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A bstract

W e study transportpropertiessuch aselectricaland frictionless 
ow conductance

on scale-free and Erd}os-R�enyinetworks.W e consider the conductance G between

two arbitrarily chosen nodes where each link has the sam e unit resistance.O ur

theoreticalanalysis for scale-free networks predicts a broad range ofvalues ofG ,

with a power-law taildistribution �SF(G )� G �g G ,where gG = 2� � 1,where � is

the decay exponentforthe scale-free network degree distribution.W e con�rm our

predictions by sim ulations ofscale-free networks solving the K irchho� equations

for the conductance between a pair ofnodes.The power-law tailin �SF(G ) leads

to large values of G , thereby signi�cantly im proving the transport in scale-free

networks,com pared to Erd}os-R�enyinetworks where the tailof the conductivity
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distribution decaysexponentially.Based on a sim plephysical\transportbackbone"

picturewesuggestthattheconductancesofscale-freeand Erd}os-R�enyinetworkscan

beapproxim ated by ckA kB =(kA + kB )forany pairofnodesA and B with degrees

kA and kB .Thus,a singlequantity c,which dependson theaverage degreek ofthe

network,characterizestransporton both scale-free and Erd}os-R�enyinetworks.W e

determ inethatctendsto 1 forincreasing k,and itislargerforscale-free networks.

W e com pare the electricalresults with a m odelfor frictionless transport,where

conductance is de�ned as the num ber oflink-independent paths between A and

B ,and �nd that a sim ilar picture holds.The e�ects ofdistance on the value of

conductance are considered forboth m odels,and som e di�erencesem erge.Finally,

we use a recent data set for the router levelofthe Internet and con�rm that our

resultsare valid in thisreal-world exam ple.

Key words: Com plex networks,Transport,Di�usion,Conductance,Scaling

PACS:89.75.Hc,05.60.Cd

1 Introduction

Transportin m any random structuresis\anom alous,"i.e.,fundam entally dif-

ferentthan thatin regularspace [1,2,3].The anom aly isdue to the random

substrateon which transportisconstrained to takeplace.Random structures

arefound in m any placesin therealworld,from oilreservoirsto theInternet,

m aking the study ofanom alous transport properties a far-reaching �eld.In

thisproblem ,itisparam ounttorelatethestructuralpropertiesofthem edium

with thetransportproperties.

An im portant and recent exam ple ofrandom substrates is that ofcom plex

networks.Research on this topic has uncovered their im portance for real-
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world problem sasdiverseastheW orld W ideW eb and theInternettocellular

networksand sexual-partnernetworks[4].

Two distinct m odelsdescribe the two lim iting cases forthe structure ofthe

com plex networks.The�rstofthese istheclassic Erd}os-R�enyim odelofran-

dom networks[5],forwhich sitesare connected with a link with probability

p and disconnected (no link)with probability 1� p (see Fig.1).In thiscase

thedegreedistribution P(k),theprobability ofa nodeto havek connections,

isa Poisson

P(k)�

�

k
�k

e�k

k!
; (1)

where k �
P

1

k= 1kP(k)istheaveragedegree ofthenetwork.M athem aticians

discovered criticalphenom ena through this m odel.For instance,just as in

percolation on lattices,thereisa criticalvaluep= pc abovewhich thelargest

connected com ponentofthe network hasa m assthatscaleswith the system

size N ,but below pc,there are only sm allclusters of the order oflogN .

AnothercharacteristicofanErd}os-R�enyinetworkisits\sm all-world"property

which m eans that the average distance d (or diam eter) between allpairs of

nodesofthenetwork scalesaslogN [6].The otherm odel,recently identi�ed

asthecharacterizing topologicalstructureofm any realworld system s,isthe

Barab�asi-Albertscale-freenetwork and itsextensions[7,8,9],characterized by

a scale-freedegreedistribution:

P(k)� k
�� [km in � k � km ax]; (2)

The cuto� value km in representsthe m inim um allowed value ofk on the net-

work (km in = 2 here),and km ax � km inN
1=(��1),the typicalm axim um degree
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ofa network with N nodes[10,11].Thescale-freefeatureallowsa network to

havesom enodeswith alargenum beroflinks(\hubs"),unlikethecaseforthe

Erd}os-R�enyim odelofrandom networks[5,6].Scale-free networkswith � > 3

have d � logN ,while for2 < � < 3 they are \ultra-sm all-world" since the

diam eterscalesasd � loglogN [4,10].

Hereweextend ourrecentstudy oftransportin com plex networks[12,13].W e

�nd thatforscale-freenetworkswith � � 2,transportpropertiescharacterized

by conductance display a power-law taildistribution that is related to the

degree distribution P(k).The origin ofthispower-law tailisdue to pairsof

nodesofhigh degree which have high conductance.Thus,transportin scale-

free networks isbetterbecause ofthe presence oflarge degree nodes(hubs)

thatcarry m uch ofthe tra�c,whereasErd}os-R�enyinetworks lack hubsand

thetransportpropertiesarecontrolled m ainly by theaveragedegreek [6,14].

Also,wepresentasim plephysicalpictureoftransportin scale-freeand Erd}os-

R�enyinetworksand testitthrough sim ulations.Additionally,westudy aform

offrictionless transport,in which transport is m easured by the num ber of

independent paths between source and destination.These later results are

sim ilarto those in [15].The resultsofourstudy are relevantto problem sof

transport in scale-free networks,given that conductivity and di�usivity are

related by theEinstein relation [1,2,3].

The paper is structured as follows.Section 2 concentrates on the num erical

calculation oftheelectricalconductanceofnetworks.In Sec.3 a sim plephys-

icalpicturegivesa theoreticalexplanation oftheresults.Section 4 dealswith

the num ber oflink-independent paths as a form oftransport.In Sec.5 we

presenttheconclusionsand sum m arize theresultsin a coherentpicture.
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2 Transport in com plex netw orks

M ostofthework donesofarregardingcom plex networkshasconcentrated on

statictopologicalpropertiesoron m odelsfortheirgrowth [4,10,8,16].Trans-

portfeatureshavenotbeen extensively studied with theexception ofrandom

walks on speci�c com plex networks [17,18,19].Transport properties are im -

portantbecause they contain inform ation aboutnetwork function [20].Here

westudy theelectricalconductanceG between two nodesA and B ofErd}os-

R�enyiand scale-freenetworkswhen a potentialdi�erenceisim posed between

them .W eassum ethatallthelinkshaveequalresistancesofunitvalue[21].

To construct an Erd}os-R�enyinetwork,we begin with N nodes and connect

each pairwith probability p.To generate a scale-free network with N nodes,

we use the M olloy-Reed algorithm [22],which allowsforthe construction of

random networkswith arbitrary degreedistribution.W egenerateki copiesof

each node i,where ki is a random num ber taken from a distribution ofthe

form P(ki)� k
��
i .W e then random ly pairthese copiesofthenodesin order

to construct the network,m aking sure that two previously-linked nodes are

notconnected again,and also excluding linksofa nodeto itself[23].

W e calculate the conductance G ofthe network between two nodes A and

B using theKirchho� m ethod [24],where entering and exiting potentialsare

�xed to VA = 1 and VB = 0.W esolvethesetofN � 2 linearequations

NX

j= 1;j6= i

Vj � Vi

rij
= 0; 8i6= A;B (3)

representing the conservation ofcurrentatthenodes.The resistancesrij are

1 ifnodes iand j are connected,and in�nite ifiand j are not connected.
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Finally,the totalcurrent I � G entering at node A and exiting atnode B

iscom puted by adding theoutgoing currentsfrom A to itsnearestneighbors

through
P

j(VA � Vj),wherej runsovertheneighborsofA.

First,we analyze the probability density function (pdf) �(G) which com es

from �(G)dG,theprobabilitythattwonodesonthenetworkhaveconductance

between G and G + dG.To thisend,weintroducethecum ulativedistribution

F(G)�
R
1

G �(G 0)dG 0,shown in Fig.2(a)forthe Erd}os-R�enyiand scale-free

(� = 2:5 and � = 3:3,with km in = 2)cases.W euse the notation �SF(G)and

FSF(G)forscale-free,and �ER(G)and FER(G)forErd}os-R�enyi.Thefunction

FSF(G)forboth � = 2:5 and 3.3 exhibits a tailregion well�tby the power

law

FSF(G)� G
�(g G �1); (4)

and the exponent (gG � 1) increases with �.In contrast,FER(G) decreases

exponentially with G.

Increasing N doesnotsigni�cantly change FSF(G)(Fig.2(b))except foran

increase in the uppercuto� G m ax,where G m ax isthe typicalm axim um con-

ductance,corresponding to thevalueofG atwhich �SF(G)crossesoverfrom

a powerlaw to a fasterdecay.W eobserveno changeoftheexponentgG with

N .TheincreaseofG m ax with N im pliesthattheaverageconductanceG over

allpairsalso increasesslightly.

W e nextstudy the origin ofthe large valuesofG in scale-free networksand

obtain an analyticalrelation between � and gG .Larger values ofG require

thepresenceofm any parallelpaths,which wehypothesizearisefrom thehigh

degree nodes.Thus,we expect thatifeither ofthe degrees kA or kB ofthe
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enteringand exitingnodesissm all(e.g.kA > kB ),theconductanceG between

A and B issm allsincethereareatm ostk di�erentparallelbranchescom ing

outofanodewith degreek.Thus,asm allvalueofk im pliesasm allnum berof

possible parallelbranches,and thereforea sm allvalueofG.To observe large

G values,itisthereforenecessary thatboth kA and kB belarge.

W etestthishypothesisby largescalecom putersim ulationsoftheconditional

pdf�SF(GjkA;kB )forspeci�cvaluesoftheentering and exiting nodedegrees

kA and kB .Consider�rstkB � kA,and the e�ectofincreasing kB ,with kA

�xed.W e�nd that� SF(GjkA;kB )isnarrowly peaked (Fig.3(a))so thatitis

wellcharacterized by G �,the value ofG when �SF is a m axim um .W e �nd

sim ilarresultsforErd}os-R�enyinetworks.Further,forincreasing kB ,we �nd

[Fig.3(b)]G � increasesasG � � k�B ,with � = 0:96� 0:05 consistentwith the

possibility thatasN ! 1 ,� = 1 which weassum ehenceforth.

ForthecaseofkB & kA,G
� increaseslessfastthan kB ,ascan beseen in Fig.4

where we plotG �=kB against the scaled degree x � kA=kB .The collapse of

G �=kB fordi�erentvaluesofkA and kB indicatesthatG � scalesas

G
� � kB f

 

kA

kB

!

: (5)

Below westudy thepossibleorigin ofthisfunction.

3 Transport backbone picture

The behavior ofthe scaling function f(x) can be interpreted using the fol-

lowing sim pli�ed \transport backbone" picture [Fig.4 inset],for which the
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e�ective conductanceG between nodesA and B satis�es

1

G
=

1

G A

+
1

G tb

+
1

G B

; (6)

where 1=G tb is the resistance ofthe \transportbackbone" while 1=G A (and

1=G B )are the resistances ofthe setoflinks nearnode A (and node B )not

belonging to the\transportbackbone".ItisplausiblethatG A islinearin kA,

so we can write G A = ckA.Since node B isequivalentto node A,we expect

G B = ckB .Hence

G =
1

1=ckA + 1=ckB + 1=G tb

= kB
ckA=kB

1+ kA=kB + ckA=G tb

; (7)

so thescaling function de�ned in Eq.(5)is

f(x)=
cx

1+ x + ckA=G tb

�
cx

1+ x
: (8)

The second equality follows ifthere are m any parallelpaths on the \trans-

portbackbone" so that1=G tb � 1=ckA [25].The prediction (8)isplotted in

Fig.4 forboth scale-free and Erd}os-R�enyinetworksand the agreem entwith

the sim ulationssupportsthe approxim ate validity ofthe transportbackbone

pictureofconductancein scale-freeand Erd}os-R�enyinetworks.

Theagreem entof(8)with sim ulationshasa striking im plication:theconduc-

tanceofa scale-freeand Erd}os-R�enyinetworksdependson only onequantity

c.Further,sincethedistribution ofFig.3(a)issharply peaked,a singlem ea-

surem entofG forany valuesofthedegreeskA and kB oftheentranceand exit

nodessu�ces to determ ine G �,which then determ ines c and hence through

Eq.(8)theconductanceforallvaluesofkA and kB .
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W ith regards to quantity c,�rst note it should grow,up to its upper lim it

1,as the num ber ofconnections increases.For instance,a com plete graph

has conductance N =2 which,ifcom pared to Eq.(7),indicates that indeed

c! 1.Thissuggeststesting casa function oftheaveragedegreek.In Fig.5

we present results for both scale-free and Erd}os-R�enyinetworks.The m ost

im portantfeature isthatthere seem sto be a power-law decay of1� c with

respect to k.W e �nd that the dependence is ofthe form 1� c � k
q
,with

q= � 1:37� 0:02forErd}os-R�enyiand q= � 1:69� 0:02forscale-free.Also,we

observe thatc forErd}os-R�enyinetworks,atleastin the region ofk studied,

is lower than for scale-free networks.As k increases,transport on scale-free

networksbecom esincreasingly betterthan in Erd}os-R�enyinetworks,because

ciscloserto oneforthesam ek.

W ithinthis\transportbackbone"picture,wecananalyticallycalculateFSF(G).

The key insight necessary for this calculation is that G � � kB ,when kB �

kA,and we assum e that G � kB is also valid given the narrow shape of

�SF(GjkA;kB ).Thisim pliesthattheprobability ofobserving conductance G

isrelated to kB through �SF(G)dG � M (kB )dkB ,whereM (kB )istheproba-

bility that,when to nodesA and B arechosen atrandom ,kB isthem inim um

degree.Thiscan becalculated analytically through

M (kB )� P(kB )

km axZ

kB

P(kA)dkA (9)

Perform ing theintegration weobtain forG < G m ax

�SF(G)� G
�g G [gG = 2� � 1]: (10)
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Hence,for FSF(G),we have FSF(G) � G�(2��2) .To test this prediction,we

perform sim ulationsforscale-freenetworksand calculatethevaluesofgG � 1

from the slope ofa log-log plotofthe cum ulative distribution FSF(G).From

Fig.6(b)we�nd that

gG � 1= (1:97� 0:04)� � (2:01� 0:13): (11)

Thus,them easured slopesareconsistentwith thetheoreticalvaluespredicted

by Eq.(10)[26].

The transport backbone conductance G tb ofscale-free networks can also be

studied through itspdf	 SF (see Fig.7).To determ ine G tb,we considerthe

contribution totheconductanceofthepartofthenetwork with pathsbetween

A and B ,excluding the contributionsfrom the vicinitiesofnodesA and B ,

which are determ ined by the quantity c.The m ostrelevantfeature in Fig.7

isthat,fora given � value,both 	 SF and �(G)have equaldecay exponents,

suggestingthatthey arealsorelated to� asEq.(11).Figure7alsoshowsthat

thevaluesofG tb aresigni�cantly largerthan G.

4 N um ber oflink-independent paths:transport w ithout friction

In m any system s,itisthe nature ofthe transportprocessthatthe particles


owing through thenetwork linksexperience no friction.Forexam ple,thisis

thecase in an electricalsystem m adeofsuper-conductors[27],orin thecase

ofwater
ow along pipes,iffrictionale�ectsare m inor.Otherexam ples are


ow ofcarsalong tra�c routes,and perhapsm ostim portant,the transport

ofinform ation in com m unication networks.Com m on to allthese processes
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is that,the quality ofthe transport is determ ined by the num ber oflink-

independentpathsleadingfrom thesourcetothedestination (andthecapacity

ofeach path),and notby the length ofeach path (asisthe case forsim ple

electricalconductance).In this section,we focuson non-weighted networks,

and de�netheconductance,asthenum beroflink-independentpathsbetween

a given source and destination A and B .W e nam e thistransportprocessas

them ax-
ow m odel,and denotetheconductanceasG M F.Fastalgorithm sfor

solving the m ax-
ow problem ,given a network and a pair (A;B ) are well

known within thecom putersciencecom m unity [28].W eapply thosem ethods

to random scale-free and Erd}os-R�enyinetworks,and observe sim ilaritiesand

di�erencesfrom theelectricalconductancetransportm odel.M ax-
ow analysis

has been applied recently for com plex networks in general[15,29],and for

the Internetin particular[30],where itwasused asa signi�canttoolin the

structuralanalysisoftheunderlying network.

W e �nd,that in the m ax-
ow m odel,just as in the electricalconductance

case,scale-freenetworksexhibita power-law decay ofthedistribution ofcon-

ductances with the sam e exponent (and thus very high conductance values

are possible),while in Erd}os-R�enyinetworks,the conductance decays expo-

nentially (Fig.8(a)).In orderto betterunderstand thisbehavior,weplotthe

scaled-
ow G �

M F
=kB asa function ofthescaled-degreex � kA=kB (Fig.8(b)).

Itcan beseen thatthetransition atx = 1 issharp.Forallx < 1 (kA < kB ),

G �

M F
= x (orG �

M F
= kA),whileforx > 1 (kB < kA),G

�

M F
= 1 (orG �

M F
= kB ).

In otherwords,theconductancesim ply equalsthem inim um ofthedegreesof

A and B .In thesym bolsofEq.(7),thisalso im pliesthatc! 1;i.e.scale-free

networksareoptim alfortransportin them ax-
ow sense.Thederivation lead-

ing to Eq.(10)becom esthen exact,so thatthe distribution ofconductances
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isgiven again by �M F;SF(G M F)� G
�(2��1)

M F .

Thispictureofthetransportisseen when them inim um degreein thenetwork

iskm in = 2.W hen them inim um degreeisallowed to takevaluesin therange

between 1and 2[31],we�nd thatG M F / m infkA;kB g,butthetwoquantities

arenolongerequal.Thisre
ectsthefactthatasthem inim um network degree

islowered,thenetwork becom esm oredilute,such thattwo pathsstarting at

the source m ightintersectatsom e link inside the backbone.In otherwords,

the conductance ofthe backbone isstillhigh,butno longerin�nite.Thisis

illustrated in Fig.9(a),where we plotthe average conductance G M F vs.the

m inim um degreeofthesourceand sink m infkA;kB g,and �nd thatwhilethe

relation between the two variables is linear,the slope is not necessarily 1.

Nevertheless,askm in approaches2,theslopebecom es1,which indicatesthat

a su�cientcondition forthe network to have in�nite backbone conductivity

is km in � 2.This is illustrated again in Fig.9(b),where the distribution of

conductancevaluesG M F for�xed m infkA;kB g isplotted.

W ehaveso farobserved thatthem ax-
ow m odelisquitesim ilarto electrical

conductance,by m eansofhavinga�nitepossibility of�ndingvery high values

ofconductance.Also,thefactthatthem inim um degreeplaysadom inantrole

in the num ber oflink-independent paths m akes the scaling behavior ofthe

electricaland frictionlessproblem ssim ilar.Only when the conductances are

studied asa function ofdistance,som edi�erencesbetween theelectricaland

frictionlesscasesbegin toem erge.In Fig,10(a),weplotthedependenceofthe

averageconductanceG M F with respecttothem inim um degreem in(kA;kB )of

thesourceand sink,fordi�erentvaluesoftheshortestdistance‘A B between A

and B ,and �nd thatG M F isindependentof‘A B asthecurvesfordi�erent‘A B

12



overlap.Thisresultisa consequence ofthefrictionlesscharacterofthe m ax-


ow problem .However,when weconsidertheelectricalcase,thisindependence

disappears.This isillustrated in Fig,10(b),where G isalso plotted against

the m inim um degree m in(kA;kB ),butin thiscase,curveswith di�erent‘A B

no longer overlap.From the plot we �nd that G decreases as the distance

increases.This is explained using the observation of[32],that the average

shortest distance between the source and the sink is inversely proportional

to the (logarithm ofthe product)oftheirdegrees.Thus,on average,shorter

distances are attributed to higher degrees,which in turn are connected by

largerconductance.Finally,itisinteresting to notethatthedependenceofG

with respectto ‘A B isslowerthan linear.

In orderto testthe validity ofourresultsin realnetworks,we m easured the

conductance G
(I)

M F on the m ostup to date m ap ofthe Autonom ousSystem s

(AS)levelofthe Internetstructure [34].From Fig.11 we �nd thatthe slope

oftheplot,which correspondsto gG � 1 from Eq.(10),isapproxim ately 2.3,

im plying that� � 2:15� 0:05.Thisvalueof� isin good agreem entwith the

valueofthedegreedistribution exponentfortheInternetobserved in [34].

5 Sum m ary

In sum m ary,we �nd that the conductance ofscale-free networks is highly

heterogeneous,and depends strongly on the degree ofthe two nodes A and

B .Ourresultssuggestthatthetransportconstantsarealso heterogeneousin

these networks,and depend on thedegreesofthestarting and ending nodes.

W ealso�nd apower-law tailfor� SF (G)and relatethetailexponentgG tothe

exponent� ofthe degree distribution P(k).Thispowerlaw behaviorm akes
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scale-freenetworksbetterfortransport.Ourwork isconsistentwith a sim ple

physicalpicture ofhow transport takes place in scale-free and Erd}os-R�enyi

networks.This,so called \transportbackbone" picture consistsofthe nodes

A and B and theirvicinities,and the restofthe network,which constitutes

the transportbackbone.Because ofthe greatnum ber ofparallelpaths con-

tained in thetransportbackbone,transporttakesplaceinsidewith very sm all

resistance,and therefore the dom inating e�ect ofresistance com es from the

vicinity ofthenode(A orB )with thesm allestdegree.Thisscenario appears

to bevalid forboth theelectricaland frictionlessm odels,asclearly indicated

by the sim ilarity in the results.The quantity c,which characterizes trans-

portfora com plex network exhibits a behavior ofthe form 1� k
q
forboth

scale-free and Erd}os-R�enyinetworks in the electricalm odel,and in the fric-

tionlessm odelc= 1 in m ostcases.W eobserve thatask increases,scale-free

networksbecom eprogressively betterthan Erd}os-R�enyinetworksin electrical

transport.

Finally,we point outthatourstudy can be extended further.Forinstance,

it has been found recently that m any real-world scale-free networks possess

fractalproperties[33].However,random scale-freeand Erd}os-R�enyinetworks,

which arethesubjectofthisstudy,donotdisplay fractality.Sincefractalsub-

stratesalso lead to anom aloustransport[1,2,3],itwould beinteresting to ex-

plorethee�ectoffractality on transportand conductancein fractalnetworks.

Thiscaseisexpected tohaveanom alouse�ectsdueto both theheterogeneity

ofthe degree distribution and to the fractality ofthe network.Furtherm ore,

the e�ecton conductivity and transportofthe correlation between distance

oftwo nodesand theirdegree[32]should befurtherinvestigated.
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(a)
(b)

Fig.1.(a) Schem atic ofan Erd}os-R�enyinetwork ofN = 12 and p = 1=6.Note

thatin thisexam ple ten nodeshave k = 2 connections,and two nodeshave k = 1

connections.This illustrates the fact that for Erd}os-R�enyinetworks,the range of

values ofdegree is very narrow,typically close to k.(b) Schem atic ofa scale-free

network ofN = 12,km in = 2 and � � 2.W e note the presence ofa hub with

km ax = 8 which isconnected to m any oftheotherlinksofthenetwork.
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Fig.2.(a)Com parison fornetworkswith N = 8000 nodesbetween the cum ulative

distribution functionsofconductance forthe Erd}os-R�enyiand the scale-free cases

(with � = 2:5 and 3.3).Each curve represents the cum ulative distribution F (G )

vs.G .The sim ulations have at least 106 realizations.(b)E�ect ofsystem size on

FSF(G )vs.G forthe case � = 2:5.The cuto� value ofthe m axim um conductance

G m ax progressively increasesasN increases.
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Fig.3.(a) The pdf�SF(G jkA ;kB ) vs.G for N = 8000,� = 2:5 and kA = 750

(kA is close to the typicalm axim um degree km ax = 800 for N = 8000).(b) M ost

probablevaluesG �,estim ated from them axim a ofthedistributionsin Fig.3(a),as

a function ofthedegree kB .Thedata supporta powerlaw behaviorG � � k�
B
with

� = 0:96� 0:05.
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Fig.4. Scaled m ost probable conductance G �=kB vs.scaled degree x � kA =kB

for system size N = 8000 and � = 2:5, for several values of kA and kB : 2

(kA = 8, 8 � kB � 750), } (kA = 16, 16 � kB � 750), 4 (kA = 750,

4 � kB � 128),
 (k B = 4,4 � kA � 750),5 (kB = 256,256 � kA � 750),

and . (kB = 500,4 � kA � 128).The curve crossing the sym bolsisthe predicted

function G �=kB = f(x)= cx=(1+ x)obtained from Eq.(8).W e also show G �=kB

vs.scaled degree x � kA =kB forErd}os-R�enyinetworkswith k = 2:92,4 � kA � 11

and kB = 4 (sym bol� ).The curve crossing the sym bolsrepresentsthe theoretical

resultaccording to Eq.(8),and an extension ofthisline to representthe lim iting

value ofG �=kB (dotted-dashed line).The probability ofobserving kA > 11 is ex-

trem ely sm allin Erd}os-R�enyinetworks,and thusweareunableto obtain signi�cant

statistics.The scaling function f(x),asseen here,exhibitsa crossover from a lin-

ear behavior to the constant c (c = 0:87� 0:02 for scale-free networks,horizontal

dashed line,and c = 0:55 � 0:01 for Erd}os-R�enyi,dotted line).The inset shows

a schem atic ofthe \transportbackbone" picture,where the circles labeled A and

B denote nodes A and B and their associated links which do not belong to the

\transportbackbone".
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The scale-free networks display a power-law decay with exponent � 1:69 � 0:02,

whereasthe Erd}os-R�enyinetworksexhibita decay exponentof� 1:37� 0:02.
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Fig. 6. (a) Sim ulation results for the cum ulative distribution FSF(G ) for � be-

tween 2.5 and 3.5,consistent with the power law FSF � G �(g G �1) (cf.Eq.(10)),

showing the progressive change of the slope gG � 1. (b) The exponent gG � 1

from sim ulations (circles) with 2:5 < � < 4:5; shown also is a least square �t

gG � 1 = (1:97 � 0:04)� � (2:01 � 0:13),consistent with the predicted expression
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Fig. 8. (a) Cum ulative distribution of link-independent paths (conductance)

FM F(G M F)vs.G M F com pared with the electricalconductance distributionstaken

from Fig.2.W e see that the scaling is indeed the sam e for both m odels,butthe

proportionality constantofFM F(G M F)vs.G M F islargerforthefrictionlessproblem .

(b) Scaled m ost probable num ber ofindependentpaths G �

M F
=kB as a function of

thescaled degreekA =kB forscale-freenetworksofN = 8000,� = 2:5 and km in = 2.

Thebehaviorissharp,and showshow G �

M F
isa function ofonly the m inim um k.
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Fig. 10. (a) Average conductance G M F vs.m inim um degree m in(kA ;kB ) of the

source and sink A and B for di�erent values of the shortest distance ‘A B .The

relation isindependentof‘A B indicating theindependenceofG M F on thedistance.

The network has N = 8000,� = 2:5,km in = 2.(b) Average conductance G vs.

m inim um degree m in(kA ;kB ) ofthe source and sink A and B for di�erent values

ofdistance ‘A B .The independence ofG with respectto ‘A B breaksdown and,as

‘A B increases,G decreases.O nceagain,N = 8000 and � = 2:5,buttheaveragehas

been perform ed forvariouskB < kA and kA = 750.
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