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A bstract. W e introduce a m inim al extended evolving m odel for sm all-world

networks which is controlled by a param eter. In this m odel the network growth

is determ ined by the attachm ent of new nodes to already existing nodes that

are geographically close. W e analyze severaltopologicalproperties for our m odel

both analytically and by num ericalsim ulations. The resulting network shows som e

im portantcharacteristicsofreal-lifenetworkssuch asthesm all-world e�ectand ahigh

clustering.
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1. Introduction

M any real-lifesystem sdisplay both ahigh degreeoflocalclusteringand thesm all-world

e�ect[1,2,3,4]. Localclustering characterizesthe tendency ofgroupsofnodesto be

allconnected toeach other,whilethesm all-world e�ectdescribestheproperty thatany

two nodes in the system can be connected by relatively short paths. Networks with

thesetwo characteristicsarecalled sm all-world networks.

In the last few years,a num ber ofm odels have been proposed to describe real-

life system s with sm all-world e�ect. The �rst and the m ost widely-studied m odel

is the sim ple and attractive sm all-world network m odelofW atts and Strogatz (W S

m odel)[5],which triggered a sharp interestin the studiesofthe di�erentpropertiesof

sm all-world networks [1,2,3,4]. Barth�el�em y and Am aralstudied the origins ofthe

sm all-world behavior in Ref.[6]. Barrat and W eigt addressed analytically as wellas

num erically the structure properties ofthe W S m odel[7]. Am araletal. investigated

the statisticalcharacteristics ofa variety ofdiverse real-life networks [8]. Latora and

M archioriintroduced theconceptofe�ciency ofa network and found thatsm all-world

networksareboth globally and locally e�cient[9].In Refs.[10,12,13,22],thespread

and percolation properties were investigated,dealing with the spread ofinform ation

and disease along the shortest path in the graph or the spread along the spanning

tree.Recently,researchershave also focused theirattention on otherdi�erentaspects,

characterizing m any propertiesofsm all-world networks[14,15,16,17,18,19,20].

In addition to the above-m entioned aspects, variations of the W S m odel are

another focus ofrecent interest. Ofthese variants,a m odelproposed independently

by M onasson [21]and by Newm an and W atts[11],hasbeen thoroughly studied [22,23].

In 1999,Kasturirangan presented an alternativeversion totheW S m odel[24],aspecial

caseofwhich isexactlysolvable[25].Oneyearlater,Kleinbergprovided ageneralization

oftheW S m odelwhich isbased on atwo-dim ensionallattice[26,27].Theabovem odels

are allrandom . In fact,sm all-world networks can be also created by determ inistic

techniques such asm odi�cationsofsom e regulargraphs[28],addition and productof

graphs[29].During the pastfew years,networksgenerated in determ inistic wayshave

been also intensively studied [30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40].

Alltheabovem odelsm ay partially m im icaspectsofreal-lifesm all-world networks.

Furtherm ore,these m odelsareprobably reasonableillustrationsofhow som e networks

areshaped.However,the sm all-world e�ectism uch m ore general,and itisofinterest

to investigateotherm echanism sproducing sm all-world networks.Recently,Ozik,Hunt

and Otthaveintroduced asim pleevolution m odel(OHO m odel)ofgrowingsm all-world

networks with geographicalattachm ent preference,in which allconnections are m ade

locally to geographically nearby sites [41]. Zhang,Rong and Guo have presented a

determ inistic sm all-world m odel(ZRG m odel) created by edge iterations [42],which

is a determ inistic version ofa specialcase ofthe OHO m odeland a variant ofthe

pseudofractalscale-freenetwork [32].

TheOHO m odeland ZRG m odelm ay providevaluableinsightsinto som eexisting
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real-world system s. It is then a naturalquestion whether there is an encom passing

schem e,which can put these two speci�c m odels into a m ore generalperspective. In

thispaper,weproposeageneralscenarioforconstructingevolvingsm all-world networks.

Sim ilarto the OHO and ZRG m odels,in ourm odel,when a new node isadded to the

network,itisonly connected to thosepreexisting nodesthataregeographically closeto

it.Ourm odelresultsin an exponentialdegreedistribution,alargeclustering coe�cient

and sm allaveragepath length (APL),with valuesclosetothoseknown form anyrandom

sm all-world networks[5,11,22,24,25,26,27,41].Interestingly,ourm odelincludesa

param eterqwhich controlspartofthestructuralpropertiesoftheevolving sm all-world

networks.M oreover,by tuning thisparam eter,onecan obtain theOHO m odeland the

ZRG m odelasparticularcasesofourm odel.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 provides a detailed

description oftheconstruction forthisevolving sm all-world network m odel.In Section

3,we give analyticaland sim ulation results ofthe m ain network properties: Degree

distribution,clustering coe�cientand average path length. The �nalsection provides

som econclusions.

2. Evolving sm all-w orld netw ork m odel

In this section we describe a m odelofgrowing network,which is constructed in an

iterativem anner.W edenoteournetwork afterttim estepsby N (t).Then thenetwork

is constructed in the following way. W e start from an initialstate (t = 0) ofm + 1

(m even) nodes distributed on a ring allofwhich are connected to one another. For

t� 1,N (t)isobtained from N (t� 1)asfollows:Foreach internodeintervalalong the

ring ofN (t� 1),with probability q,a new nodeiscreated and connected itsm nearest

neighbors (m
2
on either side) previously existing atstep t� 1. Distance,in this case,

refersto the num berofintervalsalong the ring.The growing processisrepeated until

thenetwork reachesthedesired size.Figure1 showsthenetwork growing processfora

specialcaseofm = 2 and q= 1.

W hen q= 1andm = 2,thenetworkisreduced tothedeterm inisticZRG m odel[42].

Ifq< 1,thenetwork isgrowing random ly.Especially,asqapproachesto zero (without

reaching thisvalue)them odelcoincideswith theOHO m odel[41],whereateach tim e

step,onlyoneintervalischosen and linked toitsm nearestneighbors,with everyinterval

having thesam eprobability ofbeing selected (see[43]forinterpretation).Varying q in

the interval(0,1)allowsone to study the crossover between the OHO m odel[41]and

the ZRG m odel[42].Itshould bem entioned thatasq isa realnum ber,below we will

assum e that allvariables concerned with q change continuously. Notice that sim ilar

presum ption hasbeen used in Refs.[1,2,3],which isvalid in thelim itoflarget.

Now wecom putethenum berofnodesand edgesofN (t).W edenotethenum berof

newly added nodesand edgesatstep tby Lv(t)and Le(t),respectively.Thus,initially

(t= 0),we have Lv(0)= m + 1 nodes and Le(0)= m (m + 1)=2 edges in N (0). Let

N c(t) denote the totalnum ber ofinternode intervals along the ring at step t,then
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Figure 1. Illustration ofthe growing sm all-world network for m = 2 and q = 1,

showing the �rstthree stepsofthe iterativeprocess.

N c(0)= m + 1.By construction,we have Lv(t)= N c(t� 1)q forarbitrary t� 1.Note

that,when a new node isadded to the network,an intervalisdestroyed and replaced

by two new intervals,hence the num beroftotalintervalsincreases by one. Thus,we

havethefollowing relation:N c(t)= N c(t� 1)+ Lv(t).On theotherhand,theaddition

ofeach new nodeleadstom new edges,aftersim plecalculationsonecan obtain thatat

ti (ti� 1),Lv(ti)= (m + 1)(1+ q)ti� 1qand Le(ti)= m (m + 1)(1+ q)ti� 1q,respectively.

Therefore,thenum berofnodesN t and thetotalofedgesE t ofN (t)is

N t=

tX

tj= 0

Lv(tj)= (m + 1)(1+ q)
t

(1)

and

E t=

tX

tj= 0

Le(tj)= m (m + 1)

�

(1+ q)
t
�
1

2

�

(2)

respectively.Theaveragenodedegreeisthen

< k > t=
2E t

N t

= 2m

"

1�
1

2(1+ q)t

#

(3)

Forlargetand any q6= 0,itissm alland approxim ately equalto 2m .Noticethatm any

real-life networks are sparse in the sense that the num ber ofedges in the network is

m uch lessthan N t(N t� 1)=2,thenum berofallpossibleedges[1,2,3].

3. Structuralproperties ofthe evolving sm all-w orld N etw ork

Structuralpropertiesofthenetworksareoffundam entalsigni�canceto understand the

com plex dynam icsofreal-lifesystem s.Herewefocuson fourim portantcharacteristics:

degreedistribution,clustering coe�cient,averagepath length and diam eter.
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3.1.Degree distribution

Degreeisthesim plestand m ostintensively studied characteristicofan individualnode.

Thedegreeofanodeiisthenum berofedgesin thewholenetwork connected to i.The

degreedistribution P(k)isde�ned astheprobability thatarandom ly selected nodehas

exactly k edges. Letki(t)denote the degree ofnode iatstep t. Ifnode iisadded to

thenetwork atstep ti then,by construction,ki(ti)= m .In each ofthesubsequenttim e

steps,there are m intervalswith m

2
ateach side ofi. Each ofthese intervalscould be

considered,with probability q,to create a new node connected to i. Then the degree

ki(t)ofnodeisatis�estherelation

ki(t)= ki(t� 1)+ m q (4)

considering theinitialcondition ki(ti)= m ,weobtain

ki(t)= m + m q(t� ti) (5)

Thedegreeofeach nodecanbeobtainedexplicitlyasinEq.5,andweseethatthisdegree

increasesateach iteration.So itisconvenientto obtain thecum ulativedistribution [3]

Pcum (k)=

1X

k0= k

P(k
0
) (6)

which is the probability thatthe degree is greaterthan orequalto k. An im portant

advantage ofthe cum ulative distribution is that it can reduce the noise in the tail

ofprobability distribution. M oreover,for som e networks whose degree distributions

have exponentialtails: P(~k) � e�
~k=�,cum ulative distribution also gives exponential

expression with thesam eexponent:

Pcum (
~k)=

1X

k0= ~k

P(k
0
)�

1X

k0= ~k

e
� k0=�

� e
� ~k=�

(7)

This m akes exponential distributions particularly easy to spot experim entally, by

plotting thecorresponding cum ulative distributionson sem ilogarithm ic scales.

Using Eq.5,wehavePcum (k)=
P

1

k0= k P(k)= P
�

t0� � = t� (k� m
m q

)
�

.Hence

Pcum (k)=

�X

t0= 0

Lv(t
0)

N t

=
m + 1

(m + 1)(1+ q)t
+

�X

t0= 1

(m + 1)(1+ q)t
0
� 1q

(m + 1)(1+ q)t

= (1+ q)
�

k� m

m q (8)

Thecum ulativedistribution decaysexponentially with k.Thustheresulting network is

an exponentialnetwork.Notethatm ostsm all-world networksincluding theW S m odel

belong to thisclass[7].

In Fig.(2),we reportthe sim ulation resultsofthe cum ulative degree distribution

forseveralvaluesofqand with m = 2.Exceptin thedeterm inisticcaseq= 1,thedegree

spectrum ofthenetworksiscontinuous.From Fig.(2),wecan seethatthecum ulative

degreedistribution decaysexponentially forlargedegreevalues,in agreem entwith the

analyticalresults and supporting a relatively hom ogeneous topology sim ilar to m ost

sm all-world networks [5,11,22,24,25,26,27,41]. Other values ofm should give

qualitatively a sim ilarbehaviorasform = 2.
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Figure 2.Sem ilogarithm icgraphofthecum ulativedegreedistribution fortheevolving

networksin thecaseofm = 2and fordi�erentvaluesofq.Alldatapointsareobtained

by averaging ten independentsim ulations.

3.2.Clustering coe� cient

M ostreal-lifenetworksshow aclusterstructurewhich canbequanti�ed bytheclustering

coe�cient[1,2,3,4].The clustering ofa nodegivesthe relation ofconnectionsofthe

neighborhood nodes closest to it. By de�nition, the clustering ofa node i with ki

adjacent nodes is given by Ci = 2ei=[ki(ki � 1)],where ei is the num ber ofexisting

edgesbetween itsneighbors. The clustering coe�cientC ofa network isobtained by

averaging Ci overalltheverticesin thenetwork.

Forthe particularcase m = 2,using the connection rules,itisstraightforward to

calculate exactly the clustering coe�cient ofan arbitrary node and the average value

forthenetwork.W hen a nodeientersthenetwork,ki and ei are2 and 1,respectively.

Afterthat,ifthedegreeki increasesby one,then itsnew neighborm ustconnectoneof

itsexisting neighbors,i.e. ei increasesby one atthe sam e tim e. Therefore,ei isequal

to ki� 1 forallverticesatalltim e steps. So there existsa one-to-one correspondence

between the degree ofa node and its clustering. For a node v with degree k, the

exactexpression foritsclustering coe�cientis2=k,which hasbeen also been obtained

in Ref.[32,42,44]. This expression for the localclustering shows the sam e inverse

proportionality with thedegreethan theobserved in a variety ofreal-lifenetworks[34].

In addition to the good scaling ofthe clustering coe�cient for single node,the

average clustering coe�cient C ofthe network is very high. Also,C depends on q

and approachesto a constantasym ptotic value asthe network orderisvery large. In

Fig.(3),we show C asa function ofq in the case ofm = 2. From Fig.(3),one can

see in thein�nite orderlim itofthenetwork,thatC approachesto a nonzero constant

value.Sim ulationsexhibitthatC equalsto0:6482,0:6560,0:6640,0:6729and 0:6828for
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Figure 3. Average clustering coe�cientC vsq when m = 2. Each data pointisan

averageoverten independentsim ulation runs.

q= 0:005,0:2,0:4,0:6,and 0:8,respectively.Fig.(3)reectsthedependenceofC,the

clustering coe�cientofthe network,on q. ItisobviousthatC increasescontinuously

with q. Asq increasesfrom 0 to 1,C growsfrom 3

2
ln3� 1 [41]to ln2 [42],i.e. from

0:6479to0:6931.Thereason forthisdependencerelation would need furtherstudy,but

m ightberelated to a biased choice oftheedgeschosen ateach iteration,see Ref.[45].

Although we only focuson the case m = 2,one expectsthatforothervaluesofm ,C

also willconvergeto a di�erentnonzero valueforevery di�erentvalueofq(seeRef.[41]

fora particularcase).

3.3.Average path length

Certainly,the m ost im portant property for an sm all-world network is a logarithm ic

averagepath length (APL)(with thenum berofnodes).Ithasobviousim plicationsfor

thedynam icsofprocessestaking placeon networks.Therefore,itsstudy hasattracted

m uch attention. Here APL m eans the m inim um num ber ofedges connecting a pair

ofnodes,averaged over allpairs ofnodes. Below,using an approach sim ilar to that

presented in [46],wewillstudy theAPL ofournetwork fortheparticularcasem = 2.

W e label each of the network nodes according to their creation tim es, v =

1;2;3;:::;N � 1;N :W e denote L(N ) as the APL ofour network with order N . It

follows thatL(N )=
2"(N )

N (N � 1)
,where "(N )=

P

1� i< j� N ‘i;j isthe totaldistance,where

‘i;j isthesm allestdistancebetween nodeiand j.

Forthisspecialcase m = 2,any newly-created node isactually only attached to

both endsofan edge.Thusthedistancesbetween existingnodepairswillnotbea�ected

by theaddition ofnew vertices.Then wehavethefollowing equation:

L(N + 1)= L(N )+

NX

i= 1

‘i;N + 1 (9)
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Figure 4.Sem ilogarithm icgraph ofthedependenceofaveragepath length on network

orderN in the case ofm = 2 and q = 0:5. Allvalues plotted are averagesoverten

independentrealizations.The valuescan be �tted wellby a straightline.

Likein theanalysisof[46,47],Eq.(9)can berewritten approxim ately as:

L(N + 1)� L(N )+ N + (N � 2)L(N � 1) (10)

Aftersom ederivations,wecan providean upperbound forthevariation of"(N )as

d"(N )

dN
= N +

2"(N )

N
(11)

which leadsto

"(N )= N
2
lnN + �; (12)

where � isa constant.As"(N )� N 2lnN ,we have L(N )� lnN . Therefore,we have

proved thatin the specialcase ofm = 2 ofourm odel,there isan slow growth ofthe

APL with the network size N . In Fig.(4),we presentthe APL vsthe network order

N in the case ofm = 2 and q = 0:5. W e see thatthe APL behaveslogarithm ically as

a function ofN . W e expectthatforothervaluesofq,the APL willpresenta sim ilar

behavior. In fact,in the case ofq = 1,we can com pute exactly the diam eter ofthe

network (i.e. the m axim um distance between allpairs ofnodes). A sharp analytical

proofshowsthatthe diam eteralso growslogarithm ically with the num berofnodesof

thenetwork [42].Itshould benoted thatin ourm odel,considering valuesofm greater

than 2,then theAPL willincreasem oreslowly than in thecasem = 2 asin thosecases

thelargerm is,thedenserthenetwork becom es.

Sim ilartoRefs.[41,42],theinterpretation fortheslow growth ofAPL isasfollows.

Theoldernodesthathad oncebeen geographically proxim alalong thering arepushed

apartasnew nodesare positioned in the intervalbetween them . From Fig.1 we can

see thatwhen new nodesenterinto the network,the originalnodesare notnearbut,

rather, have m any newer nodes inserted between them . Thus, the network growth

creates"shortcuts" attached to old nodes,which join rem ote nodesalong the ring one

anotherasin theW S m odel[5].
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3.4.Diam eterfordeterm inistic networks

As we have m entioned above the diam eter of a network is the m axim um of the

distances between allpairs ofnodes,characterizing the longest com m unication delay

in the network. Sm alldiam eter isconsistent with the concept ofsm all-world. In the

determ inisticcaseq= 1,wedenoteN (t)asN q= 1(t)and D iam (N q= 1(t))asthediam eter

ofN q= 1(t)which can be com puted exactly. Buthere we only give an upperbound on

thediam eter.Theobtained bound scaleslogarithm icallywith theorderofthenetworks.

Now wepresentthem ain ideasofthisanalysisasfollows.

Clearly,at step t = 0,D iam (N q= 1(0)) equals to 1. At each step t� 1,we call

newly-created nodes at this step active nodes. Since allactive nodes are attached

to those nodes existing in N q= 1(t� 1), so one can easily see that the m axim um

distance between arbitrary active node and those nodes in N q= 1(t� 1) is not m ore

than D iam (N q= 1(t� 1))+ 1 and thatthem axim um distancebetween any pairofactive

nodesisatm ostD iam (N q= 1(t� 1))+ 2.Thus,atany step,thediam eterofthenetwork

increasesby2atm ost.Then weget2(t+ 1)asan upperbound ofD iam (N (t).Notethat

thelogarithm ofN q= 1(t)isln((m + 1)2
t)= tln2+ ln(m + 1),which isapproxim atelyequal

to (t+ 1)ln2 in the lim itoflarge t. Thusthe diam etergrowsatm ostlogarithm ically

with the network order. Since our aim here is to show that the network diam eter is

sm all,so weonly givea rough upperon diam eternotm oreexactthan thatin [42].

4. C onclusion

To sum up,we give here a sim ple evolving m odelfor sm all-world networks. During

the network growth,new nodes do not have a com plete knowledge ofallthe current

network nodes,butareattached to thosepreexisting sitesthataregeographically close

to them .W ehave obtained both analytically and num erically thesolution forrelevant

param eters ofthe network and we have veri�ed that our m odelexhibits the classical

characteristicsofsm all-world network:a high clustering and a shortAPL.In addition,

the m odelunder consideration is actually a tunable generalization which includes as

particular extrem e cases the m odels introduced in Refs.[41]and [42]. M oreover,the

networks can m odela variety ofreal-life networks whose topologiesare inuenced by

such geographicalconstraints.
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