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W eintroducea m odelwhich consistsin a planarnetwork which grows

by adding nodes at a distance r from the pre-existing barycenter. Each

new nodeposition israndom lylocated through thedistribution law P (r)/

1=r


with 
 > 1.The new node j islinked to only one pre-existing node

accordingtotheprobability law P (i$ j)/ �iki=r
� A

ij (1 � i< j;�A � 0);

ki isthenum beroflinksofthei
th
node,�i isits�tness(orquality factor),

and rij isthedistance.W econsiderin thepresentpapertwom odelsfor�i.

In one ofthem ,the single �tness m odel(SFM [1]),we consider�i = 1 8i.

In the other one,the uniform ly distributed �tness m odel(UD FM ),�i is

chosen to beuniform ly distributed within theinterval(0;1].W ehavede-

term ined num erically the degree distribution P (k).Thisdistribution ap-

pearsto be well�tted with P (k)= P (1)k
� �

e
� (k� 1)=�
q with q� 1,where

e
x
q � [1+ (1� q)x]

1=(1� q)
(e

x
1 = e

x
)istheq-exponentialfunction naturally

em erging within nonextensive statisticalm echanics. W e determ ine,for

both m odels,the entropic index q asa function of�A (q independsfrom


).Additionally,we determ ine the average topological(orchem ical)dis-

tance within the network,and the tim e evolution ofthe average num ber

oflinks hkii. W e obtain that,asym ptotically,hkii/ (t=i)
�
,(icoincides

with the input-tim e ofthe inode)and �(� A )to both cases.

Scale-free networksare very popularnowadays[2,3,4,5]due to theirun-

countable applicationsin di�erent�eldsofknowledge. These m odelsare typi-

cally associated with som ephysicalquantitiesthatarecharacterized by power-

law asym ptotic behavior,instead ofthe usualexponentiallaws. M ostofthese

m odelsdo nottake into accountthe node-to-node Euclidean distance,i.e.,the

geographicaldistance.O neofthem which doestakeinto accountthisaspectof

the problem has been introduced recently [1]and discussed. In this exam ple,

aswellasin others[6,7],strong connection hasbeen revealed with nonexten-

sive statisticalm echanics[8,9].In the presentpaper,we follow the linesof[1]

which weextend in thesensethatweincludenow a localvariabledenom inated

�tness or quality factor,we callthis variable �i. The m odelstudied by [1]is

herein referred to astheSingle FitnessM odel(SFM ),thatis,�i = 1 8i,and we
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alsostudy theUniform ly Distributed FitnessM odel(UDFM ),in which thelocal

�tnessisan independentrandom variable. W e are here interested to focuson

thee�ectsofthe�tnesson theconnectivity probability distribution and sim ilar

quantities.

Figure1:Conectivity distribution P (k)in log-logscalefortypicalvalues�A for

UDFM and SFM m odels. The sym bols are num ericalresults and continuous

linesarethe best�tsin according to equation 2.

Figure2:Representation ofthe �gure1 in lnq -linear.

Atthe plane,we have constructed a com plex network which isconstituted

by nodesand linksbetween nodes. The network growssequentially by adding

a nodeateach tim e.W e�x the�rstnode(i= 1)attheorigin.Theposition of

the second node (i= 2)ischosen random ly with respectto origin in such way
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itsdistancer obeysthe probability law P (r)/ 1=r
 with 
 > 1.In thispaper,

we have chosen 
 = 5=4 for allcasesstudied. Next the second node is linked

to �rstone. Then,the origin ism oved into network barycenterform ed by the

two nodes.Thepreviousprocedureisused to includethethird site,fourth site,

and so on. W e link the third node (j = 3)to one ofthe pre-existing nodesin

thenetwork.W e establish itsconnection by considering the linking probability

given by P (i$ j = 3)/ �iki=r
� A

ij (�A � 0)and 1 � i< j. The connectivity

ofith nodeisstood forki and �i isits�tnessand rij isitsdistanceto new node

(j= 3).Atthisearly stagewehavek1 = 1 and k2 = 1.

Figure3:�A -dependence of(q;�;�)forboth SFM and UDFM m odels.

TheFitnessm odelischaracterized by the presenceoffactor�i thatappear

in the linking probability. W e de�ne the �tness or quality m odelin following

way: To each node i< j is assigned a uniform random value �i 2 (0;1]when

the node is born. That value is kept constant while the network grows. In

traditionalm odelsold nodesare m oreattractivethan new ones.In thism odel

wegivea chancefornew sites,with high �tness,becom e com petitive.

The network growth processis sequentially repeated up to size desired for

network.Toavoidnodeposition overlapweconsiderthelowestdistancebetween

them tobeunit.IfwedenoteN thetotalnum berofnodesonecan writelinking

probability forith network node to connectthe new node j= N + 1 as

P (i$ j= N + 1)=
�iki=r

� A

i
P N

i= 1
�iki=r

� A

ij

(1)

Thedynam icsthatwehaveintroduced by the aboveruledoesprivilegethe

connection between new nodesand thosehavingm any links(high �tnessnodes)
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sincethey arenotso farfrom each other.O nesim ilarrulewasexplored [10]for

theparticularcaseofuniform distribution ofsiteswithin som elim ited region at

the plane,with �i = 1 8i.The�A param etercontrolthe in
uence rangeofthe

nodes (orhubs). The case �A zero correspondsto the Bianconi�tness m odel

[11]where distance isnotrelevant.In the presentpaperwewillem phasize the

following aspects:

� The network degree distribution in the stationary-state P (k) relative to

num berofnodeshaving k linksin the N ! 1 .

� The tem poraldependence ofaveragenum beroflinkshkiiand m ore pre-

cisely to know how asym ptotically itincreasewith tim e t=i,t� i.

� Thedependence ofaveragelength,hli,with �A param eter.

Thenum ericalresultsareobtained fornetworkswith 10000nodesand 2000

runs. In this network size the probability distribution P (k) practically enter

in the stationary regim e. The �gure 1 show our num ericalresults for P (k)

(sym bols) and �ts (continuous lines) for UDFM and SFM m odels. O ne can

observe in our results that �A has a strong in
uence on P (k). The present

resultsarevery well�tted by the function

P (k)= P (1)k� �e� (k� 1)=�q (2)

whereq-exponentialfunction isde�ned by

e
x
q � [1+ (1� q)x]1=(1� q) (ex1 = e

x): (3)

The variable � isthe characteristic num beroflinks[1]. In the �gure 2 we

representthe�gure1 in a lnq -linearplot.W herelnq(x)= (x1� q � 1)=(1� q).

Figure4:Tem poraldependency ofthe averageconnectivity forUDFM m odel.

Analizingthe�gure1,wehavefound thattheUDFM hasraised thenum ber

oflinkspernode and itturnsoutthathubsare m ore connected.In the �gure

3 wepresentthe(q;�;�)evolution curvewith �A forboth m odelsstudied.W e

observethatUDFM curve isalwaysabovethe SFM case.They havethe sam e

asym ptoticlim it,i.e.,q(�A )= 1.
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Figure5:Averageconnectivity exponentfor�A valuesrelativeto m easureson

node i= 50.

Figure6:Averagepath length forUDFM and SFM m odels.
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Theresultsforthenodeaverageconnectivity hkiiareindicated in the�gure

4 whereweshow itstem poralevolution.O urdata forhkiican be�tted by the

function

hkii/

�

t

i

� �(�A ;�i)

t� i (4)

Thecollapseofthecurvesfor�A � 2indicatesaupperlim it(naturalcuto�)

for a node connectivity. As m uch we increase �A allhubs reduce its connec-

tivity to a m inim alvalue 2. W e explain thisresultim agining thatthe linking

probability decaysstrongly forincreasing �A in such way thata nodedoesnot

see otherunlessits�rstneighbours,and therefore they form long node chains.

Thisfactisinherentto the network growing rule,i.e.,ifwe use otherrule for

exam ple each new site links with m ore than one node,this lim it resultwould

be quite di�erent.

In the �gure 5 we show the exponent�(�A ) for UDFM and SFM m odels.

The exponentdecline down from 0:59 forUDFM and from 0:48 forSFM to a

stationary value 0:1. The �gure 6 showsthe averagelength hlidependency on

�A forUDFM and SFM m odels.The averagepath length,hli,ofa network is

de�ned asthenum berofedgesin theshortestpath between twonodesaveraged

over allpairs of nodes. W e see that, when �A varies, hli raises rapidly to

a saturated value � 12. The saturation in �gure 6 is explained by the hkii

convergencein �gures5 and 4 for�A � 2.

Now we willsum m arizeourpresentpaper.Following the linesofthe paper

[1]we have presented a m odelin which we add �tness. W e study the e�ectof

com petition between the relevant variable for connectedness when we include

�tness on the network. In UDFM m odelthe popular nodes (m any links) do

com pete with younger nodes when the �tness is a im portant factor that per-

m its them to getm ore links. W hen we raise �A we favorthe linking between

�rst neighbours in the network. W hen �A is zero we recover the Bianconi-

Barab�asim odel[11].Theaverageconnectivity hkiiand averagepath length hli

areappreciably in
uenced by factor�A forUDFM and SFM m odels.W e have

shown thatdegreedistribution P (k)isvery well�tted by thefuntion proposed

thatcontain q-exponentialfunction thatem ergesnaturally from non-extensive

statistics.And when wecom pareourresultsrelativeto SFM wehaveobtained

thatthenum beroflinkspernodehasraised forallvalues�A .W hen the�A is

increased we�nd thatlinksperhubshasreduced asSFM butitoccoursslower.

The presence of�tnesschangesthe universality classin the com plex network.

Then ifyou wantam orecom pletescenarioforthiskind ofsystem ,�tnessshould

be included.
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