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W e show that,in contrastto classicalrandom graph m odels,m any real-world com plex system s{

including a variety ofbiologicalregulatory networksand technologicalnetworkssuch astheinternet

{ spontaneously self-organize to a richly sym m etric state.W econsidertheorganizationaloriginsof

sym m etry and �nd thatgrowth with preferentialattachm entconferssym m etry in highly branched

networks. W e deconstruct the autom orphism group of som e real-world networks and �nd that

som e,but not all,real-world sym m etry can be accounted for by branching. W e also uncover an

intriguing correspondencebetween thesizeoftheautom orphism group ofgrowing random treesand

the random Fibonaccisequences.

PACS num bers:89.75.-k 89.75.Fb 05.40.-a 02.20.-a

IN T R O D U C T IO N

The use ofcom plex networks to m odelthe underly-

ingtopology ofreal-world com plex system shasattracted

m uch research interest[1,2].Form ally,thestudy ofcom -

plex networksis underpinned by the m athem aticalthe-

ory ofgraphs[1],and it is a classicalresult ofrandom

graph theory thatalm ostalllargerandom (Erd�os-R�enyi)

graphsare asym m etric[3]. In thisletterwe considerthe

sym m etry structure ofa variety ofreal-world networks

and �nd that,in contrastto the classicalrandom graph

m odels,a rich degree ofsym m etry isubiquitousin real-

world com plex system s.

Sym m etry isasourceofgreatabstractbeauty[4]and is

ofgreatpracticalusein sim plifyingcom plex problem s[5].

Accordingly,sym m etry isa well-established cornerstone

ofm anybranchesofphysics[6,7].However,despiteawell

developed abstract theory ofgraph sym m etry[8,9,10],

the study ofsym m etry in real-world com plex networks

hasbeen lim ited.

In fact, when present, sym m etry provides a pow-

erful tool to understand network structure and func-

tion. Forexam ple,sym m etry can strongly a�ecta net-

work’s eigenvalue spectrum [11, 12]{ by giving rise to

degenerate eigenvalues, for instance[9] { causing it to

deviate from those of the classical ensem bles of ran-

dom m atrix theory[13,14]. Furtherm ore,sym m etry can

also have a profound in
uence on the dynam ics ofpro-

cesses taking place on networks[5,15]and m ay be ex-

ploited to reduce the com putationalcom plexity ofnet-

work algorithm s[16,17].

M athem atically,a network is a graph,G = G (V;E ),

with vertex set,V (ofsize N ),and edge set,E (ofsize

M ) where 2 vertices are connected ifthere is an edge

between them . Here we consider the sym m etry struc-

ture ofvarious real-world networks via their autom or-

phism group.An autom orphism isa perm utation ofthe

verticesofthe network which preservesadjacency. The

setofautom orphism sundercom position form sa group,

�G , ofsize aG [18]. Ifthe network is a m ulti-digraph,

we rem ove weights and directions and consider the au-

tom orphism group ofthe underlying graph. A network

is said to be sym m etric (respectively asym m etric) ifits

underlying graph has a nontrivial(respectively trivial)

autom orphism group and the degreeofnetwork sym m e-

try isquanti�ed by aG .In orderto com parenetworksof

di�erentsizeswith each otherwealso considerthequan-

tity rG = (aG =N !)1=N which m easuressym m etry relative

to m axim um possible sym m etry (the com plete graph on

N vertices and its com plem ent,the em pty graph on N

vertices, are the m ost sym m etric graphs, both having

aG = N !). O therm easuresofgraph sym m etry are con-

sidered elsewhere[9,19]. Here,the nauty program [20]{

which includes one ofthe m ost e�cient graph isom or-

phism algorithm s[21]{ is used to calculate the size and

structureofthe variousautom orphism groups.

Table I gives the size ofthe autom orphism group of

som ereal-worldcom plexnetworks,allofwhich arehighly

sym m etric. Since classicalErd�os-R�enyirandom graphs

aregenerallyasym m etric[3],thisrich degreeofsym m etry

is surprising and begs an explanation. The ubiquity of

sym m etry in disparate real-world system ssuggeststhat

itm ayberelated togenericself-organizationalprinciples.

In orderto begin to investigatetherelationship between

sym m etry and self-organization weconsiderhow thepro-

cessesofgrowth and preferentialattachm enta�ectsys-

tem sym m etry.

SY M M ET R Y A N D SELF-O R G A N IZA T IO N

Based upon theobservation thatm any real-world net-

works are continuously growing and that new vertices

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0609274v1
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Network N M aG rG

Hum an B CellG enetic Interactions[22] 5;930 64;645 5:9374� 10
13

4:6044� 10
�4

C.elegans G enetic Interactions[23] 2;060 18;000 6:9985� 10
161

1:5776� 10
�3

BioG RID datasets[24]:

Hum an 7;013 20;587 1:2607� 10485 4:5418� 10�4

S.cerevisiae 5;295 50;723 6:8622� 1064 5:2753� 10�4

Drosophila 7;371 25;043 3:0687� 10493 4:2993� 10�4

M us m usculus 209 393 5:3481� 10125 5:1081� 10�2

Internetatthe Autonom ousSystem sLevel[25] 22;332 45;392 1:2822� 1011;298 3:9009� 10�4

US PowerG rid[26] 4;941 6;594 5:1851� 10152 5:9011� 10�4

TABLE I:T he size ofthe autom orphism group ofsom e real-w orld netw orks.Thesize oftheautom orphism group of

the giantcom ponentisgiven (to 5 signi�cant�gures)which,in allcases,containsatleast93% ofthe verticesin the network.

G iantcom ponentswere extracted using Pajek[27].

often show a preference for attachm ent to m ore highly

connected vertices,Barab�asiand Albertproposed a sim -

ple m odelwhich accounted for the origin ofthe power-

law vertex degree distribution often seen in m any real-

world networks[28].Power-law degreedistributionshave

been widely discussed[29]and a num berofvariationsof

the Barab�asi-Albertm odelhave been suggested[30,31].

Here, we consider a sim ple variation based upon that

proposed by Pennock etal[31]. W e startwith the com -

pletegraph on k verticesasan initialseed.Ateach tim e

step the system isupdated by introducing a single new

vertex and k new edges which connect the new vertex

to thosealready in thesystem withoutallowing m ultiple

edges.Theprobability thatvertex vi ischosen attim et

to attach the new vertex to isgiven by

P (vi;t)= �
di(t)

2M (t)
+ (1� �)

1

N (t)
(1)

whereM (t)= k(k� 1)=2+ ktisthetotalnum berofedges

in thesystem attim et,di(t)isthedegreeofvertex vi at

tim et,N (t)= k+ tisthetotalnum berofverticesin the

system attim e tand 0 � � � 1.Thus,when � = 0 new

verticesareattached toold in apurely uniform ly random

way,and when � = 1 new verticesareattached to old in

a purely preferentialway.

Two distinct patterns ofbehavior em erge dependent

upon k,the num ber ofnew edges associated with each

new vertex. W hen k = 1,aG grows exponentially and

thesystem becom esincreasingly sym m etric(seeFig.1a);

while fork � 2,aG rapidly fallsto zero,and the system

becom es asym m etric for large tim e (see Fig.1d). This

discrepancy resultssincethetwo cases(k = 1 and k � 2)

representtwo fundam entally di�erent m odes ofgrowth.

W hen k = 1 every new vertex isattached to thenetwork

with only one new edge so cycles cannot arise and the

network isalwaysa tree.Alternatively,when k � 2 new

cyclesaregenerated with each new vertex addition,and

the network isnevera tree.

Parenthetically,these observationsalso suggestan in-

triguing relationship between the size of the autom or-

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
10

0

10
50

10
100

10
150

10
200

10
250

(a)

N

a
G

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 900 1000
1

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

1.7

1.8

N

a
G1
/N

(b)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
1

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

1.7

1.8

1.9

(c)

α

σ

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
10

0

10
5

10
10

10
15

10
20

10
25

10
30

(d)

N

a
G

FIG .1: T he e�ect of preferentialattachm ent on net-

w ork sym m etry. (a) G rowth ofthe autom orphism group

ofgrowing random trees (k= 1). M edian trajectories over50

M onte-Carlo sim ulationsforeach � from 0� 1 in increm ents

of0:1 are shown (arrow shows increasing �). For all� the

growth ofthe autom orphism group shows a clear exponen-

tialtrend. (b) W hen k = 1,lim N ! 1 a
1=N

G
= �(�) for all�

(m edian trajectoriesover50 sim ulationsareshown).Thetop

dotted lineisy = (1:132+ 0:618)
x
and thebottom dotted line

isy = 1:132
x
.(c)W hen k = 1,�(�)growsexponentially with

� showing that,for‘tree-like’growth,preferentialattachm ent

increasessystem sym m etry.(d)G rowth oftheautom orphism

group fork � 2. M edian trajectories over50 sim ulations for

k = 5;10;15;20;25 areshown (arrow givesincreasing k).Full

lines give trajectories for � = 1,dotted lines give trajecto-

ries for � = 0. W hen k � 2 the networks quickly becom e

asym m etric,with preferentialattachm enthaving little e�ect

on system sym m etry.

phism group in growing random trees and the random

Fibonaccisequences.Thefam iliarFibonaccisequenceis

generated by taking f1 = 1,f2 = 1 and fi = fi�1 + fi�2

for i � 3. Sim ilarly, the random Fibonaccisequences

are generated by taking r1 = 1, r2 = 1 and ri =

� ri�1 � ri�2 foralli� 3 where each � ischosen inde-
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FIG .2:G row th oftree autom orphism groups and the

random Fibonaccisequences.In both panels,k = 1. (a)

The m edian trajectory for � = 0 (full line) averaged over

50 sim ulations and the line y = (1:132)
x
(dotted). (b) The

m edian trajectory for� = 1 (fullline)averaged over50 sim -

ulationsand the line y = (1:132+ 0:618)
x
(dotted).

pendently with probability 0:5. Viswanath showed that

lim i! 1 jrij
1=i = v = 1:13198824:::[32]. Interestingly,

our num erical sim ulations suggest that when k = 1,

lim N ! 1 a
1=N

G
= �(�) for all � where �(�) is a con-

stant (the Lyapunov constant[33]) with �(0) = v and

�(1) = v + 1=�,where � = 1=2(1+
p
5) is the golden

ratio (seeFig.1b and Fig.2).

Although the m ajority oflarge random Erd�os-R�enyi

graphs are asym m etric[3], it is com m on for large ran-

dom treesto exhibita high degree ofsym m etry[34]. In-

tuitively,this is because the absence ofcycles in trees

m eansthatthenum beroftreecon�gurationsarecom bi-

natorially restricted (the set oftrees on N vertices is a

thin subsetofthe setofgraphson N vertices)and this

restriction can forcerepetition ofidenticalbranchesfrom

the sam e fork,endowing the tree with sym m etries. For

exam ple,every tree containsatleasttwo verticesofde-

gree 1[35]. These vertices are called leaves and are the

end pointsofbranches.W henevera branch endsin 2 or

m oreleavesan autom orphism naturally arisesby perm u-

tation ofthese leaveswhile holding allotherverticesin

the tree�xed.

Consequently,weconcludethattherich degreeofsym -

m etry seen in thek = 1 caseisdueto thefactthatthese

networksgrow astrees,ratherthan the m ode ofattach-

m entofnew verticesperse.However,we�nd that,given

that the network is growing as a tree, preferentialat-

tachm entincreasesnetwork sym m etry (see Fig.1a-c). A

heuristic explanation forthisisthatpreferentialattach-

m ent introduces a bias toward m ultiple short branches

and,probabilistically,shortbranches are m ore likely to

be repeated about the sam e fork than longer branches.

To seethisconsiderthefollowing two lim iting cases:(1)

in which new vertices are always attached to the m ost

highly connected vertex. Starting from a single vertex

thisgivesa t-star,St,attim etwhereonevertex hasde-

gree t,allothershave degree 1 and there are tbranches

oflength 1. In this case,aSt
= (t� 1)!for t � 3 and

the tree is alm ost m axim ally sym m etric. (2) in which

new verticesarealwaysattached to theleasthighly con-

nected vertex. Starting with a single vertex thisgivesa

path (thatis,a single long branch),Pt,attim e twith 2

verticesofdegree1 and t� 2 verticesofdegree2.In this

case,aPt
= 2 for allt > 1 and the graph is m inim ally

sym m etric.

These resultssuggestthatbranching m ay be a source

ofsym m etry in real-world system s. In order to see if

this is the case we considered the orbit structure of

som ereal-world networks.Foreach vertex v,in a graph

G , the orbit of v under the action of �G is the set

�G (v) = f
v 2 G :
 2 �G g[8]. W hen j�G (v)j= 1

the vertex is�xed (ortrivial)otherwise itisnon-trivial.

Since orbits are disjoint[8]the sym m etry structure ofa

network can be investigated by visualizing itsadjacency

m atrix and applying di�erent colors to di�erent orbits.

Asillustrative exam ples,Fig.3 givesthe adjacency m a-

trices ofthe hum an B celland c. elegans genetic regu-

latory networks. Here,in order further clarify network

structure,the rows and colum ns ofthe adjacency m a-

tricesare also sorted in descending orderby eigenvector

centrality (eigenvector centrality is a m easure ofvertex

im portance in a network,and is the basis ofnum erous

network algorithm s[1]).Fig.3a showsthatthe m ajority

ofautom orphism softheB cellnetwork areperm utations

ofleavesindicating that,asin random trees,branching

isthe dom inantsourceofsym m etry in thisnetwork.By

contrast, Fig. 3b shows that the sym m etry structure

ofthe c. elegans network is m uch m ore intricate,with

sym m etry arising both from branching (asevidenced by

m ovem entoftheleaves)and elsewhere.Forexam ple,the

66 m ostcentralverticesin thec.elegans network prefer-

entially associatewith each otherto form a highly cyclic,

highly sym m etric core. O fthese 66 vertices,halfasso-

ciate exclusively with other vertices in this core. Since

these 33 vertices can be perm uted am ongst them selves

withouta�ectingnetworkstructure,theyform an orbitof

length 33(thelargestorbitin thenetwork).Theinduced

subgraph on these 33 verticesiscom plete,and therefore

hasan autom orphism group ofsize 33!= 8:6833� 1036

(5 s.f.) which constitutesa signi�cantproportion ofthe

sym m etry ofthe network as a whole. The presence of

thishighly cyclic,highly sym m etricregion dem onstrates

thatnotallreal-world sym m etry derivesfrom branching.

C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,wehaveshown thatm any real-world net-

worksarerichly sym m etricand havetraced theorigin of

som eofthissym m etry to branching.Furtherm ore,using

a sim plem athem aticalm odelofnetwork growth wehave

shown thatpreferentialattachm entcan increasesym m e-

try in tree-like regionsby encouraging the form ation of

m ultiple shortbranches. However,asillustrated by the

c. elegans genetic regulatory network,notallreal-world

network sym m etry can be accounted for by branching
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FIG .3:A djacency m atrices ofgenetic interaction net-

w orkssorted byeigenvectorcentrality.Edgesassociated with

�xed leavesare dark gray crosses,those associated with non-

trivialverticesareblack circlesand thoseassociated with non-

leaf�xed verticesarelightgray points.Edgeslinking �xed to

non-trivialverticesarecolored asnon-trivial.(a)TheHum an

B cellgenetic network.(b)The c. elegans genetic network.

alone.

Som epotentialbene�tsofgraph sym m etry areknown

(sym m etry enhances tolerance to attack[19],for exam -

ple). However, in real-world networks it is unclear

whether such bene�ts derive from underlying organiza-

tionalprinciples { with sym m etry being incidental{ or

whether they are intrinsic to sym m etry itself (growth

with preferentialattachm entalso enhances tolerance to

attack[36],forexam ple). In otherwords,itisunclearif

sym m etry is ever itself an organizing principle in net-

work evolution. Elucidation ofthe relationship between

sym m etry and self-organization and furtherinvestigation

ofthe sym m etry structure ofreal-world networksisfer-

tile ground forfuture research.W e anticipate thatsuch

investigationswillsigni�cantly enrich ourunderstanding

ofthestructureand behaviorofm anyreal-worldcom plex

system s.
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