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W e show that, In contrast to classical random graph m odels, m any realworld com plex system s {
ncluding a variety ofbiological regulatory netw orks and technological netw orks such as the Intemet
{ spontaneously selforganize to a richly sym m etric state. W e consider the organizational origins of
symm etry and nd that growth w ith preferential attachm ent confers sym m etry in highly branched

netw orks.

W e deconstruct the autom orphism group of som e realworld networks and nd that

som e, but not all, realworld symm etry can be accounted for by branching. W e also uncover an
Intriguing correspondence betw een the size of the autom orphism group ofgrow ng random trees and

the random F dbonacci sequences.

PACS numbers: 89.75.k 89.75Fb 05.40.a 02.20.a
INTRODUCTION

The use of com plex networks to m odel the underky—
Ing topology of realw orld com plex system shas attracted
m uch research J'nterest'g,', :_2]. Fom ally, the study of com —
plex networks is underpinned by the m athem atical the—
ory of graphs'gi], and i is a classical result of random
graph theory that alm ost all large random (E rdosR enyi)
graphs are asym m ett:icﬁ]. In this letter we consider the
symm etry structure of a variety of realworld networks
and nd that, in contrast to the classical random graph
m odels, a rich degree of sym m etry is ubiquitous in real-
world com plex system s.

Sym m etry is a source ofgreat abstract beauty Eﬁ] and is
ofgreat practicaluse in sim plifying com plex problem sﬂ_ﬂ].
A coordingly, symm etry is a wellestablished comerstone
ofm any branches ofphysics [§, :_’2 1. However, despite a well
developed abstract theory of graph sym m etry E’q’, :_9., :_f(_i],
the study of symm etry in realworld com plex netw orks
hasbeen lim ited.

In fact, when present, symmetry provides a pow-—
erful tool to understand network structure and func-
tion. For exam ple, symm etry can strongly a ect a net—
work’s eigenvalie spectrum {L1, 2] { by giving rise to
degenerate eigenvalues, for Jnstanoe[g { causihg i to
deviate from those of the classical ensambles of ran—
dom m atrix theory t_l-;m', :_fl_i] Furthem ore, sym m etry can
also have a profound In uence on the dynam ics of pro—
cesses taking place on ne‘cﬂorksEx, :_15] and m ay be ex-
ploited to reduce the com putational com plexiy of net-
work algorithm s[L6, 17].

M athem atically, a network is a graph, G = G (V;E ),
w ith vertex set, V (of size N ), and edge set, E (of size
M ) where 2 vertices are connected if there is an edge
between them . Here we consider the symm etry struc—
ture of various realworld networks via their autom or-

phisn group. An autom orphisn is a pemm utation of the
vertices of the netw ork which preserves ad-pcency. The
set of autom orphisn s under com position form s a group,

¢, Of size ag i_l-g]. If the network is a multidigraph,
we rem ove welights and directions and consider the au—
tom orphism group of the underling graph. A network
is said to be symm etric (respectively asymm etric) if its
underlying graph has a nontrivial (respectively trivial)
autom orphisn group and the degree of network symm e-
try is quanti ed by ag . In order to com pare netw orks of
di erent sizesw ith each otherwe also consider the quan—
tty rg = @g =N )™ which m easures sym m etry relative
to m axin um possble symm etry (the com plete graph on
N vertices and is com plem ent, the em pty graph on N
vertices, are the m ost symm etric graphs, both having
ag = N ). Otherm easures of graph sym m etry are con—
sidered elsew here[§ -19] Here, the nauty program 120
which includes one of the most e cient graph isom or-
phisn algorithm sP1] { is used to calculate the size and
structure of the various autom orphism groups.

Tab]e:_i gives the size of the autom orphism group of
som e realw orld com plex netw orks, allofw hich arehighly
symm etric. Since classical E rdosR enyi random graphs
are generally asym m ett:ic'{_é], this rich degree of sym m etry
is surprising and begs an explanation. The ubiquiy of
symm etry In disparate realworld system s suggests that
it m ay be related to generic selforganizationalprinciples.
In order to begin to investigate the relationship between
sym m etry and selforganization we considerhow the pro—
cesses of grow th and preferential attachm ent a ect sys—

tem symm etry.

SYMMETRY AND SELF-ORGANIZATION

B ased upon the observation that m any realw orld net—
works are continuously grow ing and that new vertices
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N etw ork N M ag hee)
Human B CellG enetic Interactionsp2] 5;930 64; 645 5:9374 10" 4:6044 10 °
C . ekgans G enetic_Interactions[23] 2;060 18;000 6:9985 10*° 15776 10°
BioGR ID datasets@l_l]:
Hum an 7;013 20;587 12607 10*%° 45418 10 *
S. cerevisiae 5;295 50;723 68622 10* 52753 10 *
D rosophila 7;371 25;043 3:0687 10°%° 42993 10 °
M us m usculus _ 209 393 5:3481 10'%° 5:1081 10 °
Intemet at the A utonom ous System s LevelP5] 22;332 45;392 12822 101729 3:9009 10 *
US Power G rid R€] 4;941 6;594 5:1851 10%°? 59011 10°

TABLE I:The size of the autom orphism group of som e real-w orld netw orks. T he size of the autom orphism group of
the giant com ponent is given (to 5 signi cant gures) which, in all cases, contains at least 93% of the vertices in the network.

G iant com ponents were extracted using Pajek R71.

often show a preference for attachm ent to m ore highly
connected vertices, B arabasiand A bert proposed a sin —
pl m odel which accounted for the origin of the power-
law vertex degree distrbution offen seen in many realk
world netw orks@é]. PowerJaw degree distributions have
been w idely discussed 23] and a num ber of variations of
the BarabasiA Iert m odel have been suggested 30, 311.
Here, we consider a sin ple variation based upon that
proposed by Pennock et alt_gl;:]. W e start w ith the com —
plete graph on k verticesas an Initialseed. At each time
step the system is updated by introducing a single new
vertex and k new edges which connect the new vertex
to those already In the system w ithout allow ngmultiple
edges. T he probability that vertex v; is chosen attine t
to attach the new vertex to is given by

d; (©) 1

1 — 1
2M(t)+( ) @)

P (vi;t) = N ©

whereM ()= kk 1)=2+ ktisthe totalnum berofedges
In the system attimet, d; (t) is the degree of vertex v; at
tinet, N (t) = k+ tisthe totalnum ber of vertices in the
system attinetand 0 1.Thus,when = 0 new

vertices are attached to old in a purely uniform Iy random

way, and when = 1 new vertices are attached to old In
a purely preferentialway.

Two distinct pattems of behavior em erge dependent
upon k, the num ber of new edges associated w ith each
new vertex. W hen k = 1, ag grow s exponentially and
the system becom es increasingly symm etric (see F ng.L'a);
while fork 2, ag rapidly 2lls to zero, and the system
becom es asym m etric for large tine (see Fjg:}:d). This
discrepancy results sincethetwocases k= landk 2)
represent two fiindam entally di erent m odes of grow th.
W hen k = 1 every new vertex is attached to the netw ork
wih only one new edge so cycles cannot arise and the
network isalways a tree. A ftematively, when k 2 new
cycles are generated w ith each new vertex addition, and
the netw ork is never a tree.

P arenthetically, these observations also suggest an in—
triguing relationshipp between the size of the autom or-
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FIG.1l: The e ect of preferential attachm ent on net—
work symm etry. (@) Growth of the autom orphisn group
of grow ng random trees (k= 1). M edian tra fctories over 50
M onteCarlo sinulations foreach from 0 1 in increm ents
of 0:1 are shown (arrow shows increasing ). For all the
grow th of the autom orphisn group shows a clear exponen-—
tialtrend. ) Whenk = 1, liny . 1 ag ' = () Prall
(m edian tra fctories over 50 sim ulations are shown). T he top
dotted lineisy = (1:132+ 0:618)* and the bottom dotted line
isy= 1432". (c)W henk= 1, () growsexponentially with

show Ing that, for tree-like’ grow th, preferential attachm ent
increases system symm etry. (d) G row th ofthe autom orphisn
group ork 2. M edian trafctories over 50 sin ulations for
k= 5;10;15;20;25 are shown (arrow gives increasing k). Full
lines give trafctories for = 1, dotted lines give trafcto—
ries for = 0. W hen k 2 the networks quickly becom e
asym m etric, w ith preferential attachm ent having little e ect
on system symm etry.

phisn group in grow ng random trees and the random
F dbbonacci sequences. T he fam iliar F dbbonacci sequence is
generated by taking f; = 1, f, = land f;= f;1 + £; »
for i 3. Sin ilarly, the random F bonacci sequences
are generated by takihg n = 1, o = 1 and 1y =
Ti1 r; , bralli 3 where each is chosen inde—
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FIG.2: G row th of tree autom orphism groups and the
random F ibonacci sequences. In both panels, k = 1. (@)
The median tragctory for = 0 (full line) averaged over
50 simulations and the line y = (1:132)* (dotted). () The
median trafctory for = 1 (f1ll line) averaged over 50 sim —
ulations and the liney = (1:132 + 0:618)* (dotted).

pendently w ith probabJJJty 05. Viswanath showed that

lins, ; ;d™ = v = 113198824 :::B3]. Interestingly,
our num encal sin ulations suggest that when k = 1,
]JmN|1aG = () for all where () is a con—
stant (the Lyapunov oonstantBEl]) W ©0) = v and

1) = v+ 1= ,where = 1=2(01+ 5)jsthego]den

ratio (see Fig. b and F ig. :gb.

A though the m a prity of large random E rdosRenyi
graphs are asymm et_tjci_'q’], it is common for large ran—
dom trees to exhibit a high degree of sym m etry |';_§Z_i] In—
tuiively, this is because the absence of cycles in trees
m eans that the num ber of tree con gurationsare combi-
natorially restricted (the set of trees on N vertices is a
thin subset of the set of graphs on N vertices) and this
restriction can force repetition of identicalbranches from
the sam e fork, endow Ing the tree w ith symm etries. For
exam ple, every tree contains at least two vertices of de—
gree 1 {_33] T hese vertices are called laves and are the
end points of branches. W henever a branch ends in 2 or
m ore leaves an autom orphisn naturally arisesby perm u-
tation of these leaves while holding all other vertices in
the tree xed.

C onsequently, we conclide that the rich degree of sym —
m etry seen in the k = 1 case isdue to the fact that these
netw orks grow as trees, rather than the m ode of attach—
m ent ofnew verticesper se. However, we nd that, given
that the network is grow ing as a tree, preferential at—
tachm ent Increases network symm etry (see Fjg;}:a—c) A
heuristic explanation for this is that preferential attach—
m ent Introduces a bias toward m ultiple short branches
and, probabilistically, short branches are m ore lkely to
be repeated about the sam e fork than longer branches.
To see this consider the follow ing two lim iting cases: (1)
In which new vertices are always attached to the m ost
highly connected vertex. Starting from a sihgle vertex
this gives a t=star, S, at tin e t where one vertex has de—
gree t, all others have degree 1 and there are t branches
of length 1. In thiscase, a5, = ( 1)!fort 3 and
the tree is alm ost m axim ally symm etric. (2) in which
new vertices are always attached to the last highly con—

nected vertex. Starting w ith a single vertex this gives a
path (that is, a single long branch), Py, at tine twih 2
vertices of degree 1 and t 2 vertices of degree 2. In this
case, ap, = 2 forallt > 1 and the graph ism inim ally
sym m etric.

T hese resuls suggest that branching m ay be a source
of symm etry in realworld system s. In order to see if
this is the case we considered the orbit structure of
som e realw orld netw orks. For each vertex v, In a graph
G, the orbit of v under the action of  is the set

s =fv 2G : 2 cgBl. When jec ®j= 1
the vertex is xed (or trivial) otherw ise it is non-trivial.
Since orbits are djs;bjntig] the symm etry structure of a
netw ork can be Investigated by visualizing its ad pcency
m atrix and applying di erent colors to di erent orbits.
A s illustrative exam pls, F ig. E% gives the adpcency m a—
trices of the hum an B cell and c. ekgans genetic requ—
latory networks. Here, n order further clarify network
structure, the rows and colum ns of the ad-pcency m a—
trices are also sorted in descending order by eigenvector
centrality (elgenvector centrality is a m easure of vertex
In portance in a network, and is the basis of num erous
netw ork algorithm si}']) . Fi. :ja show s that the m a priy
ofautom orphisn softhe B cellnetw ork are pem utations
of leaves indicating that, as in random trees, branching
is the dom inant source of symm etry in thisnetwork. By
contrast, Fig. db show s that the symm etry structure
of the c. ekgans network is much m ore intricate, w ith
sym m etry arising both from branching (@s evidenced by
m ovem ent ofthe leaves) and elsew here. Forexam ple, the
66 m ost central vertices in the c. elgans netw ork prefer—
entially associate w ith each other to form a highly cyclic,
highly symm etric core. O f these 66 vertices, half asso—
ciate exclisively w ith other vertices in this core. Since
these 33 vertices can be pem uted am ongst them selves
w ithouta ecting netw ork structure, they form an orbitof
length 33 (the largest orbit in the network). T he induced
subgraph on these 33 vertices is com plte, and therefore
has an autom orphism group of size 33!= 86833 103°
(5 s.f) which constitutes a signi cant proportion of the
symm etry of the network as a whole. The presence of
thishighly cyclic, highly sym m etric region dem onstrates
that not allreatw orld sym m etry derives from branching.

CONCLUSION S

In summ ary, we have shown that m any realworld net—
works are richly sym m etric and have traced the origin of
som e of this sym m etry to branching. Furthem ore, using
a sin ple m athem aticalm odel ofnetw ork grow th we have
shown that preferential attachm ent can increase symm e—
try in tree-like regions by encouraging the form ation of
multiple short branches. However, as illustrated by the
c. ekgans genetic requlatory netw ork, not all reatworld
network symm etry can be accounted for by branching
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FIG .3: Adjcency m atrices of genetic interaction net—
w ork s sorted by eigenvector centrality. E dges associated w ith
xed leaves are dark gray crosses, those associated w ith non—
trivialvertices are black circles and those associated w ith non—
leaf xed vertices are light gray points. Edges linking xed to
non-trivialvertices are colored asnon-trivial. (@) The Hum an
B cell genetic network. (o) The c. elegans genetic network.

alone.

Som e potentialbene ts ofgraph sym m etry are known
(symm etry enhances tolerance to attack E[S_s], for exam —
plk).- -However, -In- malworld networks-it - is- unclear
w hether-sueh bene-ts-derive- from -underkrngG orgarHiza—
tional principles { wih symm etry being incidental { or
w hether they are intrinsic to symm etry iself (growth
w ith preferential attachm ent also enhances tolerance to
attack [_§§], for exam ple). In other words, it is unclear if
symm etry is ever itself an organizing principle In net-
work evolution. E lucidation of the relationship between
sym m etry and selforganization and further investigation
of the sym m etry structure of realw orld netw orks is fer—
tile ground for fiiture research. W e anticipate that such
Investigations w ill signi cantly enrich our understanding
ofthe structure and behavior ofm any realw orld com plex
system s.
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