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W e consider the selforganizing process ofm erging and regeneration ofvertices in com plex netw orks
and dem onstrate that a scale-free degree distribution em erges In a steady state of such a dynam ics.
T he m erging of neighbor vertices in a network m ay be viewed as an optin ization of e ciency by
m Inin izing redundancy. It is also a m echanian to shorten the distance and thus decrease signaling
tin esbetw een vertices in a com plex network. T hus them erging process w ill in particular be relevant

for netw orks w here these issues related to global signaling are of concem.

PACS numbers: 89.75.%

T he ubiquitous broad degree distribution of the real
world netw orkshasbeen a m atter ofdiscussions for quite
som etin e (seeRef.[L]-P]). T he question asto why broad
degree distrbutions are observed In so many di erent
netw orks, has triggered various proposals for their dy—
nam icalevolution. Roughly these proposals can be clas—
si ed into two m ain scenarios: O ne is related to Sin on’s
m odel of hum an behavior, Ref. [1L(], and was introduced
In a network version under the nam e \preferential at-
tachm ent" (see Ref. [11]). A related scenario is found
In the protein duplication m odelRef. [1Z2] which is able
to generate broad degree distrbutions because duplica—
tion, to som e extent, m in ics preferential attachm ent to
neighboring nodes. Another class of m odels is where a
scale—free distrdbution appears as a result of a balance
between a m odeled tendency to form hubs against an
entropic pressure tow ards a random netw ork w ith an ex—
ponential degree distribution. This approach inclides
direct attem pts to construct H am ittonians (see Ref. [L3],
[14]), Jocal optim ization approaches [L4] as well as gen—
eration of scale-free networks by balancing a threshold
for assigning links weighted according to exponentially
distributed binding strengths [L4].

In this paper we are presenting a new way of obtain—
Ing the scale-free degree distrbutionsP k) k . The
proposed m echanisn is associated to the phenom ena of
aggregation w ith infction suggested in the context ofas-
trophysical system s [L7]. The m odel describbes an evolv—
Ing network, in which the m ain com ponents, represented
by nodes, are capable of pairw ise m erging, while at the
sam e tin e the size of the network ism aintained by gen—
eration ofnew nodes.

In real world networks one m ay think of the corre-
soonding redistribution of links as a synergetic process
associated w ith an increased e ciency in the linking pat-
tem. For example, consider the network of intercon-—
nected com puters. Since the com putational power of
the com puters In proves trem endously fast, periodically
i could becom e m ore favorable to replace two out-dated
neighboring server m achines w ith one new m achine that

FIG.1l: A schem atic representation of the update rul. (@)
A node i is chosen at random and one of its neighbors j is
random ly picked (ki and k; are the degrees of i and j, respec—
tively). () Nodem is a resul of the pairw ise m erging w ith
degl’-ee km = (ki 1)+ (kj l)+ NcommonlWheT—ENcommon
is the num ber of com m on neighbors of i and j and the sub-
tracted 1 is due to the lost comm on link. N ode new is added
w ith degree kpew from a uniform distrbution and it attaches
links to knew random nodes (c).

can handl m ore connections. This sinpli es the local
netw ork topology since the connections between the two

old servers and the redundant links to other nodes are

no longer needed. At the sam e tin e new serversm ay be

constantly created to ful 1l new dem ands. The generic
m erging or take-over process is de ned by the update
rule:

At each step we choose the node i w ith degree k
random ly, and then chose one of its random neigh—
bors j. (See Figlh).

The nodes 1 and j are m erged together and thus a
nodem ofdegreek, = k; 1)+ (kj 1) Ncommon
appears instead, with N com m on eing the num ber
ofnodes that are neighbors to both iand j.

At the sam e tin e a new node of som e degree k o
is added to the network Fig.[b) wih the links
attached to k,ew random nodes (see Figllke). The
degree k,oy ©Of a newly added node is a random
num ber r picked from a uniform distrdbution w ith
average hri.
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FIG.2: (@) The cum ulative node degree distribution P (> k)
for networks of sizes N = 211, 213, 21 and 2'7 wih the
average hri = 8. The ¢t is the powerdaw fom P (> k)

k *' with = 23. ()P ¢ k) or hri = 2;4 and 8 and
system size N = 2 . The straight lines are the power-law
t wih = 24 orhri= 2 and = 22 forhri= 8. (¢)

T he cum ulative degree distrbution P (> k) for four di erent
system sizes for the realization when two random ly selected
nodes arem erging. The tisP (> k) k ! with = 15.
d) P (> k) for the m erging of random ly selected nodes for

hri = 2;4, and 8 and system size N = 2. The slope for
every hriis = 1:5.
E ectively this update reads:
kj_! kj_+ kj N comm on 2.
i @)
ks ! r

J

where in addiion the N copm on COmm on neighbors are
loosing one connection each, and r random nodes get
one connection each. A fter the merging, i and j lose
their identities and thus Eq. [) can equally be w ritten
w ith iand j exchanged.

In Fig.D@) we show the cumulative degree distribu—
tions P (> k) resulting from the update rule (1), which
is the probability of nding a vertex w ith degree larger
than k, for networks of di erent sizes at a steady state.
T he distrbution is broad, and in fact clearly exhbis a
broad range of power-law behavior from degree of about
k = hriup to a cuto which Increases with system size
as shown in Fig.[A@). The crucial point to note is that
the scale-free netw ork is an em ergent property based on a
sin ple m erging process and that the driving m echanisn
is not related to preferential attachm ent.

In order to clarify this further we rst note that the
present neighborm erging process (see Fig.[d) n some
sense In plicitly introducesa touch of "preferential® since,
when taking a random neighbor of a random node, the
neighbor is in som e average sense selected w ith a proba—
bility proportionalto its degree. H owever, this touch of
"poreferential" isnot an essentialpart ofwhy the m erging

FIG .3: D ynam ics of the m odelnetw ork, w ith tim e m easured
as the num ber of updates per node. (a) Transient evolution
ofthem axin aldegree kp ax In the system fordi erent system

sizes. N otice that the y-axis isnom alized w ith system sizeN .
() D egree k (t) of a given random node as a function of tin e
t. W hen the node is merged, k(t) shows a sudden abrupt
increase. (c) The power spectrum P (!) versus the angular
frequency ! obtained from the Fourier transform ation ofk (t).
The tisapowerdaw with exponent 2. (d) T he distrdbution
of changes k for the involved nodes In each update.

generates scale—freeness as is ilustrated by considering a

version of the m erging process w here two random nodes

are m erged irrespective of whether or not they are con—
nected, ie. w ithout any touch of "preferential". In that

case one always, independently of the value of hri, ob-
tains a scalefree distrbution P (> k) / 1=k°® (see Fig.

Dc, d). Thus it is the m erging, and not the preferential
attachm ent that is the prin ary cause of the scalefree

distrdbution. In fact it is rem arkable that the neighbor-
m erging produces a narrow er distrbution than the com -
pltely random m erging. (Compare Fig.[Do and Fig.Do

w here 23 for the neighbormerging and = 15

for the random m erging.) This re ects the property of
m erging to lim it growth of hubs by their absorption of
singly connected neighbors. (See the update rule (1), if
ky= 1then k; ! ki 1. Thistendency is stronger in

the neighborm erging process than in the random node

m erging due to the larger probability for a hub to m erge

w ith a single node in the form er case. It m eans that the

"touch ofpreferential" for the neighborm erging actually

Inhibits the growth of a hub. This is In fact opposite to

case of "preferentialattachm ent" where hubs are thriving

by accum ulation of neighbors of low degree.

In the follow Ing we w illdiscuss the original form ulation
ofthe m echanisn [). The m ain m otivation being that
the neighborm erging version is lkelier to be relevant for
real netw orks since m erging am ong the neighbors seem s
m ore naturalthan the m erging of random nodes. In that
case the only param eter in the system is the average de—



gree of the nodes, set by the average valie of hri. In
Fig.D©)weshow P (> k) orthreedi erent valiesofhri.
The exponent i the powerdaw form P (> k) k *?
decreases as one increases hri. For instance, = 24,
and 22 for hri = 2 and 8 respectively. Furthem ore we
veri ed that in all cases the steady state degree distri-
bution depends neither on the initial average degree nor
on the shape of the initial degree distrdbution, be i a
narrow distribution (star-like or exponential) or a broad
one (scalefree).

An additionalnotew orthy feature of the m odel is that
i produces netw orks w ithout any degree-degree correla-—
tions. W e m easure the correlation pro l C (k;kz)

N (k1;k2)=N (k1;K2)random isea 1, WhereN (k;;kp) isthe

num ber of edges connecting nodes w ith degrees k; and

ko, and N (K1 ;K2)random ised IS the corresponding quantity

m easured in the random ized network by m any steps of
edge exchanges (seeRef. [L9] fordetails). W ealways nd
¥ (ki;kz)jtobe small, £ j< 0 (10 '), in plying absence

of signi cant degree-degree correlation in the networks
em erging from the update rule [).

T he em ergence of scaling is associated w ith a transient
during which larger hubs are slow Iy form ing, resulting in
a self sustaining ecology w ith a broad degree distribution.
T his transient is illustrated in Fig.d @), where we Hllow
the degree ofthe, at any tin e, m ost connected node in the
system . This allow s us to ollow the transient approach
tow ards the steady state. By data collapse (not shown)
we found that the transient tin e increases slightly w ith
system size, / N °?, whereas the m axinum connected
node at steady state has a degree, kpax / N°3. W
Fig.Qb) we Bllow a single node in steady state fr a
N = 10%, and observe an intemm ittent behavior, which as
seen :n Fig.[d(c), can be characterized by a 1=!? power
soectrum . T he power-aw decay form ofthe power spec—
trum indicates the absence of a characteristic tim e scale,
w hich is In parallelw ith the absence of the characteristic
degree scale In the lin it of largeN observed nFig.[d. W e
stress, that although the 1=!? spectra resem bles the one
obtained for a random walk process, the actualdynam ics
isricher. Thisisre ected by the large Jum ps In increases
ofdegree k (t) n Fig.[@A®). This is quanti ed further by
the broad distrdbution of changesP ( k) in Fig.@dd).

So far we have been discussing a non-grow ing version
of the network w ith the num ber of nodes being constant
at each tim e step. One m ight argue that the m a prity
of the realworld netw orks are not In a steady state, but
Increase in size. For exam ple, both the W orld W de W b
and the Intemet are grow ing. O urm erging algorithm can
be extended to Include a grow th process if we add new
nodes at each tim e at rate higher than that ofm erging.
W e stress that the grow th is non-preferential in the sense
that the new Iy added nodes link to the existing nodes
with a probability that is lndependent of their degree.
W e start from a sn all niial network and grow it w ith
hri = 4 at various values of the grow th rate g until the

stationary
g=0.1 -
g=1 - - -
g=10 :

4 ,
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FIG. 4: The cumulative degree distribbution for the grow -
Ing network. D i erent curves correspond to di erent rates
of growth. The solid curve is the degree distrdbbution in non-
grow Ing case, and the lne t has slope = 22. W ih
increasing the grow th rate the distribution deviates from the
stationary distrdbution: For m oderate growth rates (g = 0:1
and 1) the distrlbution rem ains scale—free, w hereas it collapses
to exponential for Jarger grow th rates (g = 10).

network sizesreach N = 10°. m Fig.@ we show P ¢ k)

at the growth rates 01, 1.0, and 10. For exampl, if
the growth rate is 0.1, one vertex is added per every

10 steps on average. If the network size increases very

slow Iy, say one node per hundred basic steps, then the

degree distribution approaches the one obtained for the

non-grow ing case. As the growth rate is increased the

distrdbbution still retains its powerdaw form shape, but

the slope increases to, eg., 2.8 or the growth rate

1. As the growth rate is further increased, reaches

3, and then the power-law form begins to break down,

and the degree distribbution tums into the exponential
one. The change in the slope re ects the di erence in
m erging frequency and the frequency at which new nodes

(typically nodes of low degree k  hki) are added to the

system . In other words, the com petition between the

two tin e scales, one related w ith the m erging and the

other related w ith the growth, results in di erent degree
distrdbutions as the grow th rate is changed. T he overall
feature is that the degree distrdbution becom es narrower
at a higher grow th rate because there isnot enough tim e

forthem erging ofthe new Iy added nodes to spread across

the whole netw ork before the systam grow s fiirther.

W e also note that the fact that the m erging and the
regeneration m echanian gives rise to scale-free distribbu-
tions does not hinge on the netw ork structure per se. It
is also applicable to entities characterized by jist a scalar
num ber, as is further discussed In 201].

In this Letter we propose a generic and robust m echa—
nisn forobtaining a broad, scale-free, degree distribution
In networks where m erging of nodes ply a m a pr rolk.
Them echanian di ers fundam entally from the preferen—
tial attachm ent m echanism 2] where a broad distrdbu-—
tions are generated during gradualgrow th of hubs. The
broad distrbution resulting from m erging and regenera—
tion process em erges after a transient w ith slow building



up of a zoo of nodes of various degrees which, as the
steady state is approached, together build up a scale—free
distrdbbution. W e suggest that the m echanian could be
relevant in a number of real world netw orks where the
redistrbution of links is associated w ith increasing ef-

ciency In the linking pattem through m inim ization of

pathway lengths. A s an exam ple we suggest that m erg—

Ing may be the e ective result of evolution of architec-

ture of protein requlatory networks in a cell. In these
transcription and signalling netw orks, the tim e it takes
to tranan i signals is in portant R1], and i m ay thus
be advantageous to elin inate an interm ediate regulatory
protein and m ove its requlation to an upstream regula-—
tory protein. W ih the addition ofnew functions n form

of new proteins (nodes), this e ectively corresponds to
the m erging and regeneration m odelproposed In thispa—
per.

AT., PM. and K S. acknow ledges the support of
Swedish Research Councilthrough G rantsNo. 621 2002
4135 and 629 2002 6258. B J K acknow ledgesthe support
by Korea Science and Engieering Foundation through
Grant No. R14-2002-062-01000-0.

E lectronic address: trusina@ tp .um u se

[l1M . Falutsus, P. Faloutsus, and C . Faloutsus, C om put.
Commun.Rev.29, 251 (1999).

R1 R .A Dbert, H . Jeong, and A . -L.Barabasi, Nature (Lon—
don), 401, 130 (1999).

B]1 A .Broder et al., C om puter N etw orks 33, 309 (2000).
[A] R . PastorSatoras, A . Vazques, and A . Vespegnani,
cond-m at/0105161 (2001).
B] S.Redner, Eur.Phys.J.B 4, 131 (1998).
b]M .E.J.Newm an, Proc.Nat.A cad. Sci. 98, 404 (2001).
[71H .Jeong, B.Tombor, R .A bert, Z.N .0 kvai, and A L.
Barabasi, N ature (London) 407, 651 (2000).
Bl R . Ferrer, C. Janssen, and R. Sol, Phys. Rev. E 63,
32767 (2001).
PIR V .Sok and J.M .M ontoya, Proc.Roy.Soc.L.B 268,
2039 (2001).
[LO] H .A .SIn on, Biom etrica 42, 425 (1955).
S.Bomholdt and K H .Ebel, Phys.Rev.E . 64 R035104
(2001).
[11] A A .Barabasiand R . A bert, Science 286, 509 (1999).
[12] A .Vazquez, A .Flamm ini, A . M aritan, and A . Vespeg—
nani, cond-m at/0108043; R .V . Solk, R . Pastor-Satorras,
E.D.Smih, and T .Keplr, Advances in Com plex Sys—
tem s 5, 43 (2002).
[13]1 J. Berg and M . Lassig Phys. Rev. Lett. 89 (22),228701
(2002)
[14]M .Bajesiand S.S.M anna cond-m at/0305054
[15] M .Rosvalland K . Sneppen, Phys.Rev. Lett. (in press).
[l6]A. Capocci, G. Caldarellii R. M archetti, and L.
P jetronero Phys.Rev.E .64 R035105 (2001);
711G B.Fild and W C. Saslow, A strophys. J. 142, 568
(1965)
[18] D J.W attsand S H . Strogatz, N ature (London) 393, 440
(1998).
[19] S.M aslov and K . Sneppen, Science 296, 910 (2002).
R0O] P.M innhagen, M .Rosvall, K . Sneppen and A . Trusiha,
preprint (2004).
R11SS.Shen©Orr,R.M ilb, S.M angan and U .A Ion (2002).
Nature Genetics, Published onlihe: 22 April 2002,
D O I:10.1038/ng881


mailto:trusina@tp.umu.se
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0105161
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0108043
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0305054

