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Abstract

No-exclaves percolation (NExP) is a nonlocal percolation process in which the components are formed not only by the
connected occupied nodes but also by the agglomeration of empty nodes completely surrounded by the occupied nodes.
It has been studied in low dimensions, displaying such novel phenomena as the discontinuous transition to complete
percolation. However, its characteristics in complex networks are still unexplored. In this paper, we study the NExP
on random networks by developing mean-field solutions using the generating function formalism. Our theory allows us
to determine the size of the giant no-exclaves component as well as the percolation threshold, which are in excellent
agreements with Monte Carlo simulations on random networks and some real-world networks. We show that on random
networks NExP exhibits three phases and two transitions between them: the phases are characterized by the presence or
absence of not only the giant NExP component but also the giant unoccupied component, which is the giant connected
component composed solely of unoccupied nodes. This work offers theoretical understanding on the anatomy of phase
transitions in the NExP process.
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1. Introduction

Understanding percolation of complex networks has an
impact on our ability to predict and control the behaviors
of complex systems as it can provide essential information
regarding the connectivity and robustness of complex sys-
tems [1, 2, 3, 4]. Classical percolation models are based
on the notion of connectivity in which a pair of nodes
is considered a part of the same connected component if
there exists at least one connected path between them [1].
This model has provided a simple yet powerful theoretical
framework across various phenomena, including epidemic
spreading [5, 6], traffic flows [7], the stability of power
grid [8, 9, 10], and the resilience of networks [2, 11, 12].
There have also been numerous studies on the variants
of standard percolation on networks that have modified
the concept of connectivity such as k-core percolation [13],
bootstrap percolation [14], k-selective percolation [15], and
mutual percolation [16, 17, 18, 19].

One of the most important applications of percolation
theory in complex networks is the robustness of networks
against random failures or attacks [2, 11, 12, 20, 21].
The robustness of networked systems is often measured
by how the size of the largest connected component re-
sponds when some nodes in networks are failed [2, 21]. The
premise underlying the measurement is that it is essential
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for nodes to maintain their connectivity in order to func-
tion properly [2, 16]. Additionally, when nodes become
non-functioning due to failure or detachment from the
largest component these nodes are assumed to be unable
to recover permanently in most studies on the robustness
of networks [2, 3]. In reality, however, damaged nodes can
often recover with communications to properly functioning
nodes that surround the damaged nodes [19, 22, 23, 24, 25].
For instance, temporary breakdown in real-world networks
such as the brain and financial systems can recover as long
as the damage is localized.

The no-exclaves percolation (NExP) is a model incor-
porating such a recovery rule that the component of failed
nodes that is completely surrounded by active (unfailed)
nodes recovers to be unfailed and merges into the sur-
rounding unfailed components [26]. The failed compo-
nent that is surrounded by unfailed nodes is referred to
as the “exclave” which is the terminology in political ge-
ography and means a part of a district geographically iso-
lated from the mainland by surrounding alien territories.
Our model does not allow for exclaves, hence the name
“no-exclaves percolation,” or NExP for short. After ap-
plying the no-exclaves rule for the recovery, we identify
connected components and assess the robustness of net-
works using the concept of the giant NExP component.
The no-exclaves rule in our model is closely related to the
no-enclaves percolation on two dimensions offering a theo-
retical explanation for a motor-driven collapse of cytoskele-
tal systems [27, 28, 29, 30]. Note that the no-enclaves
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rule does not readily apply to complex networks; the no-
exclaves rule, however, is applicable to generic networks,
while keeping the ingredient of nonlocality intact. Further-
more, the no-exclaves rule implies long distance commu-
nications between active nodes in some sense [31]. From
this perspective, it might have potential applicability to
quantum communication and quantum network issues as
well [32, 33].

It is known from numerical simulations that in low-
dimensional systems the no-exclaves rule significantly af-
fects the behavior of percolation transitions in spatial net-
works and Euclidean lattices [26]. However, there is still a
lack of study for NExP on networks as well as the analyt-
ical understanding of NExP process. The main aim of the
study is to make progress in filling this gap by developing
the exact mean-field solutions to NExP based on the gen-
erating function method in order to address the resilience
of complex networks. We derive mean-field solutions to
NExP on random networks, leading to an analytical in-
sight to the effect of the no-exclaves rule and the anatomy
of novel phase transitions displayed by the NExP process.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we intro-
duce the no-exclaves percolation model and explain how to
apply no-exclave rules. We also introduce the concept of
the giant NExP component as the order parameter. Next,
we derive an analytical theory by using the generating
function formalism, to compute the size of the giant NExP
component and the average NExP component size in ran-
dom networks (Sec. III). Based on the theory, we identify
and analyze the location of percolation transitions. Fi-
nally, we apply our theory to random regular networks,
Erdős-Rényi networks, and real-world networks from em-
pirical data (Sec. IV). The summary and discussions are
presented in Sec. V.

2. No-Exclaves Percolation Model

In this section, we present the no-exclaves percolation
on networks, which was originally studied for lattices [26].
The NExP process is defined as follows. Initially, all nodes
are in an empty state in a given network. With the oc-
cupation probability q, we set each node to be occupied,
randomly and independently. In terms of the network ro-
bustness, 1 − q corresponds to failure probability. So far,
the procedures are the same as the usual site percolation
problem. Next, we identify the exclaves, which are the
components composed of unoccupied nodes that are com-
pletely surrounded by the occupied nodes, except for the
largest such one. Finally, the exclave gets merged into a
bigger component comprising itself and all the neighboring
occupied components. Note that during this process mul-
tiple connected components, and even multiple exclaves,
can merge into a single, larger component. We refer to the
resulting combined components as the NExP components.
We then measure the size Φ of the largest NExP compo-
nent as an order parameter and use occupation probability
q as a control parameter. The size Φ is equivalent to the

(d)

(a) (b)

(c)

Figure 1: Schematic illustrations of NExP on a network. (a) Each
node in the network is either occupied (blue) with a probability q,
or empty with a probability 1−q. (b) Exclaves (red), components of
empty nodes surrounded by occupied nodes, are identified. (c) The
exclaves merge with surrounding components. (d) The largest NExP
component is identified, marked by the grey shaded area.

probability that a randomly selected node belongs to the
largest NExP component.

Figure 1 shows an example of the no-exclaves percola-
tion. Each node in a network is occupied with occupation
probability q [marked blue in Fig. 1(a)] or empty with
probability 1 − q [marked white in Fig. 1(a)]. Then, we
identify the exclaves red-shaded in Fig. 1(b), the compo-
nents of connected empty nodes that are completely sur-
rounded by occupied nodes. Practically, if all links leading
out from the components composed of empty nodes con-
nect to occupied nodes, the components correspond to ex-
claves. Note that the “giant” connected component com-
posed of empty nodes is not an exclave. Next, the exclaves
merge with the neighboring occupied components, becom-
ing “virtually”-occupied themselves as shown in Fig. 1(c).
After agglomerating all the exclaves and surrounding oc-
cupied components, we identify the NExP component, the
connected component of both real- and virtually-occupied
nodes [Fig. 1(d)]. The largest NExP component in (d) is
in general greater than the largest connected component
in (a).

3. Analytic Solution of NExP

In this section, we derive the analytic solution of NExP
on random graphs using the generating function formal-
ism, applicable to locally-treelike networks in the ther-
modynamic limit. We observe that according to the no-
exclaves rule, there can be three categories of components
in NExP on large networks: i) a giant NExP component,
ii) small (non-giant) NExP components, and iii) a giant
unoccupied component. A giant unoccupied component,
which contains a finite fraction of nodes in the thermody-
namic limit and extends to infinity, cannot be completely
surrounded and thus is not an exclave. Note that we in-
clude isolated unoccupied components within the NExP
component as there is no need to distinguish between them
for our purposes.

2



Based in this observation, our strategy for the analyt-
ical solutions of NExP on networks is the following: We
first identify the giant unoccupied component that should
be excluded when obtaining NExP components by using a
standard technique for the site percolation [34]. The major
difference is that we here consider a giant “unoccupied”
component rather than occupied one that has been nor-
mally focused on. Then we derive self-consistency equa-
tions for the probability that a node arrived by following a
randomly chosen link belongs to small NExP component.
The size of the giant NExP component, denoted as Φ, is
determined by the complementary probability to the sum
of the giant unoccupied component and the small NExP
components.

3.1. The size of giant unoccupied component

As noted above, we first calculate the size S0 of a gi-
ant unoccupied component in order to obtain the size Φ
of the giant NExP component. The size S0 can be ob-
tained by following a conventional technique for the site
percolation problem [34]. It is important to note that since
we calculated the size of the giant unoccupied component,
we determine the giant component among “unoccupied”
nodes, rather than among occupied nodes as in ordinary
site percolation problems.

Consider a random network with its degree distribution
P (k). We define the degree and excess degree generating
functions

G0(x) =

∞∑
k=0

P (k)xk, (1)

G1(x) =

∞∑
k=1

kP (k)

z
xk−1, (2)

where the excess degree stands for the degree for a node
reached by following a randomly chosen link [34], and z
stands for the mean degree, z = ⟨k⟩ =

∑
k kP (k). Let

R(s) be the probability that a randomly chosen node be-
longs to a small (non-giant) unoccupied component with
size s. Here an unoccupied component stands for a con-
nected component composed solely of unoccupied nodes.
Then we define a generating function of R(s) as H0(x) =∑∞

s=0 R(s)xs. We also define a generating function H1(x)
that generates the size of a small unoccupied component
reached by following a randomly chosen link.

On locally tree-like networks, the size of the small un-
occupied component to which the node i reached by fol-
lowing a randomly chosen link belongs is either zero if i
is occupied (with probability q) or the sum of the sizes of
the unoccupied components to which i’s neighbors belong
plus one (for i itself) if i is unoccupied (with probability
1 − q). Therefore, H1(x) and H0(x) satisfy the following
self-consistency equations

H1(x) = q + (1− q)xG1(H1(x)), (3)

H0(x) = q + (1− q)xG0(H1(x)). (4)

We define w as the probability for a node arrived at
following a randomly chosen link does not belong to a gi-
ant unoccupied component. According to the definition of
H1(x), the value of w is identical to H1(1) and given by
Eq. (3)

w = q + (1− q)G1(w). (5)

In addition, from the definition H0(x), we have the to-
tal probability that a randomly chosen node belongs to a
small unoccupied component asH0(1) =

∑∞
s=0 R(s). Note

that it is not necessarily normalized such that H0(1) = 1
because there may exist a giant unoccupied component
that is not included in R(s). The size of the giant unoc-
cupied component, S0, on a random network is equal to
the probability that a randomly chosen node belongs to
the giant unoccupied component. In conclusion, once we
obtain w, the size S0 of the giant unoccupied component
can be obtained as

S0 = (1− q) [1−G0(w)] . (6)

3.2. Self-consistency equations for NExP component sizes

In this section, we derive the self-consistency equations
for NExP component sizes. Let Q(ϕ) be the probabil-
ity that a randomly chosen node belongs to a finite (non-
giant) NExP component with size ϕ excluding both the
giant NExP component and the giant unoccupied compo-
nent. Then we define the generating function of Q(ϕ),
represented as F0(x) =

∑∞
ϕ=0 Q(ϕ)xϕ. We also define the

generating function F1(x) that generates the size of finite
NExP components for a node reached by a randomly cho-
sen link. Note that Q(ϕ = 1) may not be normalized to
be unity since it excludes both the giant NExP component
and the giant unoccupied component.

We then derive self-consistency equations of F0(x) and
F1(x) on a locally tree-like network. Assume that if we
arrive at node i which belongs to a small NExP component
by following a randomly chosen link, the size ϕ of the small
component including the node i is one plus the sum of
the sizes of the small components to which i’s neighbors
belong. A key point to consider is that the probability of
belonging to a size-ϕ component can vary depending on
whether node i is i) occupied or ii) unoccupied.

i) If node i is occupied, a neighbor of node i can be a part
of either a small NExP component or a giant unoccupied
component. Note that if a neighbor belongs to a giant
unoccupied component, it contributes by zero to the small
component’s size. Then, the probability that a neighbor of
an “occupied” node belongs to a small component with size
ϕ is generated by (1− w) + F1(x). There is an additional
(1− w) term with zeroth order in x because it represents
a probability for a giant unoccupied component, which is
counted as if a zero-size NExP component.

ii) On the other hand, if node i is unoccupied, every
neighbor of node i cannot be a part of a giant unoccupied
component. If it were, node i would naturally belong to
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a part of the giant unoccupied component. Therefore, the
probability that a neighbor of an “unoccupied” node be-
longs to a small component with size ϕ is generated by
F1(x).

Summarizing these possibilities, we arrive at the follow-
ing self-consistency equations for F0(x) and F1(x):

F1(x) = qxG1(1− w + F1(x)) + (1− q)xG1(F1(x)), (7)

F0(x) = qxG0(1− w + F1(x)) + (1− q)xG0(F1(x)). (8)

We define u as the probability that a node by following a
randomly chosen link belongs to a small NExP component.
This means it belongs to neither the giant NExP compo-
nent nor the giant unoccupied component. The probabil-
ity u is identical to F1(1) according to the definition of
F1(x). The value of u can be obtained through numerical
iteration of Eq. (7), as given by

u = qG1(1− w + u) + (1− q)G1(u), (9)

with w from Eq. (5).

3.3. The size of giant NExP component

We are ready to obtain the giant NExP component
size Φ on a random network which is identical to the prob-
ability that a randomly chosen node belongs to the giant
NExP component. The complementary probability of Φ
is that a randomly chosen node either belongs to a small
NExP component, with probability F0(1), or belongs to
a giant unoccupied component, with probability S0. The
probability F0(1) can be easily expressed as

F0(1) = qG0(1− w + u) + (1− q)G0(u), (10)

according to Eq. (8). Then, we finally arrive at the follow-
ing expression for the size Φ of the giant NExP component
as

Φ = 1− F0(1)− S0

= 1− qG0(1− w + u)− (1− q)[1−G0(w) +G0(u)],
(11)

with w from Eq. (5) and u from Eq. (9).
In summary, our strategy for obtaining the size Φ of the

giant NExP component has been as follows. We first de-
termine the probability w that a node arrived by following
a link does not belong to the giant unoccupied component
by solving Eq. (5), and subsequently the size S0 of the
giant unoccupied component by Eq. (6). In addition, we
obtain the probability u that a node arrived by following
a link belongs to a small NExP component by Eq. (9).
Putting all together, we can obtain the size Φ of the giant
NExP component by Eq. (11).

3.4. The average NExP size and percolation threshold

We derive the average size χ of small NExP compo-
nents, excluding the giant NExP component. When the
giant NExP component does not exist, a node reached by

following a randomly chosen link must belong to either a
small component with probability u or a giant unoccupied
component with probability 1−w, resulting in the condi-
tion 1 − w + u = 1. It simplifies to the condition u = w.
With this condition, the average small NExP component
size can be expressed as

χ =
dF0(x)

dx

∣∣∣∣
x=1

= F0(1) + [qG′
0(1) + (1− q)G′

0(u)]F
′
1(1), (12)

where ′ denotes the derivative with respect to its argument
x. From Eq. (7), we obtain

F ′
1(1) =

u

1− qG′
1(1)− (1− q)G′

1(u)
. (13)

Since we consider the case when the giant NExP compo-
nent does not exist, the average component size is given
by

χ = F0(1) +
u[qG′

0(1) + (1− q)G′
0(u)]

[1− qG′
1(1)− (1− q)G′

1(u)]
. (14)

The percolation threshold qc where a giant NExP com-
ponent first appears is located at the point where the av-
erage component size diverges, satisfying

qcG
′
1(1) + (1− qc)G

′
1(u) = 1. (15)

The percolation threshold qc of the giant NExP component
is in general not amenable to compact expression in terms
of z or other moments of P (k) because w and u also contain
q, yet can be computed numerically. Beyond this threshold
qc, the size of the giant NExP component continues to grow
as more occupied nodes are added.

The NExP threshold qc is smaller than the thresh-
old of the random site percolation qRSP

c , which is given
by qRSP

c G′
1(1) = 1. The reduction of the threshold is

caused by the no-exclaves rule for recovery, which leads
to the merging of small and separated occupied compo-
nents. This contribution is reflected in the second term of
Eq. (15). In the region qc < q < qRSP

c , multiple separated
occupied components merge into a giant NExP component
during the recovery of exclaves; An example of the merging
is depicted in Fig. 1(c).

In NExP, there is another transition where a giant un-
occupied component disappears as q increases. In a sce-
nario where a giant unoccupied component vanishes, it
becomes possible that the giant NExP component would
span the entire nodes within the giant connected compo-
nent of the underlying undisturbed (q = 1) network. We
refer the point of this transition as the “complete” per-
colation point, denoted as q∗. The complete percolation
point q∗ corresponds to the location in which the size Φ
of the giant NExP component becomes unity if all nodes
of the underlying network belong to a single connected
component. The location of q∗ can be identified by the di-
vergence of the average size ⟨s⟩ of unoccupied components.
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The condition for q∗ is given from Eq. (3) as

G′
1(1) =

1

1− q∗
. (16)

Since G′
1(1) = ⟨k2⟩−⟨k⟩

⟨k⟩ for random networks, q∗ can be

expressed compactly as

q∗ = 1− ⟨k⟩
⟨k2⟩ − ⟨k⟩

=
⟨k2⟩ − 2⟨k⟩
⟨k2⟩ − ⟨k⟩

, (17)

which is directly related to the well-known result for the
percolation on random networks [11, 12, 35].

The transitions can be interpreted by the stability anal-
ysis of the solutions of Eqs. (5) and (9). The complete
percolation point q∗ corresponds to the point where the
trivial fixed point of w in Eq. (5) becomes unstable. The
trivial solution of Eq. (5) is w = 1 since G1(1) is normal-
ized to be 1. The solution w = 1 corresponds to no giant
unoccupied component considering the meaning of w. It
means that the giant unoccupied component disappears
at q∗. On the other hand, the NExP threshold qc can be
obtained by the stability analysis of Eq. (9). The trivial
solution of Eq. (9) is u = w because Eq. (9) reduces into
Eq. (5) when u = w, or equivalently 1 − w + u = 1. The
solution u = w represents no giant NExP component and
it becomes unstable at qc. Therefore another solution be-
comes stable, leading to the emergence of the giant NExP
component.

These two transition points qc and q∗ do not in general
coincide on random networks. The percolation transition
qc is generally smaller than the complete point q∗. There-
fore, there can be three phases in NExP, depending on the
existence and extinction of the giant NExP component and
the giant unoccupied component: We have phases in which
i) the giant unoccupied component exists but giant NExP
component does not when q < qc; ii) both the giant NExP
component and the giant unoccupied component coexist
when qc < q < q∗; iii) the giant NExP component exists
but giant unoccupied component does not when q > q∗.
The multiple percolation transitions in network NExP are
in stark contrast to the 2D NExP in which the two oc-
cur at the same point [26]. Our solutions suggest that the
discontinuous percolation transition into complete perco-
lation displayed by 2D NExP can be resolved into two
transitions combined into one.

3.5. Critical exponents of NExP

We examine the critical exponents of NExP in the vicin-
ity of the NExP threshold qc by using generating function
method [36]. We first determine the order parameter criti-
cal exponent β, indicating that Φ ∼ (q−qc)

β . The singular
behavior of Φ stems from the self-consistency equations,
Eqs. (5) and (9). We examine Eq. (5) by rewriting with
w = wc + ϵw and q = qc + δ. Then, Eq. (5) becomes
wc+ ϵw = (qc+ δ)+(1− qc− δ)G1(wc+ ϵw). Keeping only

the leading order of ϵw for a small ϵw, Eq. (5) implies

ϵw ∼ 1−G1(wc)

qcG′
1(1)

δ. (18)

Similarly, we expand Eq. (9) for q = qc + δ, w = wc + ϵw.
and u = uc − ϵu and obtain the relation

ϵu ∼ 2[G′
1(1)−G′

1(uc)]

qcG′′
1(1) + (1− qc)G′′

1(uc)
δ. (19)

Finally, the size of the giant NExP component grows near
the NExP threshold as:

Φ ∼ cwϵw + cuϵu ∼ (q − qc)
β , (20)

leading to β = 1 which agrees with the mean-field perco-
lation result.

By employing the ansatz Q(ϕ) ∼ ϕ1−τ at q = qc, we can
derive the exponent τ . When we expand Eq. (7) at q = qc
for x = 1− ϵ and F1(x) = uc −∆, the lowest order yields

ϵ ∼ qcG
′′
1(1) + (1− qc)G

′′
1(uc)

2uc
∆2. (21)

At the NExP threshold qc, the average size of ϕ diverges,
leading to the fact 2 < τ ≤ 3. Then the generating func-
tion F1(x) should satisfy uc−F1(1−ϵ) ∼ ϵτ−2. Given that
∆ ∼ ϵ1/2, we arrives at τ = 5/2, which corresponds to the
same value of the mean-field percolation class.

Other critical exponents are determined by scaling rela-
tions [1, 36], and thus we suggest that the NExP belongs
to the mean-field universality class, based on the fact that
β = 1 and τ = 5/2. In the case of scale-free networks, the
critical exponents would differ from the mean-field values
due to the dependency on degree exponents. However, we
have not considered the effects of degree heterogeneity of
scale-free networks in this study.

4. Specific Results

4.1. On Random Regular Networks

To gain insight on the solutions of NExP, we derive ex-
plicit expressions of our theory applied to random regular
(RR) networks with degree z and a uniform occupation
probability q. The degree distribution of RR networks is
a Kronecker delta distribution, P (k) = δk,z. In RR net-
works, the probability that a node reached by following a
link belong to a finite unoccupied component w and belong
to a finite NExP component u are given by the coupled
self-consistency equations as

w = q + (1− q)wz−1, (22)

u = q(1− w + u)z−1 + (1− q)uz−1. (23)

For an explicit example of z = 3, the solutions of w are
1 and q/(1− q), which correspond to the phase without a
giant unoccupied component and with a giant unoccupied
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component, respectively. The trivial fixed point w = 1
corresponding to no giant unoccupied component becomes
unstable when q < q∗ where q∗ is the complete percolation
point. The value of complete percolation point between
the two phases is given by

q∗ =
z − 2

z − 1
=

1

2
. (24)

Depending on q, the value of w is explicitly given by

w =

{ q
1−q , q < q∗,

1, q > q∗.
(25)

While there is the giant unoccupied component when q <
q∗, the giant unoccupied component disappears when q >
q∗.

When w = 1 for q > q∗, u becomes 0. If q < q∗ indi-
cating that w = q/(1 − q), the possible solutions of u are
either u = q/(1 − q) and (1 − 2q)2/(1 − q). The solution
u = w = q/(1 − q) corresponds to the case when there
is no giant NExP component. If u = (1 − 2q)2/(1 − q),
1 − w + u becomes less than unity meaning that there is
a giant NExP component. The NExP threshold between
two phases is given by

w(qc) =
1

z
=

1

3
, (26)

which leads to

qc =
1

4
. (27)

Depending on q, the value of u is given by

u =


q

1−q , q < qc,
(1−2q)2

1−q , qc < q < q∗,

0, q > q∗.

(28)

Therefore we have three regimes of no-exclaves percola-
tion in RR networks: i) giant NExP component does not
exist but the giant unoccupied component exists (q < qc);
ii) both the giant NExP component and the giant unoc-
cupied component coexist (qc < q < q∗); and iii) only the
giant NExP component whose size is unity exists (q > q∗).
Since we can express u and w in closed forms for RR net-
works with z = 3, we can explicitly obtain the expression
for the giant NExP component size Φ as:

Φ =


0, q < qc ,
(4q−1)(8q3−6q2+1)

1−q , qc < q < q∗ ,

1, q > q∗ .

(29)

As shown in Fig. 2, the probabilities w and u, and the
giant NExP component size Φ as a function of the oc-
cupation probability q show perfect agreements with the
Monte Carlo simulation results.

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 0  0.2  0.4  0.6  0.8  1

qc q*

q

𝚽
w
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Figure 2: Analytic predictions of Φ, w, and 1−w+u with respect to
q on RR networks with z = 3 and N = 106 are shown. Theoretical
results (lines) and simulation results (points) are shown together.
Error-bars denote the standard deviation from 106 independent runs.

4.2. On Erdős-Rényi Networks

We consider the NExP model on Erdős-Rényi (ER) net-
works, which have a Poisson degree distribution P (k) =
e−zzk/k! in the large N limit, where z is the average de-
gree. The generating functions for ER networks are given
by G0(x) = ez(x−1) and G1(x) = ez(x−1). This leads us to
the coupled equations for the variables w and u, given by

w = q + (1− q)ez(w−1) , (30)

u = qez(u−w) + (1− q)ez(u−1). (31)

The complete percolation point and the percolation
threshold for NExP can be determined by Eqs. (17) and
(15), respectively. These conditions show the instability
of the trivial solutions, w = 1 for the complete percola-
tion point and u = w for the percolation threshold, re-
spectively. For ER networks, the specific values for these
thresholds are given by

q∗ = 1− 1

z
and w(qc) =

1

z
. (32)

We have three regimes in the NExP model, similar to
RR networks. i) When q < qc, there is no giant NExP
component but the giant unoccupied component exists. ii)
When qc < q < q∗, both the giant NExP component and
the giant unoccupied component coexist. iii) When q >
q∗, only the giant NExP component exists. Furthermore,
when q > qc, the giant NExP component size Φ can be
expressed as

Φ = 1− qez(u−w) − (1− q)[1− ez(w−1) + ez(u−1)], (33)

where w and u can be obtained by Eqs. (30, 31).
We compare the theoretical results derived using the

generating function method with the Monte Carlo simula-
tions on ER networks of average degree z = 3/2, 2, 3 and
network size N = 106. Figure 3 shows the giant NExP
component size Φ obtained from our theory (lines) and
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Figure 3: The giant NExP component size Φ as a function of the
occupation probability q on ER networks with mean degree z =
3/2, 2, and 3 and N = 106. Numerical results (points) averaged over
106 independent runs and analytic curves (lines) are shown together.

from the numerical simulations (points) as a function of
q. We observe excellent agreements between our theoret-
ical predictions and the simulation results. Furthermore,
we validate the locations of the percolation transition, qc,
and the complete transition point, q∗, which were pre-
dicted from Eq. (32).

4.3. On real-world networks

We test our theory for NExP on top of real-world net-
works built from empirical data. We use the two datasets:
the Internet of an autonomous system level compiled by
CAIDA [37] and the United States airport network ob-
tained from OpenFlights [38]. The former represents the
router network of Internet reconstructed from the packet
flows between neighboring peers at the autonomous sys-
tem level, collected on November 5, 2007. The U.S. air-
port network represents the connections from the origin
to destination airports in the year 2010. For the sake of
simplicity, we ignore directionality and weights of the links
from the data when we construct the networks. The router
network contains N = 26, 464 nodes with the mean degree
z = 3.26 and the airport network has 1, 573 nodes with
z = 30.39.

The theoretical predictions and numerical simulation re-
sults for the giant NExP component size Φ are shown in
Fig. 4. We confirm that our theory generates a reliable pre-
diction in the size of the giant NExP component for both
the Internet [Fig. 4(a)] and the airport network [Fig. 4(b)].
We also measure the size of the giant connected compo-
nent for random site percolation (denoted in short as RSP)
for comparison [11, 12]. We found that Φ for NExP is
higher, compared to that for the standard node removal
scenarios. It concludes that real-world networked systems
can be more robust than expected when considering the
recovery of exclaves. It is noteworthy that the shape of
Φ-curve for the real-world networks is different from those
of Fig. 3: It does not display the two-transition character

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 0  0.2  0.4  0.6  0.8  1

𝚽

q

NExP
RSP

(a)

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 0  0.2  0.4  0.6  0.8  1

𝚽

q

NExP
RSP

(b)

Figure 4: The size Φ of the giant NExP component of two real-world
networks: (a) the Internet’s router network at the autonomous sys-
tem level and (b) the U.S. airport network. Monte-Carlo simulation
results (symbols) averaged over 104 independent runs and analytic
curves (lines) are shown together.

clearly. This is due mainly to the fact that both the real-
world networks are “scale-free,” having broad distribution
of degrees, driving qc towards zero and q∗ towards unity.
Finite-size effects can also be attributed for the smearing
of the transitions in real-world networks. Even so, our the-
ory works remarkably well on these real-world networks.

5. Summary and discussion

In this study, we have focused on the no-exclaves perco-
lation (NExP) process on random networks and formu-
lated a generating function approach to derive analyti-
cal solutions for this model. We identify the percolation
threshold and the complete transition point for the emer-
gence of the giant NExP component and the disappear-
ance of the giant unoccupied component, respectively. In
addition, we apply the theory to random regular graphs,
Erdős-Rényi graphs, and real-world networks, and confirm
great agreements between our theoretical predictions and
Monte Carlo simulations.

From theoretical perspective, our solution offers theoret-
ical understanding for the multiple phase transition struc-
ture of NExP on random networks. It shows how the two-
threshold behavior associated with the emergence of the
giant NExP component and the extinction of the giant
unoccupied component emerge as the occupation proba-
bility q increases in network NExP. It also suggests that
the single discontinuous percolation in 2D NExP [26] may
be resolved into two transitions converging at the same
point.

From the perspective of network robustness, our study
implies that the recovery processes according to the no-
exclaves rule can effectively mitigate the impact of ran-
dom failures of nodes. When we remove nodes with failure
probability 1 − q as random failure problems [2, 12], the
giant “occupied” component disappears at q∗. However,
by introducing the no-exclaves rule, we can maintain the
giant NExP component at the point qc, which is in general
less than q∗. In addition, we also found that the random
failure above the complete percolation point q∗ does not
make any effect in the no-exclaves percolation. In this
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sense, our study suggests an effective way to improve the
network robustness with the recovery of failed exclaves.
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