentralto m any questionsin ecology [1,2,

3]. Ecologicalcom m unities can be studied via resource

transferin food webs[4].Thesewebsarediagram sshow-

ing the predation relationshipsam ong speciesin a com -

m unity. Usually, a group of species sharing the sam e

setofpredatorsand the sam e setofprey is aggregated

in one trophic specie [5,6]. So,each trophic specie is

represented by a site and denoted by an integernum ber

i = 1;:::;K ,where K is the totalnum ber oftrophic

species.A relation between a pairofsitesisrepresented

by a link directed from the prey to predator. There are

severalquantities introduced in the literature to char-

acterize the food web structure,such asthe fractionsof

thespeciesin thetrophiclevels(basal,interm ediatesand

top),thefractionsoflinksam ongthem ,theconnectance,

theaveragedistancebetween two sites,theclusteringco-

e�cient and the degree distribution. It turns out that

allthese quantities are nonuniversal[7]and dependent

ofthe size ofthe food web. Perhaps,the only variable

in com m on agreem ent with the literature is the m axi-

m um value oftrophic levels (M � 4). G arlaschelliet

al.[8]have considered food web as transportation net-

works[9,10]whose function isto deliverresourcesfrom

the environm entto every specie in the network. In this

case,food webs appear to be very sim ilar to other sys-

tem swith analogousfunction,such asriverand vascular

networks.In thatwork they haverepresented a realfood

web by spanning trees with m inim allengths. For each

specieithenum berA i ofspeciesfeeding directly orindi-

rectly on i,plusitself,iscom puted.They also com puted

the cost ofthis transfer,nam ely Ci =
P

k
A k,where k

runsoverthesetofdirectan indirectpredatorsofiplus

itself.TheshapeofCiasafunction ofA ifollowsapower

law relation C (A) � A �,where the scaling exponent �

quanti�es the degree ofoptim ization ofthe transporta-

tion network. They found the sam e allom etric scaling

relation fordi�erentfood webs.By plotting C i versusA i

for each one ofthe seven large food webs in the litera-

ture,and by plotting C0 versusA 0 fora setofdi�erent

food webs.Theexponentfound,variesbetween 1:13and

1:16.Therefore,they concluded thattheexponent� has

a universalvalue (� = 1:13)and itis,perhaps,the only

universalquantity in food webs.Nevertheless,thism at-

terhasbeen the subjectofdebates[11,12].

Hereweestablish an upperbound (�m ax)and a lower

one(�m in)fortheexponent� in a generalspanning tree

with M trophiclevelsand K trophicspecies,both �xed.

In the lim it K ! 1 ,we have that �m ax = �m in ! 1.

W e also evaluate analytically and num erically the expo-

nent� forhierarchicaland random networks.O urm ain

conclusionsarethat(a)theresult� = 1:13forfood webs

is due to �nite size e�ect (sm allK ),(b) the exponent

� depends on the K and when K is large we have that

� = 1. M oreover,this results hold for any num ber M

oftrophic levels,im plying that food webs are e�cient

resourcetransportation networks.

It is worth m entioning that this problem is related

to river and vascular networks [9]. Consider K sites

uniform ly distributed in a d-dim ensionalvolum e. The

network isconstructed by linking the sites,in such way

thatthere isatleasta path connecting each site to the

source (a centralsite). Since each site isfeed atsteady

rate Fi = F ,the m etabolic rate B clearly is given by

B =
P

i
Fi = F K .LetIb representthem agnitudeofow

on the bth link. Then,the totalquantity ofnutrientsin

thenetwork,ata particulartim e,isgiven by V =
P

b
Ib.

They de�nethem oste�cientclassofnetwork asthatfor

which V issm allaspossible. Using thisprocedure they

found that V � B (d+ 1=d). For river basins,d = 2 and

V � B 3=2. In vascular system s V � B 4=3 since d = 3.

The variables A 0 and C0 ofthe food webs are related,

respectively,to thenum beroftransfersitesN and to the

totalvolum e ofnutrients V by the following equations:
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N = A 0 � 1 and V = C0 � A 0. Then we have that

C0 � A
(d+ 1=d)

0
ifA 0 is large enough. The value ofthe

exponent� fora food web can besm allerthan theoneof

rivers(� = 3=2)ortheoneofvascularsystem s(� = 4=3)

becausethespanning treeofa food web isnotem bedded

in an Euclidean space.

Letusconsidera hierarchicalnetwork with M trophic

levels. The network isconstructed in the following way.

W e begin with a site representing the environm ent,the

site 0. Then we connectn1 sites to it,since these sites

are feeding directly ofthe environm ent they constitute

the �rsttrophic level. O bviously,the num berofspecies

in thislevelisN 1 = n1.The second levelisconstructed

by connecting n2 sitesto each siteofthe�rstlevel.Now,

in thislevel,wehaveN 2 = n1n2 species.Thisprocedure

isrepeated untilthe levelM .

Since A i is the num ber ofspecies feeding directly or

indirectly on site i,plusitself,wehavethat

A M = 1

A M �1 = nM A M + 1= nM + 1

A M �2 = nM �1 A M �1 + 1= nM nM �1 + nM �1 + 1

..

.

A 0 = 1+

MX

�= 1

N � = K + 1 :

The costofresourcetransfer,de�ned by C i =
P

k
A k,

wherek runsoverthesetofdirectand indirectpredators

ofiplusitselfisgiven by

CM = 1

CM �1 = nM CM + A M �1 = 2nM + 1

CM �2 = nM �1 CM �1 + A M �2 = 3nM nM �1 + 2nM �1 + 1

...

C0 = 1+

MX

�= 1

(�+ 1)

�Y

i= 1

ni = 1+

MX

�= 1

(1+ �)N � :

The exponent�,aswasproposed in the literature [8],

can be found by (a)plotting Ci asa function ofA i fora

network with num beroftrophiclevelM and totalspecie

num ber K �xed; Usually, the point (1;1) is neglected

due to �nite size e�ects. It can be also found by (b)

plotting C0 asa function ofA 0 forseveralnetworkswith

di�erenttrophic speciesnum berK .Thislastprocedure

determ ines the large scale exponent [12]. Note that in

hierarchicalspanningtreenetworks,Ciand A iforspecies

in the sam e trophic levelare equal, im plying that we

have only M + 1 pointsin a Ci� A i plot.Letus�rstly

useprocedure(a)fornetworkswith constantram i�cation

ratio ni = n and constantnum beroftrophiclevelsM =

4.W e �nd � = 1:39 forn = 2 and K = 30 and � = 1:27

forn = 3and K = 120,asitisshown in �gure 1.Clearly,

the exponent� dependson valueofK ,and decreasesas

long as K grows. In the lim it that n ! 1 ,the total

num berofspeciesK alsoisunlim ited and weobtain that

the exponent� approachesthe value 1.
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FIG .1:Log-log plotsofC i versusA i fornetworkswith con-

stant ram i� cation ratio n = 2 and n = 3. Note that the

exponentdecreaseswhen n grows.

Letusreturn to the m ore generalcase ofhierarchical

m odels.Thelargescaleexponent� can beevaluated by,

� =
lnC0

lnA 0

=
ln[1+

P M

�= 1
(�+ 1)

Q �

i= 1
ni]

ln(1+
P M

�= 1

Q �

i= 1
ni)

: (1)

Ifat least a ram i�cation ratio is large,n� ! 1 ,we

havethatlnA 0 � lnn� and lnC0 � lnn�.Therefore we

�nd � ! 1 when the num berofspeciesislarge.W e can

also useEq.1 to evaluatetheexponent� forhierarchical

networkswith constantram i�cation ration. W e �nd for

thisnetworks� = 1:41 (n = 2 and K = 30)and � = 1:31

(n = 3 and K = 120). These values can be com pared

with theonesobtained previouslywith procedure(a)(see

Fig.1).

In the Eq.1 the exponent � depends on value ofK ,

decreasingaslongasK grows.Forexam ple,considerthe

hypotheticalfood web with totalspecie trophic num ber

K = 146 and the specie trophic num bers in each level

given by N 1 = 38,N 2 = 63,N 3 = 43 and N 4 = 2. W e

�nd theexponent� = 1:22.But,ifwedoublethenum ber

of trophic species in each trophic levelN i = 2N i the

exponentisnow � � 1:19.In thatequation theexponent

� also dependsin the relative distribution ofthe species

in each level,fora given totalspecienum berK .Forthe

hypotheticalfood web described abovewith 146 trophic

specieswechangethedistributionsofspeciesin each level

to N 1 = 114,N 2 = 20,N 3 = 10 and N 4 = 2. W e �nd

the exponent� = 1:16.The exponenthaschanged from

� = 1:22 to � = 1:16

Now,letusconsiderarandom networkwith M trophic

levelsand K trophicspecies.Thenetwork isconstructed
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in the following way. First,we determ ine random ly the

population in each levelN � (� = 1; 2;:::; M ),obey-

ing the restrictionsM �xed and K �xed. Then,the N 1

sitesareconnected to the environm ent,constituting the

�rst trophic level. The second levelis constructed by

random ly connecting the N 2 sitesto the N 1 sitesofthe

�rstlevel. Thisprocedure isrepeated untilthe levelM

is constructed. In this case,we can evaluate the m ean

valueofA i and Ci in each level,nam ely

A � =
1

N �

X

j2�

A j

C � =
1

N �

X

j2�

Cj :

Here�specifythetrophiclevel(� = 1;:::;M ).These

quantitiesareaveragedon severalrandom con�gurations.

Notethatin thelastlevelwehavethatA M = A i = Ci =

C M = 1 and that we always neglect the point (1;1) in

all�ts

In Fig. 2(a) it is shown the C � � A � graph for a

random network with K = 123, the sam e num ber of

trophicspeciethattheYthan Estuarywith parasites,and

M = 4. A best�t furnishes � = 1:18. A sim ilar�t for

K = 93,thesam enum beroftrophicspeciethattheLittle

Rock Lakefood web,and M = 4 giveus� = 1:21.Note

that the exponent decrease when K increases. Clearly,

our exponent is larger than that found by [8]for the

sam e trophic species num ber K . But, when K grows

our exponent becom e sm aller that them . O bviously,if

� = 1:13 representa universalvalue forfood websofall

thesizes,then random spanning treesnetworkswith the

sam enum beroftrophiclevelsM arem oree�cientthan

food webs. In �g.2(b) it is shown the C � � A � graph

fora random network with K = 10000and M = 4.Note

thatwhen K islargeenough the exponent� � 1

The exponent � can also be com puted by the proce-

dure(b).Foreach valueofK weperform an averagefor

severalcon�gurationsand �nd the m ean valueofC 0.In

Fig.3(a),itisshown the C0 � A 0 plotforrandom net-

workswith M = 4 and K varying from 50 up to 1000.

Now we have that � = 1:00. It is worth m entioning,

thatC0� A 0 alwaysfurnishes� = 1 independently ofthe

range ofK . W e have also sim ulated random networks

with M = 10 trophic levels.In Fig.3(b)itisshown the

C0 � A 0 plot.The resultsaresim ilar.

Now let us present the centralpoint ofthis paper,a

generalargum entto dem onstratethatthelargescaleex-

ponentis� = 1 forlargeK .Letusconsidera spanning

tree with M and K ,both �xed. To obey the constraint

ofM �xed,we putone site in each level. Now we m ust

puteach one ofthe rem inderK � M sites. Since C0 is

cum ulative,a site put as near as possible ofthe envi-

ronm enthasthem inim alcontribution to theglobalcost.

O n the other hand,a site put as far as possible ofthe
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FIG .2:Log-log Plotsforrandom networks.(a)C � � A � for

a network with K = 123 and M = 4 (b)C � � A � graph for

a random network with K = 10000 and M = 4. Note that

when K islarge enough the exponent� � 1

environm enthasa m axim alcontribution to C0.To con-

structthe network with m axim um value ofC0,C0;m ax,

wem ustlink allK � M sitesto thesiteofthelastlevel.

In this network we have N 1 = N 2 = :::= N M �1 = 1

and N M = K � M + 1. C0;m in is obtained by linking

theK � M sitesdirectly to thesite representing theen-

vironm ent. In thiscase,we have thatN 1 = K � M + 1

and N 2 = N 3 = :::= N M = 1. Note that these con-

structions are the closest networks to the star-like and

chain-likeones,respectively,thatobey theconstraintsof

M and K �xed.Using the Eq.1 wehave,

C0;m in = 1+ 2K +
M

2
(M � 1)

C0;m ax = 1+ K (M + 1)+
M

2
(1� M )

Then,the lowerand the upperboundsforthe exponent

� are

�m ax =
lnC0;m ax

ln(K + 1)
=
ln[1+ K (M + 1)+ M

2
(1� M )]

ln(K + 1)
;
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FIG .3: Log-log Plotsfor random networks. (a)C 0 � A 0 for

M = 4 and K varying from 50 up to 1000 and (b)C 0 � A 0

for M = 10 and K varying from 200 up to 5000. Note that

the large scale exponenthas the sam e value � = 1:00 and is

independentofM .

�m in =
lnC0;m in

ln(K + 1)
=
ln[1+ 2K + M

2
(M � 1)]

ln(K + 1)
:

W hen K ! 1 ,we havethat�m ax = �m in ! 1.

Consideragain thesim ulation ofrandom networks.W e

veri�ed thattheconstructionswith m inim um and m axi-

m um C0 aretheonesjustdescribed.M oreover,theresult

aboveexplainswhy we�nd � ! 1 when K islargein the

sim ulationsofrandom networks.

In sum m ary,we studied the transportation properties

ofseveralnetworksthatrepresentspanning treesoffood

webs.First,weanalyzingan idealized hierarchicalm odel

thatcan be analytically solved. Then we show thatthe

exponent� dependson valueofK and,in thelim itthat

K islarge enough,the exponent� approachesthe value

1.After,we constructrandom networksthatm orereal-

istically representsa spanning treeform ed by food webs.

W eevaluatenum ericallytheexponent� byseveralproce-

dures. Again,in allcasesthe exponentdependson size

ofweb and ifK is large � ! 1. O ne im portant point

isthatallthe resultsare independentofthe num berof

trophic levels M . M oreover,we establish a m axim um

and a m inim um values for the exponent � in a general

spanning treewith K and M �xed.W hen thenum berof

species is large these values becam e equalto 1. There-

fore,we m ust �nd � = 1 for a large food web and we

can conclude that food webs are very e�cient resource

transportation system s.
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