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Evidence of universality for the M ay-W igner stability theorem for random networks
w ith localdynam ics
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W e consider a random netw ork of nonlinearm aps exhibiting a w ide range of localdynam ics, w ith the links having nom ally
distribbuted interaction strengths. T he stability of such a system is exam ined In tem s of the asym ptotic fraction of nodes that
persist in a non-zero state. Scaling results show that the probability of survival in the steady state agrees rem arkably wellw ith
theM ay-W igner stability criterion derived from linear stability argum ents. T his suggests universality ofthe com plexiy-stability
relation for random networks w ith respect to arbitrary global dynam ics of the system .

T he relation between the structure of a network and
its dynam ical properties has been a problem of long-—
standing in portance in many elds, especially in theo-
retical ecology [}']. A majpradvance in this area was the
suggestion by M ay that the stability of a network can
be inferred from an analysis of the interactions between
the netw ork elem ents '_Q]. Con ning attention only to the
local stability of an arbirary equilbrium of the dynam —
ics, one can ignore explicit dynam ics and look at only
the leading eigenvalies of the linear stability m atrix. A s—
sum ing that the netw ork interactions are random , rigor-
ous results on the eigenvalue spectra of random m atrices
can be applied i_:%]. If the stability m atrix is com prised of
elem ents from a nom aldistribution w ith zero m ean and
variance 2, then the network is aln ost certainly stable
ifNC 2 < 1, and unstablk otherw ise. N is the num ber
ofnodes In the network and C is the netw ork connectiv—
iy, ie., the probability that any two given elem ents of
the netw ork are coupled to each other, asre ected in the
sparsity of the m atrix B/4]. This result is often referred
to asthe M ay-W igner stability theorem B].

M ay’s suggestion that increasing network com plexity
leads to decrease In stability was supported by earlier
num erical sin ulations t_é], but it ran counter to the em —
pircally established conventionalw isdom that biodiver—
sity prom otes ecosystem stability. T he originalresult has
been criticized on the ground that it is obtained by lin—
earizing about an assum ed equilbbrium , and so is nappli-
cable when either the perturbations from the equilibrium
are large, or, the dynam icsdoesnot settledown toa xed
point attractor (eg., they m ight undergo periodic oscik-
lations as in a Lotka-Volterra type system ). T he ensuing
stability vs diversity debate in ecology has resulted in a
large body of literature attem pting to resolve this issue
onew ay oranother E?:]. A though m uch ofthe controversy
m ay have been due to the m ethods that di erent groups
used to measure com plexity and stability [_8], and the
tw o apparently opposing conclisions have been resolved
In the speci ¢ context of a comm unity assembly m odel
E], the general question of whether netw ork com plexity
is conducive to the long-tem persistence of the nodes
rem ains unresolved. In addition to ecological netw orks,
phenom ena where the survival of nodes In a network

m aybe of relevance are power grid breakdown, nancial
m arket crashes, etc., in short, any system that is sus-
ceptble to sudden collapse. Further, since the present

problem is related to the persistence of a tra fctory in

a high-din ensional space w ith absorbing boundaries, it

is also of considerable relevance to the general question

of persistence in non-equilbrium system s that has seen

a huge spurt of interest recently EI(_i]

In this paper, we report results on the role that net-
work com plexity plays on global stability (in contrast to
local stability) of a network, by looking at the persis—
tence of individual nodes in a netw ork of random ly cou—
pled nonlinearm aps undergoing a w ide range of localdy—
nam ics. W e observe that the results of the M ay-W igner
theorem seem to be valid universally, nam ely, increasing
the num ber of interactions per node or increasing inter—
action strength will give rise to increased lkelhood of
extinction. This evidence of universality (in the sense of
being independent of the local dynam ics at the nodes)
has bearing on network problm s in general [[1,13], as
i addresses an issue which arises in m any di erent con-—
texts, nam ely: what is the signi cance of local dynam ics
on network stability, especially in situations where the
dynam ics can ke widely varying.

P revious work on including explicit dynam ics In net—
work m odels m ostly involved generalized Lotka-Volterra
type ordinary di erential equations (ODEs) :_[1_'3]. How—
ever, In the absence of interaction betw een the nodes, the
Jocaldynam ics In such a system is trivial. In contrast,
considering random Iy coupled m aps as a m odel oor the
dynam icalnetwork allow s us to consider very general Io—
caldynam ics, incliding chaos. In the speci ¢ context of
ecological netw orks, this is a reasonable assum ption for
the population dynam ics of individual species. In addi-
tion, the use ofcoupled m apsallow usto work w ith m uch
larger netw orks, com pared to m odels ncorporating re—
alistic consum er-resource con gurations used to analyze
sin ple com m unities w ith very few species, whose results
aredi cuk to scale to larger ecosystem s I_l-é_l']

Our model has N dynam ical elem ents In a network
w ith random nonlocal connectivity, for instance repre—
senting an ecological network of N interacting species.
Each node i= 1:::N ) is associated wih a continuous
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state variable x, (1) which represents the relative pop-—
ulation density of the ith species at tine n. The in—
teraction between two species is represented by Lotka—
Volterra type relation, w ith the sign of the coupling co-
e clent Jij detem ining either a predatorprey relation
(i3 > 0;J41 < 0), competition (Ji3;J5; < 0) ormutual-
ism (Ji37J51 > 0). The tim eevolution of the system is
given by

Xny1 @) = £kn WEL+ 5J55%0 )L @)

where £ represents the local on-site dynam ics. For the
results shown In this paper we have chosen f to be the
exponentialm ap,

rl x)

f x) = xe ; ifx > 0; = 0; otherw ise: )
r being the nonhneanty param eter leading from periodic
behavior to chaos fl5] This is a much m ore realistic
m odelofpopulation dynam icsthan the logisticm ap, and
in contrast to the latter, isde ned overthe sam :=n nite
interval 0;1 ]ratherthana nite, bounded interval. O ur
results also hold for otherm odels ofpopulation dynam ics
such asthe Belbwsmap, £ (x) = rx=(1+ x°) [L6]. These
m apshave the property that they do not go extinct in the
absence of coupling, as we are interested not in intrinsic
Instability of the species, but rather in the instabiliyy
induced by netw ork interactions.

The connectivity m atrix J = f£Jiyg is a sparse m atrix
w ith probability 1 C that an elem ent is zero. The di-
agonal entries Ji3; = 0 indicate that in the absence of
Interaction w ith other species, the exponentialm ap (2)
com pletely determ ines the population dynam ics of each
species. The non-zero entries in the m atrix are chosen
from a nom aldistribution w ith m ean 0 and variance 2.
Note that we have also used uniform distrdbution over
the Interval [ ; ] wihout any qualitative changes in
the results. The results reported below are for paralel
updating; sin ilar results hold for random sequentialup-
dating. A lso, our results hold for interaction couplings
other than the one used above. For exam ple, the follow —
ng type of coupling:

Kny1 @) = L&y DI+ 5T5E ka AIEKa Q) )

gives resuls sim ilar to that reported in this paper.

T he linear stability criteria for random netw orks pro-—
vides a relation between the parameters N, C and
However, since we are considering explicit local dynam —
ics, we have an additional param eter, r. In our work,
Instead of looking at linear stability, we shall consider
persistence, ie., the probability that a site has a non-
zero value of x, as the m easure of stability of the system .
A lthough som e early work on survival and extinction of
species In a coupled netw ork were done in restricted con—
texts of exc]us:lye]y com petitive {li or cooperative in—
teractions fl8], no system atic study has been previously
m ade on whether the M ay criterion is valid in the pres-
ence of local dynam ics, ncorporating all kinds of inter—
actions between species.

Initially, allthe N species have population values ran—
dom }y distrbuted about x = 1. Inm ediately after start—
ng the sin ulation the num ber of persistent species (ie.,
wih x > 0) decreases rapidly, but eventually attains a
steady state value which is a function of the system pa-
ram eters. Note that, if x 0 for any species, it is re—
moved from the system and subsequently plays no fur-
ther role. A fter a serdes of such extinctions, the e ec—
tive num ber of nteracting species decreases and, conse—
quently, the Intensity of such extinction-inducing uctua—
tions is also reduced. W e have continued the sim ulations
rup to 10* iterations, when the probability of fiurther
extinctions was found to becom e extremely anall. W e
then look at the fraction of species which survive as a
function of the m odel param eters Fig. 1). The resuls
qualitatively agree with the M ay criterion for stability,
In that, ncreasing com plexity (In temm s of size, connec—
tivity and interaction strength of the netw ork) decreases
stability, w ith a larger proportion of species liable to get
extinct. N ote that the M ay criterion was derived on the
basis of local stability, whereas here we are considering
the species persistence, a m easure of global stability.

Fig. 1(a) shows the ratio of persistent species N s
w ith respect to the Initial number of species N . This
ratio N pes=N appears to vary as 1=N for JargeN . This
Indicatesthat the num ber of surviving goecies is indepen—
dent ofN . Agreem entw th W ignerM ay stability results
is also seen for the 1=C variation of surviving fraction
w ith connectivity Fig. 1({)). Fig. 1(c) show s that the
fraction of survivors depend on the interaction strength
param eter asl= * where the exponent z is an increas—
Ing function of the connectivity C . This dependence is
expected because, ifC isdecreased whilkekeepingN  xed,
the e ective num ber of other species that a species inter—
actsw ith, isdecreased. In the Im £ C ! 0, every species
is independent of all other species, and w ill persist w ith
probability 1. Finally, we digolay the survival fraction
against the nonlineariy param eter r ofthe localm ap. It
is clearly evident that one obtains a an ooth m onotonic
variation of the survival fraction w ith respect to r F ig.
1d)). Thisa priorim ay seem surprising, since the local
m ap hasa signi cant range ofdiverse dynam ics including
w Indow s of periodic and chaotic behavior and this isnot
re ected atallin the gure.

To understand these results, we analyze the probabil-
ity ofsurvivalofany species in the steady state. A species
iwill becom e extinct if its population x; becom es nega—
tive at a particular tin e. By looking at the equations de—
scribing the system , one notes that this isonly possble if

3J13x3 < 1. Therefore, the probability of survivalofa
species isessentially equivalent toP ( jJi5x5 >  1).The
distrdbution of P ( 3Ji5%5) has a power law distrdbution
about ispeak at zero, and G aussian tails. W e now scale
this distrbution w ith respect to thedi erent netw ork pa—
ram eters, as scaling in non-equilbbriuim phenom ena is the
m ost sensitive and stringent test of universality.

Fig. 2 show s the scaling ofP ( 3Ji3x4) with the con—
nectivity C which goesas C 'g.(C ;Ji5%4) where



ge is the scaling function independent of C, Inplying
CP ( 3Ji3x5 > 1)  constant. Therefore, the proba-
bility of survival varies as 1=C, in exact agreem ent
w ith the results obtained from lnear stability analysis.
Theexponent = 02 0:02 Pora wide range ofvaluesof
and r. Sin ilar agreem ent is seen forthe variation ofthe
probability of survivalw ih  Eig. 3). T he scaling data
show that P ( jJinj) 2g ( jJinj), where g
is the scaling function, so that the survival probability
varies as 1= 2. The exponent varies in the range
01{02,decreasingwith rand wih C .

The variation wih the map nonlhearity param eter
how ever has no analog in the previous work on random
networks. W e observe that the relevant param eter is the
In age of the critical point of the m ap, rather than r i—
self. This point x® @* = e® 1) =r gives a m easure of the
width of the chaotic attractor [I9]. Since this increases
the interval over which the probability of ( jJijx5) is
observed, we have nom alized the argum ent of the scal-
ing finction by dividing it by x7 *. Fig. 4 shows the
scaling of P ( 3J313%X5) &De®) g [&TA*) L yTixy),
where g, is the scaling function. T herefore, the proba-—
bility of survival varies as 7 **) , wih the exponent

= 31 0:1 PbrawiderangeofvaliesofC and . Inter-
estingly, when the localdynam ics is given by the Bellow s
m ap, we again obtain 3.

The above scaling results show that the com plexiy-—
stability relations obtained by M ay hold true not only
qualitatively, but also quantitatively, when we introduce
explicit Iocal dynam ics of the network elem ents. The
exact nonlinearity of the m ap, as would be re ected in,
eg., the Lyapunov exponent, does not enter any of the
results, which suggests that these relations are univer-
saland independent of details of the localdynam ics. In
addition, the results rem ain valid even ifthe localnonlin—
earity param eter r for allthe N m aps is not a constant,
but varies according to a uniform random distribution
between r= 2 and r= 4.

The power speI;t:ta of quantities such as the total sys—
tem population, . ,x; @hich can be identi ed with
\biom ass" in the ecological context), hasa low frequency
scaling given by : S (f) f wih 1 < < 2. In
addition, the distribution of populations P (x) is a clear
powerlaw:P x) x ,wih 1 or su ciently high
r Fig. 4 (nset)] A1

In sum m ary, ourwork addresses one ofthe strong crit—
icism s against the w ider applicability ofthe M ay-W igner
resuls, nam ely their assum ption ofan equilbrium . Here
we have a range of dynam ics at the local level and cer—
tainly no dynam ical equilbrium at the global level, as
populations are always uctuating. Rather we have a
non-equilbrium steady state w here the survival fraction
attains stationarity. The stability of our dynam ically
m ore com plex network however still obeys the M ay cri-
terion, and increasing com plexity (in tem s of size, con—
nectivity and interaction strength of the network) leads
to greater Instability, resulting in a larger proportion of

speciesbecom ing extinct E-]_;] Scaling results ofthe prob—
ability distrdbution of the interaction term in the sta—
tionary state indicate that the stability of the network
varies as Nc%,verymuch In agreem entw ith theM ay—
W ignerresults. W ealso nd that the stability ofthe net-
work scales w ith the nonlinearity param eter of the local
m aps in a sn ooth m onotonic fashion, w ith the relevant
scaling variable being the maxinum valie that x can
take (which dependsm onotonically on the nonlnearity).
T hese observations hold for networks w ith w idely vary—
ing localdynam ics aswell as for di erent updating and
coupling schem es, underscoring a rem arkable universality
and increasing the scope of relevance ofthe M ay-W igner
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R0] An additional feature of the distribution is that it is
bounded precisely at Xm ax, and there is a buildup of
probability at x ! Xp ax - Interestingly, this kind of dis—
tribution, nam ely power law scaling at the lower end and
an enhanced probability at the outer bound of the dis-
trdbution, is seen In critical states arising In netw orks of
nonlinear m aps under threshold activated coupling. See,
eg., S.Sinhhaand D .Biswas, Phys.Rev.Lett. 71 (1993)
2010.
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R1] The results hold qualitatively even w hen the connectivity
m atrix has a an allworld topology. See, eg., S. Sinha,
Physica A 346 (2005) 147.
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FIG.1l. The fraction of persistent nodes plotted against
the m odel param eters: (a) the initial num ber of nodes, N
( = 0d4; :C = 0l;r= 2,2: C = 01;,r = 4, 4:
C=1r=2,5:C = 1;r= 4; ) connectivity, C N = 100,

= 045; :r=2,2:r= 3,4: r= 4); () standard
deviation, N = 100, r= 4;4 :C = 04,2:C = 025,
5:C =05, :C = 1); d) the nonlihearity param eter, r
N = 100, = 04; :C =01d,2:C = 05,4:C = 09).
The data is cbtained after 10* iterations and averaged over
5000 realizations.
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FIG.2. The scaling of 3Ji5%X5 with connectivitcy C for
N = 100, = 01 and r = 4. The data is obtained after
10* iterations and averaged over 5000 realizations.
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FIG .3. The scaling of 5Jijx3 wih ,the standard devia—
tion ofnom aldistribution from which the connection weights
arechosen N = 100,C = 1and r= 4). Thedata is obtained
after 10° terations and averaged over 5000 realizations.
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FIG .4. The scaling of 5Jijxy wih the width of the at-

tractor X} ¥ or N = 100, C = 05 and = 0:. The inset
show s the power-law scaling behavior of the probability dis—
trbbution of populations x W = 100, C = 1 and = 0i).

The data is obtained after 10° iterations and averaged over
5000 realizations.



