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W e suggest a m inim alistic m odelfor directed networks and suggest an application to injection

and m erging ofm agnetic �eld lines.W e obtain a network ofconnected donorand acceptorvertices

with degree distribution 1=s
2
,and with dynam icalreconnection events ofsize �s occurring with

frequency thatscale as1=�s
3
.Thissuggestthatthe m odelisin the sam e universality classasthe

m odelforselforganization in the solaratm osphere suggested by Hughesetal.5.

PACS num bers: 05.40.-a,05.65.+ b,89.75.-k,96.60.-j,98.70.V c

In a num ber ofphysicalsystem s one observes em er-

genceoflarge-scalestructures,caused bygrowthofsm all-

scale
uctuations.Forexam ple,1)theenergy 
owsfrom

sm allto largescalesin 2-d turbulence,2)them atterdis-

tribution in theuniverseishighly inhom ogeneousin spite

ofapresum ably uniform energydistribution atitsorigin,

and 3)them agnetic�eld linesreconnection and sunspot

activity isableto generatesolar
areactivity with burst

sizesthatby farexceed excitationsassociated totheindi-

vidualconvection cellon thesolarsurface.In fact,often

theem erging large-scalestructuresexhibitscale-freefea-

tures over substantialrange ofscales,as e.g. the sun

spots[1,2]and solar
areactivities[3,4,5].

Recently it has been realized that m any com plex

networksexhibitscale-freetopologies[6,7,8],including

in particular the topology of sun spots connected by

m agnetic�eld lines[1,2].In general,the�rsttheoretical

fram ework for em ergence of power law distributions

was the Sim on m odel[9],featuring a \rich get richer"

process,thatrecently hasbeen developed into preferen-

tialattachm ent to explain scale-free networks [7]. An

alternative approach to generate large-scale features

from sm all-scale excitations is provided by the self

organized critical(SO C) m odels [10, 11, 12] which in

their traditional versions propose a scenario for the

fractalpattern of activity that is observed in system s

with extrem e separation of tim escales. Hughes et al.

[5]has proposed a SO C like m echanism for cascadesof

reconnection ofm agnetic �eld lines in the solar atm o-

sphere,using a plausible num berofprocessesassociated

to di�usion of sun spots and reconnection of crossing

�eld lines. In this paper we suggest a sim pler m odel,

assum ing only two processes,m erging and creation,in

an on going dynam icsofverticesconnected in a network.

W e �rst review the basic process of m erging-and-

creation ( originally proposed by [13,14]) in a form u-

lation thatisclosestto thenetwork interpretation which

we willdiscusslater.The m odeldescribesthe evolution

ofa system ofm any elem entsi= 1;2;::::;N thateach is

characterized by a scalarqi thatm ay be either positive

ornegative.O nem ay think ofthescalarasa helicity or

asa quanti�cation to which extentan elem ent/vertex is

a donororan acceptor.The m odeldescribesa situation

in which the elem ents in the system redistribute their

respectivechargesqi according to

m erging : qi ! qi+ qj

qj ! 0 (1)

creation : qk ! qk + 1

ql ! ql� 1 (2)

W ith (k;l) selected independently from (i;j) these two

processesde�ne one ofthe m any possible realizationsof

them odel.O therrealizationsinclude di�erentcom bina-

tionsofcorrelationsbetween (k;l)and (i;j).Forexam -

ple,one m ay selectk = j and l= i. Forany choice the

obtained scaling isasreported in Fig.1.

Them ain featuresobtained num erically arepresented

in Fig.1. Fig.1(a) illustrates the steady state after a

transienttim e� N updatesperelem ent,startingfrom an

initial\vacuum " with qi = 0;8i= 1;2;:::N . The �gure

shows the extrem e range ofq-values at any tim e. The

subsequentdynam icsofthe extrem esisalso re
ected in

the trajectory ofa winner-elem entwhich,when m erged,

isre-identi�ed asthem erged elem ent.O neobservesthat

this winning elem ent exhibits an interm ittent dynam ics

with size-changes�qofallm agnitudes.Thedistribution

ofthesechangesaswellasa widesetofotherproperties

isin factscaleinvariant.The cum ulative distribution of

q-values,Fig.1(b),isa scale-freedistribution,

P (>q)=

Z
1

q

P (q0)dq0/ q
1� 


; (3)

with 
 = 2. W ith asym m etric initial condition, say

qi = 10;8i = 1;2;:::N ,as illustrated in Fig.1(c),the

system self-organizes by concentrating allofthe initial

asym m etry to one ofthe elem ents. Allother elem ents

aredistributed in exactly thesam eway aswith the\vac-

uum " initialcondition (com pareFigs.1(b)and 1(c)).

Fig.1(d)showsthedistribution ofchangesin �qunder

steady state conditions. There are two possible waysto
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FIG .1: M ain features ofthe basic m odel. In panela) we

show the developm ent ofthe elem ents with largest positive

qm ax and largestnegativeqm in togetherwith a particulartra-

jectory,where we always follow the \winner" in the m erging

process (solid line). The sim ulation is done for a system of

size N = 10
4
elem ents,and the tim e-countisin updatesper

elem ent.b-e)Cum ulativeplotsofsteady stateproperties.b)

Thesizedistributionsofthepositiveand negativeq for3 dif-

ferent system sizes. c) The size distribution when we start

a system ofsize N = 105 with initialcondition qi = 10,8i.

O ne observes that allexcess q is m oved to a single elem ent.

d) Two variants of a histogram of size changes. �q m m is

de�ned by following the winner, m eaning that we plot the

di�erence in size between the largestofqi;qj before m erging

and the m erged unit after the m erging. �q rm corresponds

to the change from any ofthe two qi;qj to the m erged unit.

e) The size ofchanges de�ned as the losses ofabsolute q in

m erging eventswhere qi and qj are ofdi�erentsigns.

characterize these changes. O ne m ay quantify them by

considering the di�erence between the m erged elem ent

(qi + qj)and any ofthe two qi orqj m erging elem ents.

In that case one observes a cum ulative distribution for

changes P (> �q) = 1=(�q), (com pare fulldrawn line

and dashed line in Fig. 1(d)). This distribution closely

resem bles the overalldistribution ofq values. Alterna-

tively one m ay quantify the dynam ics by following the

winnerateach m erging,thusde�ning the�q asthe dif-

ference between the largest q before and the largest q

afterthem erging.In thatcaseoneexpectstheprobabil-

ity ofchangeofsize�q

Pchange(�q)= P (qi = �q)� P (qj > �q)

+ P (qj = �q)� P (qi > �q)

/
1

�q 


1

�q 
� 1
=

1

�q 2
� 1
; (4)

which with 
= 2from Fig.1(b)predictsexponent3veri-

�ed by sim ulations,seeFig.1(d).Finally Fig.1(e)shows

the size-distribution of annihilation events, de�ned as

eventswhere two elem entsofdi�erentsignsm erge.The

distributions ofthese annihilations are governed by the

sam e considerations as in Eq.4,and accordingly scales

with exponent� = 3.

Now we explore the reason for the 
 = 2 scaling be-

havior.W e considerthe version ofthe m odelwhere one

excites the system by random ly picking a zero elem ent

and assigning ita + =� value:

qi ! qi+ qj (5)

qj ! r (6)

wererisa random num berpicked from asym m etricnar-

row distribution F (q). Thisupdate isone ofm any pos-

sible versions that allproduce the sam e scaling results

asshown in Fig. 1,we here consideritbecause itisthe

sim ples to treat analytically. The di�erentialequation,

describing the evolution ofthe m odelreads[13,14]

dP (q)

dt
=

ZZ
1

� 1

dq2dq1�(q� q1 � q2)P (q1)P (q2)

� 2P (q)+ F (q); (7)

which have been shown to give a steady state distribu-

tion with theasym ptoticbehaviourP (q)/ 1=q2 [13].For

pedagogicalreasonswe here presentan alternativesolu-

tion,that also opens for som e insight into the am azing

robustnessofthism odel. In term softhe Fouriertrans-

form p(!)=
R
dqe� iq!P (q)the steady state equation is

p(!)= 1�
p
1� f(!): (8)

Theim portantproperty isthatp(!)� 1/ � j!jforsm all

!.A positivecreation probability F (q)with a �nitesec-

ond m om entensuresthiswhich leadsto P (q)/ q� 2 for

largeq.Thustheexponent2 willbea com m on property

for a large class ofvariations ofthe basic m erging and

creation m echanism .Asan exam pleF (q)= exp(� jqj)=2

gives

P (q)=
1

�
�
1

�
Re[S11(iq)]=

1

�q2
�

3

�q4
+ � � � ; (9)

whereS11(z)isa Lom m elfunction and P (k = 0)= 1=�.

Also the localization ofpositive excesshqiN can be un-

derstood,sincea sym m etricF (q)im pliesan even contin-

uum solution and thusthatallexcesswilloccupy a zero
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FIG .2: M erging and creation in 1-dim ension:Ateach tim e-

step oneselectsa coordinate ibetween 1 and N= 100.Ifqi =

0,onecreatea+ =� pairatposition iand oneofitsneighbors.

Ifqi 6= 0 then onem ovesqi onestep to eitherleftorrightand

adds it to the q already present at that position. In upper

panelone sees the tim e evolution over in total100 updates

per site,whereas the lower panelis a snapshot ofthe �nal

con�guration.O nem ay noticethatm ergingoflight(positive)

and dark (negative) sites leads to annihilation ofboth. The

steady state distribution ofq isscale invariantwith thesam e

exponent2 asin the basic (in�nite dim ensional)m odel.

q m easure around q0 = hqiN . Fora discrete sim ulation

thism eansa singleq asillustrated in Fig.1c.

Finally, for application in real physical situations,

it is also of interest to explore the behaviour of the

m erging-and-creation scenario in �nite dim ensions. As

was reported by [13,14,15]then the observed scaling

1=q2 is robust, even when we con�ne the elem ents to

di�usive m otion in 1 dim ension,provided that creation

of+ /-pairsoccurclosetoeach other.Foravisualization

ofthedynam icbehaviourwein Fig.2 show theevolving

system in 1-d.

W enow consideranetworkim plem entation whereeach

elem entisavertexand itssigncorrespondstothenum ber

ofin-orout-edges.Thustheabovescenarioistranslated

to a network m odelin which donor(q> 0)and acceptor

(q< 0)verticesareconnected by directed edges,seeFig.

3(a) and (b). Each vertex m ay have di�erent num ber

ofedges,butatany tim e a given vertex cannotbe both

donorand acceptor.Further,in thedirectgeneralization

ofthem odel,weallow severalparalleledgesbetween any

pair ofvertices. Ateach tim e-step two verticesiand j

arechosen random ly.The update isthen:

� M ergethe two random verticesiand j.There are

now two possibilities:

a) Ifthey have the sam e sign allthe edgesfrom i

and j are assigned to the m erged vertex. Thereby

them erged vertex hasthesam eneighborsasiand

a) b)
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FIG .3: The network realization of the m odel. a) and b)

illustrate possible m erging m oves. Positive vertices (donors)

areverticeswith outgoingedgesand negative(acceptors)with

incom ing edges. c) The dynam ics ofthe average num ber of

edges per node,hE i,(upper curve)and the average num ber

of neighbors hnni (lower curve),N = 10
4
. d) The cum u-

lative probability distributions, N = 10
5
, for: num ber of

edges incom ing or outgoing from a node, E (solid curve);

num ber of neighbors, nn (dotted curve); edge density, �E
de�ned as the num ber ofparalleledges connecting two ver-

tices (dashed curve). The distributionsfor allquantities are

scale-free P (> s) � 1=s

� 1

with 
 = 2. e) The cum ulative

probability distributions for the changes in num berofedges

dueto m erging,�E and num berofneighbors�nn.Thedis-

tributions are power-law P (> �s) � �s 1� � with exponent

� = 2
� 1 = 3 from Eq.4.

j had togetherpriorthe m erging,seeFig.3(a).

b)Ifiand jhavedi�erentsigns,theresulting ver-

tex isassigned thesign ofthesum qi+ qj.Thereby

a num berm axfjqij;jqjjg� jqi+ qjjofedgesarean-

nihilated in such a way thatonly the two m erging

verticeschangetheirnum berofedges.Thisisdone

by reconnectingdonorverticesofincom ingedgesto

acceptorverticesofoutgoing edges,seeFig.3(b).

� O nenew vertex iscreated ofrandom sign,with one

edgebeing connected to a random ly chosen vertex.

O n thevertex levelthisnetwork m odelcan bem apped

to the above m odelfor m erging and creation,and thus

predict sim ilar distributions ofvertex sizes,as seen by

com paringsolid linein Fig.3(d)with Fig.1(b)and distri-

butionsofannihilationsin Fig.3(e)and Fig.1(e).How-

ever,thenetwork form ulation providesadditionalinsight

intotheexcitation processthatdrivesthewholedistribu-

tion. Thatis,starting with a num berofem pty vertices
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qi = 0,the creation processgeneratesvertex antivertex

pairs on sm allscale which subsequently m ay grow and

shrink dueto m erging and creation asillustrated in Fig.

3(c).O necan see,thatwhen thesystem hasreached the

stationary state,the average num ber ofneighbors hnni

isnearly constantwith sm all
uctuationswhilethe 
uc-

tuationsin the average num berofedges,hE i,are m uch

larger. Further one notices that the evolution ofhE i is

asym m etric,in thesensethatincreasesaregradual,while

decreasesareinterm ittentwith occasionallargedropsin

hE i.Thesedropsprim arily correspond to them ergingof

verticesofdi�erentsigns,wherea largenum berofedges

m ay be annihilated. This process is quanti�ed in Fig.

3(e).

The network m odelopens for a new range ofpower-

laws[5]associated totheconnection pattern and dynam -

icsofreconnectionsbetween thevertices.In thisconnec-

tion itisinteresting thatthenum berofedgespervertex,

E ,is distributed with scaling P (E ) / 1=E 2. This was

also obtained forthe \num berofloopsatfoot-point" in

[5]. In addition,the distribution ofreconnection events

P� (�E )/ 1=�E 3 isdistributed asthe \
are energies"

in the m odelofRef. [5]. In our m odelthe event size

issim ply the changein the num berofedges(�E )when

two verticesm ergewhich givestheexponent-3 asshown

in Eq.7.In them odelofHughesetal.[5]theeventsize

isa m ore com plex quantity related to cascadesofcross-

ingsof�eld lines,and the energy releaseisassociated to

the num ber oflines that thereby decrease their length.

The non trivialfact that we obtain the sam e exponent

suggeststhatthetwom odelsarein thesam euniversality

class,which m eansthatourm inim alisticm odelcaptures

the m ain features ofa presum ably m uch largerclass of

m oredetailed and realisticm odels.

Also wewould liketo m ention thatthedistribution of

thenum berofparalleledgesforconnected pairsofnodes

isalso scaleinvariantP (>�E )/ �
1� 


E
seeFig.3(d).This

illustrates robustness ofthe m echanism : The dynam ics

of m erging vertices appears very di�erent when it is

viewed from the \dual" space oftubesofedgesbetween

vertices,�E ,nevertheless the sam e exponent 
 = 2 is

obtained.

In conclusion we have discussed a new m echanism for

obtaining scale-free networks of connected donor and

acceptor vertices. The m odel predicts power-laws of

node degrees with a 1=s2 distribution, and of recon-

nection eventswith a 1=�s 3 distribution. The scenario

thusprovidesa generic fram ework to generate networks

with large-scalefeaturesfrom sm all-scaleexcitationsun-

der steady state conditions,and m ay thus com plem ent

preferential growth which provides scaling only under

persistently growing conditions [16]. Viewed as SO C,

the m erging-creation scenario provides\scaling forfree"

in the sense that it is robust to m ultiple sim ultaneous

updates. The key process of both constructive (equal

sign) m erging and destructive (opposite sign) m erging

[17]should be an im portant ingredient in a num ber of

dynam ic system s, and in particular appears to be ap-

pealing m inim alistic m odelwith possible connection to

reconnection and creation ofsolar
ares.
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