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A bstract

In thispaperwecalculatetheaveragenum berofcliquesin random scale-freenet-

works.W econsider�rstthehidden variableensem bleand subsequently theM olloy

Reed ensem ble.In both cases we �nd thatcliques,i.e.fully connected subgraphs,

appearalso when the average degree is�nite.Thisisin contrastto whathappens

in Erd�osand Renyigraphsin which diverging average degreeisrequired to observe

cliques ofsize c > 3.M oreover we show that in random scale-free networks the

cliquenum ber,i.e.thesizeofthelargestcliquepresentin thenetwork divergeswith

the system size.
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W hen graphsare used to representa variety ofrealtechnological,socialand

biologicalsystem s they are called networks.The analysis ofm any realnet-

works reveals that while di�erent networks di�er one from another in their

localstructure,characterized by operationalm odulesorm otifsthatarea sig-

natureoftheirfunction (M ilo2002;Vazquez2004;Dobrin2004),m anynetworks

have som e im portantcom m on characteristics(Albert2002;Dorogovtsev2003;

Pastor-Satorras2004). In particular a large variety of networks have been

shown to display a scale-freedegreedistribution P(k)� k�
 with non univer-

sal
 exponents.The scale-free degree distribution strongly a�ects the local

topology ofthe networks.Forexam ple,scale-freenetworkswith an exponent


 < 3 havea very largenum berofsm allloops(Bianconi2003;Bianconi2005),
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which is a very distinctive feature with respect to Erd�os and Renyi(ER)

networkswith �nite average connectivity (Janson2000;M arinari2004).In its

turn,thisvery peculiarlocalstructureinducem any relevante�ectsofthedy-

nam icsde�ned on thesenetworks(Dorogovtsev2002;Leone2002;Havlin2000;

Pastor-Satorras2001).

A specialtype ofnetwork subgraphsare cliques,i.e.fully connected subsets

ofnodesofthenetwork.Cliquesarerelevantobjectsforthestudy ofrealnet-

works,in factcliquesand overlapping setsofcliquesproviderelevantinsights

on thecom m unity structureofnetworks(Derenyi2005;Palla2005).In random

Erd�osand RenyigraphsofN nodesand linkingprobability p(N )theexpected

num berofcliques(Janson2000)ofsizecisgiven by

hN
E R
c i=

0

B
@
N

c

1

C
A p(N )

c(c�1)=2
: (1)

Consequently in thelargeN lim ittheexpected num berofsm allcliqueswith

c > 3 is di�erent from zero only when the average degree hki diverges as

N ! 1 .Specialattention in m athem aticsliteratureisgiven to them axim al

sizeofthecliquepresentin a graph G,i.e.itscliquenum bercm ax.Theclique

num berisan im portantcharacteristicofnetworksand constitutealso a lower

bound to the coloring num ber,since in the coloring problem one isforced to

color allthe nodes ofa clique with a di�erent color.In (Bianconi2006).we

show thatscale-free networkswith 
 < 3 have m any m ore and largercliques

than random Erd�osand Renyinetworks.

In thispaperwe provide the com plete derivation ofthe theoreticalexpecta-

tion on the num ber ofcliques in random scale-free networks.W e do thisby

evaluating the average num ber ofcliques and itssecond m om ent.W e found

the surprising result that cliques ofsize c > 3 are present also in networks

with �nite average connectivity,i.e.networks with 
 2 (2;3].M oreover we

can prove thatthe clique num bercm ax ofnetworkswith 
 < 3 diverge with

thenetwork sizeN providing upperand lowerboundsforthecliquenum ber.

These bound arise from classicalinequalities for probabilities which involve

the�rstand thesecond m om entofthenum berofcliques.Thesecan becom -

puted in di�erent ensem bles ofrandom graphs(M olloy1995;Goh2001).The

m ain section ofthis paper would be devoted to the calculation ofthe aver-

age num berofcliquesand itssecond m om entin the hidden variable ensem -

ble(Caldarelli2002;Boguna2003).Subsequently thederivation oftheaverage

num berofcliqueisextended to theM olloy Reed ensem ble(M olloy1995).The

sam e scaling ofthe num berofcliquesisfound also in thisensem ble.Finally

theconclusionsaregiven.
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1 H idden variable ensem ble

In thisensem bletheprescription togenerateaclassofscale-freenetworkswith

exponent 
 is the following:i) assign to each node iofthe graph a hidden

continuousvariableqi distributed according a �(q)distribution.Then ii)each

pair ofnodes with hidden variables q;q0 are linked with probability r(q;q0).

W hen thehidden variabledistribution isscale-free�(q)= �0q
�
 forq2 [m ;Q]

and thelinking probability islinearin both q and q0,i.e.r(q;q0)= qq0=(hqiN )

we obtain a random uncorrelated scale-free network.In this speci�c case a

cuto�

Q �

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

N 1=
 for 
 2 (1;2]

N 1=2 for 
 2 (2;3]

N 1=(
�1) for
 2 (3;1 )

isneeded tokeep thelinking probability sm allerthan one,i.e.Q 2=(hqiN )� 1.

1.1 Average num berofcliques

A clique C ofsize c is a set ofc distinct nodes C = fi1;:::;icg,each one

connected with allthe others.Foreach choice ofthe nodes,the probability

thatthey areconnected in a cliqueis

Y

i6= j2C

r(qi;qj): (2)

Consequently theaveragenum berofcliquesofsizecisgiven by thenum berof

waysin which wecan pick cnodesin thenetwork with n(q)nodeswith hidden

variableqi2 (q;q+ �q)m ultiplied by theprobability thateach coupleofnode

ofthissetislinked.Sincein random scale-freenetworkswehaver(q;q0)=
qq0

hqiN

wecan write

hN ci=

0X

fn(q)g

Y

q

0

B
@
N (q)

n(q)

1

C
A

0

@
q

q

hqiN

1

A

(c�1)n(q)

(3)

where N (q) = N �(q) are the nodes of the network with hidden variable

qi2 (q;q+ �q)and wherethesum isextended toallthesequencesfn(q)gsat-

isfying
P

qn(q)= c.Introducingaintegralrepresentation ofthedeltafunction

�(
P

qn(q)� c)and perform ing thesum m ation overn(q)weget

3



hN ci=

Z

dye
yc+ N hlog[1+ �c�1 e�y ]i

: (4)

wherewehavetaken thelim it�q! 0.In (4)wehaveintroduced thevariable

� de�ned as

� =
q

q

hqiN
; (5)

and wehaveindicated with hitheaverageoverthedistribution �(q).Solving

theintegralin (4)by saddlepointm ethod one�nds

hN ci’

s
2�

N jf00(y�)j
e
N f(y�)

(6)

with f(y)= yc=N + hlog[1+ �c�1 e�y ]iand y� �xed bythesaddlepointequation

c

N
=

*
�c�1 e�y

�

1+ �c�1 e�y
�

+

: (7)

Ifwe assum e that the cuto� ofthe hidden variable distribution is equalto

Q =
q

hqiN (1� �)with an � � 0,the m axim alclique size dependson both

the 
 exponent and on �.The dependence in � re
ects the fact that when

� = 0 the highestdegree nodeshave a probability to be linked r(q;q0)which

approach one.Considering the de�nition ofy� from Eq.(7)we can see that

theasym ptoticexpansion

e
y�
�
N

c
h�

c�1
i (8)

isvalid until

c

N

D

�2(c�1)
E

[h�(c�1)i]
2
� Q


�1 c2

(2c� 3)N
< 1; (9)

i.e.untilc< c� � (2N Q1�
 )1=2.

Consequently forclique sizesc< c� one hasthe valid asym ptotic expression

forhN ci

hN ci’

s

2�

c

��
N e

c
�
c�1

��c

: (10)
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To �nd an upperbound forthe clique num ber(the m axim alclique size)isa

bitm oreinvolved.W estartfrom theclassicalinequality

P(N c > 0)� hNci (11)

and the expression (6) together with (7) for the average num ber ofcliques

hN ci.IfhN �ci! 0 in theN ! 1 lim it,then �c�xesan upperbound �cforthe

m axim alcliquesizeofthenetwork.

In Appendix A show thatthecliquenum bercm ax � �cwith �csatisfy for� = 0

thecondition

*
N e2

�c
�
�c�1

+

= 1: (12)

On the otherthisexpression provide a upperbound also forthe case � 6= 0

since in this case �c de�ned in Eq.(12) is stillin within the validity ofthe

asym ptotic expansion (10)and correspond to an expected num berofcliques

N c ! 0 asN ! 1 .

Thevaluesof�cand c� willdepend both on the
 exponentand on thevalueof

�.In factnetworkswith di�erentvaluesof
 havedi�erentstructuralcuto�s

� Networkswith 
 > 3

These networks have a naturalcuto� Q = aN
1


�1 .Considering thiscuto�

when perform ing the average in equation (12),we �nd �c = 3 in the lim it

N ! 1 .Thereforethesenetworks,aswellastheErd�osandRenyinetworks,

havem axim alcliquesizecm ax � 3.

� Networkswith 2< 
 < 3

These networkshave a structuralcuto� Q = (1� �)
q

hqiN and forc< c�

theaveragenum berofcliquesisgiven by

hN ci�

s

2�

c

 

A 
;hqi

N (3�
)=2(1� �)(c�
)

c(c� 
)

! c

: (13)

whit A 
;hqi been a constant depending on the power-law exponent 
 and

on the average connectivity ofthe graph hqi.M oreoverthe value of�c and

c� de�ned in equations (9) and (12) depend on the system size N ,the 


exponentand on � asshown in theTable1.

W e observe that while for the case � > 0 the asym ptotic expansion is

valid m uch above the upperbound �c,for� = 0 the upperbound and the

lim itofthevalidity oftheasym ptotic expansion c� have thesam e orderof

m agnitude,i.e.c� � �c� N
3�


4 butwehave �c> c�.

� Networkswith 1< 
 < 2

Thesenetworkshaveastructuralcuto�de�ned asin thecase2< 
 < 3,i.e.
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Q = (1� �)
q

hqiN .Given thisexpression and thedivergenceoftheaverage

degree with the uppercuto� hqi� Q2�
 ,we getthatthe uppercuto� Q

scales with the network size N as Q � N1=
.The asym ptotic expansion

givesfortheaveragenum berofcliquesofsizesc< c�

hN ci�

s

2�

c

 

B 
;m

N 1=
e(1� �)(c+ 1�2=
)

c(c� 
)

! c

(14)

where B 
;m isa function depending on the power-law exponent 
 and on

thelowercuto� m ofthedistribution.

The value of�c and c� de�ned in equations (9)and (12)depend on the

system sizeN ,the
 exponentand on �.Theirscaling isshown in theTable

1.Also in thisrange ofvaluesof
 for� > 0 the asym ptotic expansion is

valid m uch abovetheupperbound �c,whilefor� = 0 theupperbound and

thelim itofthevalidity oftheasym ptoticexpansion c� havethesam eorder

ofm agnitude,i.e.c� � �c� N
1

2
 ,butwehave �c> c�.

1.2 Second m om entofthe average num berofcliques

In orderto derivea lowerbound on thecliquenum bercm ax weusea classical

relation ofprobability theory (Janson2000),i.e.

P(N c > 0)� hNci
2
=hN

2
ci (15)

where hN 2
ci is the second m om ent ofthe num ber ofcliques ofsize c in the

considered random graph ensem ble.Consequently ifhN ci
2
=hN 2

ci� K we are

guaranteed thatthe typicalgraph containscliquesofsize c with probability

P(N c > 0)� K > 0.Thusweproceed in thecalculation ofthesecond m om ent

ofthecliquenum berhN 2
ci.Todothiscalculation wecounttheaveragenum ber

ofpairsofcliquesofsizecpresentin thegraph with an overlap ofo= 0;:::;c

nodes.W e use the notation fn(q)g to indicate the num berofthe nodeswith

hidden variableqbelonging to the�rstclique,fno(q)g to indicatethenum ber

ofnodesbelonging to theoverlap and with fn0(q)g to indicatethenum berof

nodesbelonging to thesecond cliquebutnotto theoverlap.W econsideronly

sequencesfn(q)g;fn0(q)g;fno(q)gwhich satisfy
P

qn(q)= c,
P

qno(q)= oand
P

qn
0(q)= c� o.W ith theseconditions,and then substituting theconditions

with delta functionsweget

hN
2
ci=

cX

o= 0

0X

fn(q)g

0X

fn0(q)g

0X

fno(q)g

Y

q

0

B
@
N (q)

n(q)

1

C
A

0

B
@
N (q)� n(q)

n0(q)

1

C
A

0

B
@
n(q)

no(q)

1

C
A �

g(q)
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=

Z

dy

Z

dy
o

Z

dy
0

cX

o= 0

e
N hf(y;y0;yo;q)i

: (16)

whereg(q)= (c� 1)(n(q)+ n0(q))+ (c� o)no(q)and

f(y;y
0
;y

o
;q)=

yc+ y0(c� o)+ yoo

N
+

log
h

1+
�

e
�y 0

+ e
�y
�

�
c�1

+ e
�(y+ y o)

�
2c�o�1

i

:

Thesaddlepointm ethod,gives

8
>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

y = y0

c�o

N
=

�
e�y �c�1

1+(e�y 0
+ e�y )�c�1 + e�(y+ y o)�2c�o�1

�

o

N
=

�
e�y�y

o
�2c�o�1

1+(e�y
0
+ e�y )�c�1 + e�(y+ y o)�2c�o�1

�

:

Using the asym ptotic expansions ofthese saddle point equations valid for

c< c� wefound

hN
2
ci�

cX

o= 0

 
N

(c� o)

D

�
c�1

E
! 2(c�o) �

N

o

D

�
2c�o�1

E�o

e
2c�o

v
u
u
t

[2�]3

c(c� o)o

(17)

Using also forhN Lithe asym ptotic expression (10)then we can express the

ratio
hN 2

c i

hN ci
2 as

hN 2
ci

hN ci
2
�

cX

o= 0

c2c

(c� o)2(c�o)oo

�D

N �
c�1

E��2o �

N
D

�
2c�o�1

E�o
s

2�c

o(c� o)

�

cX

o= 0

 
c2c

(c� o)2(c�o)ooeo

!  
(c� 
)2

2c� o� 


1

N [hqiN ]
1�


(1� �)o�


! o s
2�c

o(c� o)

�

cX

o= 0

 
c2c

(c� o)2(c�o)ooeo

!  
e(c� 
)(1� �)(�c�c)

�c(�c� 
)

! o s
2�c

o(c� o)
: (18)

W enoticethatin thelim itc! 1 wehave

cc

eo(c� o)c�o
� c

o 1

eo
�

1� o

c

�c ! c
o

(19)

Using thislim itbehaviorand Stirling approxim ationsforfactorials,weget
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hN 2
ci

hN ci
2
�

"

1+
c(c� 
)(1� �)(�c�c)e

�c(�c� 
)

#c

(20)

� If� = 0 Itisusefulto de�netheclique size ĉsatisfying

ĉ(̂c� 
)e

�c(�c� 
)
=
1

ĉ
(21)

i.e.ĉ� �c2=3.Then ifc= �ĉ1�� wehavein thelim itN ! 1 ,�c! 1 ,

hN 2
ci

hN ci
2
�

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

1 if� > 0

e if� = 0

1 if� < 0:

From Eqs.(10) and (22) for c = ĉ de�ned in (21) one �nd that with

c= �ĉ1��

P(N ĉ > 0)�

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

1 if� > 0

1

e
if� = 0

0 if� < 0

Consequently thenetwork containsalm ostsurely cliquesofsizesc� cwith

c= �ĉ= �
0
�c
2=3

(22)

and � > 0

� If� > 0,and c= �c� ��c� with � > 0,wehavein thelim itN ! 1 ,�c! 1 ,

hN 2
ci

hN ci
2
<

8
><

>:

1 if� > 0

1 if� � 0:

From Eqs.(10)and (23)itfollowsthataslong asc= �c� ��c�

P(N c > 0)�

8
><

>:

1 if� > 0

0 if� = 0;� = 0

Consequently we have that the network contains alm ost surely cliques of

sizesc� cwith

c= �c� ��c
�

(23)

and �;� > 0

8



�= 0 �6= 0


 > 3 cm ax = 3

2 < 
 < 3 c� cm ax � �c c� cm ax � �c

�c� �c= N
3�


4 �c=
3�


2

log(N )

jlog(1��)j
+ O (log(c))

c= �
0�c2=3 with �0> 0 c= �c� ��c� with �;� > 0

1 < 
 � 2 c� cm ax � �c c� cm ax � �c

�c� N
1

2
 �c= 1




log(N )

jlog(1��)j
+ O (log(N ))

c= �
0�c2=3 with �0> 0 c= �c� ��c� with �;� > 0

Table 1

Since ifa graph containsa clique ofsize c itcontains clearly also cliques of

sm allersize we proved thattypicalnetworks have a �nite probability to get

any cliquesofsizec� c.

1.3 Average num berofcliquespassing through a node

To �nd the expected num ber of cliques of size c passing through a given

node,with hidden variable q,we can repeatthe argum entsproposed forthe

calculation ofthe �rstm om entwith the di�erence thatwe integrate overall

thehidden variablesofthenodesin thecliquesexceptforthehidden variable

qi = q ofthe chosen node.Following these argum ents one �nds for cliques

c< c�

N c(q)’

0

@
q

q

hqiN

1

A

c�1

N c�1 : (24)

Consequently nodeswith higherhidden variableq areexpected to bepartof

m orecliques.
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2 M olloy R eed ensem bles

The counting ofthe num berofcliquesin the M olloy-Reed (M olloy1995)fol-

lowsa procedure m uch sim ilarto the one considered forthe hidden variable

ensem blegiving sim ilarresults.To constructa M olloy-Reed network onepro-

ceed asfollows:i)a degree isassigned to each node ofthe network following

thedesired degreedistribution with cuto� K

K �

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

N 1=
 for 
 2 (1;2]

N 1=2 for 
 2 (2;3]

N
1


�1 for
 2 (3;1 )

:

Degree distributions which do not satisfy the parity of hkiN =
P

iki are

disregarded;ii) the edges com ing out ofthe nodes are random ly m atched

untilalledgesareconnected.Thestructuralcuto� for
 � 3 ensuresthatthe

probability ofdoublelinksand tadpolesissm all(Bianconi2005).

To calculate hN ciin thisensem ble �rstone hasto countin how m any ways

itispossible to have a clique ofsize c in the network and weightthe results

with the fraction ofpossible networks in the ensem ble which contains the

clique.Letus�rststate thatthe totalnum berofgraphsin the M olloy-Reed

ensem ble isgiven by (hkiN � 1)!!.Indeed when constructing the network by

linking hkiN unconnected edgesonestartby taking oneedgeatrandom and

connecting itto oneofthe(hkiN � 1)possibleconnections.Then oneproceed

taking anotheredgeand linking ittooneoftherem aining (hkiN � 3)possible

connectionsthusgiving rise ofone ofthe (hkiN � 1)!!possible networks.By

sim ilarargum entsone showsthatthe totalnum berofnetworkscontaining a

given clique ofsize c are [hkiN � c(c� 1)� 1]!!.On the otherside the total

num berofcliquesofsizecin theM olloy-Reed ensem bleisgiven bythenum ber

ofwaysonecan choosecnodesf1i;:::;icg ofconnectivity fk1;k2;:::;kcg and

connect each pair ofthem .The num ber ofways one can choose the edges

com ing outofthenodesto form thecliqueisgiven by

�
c
i= 1

ki!

(ki� c+ 1)!
:

Consequently theaveragenum berofcliquesin theM olloy-Reed ensem blewill

begiven by

N c =
X

fnkg

KY

k= c

0

B
@
N (k)

n(k)

1

C
A

 
k!

(k� c+ 1)!

! nk

W N ;c (25)
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where N (k) = N P(k) (n(k)) is the num ber ofnodes with connectivity k

presentin the network (loop),K isthe cuto� ofthe degree distribution and

thesum overfn(k)g isrestricted to fn(k)g such that
P

k n(k)= c.M oreover

we use the de�nition W N ;c = (hkiN � c(c� 1)� 1)!!=(hkiN � 1)!!.Ifwe use

theStirling approxim ation forW N ;c wegettheexpression

W N ;c � (hkiN )
�c(c�1)=2

e
N g(!)

(26)

with ! = c(c� 1)=N and

g(!)=
1

2
(hki� 2!)log

 
hki� 2!

hki

!

+ ! �
3!2

hki
(27)

Thusweget

N c =
X

fnkg

KY

k= c�1

0

B
@
N (k)

n(k)

1

C
A

�

�
c�1

�n(k)
e
N g(!)

(28)

where

�
c�1

=
k!

(k� c+ 1)!

1

(hkiN )(c�1)=2
(29)

Expression (28)fortheaveragenum berofcliquesin a M olloy Reed ensem ble

di�ersfrom theequivalentexpression in thehidden variableensem ble4 i)for

thesubstitution �c�1 ! �c�1 ;ii)forthefactorexp(N g(!))and iii)forthefact

thattheaverageisperform ed only on thenodeswith connectivity k � c� 1.

Following thesam estepsasin thehidden variableensem ble,weget

N c =

1Z

�1

dy

2�
e
cy+ N hlog[1+ �c�1 e�y ]i

c�1
+ N g(!)

(30)

withg(!)givenbyEq.(27)andtheaverageperform edoftheN (k)distribution

with a lowercuto� atk = c� 1.

Evaluating (30)by thesaddlepointm ethod and following thestepsdescribed

in thepreceding section,we getthefollowing approxim ate expression forthe

averagenum berofcliquesN c

N c =

 
eh�c�1 ic�1

c

! c

(31)
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wherethisapproxim ation isvalid asym ptotically forcliquesofsizesc< c� W e

notethatc� is�xed by thecondition

c

N

D

(�c�1 )
2
E

[h�(c�1)i]
2
� K


�1
c2

(2c� 3)N
< 1: (32)

Sim ilarresultsto the one found forthe hidden-variable ensem ble also apply

forthesecond-m om entofthenum berofcliquesin theM olloy-Reed ensem ble.

3 C onclusions

In conclusion wehavehavecalculated the�rstand thesecond m om entofthe

num ber ofcliques in random scale-free network ensem bles.This calculation

show thesenetworks,provided thatthepower-law exponent
 < 3 havem any

sm allcliquesand a large clique num ber.In particularthe clique num berdi-

vergeswith thenetwork sizeaslongas
 < 3which isasurprisingresultssince

in Erd�osand Renyirandom networkswith �niteaveragedegreethem axim al

cliquesizeiscm ax = 3.M oreoverwehaveshown thatin thecasein which the

cuto� isthem axim alallowed cuto� (i.e.following theterm inology ofthepa-

perwhen � = 0)therecan belarge
uctuationsofthecliquenum berwherever

for� 6= 0 the
uctuationsaresm all.

A C alculation of the upper bound for the clique num ber in the

case � = 0 in the hidden variable ensem ble

The evaluation ofthe upperbound forthe clique num berin the subtle case

� = 0 deserve a particular attention.To address this problem we start by

rewriting in the following the m ain resultsforthe average num berofcliques

in the hidden variable ensem ble.The expression (6)forthe average num ber

ofcliquesisgiven by

hN ci= e
N f(y�)

s
2�

N f00(y�)
(A.1)

wherey� isprovided by thesaddlepointequation (7)

c

N
=

*
�c�1 e�y

�

1+ �c�1 e�y
�

+

: (A.2)
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and f(y�)= y�c+ N hlog[1+ �c�1 e�y
�

]while� isgiven by

� =

0

@
q

q

hqiN

1

A : (A.3)

Ify� > 0 then wehavethat

y
�
c+ N hlog[1+ �

c�1
e
�y �

]i� y
�
c+ N hlog[1+ �

c�1
]i: (A.4)

On oneside,from thesaddlepointequation Eq.(A:2)wehave

e
y�
�

*
N �c�1

c

+ c

: (A.5)

on theothersidewehavethat,

N hlog[1+ �
c�1

]i� 2N

*
�c�1 e�y

�

1+ �c�1 e�y
�

+

= 2c: (A.6)

M oreoverthesecond derivativef00(y�)satisfy

N f
00
(y

�
)= N

*
�c�1 e�y�

(1+ e�y� �c�1 )2

+

� N

*
e�y� �c�1

(1+ e�y� �c�1 )

+
1

1+ e�y
�

�
c

2
: (A.7)

Consequently,putting togetherEqs.(A:4),(A:5)(A:6)and �nally Eq.(A:7)

theaveragenum berofcliqueshN ci(A:1)satisfy

hN ci�

s

2

c

*
N �c�1 e2

c

+ c

: (A.8)

which togetherwith theinequality (11)providestheupperbound (12)forthe

cliquenum berscaleswith thesystem sizeasshown in Table1.

Atthispointwem ustcheck self-consistently thatindeed isc< �cthen y� > 0.

To provethiswesupposeon thecontrary thaty� < 0.In thiseventuality,the

saddlepointequation can berewritten as

13



c

N
=
X

q< �q

�(q)
�c�1 e�y

�

1+ �c�1 e�y
�
+

X

q> �q

�(q)
�c�1 e�y

�

1+ �c�1 e�y
�

(A.9)

where �q= Qe
y
�

(c�1) < Q.Expanding thetwo term sin seriesweget

c

N
= e

�y � 
�1

c�1 N
Q 1�


c
(F
;c+ G 
;c) (A.10)

with

F
;c= m

�1

(
� 1)

1X

n= 1

(� 1)
n c

[(c� 1)n + 1� 
]
! F

�



G 
;c= m

�1

(
� 1)
X

n

(� 1)
n c

[(c� 1)n + 
� 1]
! G

�

: (A.11)

Thereforeforc� 1 wehave

e
�y �

=

 
c2

N (F �

 + G �


)
2

! c�1


�1

(A.12)

Letsobservethat�cin given by thevaluein thetable1alwayssatisfy �c� N 1=2

for
 > 1.M oreoveraslong asc! 1 with c� N 1=2,wegetform expression

(??) that y� ! 0+ .Consequently we assum ing y� > 0 for c > �c we have

reached a contradiction.Thisprovesthatin the hypothesisc> �c the saddle

pointsolution y� isalwayspositive,i.e.y� > 0 asweassum eatthebeginning

oftheparagraph.
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