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We present a numerical study of multi-commodity transport in a noisy, nonlinear network. The
nonlinearity determines the dynamics of the edge capacities, which can be amplified or suppressed
depending on the local current flowing across an edge. We consider network self-organization for
three different nonlinear functions: For all three we identify parameter regimes where noise leads
to self-organization into more robust topologies, that are not found by the sole noiseless dynamics.
Moreover, the interplay between noise and specific functional behavior of the nonlinearity gives rise
to different features, such as (i) continuous or discontinuous responses to the demand strength and
(ii) either single or multi-stable solutions. Our study shows the crucial role of the activation function
on noise-assisted phenomena.

I. INTRODUCTION

Networks are a commonly used concept in many disci-
plines and powerful models for transport. Efficient rout-
ing of commodities such as water, power, or information
from sources to sinks can be described as a problem of
connecting nodes on a graph for given constraints and
requirements [1–3]. There are different approaches to
network design. Some consist of solving differential equa-
tions, which are derived from an appropriately identified
cost function [4, 5]. The chosen rule determines the dy-
namics of the edges connecting the nodes, whose stable
fixed point is a target topology. Extensive studies show
how, for a given class of power law functions determining
the equations of motion, a variation of the exponent can
give rise to phase transitions in the network structure,
from spanning trees that minimize the cost to loops that
maximize the robustness [5–7].

Another approach is based on bio-inspired algorithms.
Prominent examples are algorithms inspired by the struc-
tures formed by ant colonies [8] or by the filaments of
Physarum polycephalum, a single-celled organism that
is also known as true slime mold [9]. Despite its lack of
any form of a nervous system, Physarum polycephalum
is able to find good solutions to small instances of pop-
ular optimization problems, such as finding the shortest
path through a maze [10, 11], creating efficient and fault-
tolerant networks [12] and solving the travelling sales-
man problem [13]. Algorithms inspired by Physarum
polycephalum have been implemented for various opti-
mization problems, including network design for multi-
commodity flows [14–16].

Bio-inspired algorithms find successful applications for
multi-commodity flow problems [6, 12, 17, 18]. A promi-
nent example is a city transportation network: Each
commodity models the passengers traveling between two
given stations. Physarum-inspired algorithms for solving
multi-commodity flow problems typically tend to iden-
tify a network satisfying the constraints according to a
rule that promotes transport along shared routes and in-
hibits it when the flow along one edge is below a chosen

threshold [17]. In Ref. [7], such an algorithm was used
to find the optimal routing of passenger flows through
the network of the Paris metro. This study includes a
comparative assessment of different activation functions
governing the edge dynamics: When the activation func-
tions are power-laws of the flow, the exponent of the
power-law determines the topological properties of the
emerging networks, and the network topologies undergo
a phase transition between tree-like and loopy topologies
[5].

In the present study we consider a multi-commodity
flow problem in the presence of noise. We treat the edge
capacity as a variable, that depends on the current flow-
ing across the edge by means of a nonlinear (activation)
function [19], and further assume that the edge capacity
can undergo random fluctuations. We analyse the re-
sponse to noise for three different functional behaviors of
the activation function. As in Ref. [12, 17], we consider a
graph with a number of demands geometrically arranged
to reflect the relative locations of the major cities around
Tokyo, which is illustrated in Fig. 1(a). We determine the
characteristics of the emerging networks as a function of
the noise amplitude and, in particular, analyse their ro-
bustness, transport efficiency, and cost. Figures 1(b) and
(c) provide examples.

Our study extends recent work on optimization of
transport in simple systems, consisting of either a sin-
gle or two commodities, and in the presence of Gaussian
white noise [18, 20, 21]. These works showed that, for
a finite range of noise amplitudes, the interplay between
noise and a sigmoidal activation function can lead to the
most robust solution in a relatively short convergence
time. The phenomenology is reminiscent of noise-induced
coherent effects, found in models simulating forest fires
[22] and neurons [23], and include phenomena such as
stochastic and coherence resonance [23–25], synchroniza-
tion [26, 27], and noise-induced phase transitions [28, 29].

Our research question, the role of the specific activa-
tion function on network self-organization is also mo-
tivated by the observation that, in deep learning, the
choice of the activation function determines the network
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FIG. 1. Network self-organization for a multi-commodity flow problem in the presence of stochastic fluctuations. The sources
and sinks simulate the metro stations of Tokyo railroad on a grid of 31 x 31 nodes with 528 demands, as illustrated in (a).
The red dots represent the relative locations of the major cities around Tokyo, Tokyo itself is indicated by the green dot.
The network design results from the dynamics of the edges, which are modelled by time-varying edge capacities (Eq. (10)).
The emerging network topology is shown in (b) for the noiseless case (α = 0). Subplot (c) displays a single trajectory in the
presence of noise (α = 0.002) and for a specific choice of the activation function (sigmoidal with exponent n = 1.6). The
widths of the edges are proportional to the corresponding capacities. The backbone of the network in (c) is extracted using a
filtering procedure, the filtered network is shown in (d). In all simulations, we initially set all edge capacities equal to the value
D0

u,v = 0.5. Furthermore, for each commodity i, we fix the potential pix = 0 at the node indicated by the yellow cross. Further
details on the numerical simulations are reported in the main text.

expressivity [30, 31]. Within a different, yet connected,
framework, here we study how noise-induced network
self-organization depends on the choice of one of three
representative functionals, which have been considered
in the literature of multi-commodity transport.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we intro-
duce the model and define the measures used to evaluate
the emerging network topologies. We then determine the
network measures as a function of the demand strength
for the three different activation functions with no noise.
Section III is devoted to the numerical methods and the
algorithms used to extract the network topology from the
stochastic dynamics. The network measures as a function
of the noise amplitude are presented in Sec. IV. Conclu-
sions and outlook are drawn in Sec.V.

II. NOISELESS TRANSPORT ON A GRID

In this section, we introduce the model and the network
measures used for evaluating the topologies. We focus on
noiseless transport and study the network topology for
different activation functions.

A. The model

We analyze network self-organization for the given
multi-commodity flow problem represented by the distri-
bution of sources and sinks, illustrated by the red circles
in Fig. 1(a). Pairs of sources (si+) and sinks (si−) form a
demand, where a flow is injected at the source (+Ii) and
extracted at the sink (−Ii). We use the same setup as in

Ref. [12, 17], where the distribution of sources and sinks
mimics the relative locations of the major cities around
Tokyo. We assume that there is a transport demand
between every pair of cities, meaning that the emerging
network needs to serve k = 528 demands.
The sources and sinks are geometrically arranged on

a grid that discretizes the space and is composed of
N = 31 × 31 nodes, of which 33 are the cities. Each
node, labelled u = 1, . . . , N , is connected to a number
of nearest and next-nearest neighbors, described by the
set Eu. We denote the edge connecting nodes u and the
neighbor v ∈ Eu by the pair (u, v). The edge length is
Lu,v and is set to unity when the nodes u and v are near-

est neighbors and to
√
2 when the nodes are connected

by a diagonal.
We choose Ii = I0 for all demands i except for those

that involve the node at the relative location of Tokyo:
For these demands, as in Ref. [12], we set Ii = 7 I0 to re-
flect the importance of Tokyo as the center of the region.
The demand i is realized by a flow Ii across the edges
of the network. The flow through the edge connecting
nodes u and v is denoted as Qi

u,v. At the sources and
sinks, it obeys the constraints:∑

v∈E
s
±
i

Qi
s±i ,v

= ±Ii . (1)

At the other nodes, instead, the flow is conserved:∑
v∈Eu

Qi
u,v = 0 . (2)

For an electrical circuit, this is Kirchhoff’s law and Q is
the electrical current. In the dynamics of network self-
organization, these nodes are decision points. The flow of
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Activation function Functional form Threshold

Two-norm f({Q(j)
u,v}) =

√
(Q

(1)
u,v)2 + ...+ (Q

(k)
u,v)2 -

Hill/sigmoidal f({Q(j)
u,v}) = (Qu,v)

n/(κn + (Qu,v)
n) κ = 1

ReLU f({Q(j)
u,v}) = (Qu,v − κ)θ(Qu,v − κ) κ = 0.01

TABLE I. Three classes of activation functions. Here, Qu,v denotes the total flow along the edge, which is determined as

Qu,v =
∑

j |Q
(i)
u,v| (one norm). For the Hill function, we consider n = 1.6 and n = 2. In the definition of the ReLU function,

θ(x) is Heaviside’s function (θ(x) = 1 for x > 0 and θ(x) = 0 otherwise).

commodity i is directed along the edges (u, v) with non-
vanishing edge capacity Du,v(t) and obeys the equation

Qi
u,v(t) =

Du,v(t)

Lu,v
(piu(t)− piv(t)) , (3)

where piu is a potential (or pressure) at the node u for
commodity i. In an electrical circuit, which is the ex-
ample we will refer to throughout this paper, Eq. (3) is
Ohm’s law and Du,v(t) is a dynamical conductivity. The
dynamics of the variables piv and Du,v determine the re-
sulting network.

B. The potential

The potential piu is determined for each demand i as a
function of Du,v(t) by solving the linear set of equations
in Eq. (3) with Kirchhoff’s law. Let N be the number of
network nodes and bi ∈ R be the vector representing the
constraints, such that it has a value of +Ii at the source
node si+ and −Ii at the sink si−. Otherwise, the entry

is zero. The vector pi = (pi1, . . . , p
i
N ) contains all node

potentials associated to demand i and is determined by
the linear system of equations [7, 17]:

Mpi = bi , (4)

where M is a N ×N matrix,

M = ADL−1AT , (5)

with: (i) D = diag(De1 , ..., Dem) the m×m diagonal ma-
trix whose diagonal elements are the edge capacities (con-
ductivities), (ii) L = diag(Le1 , ..., Lem) the m ×m diag-
onal matrix whose eigenvalues are the edge lengths, and
(iii) A the N ×m node-arc incidence matrix of the net-
work, i.e., the column (AT )e has a value of 1 in position
u and a value of -1 in position v for all edges e = (u, v).

C. The edge capacity (conductivity)

The edge capacity (conductivity) Du,v(t) obeys the
nonlinear differential equation [20, 21]

∂tDu,v = f({Q(j)
u,v})− γDu,v , (6)

where f({Q(j)
u,v}) is the activation function modelling the

feedback of the flows associated to the commodities j =
1, . . . , k on the evolution of the edge conductivity. The
edge capacities are damped with rate γ and hence edges
with little flow on them (in particular, flow below a fixed
threshold) are suppressed.

The network topology is determined by the resulting
edge capacities Du,v. They are found by integrating
Eq. (6) using Eq. (3), where the potential is found from
Eq. (4) imposing the static boundary conditions, at the
sources and sinks, Eq. (1), and Kirchhoff’s law otherwise.

D. The activation function

We consider three different classes of activation func-
tions: the two-norm, the Hill (or sigmoidal) function,
and the ReLU function. Each of them depends on the
total flow across an edge, as shown in Tab. I. As a conse-
quence, sharing of edges between different commodities
is rewarded. The different functional forms of the acti-
vation functions leads to different behavior as we discuss
next.

Of the three activation functions, only the two-norm
function is a homogeneous function of the flow. Specifi-
cally, it is a homogeneous function with degree 1. As a
consequence, the dynamics is independent of the demand
strength I0. In fact, equations (6) and (3) are invariant
after rescaling the conductivity and the flow by I0.

The ReLU function is not a homogeneous function
(even though it tends to behave as it were a homoge-
neous function for demand strengths much larger than
the threshold, I0 ≫ κ). In this work, we consider val-
ues of I0 < κ, i.e., smaller than the threshold, where the
response depends on the choice of I0.

The sigmoidal function saturates: This limits the flow
that can be transported through the edge. As the flow
between two nodes approaches the maximum capacity of
the edge, the dynamics tends to construct multiple con-
nections between them. In the following, we consider two
different powers n for the Hill function and analyse the
regime where the dynamics is sensitive to small gradients
as the demand strength I0 increases above threshold.

The dynamics governed by the two-norm function has
been extensively studied in Ref. [17]. In that work, a
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FIG. 2. Network measures for the noiseless dynamics and as a function of the demand strength I0. The subplot display (a)
the robustness r, (b) the transport efficiency σ and (c) the cost c. They are extracted from the network obtained by integrating
the coupled equations (6), (3) and (4) for a time of 1000 γ−1 using a different activation function in each case, see legenda and
Tab. I. The measures of the networks are calculated after applying the disparity filter, which we detail in Sec. III B. In the rest
of this work, we will focus on the range of I0 indicated by the shaded regions.

Lyapunov function was determined, the limit of the dy-
namics was formally characterized, and it was shown that
the limit optimizes a mixture of transport efficiency and
network cost. No Lyapunov functions for the Hill and
the ReLU function are known. Moreover, since the sig-
moidal and the ReLU function are nonlinear and non-
homogeneous functions of the flow, it is generally diffi-
cult to systematically choose the parameters in order to
compare the network topologies for different activation
functions. For this reason, we fix the parameters using a
phenomenological approach that takes as a reference the
robustness of the network when the activation function
is the two-norm function. We then choose the thresh-
old κ of the Hill and the ReLU function and identify the
interval of values of the demand strength I0 that give a
comparable network robustness.

E. Performance measures of networks

In what follows, we characterize the resulting network
as a function of I0. For this purpose, we introduce mea-
sures for (i) the robustness, (ii) the transport efficiency
and (iii) the cost of the network.

The robustness is measured by the inverse of the aver-
age effective resistance of the network [32]:

r =
k∑k

i=1 Rk

, (7)

where

Ri = (pisi+
− pisi−

)/Ii

is the effective resistance between the source node si+
and the sink node si− of demand i. The quantity Ri

takes into account both the number of connections be-
tween si+ and si− as well as their lengths. The measure r

is an indicator of robustness against edge failure. In fact,
adding edges and/or reducing the length of connections
increases the measure [33]. This is a different, never-
theless similar approach to existing measures, where the
fault-tolerance of a network is measured by counting the
number of edges that can be removed without separating
the network into two parts for example [12]. Note that
we set all non-vanishing edge conductivities to the same
value (here, Du,v = 0.5) before calculating r, correspond-
ing to a fixed resistance per length.
The transport efficiency σ of the network is defined as

the average over all demands of the length of the shortest
path di connecting the source and the sink node s+i and
s−i . It reads

σ =
k∑k

i=1 di
. (8)

The cost of the network c is the total length, found by
summing over the segments Lu,v where the conductivity
is non-zero:

c =
∑

(u,v)∈E

Lu,v , (9)

with E the set of all edges with Du,v > 0.
These quantities are displayed in Fig. 2 as a function of

the demand strength I0; the colors represent the different
activation functions from Table I.
For the two-norm function, the performance of the net-

works is, as expected, independent of I0. For the sig-
moidal and the ReLU functions, the measures increase in
a step-like fashion, indicating a discontinuous transition
to different topologies of increasing robustness, transport
efficiency, and cost. Each topology exists for a certain
range of the demand strength I0. For the ReLU function,
the measures reach a constant value for I0 ≫ κ, whereas
for the sigmoidal function, they keep increasing with I0
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FIG. 3. Network measures as a function of the demand strength I0 for the two-norm function and in the presence of Gaussian
noise (α = 0.001). The panel displays (a) the robustness r, (b) the transport efficiency σ, and (c) the cost c. The color scale
at a given value of I0 indicates the percentage of 250 trajectories at the corresponding value of the measure (dark blue is
statistically irrelevant, dark red corresponds to more than 20%). The solid white line indicates the average for each value of
I0. The solid purple line shows the deterministic value (α = 0) for comparison. The network measures are calculated after
applying the disparity filter (see text). Details on the numerical simulations are reported in Sec. IIIA.

due to the saturating character of the activation function
that limits the maximum edge capacity. The measures
can locally decrease for increasing I0, which may be an
artifact of our filtering procedure (see next Section and
Appendix A).

III. MODEL AND NUMERICAL METHODS
FOR THE STOCHASTIC DYNAMICS

We finally come to the core of the paper, the study of
the networks emerging from the interplay of stochastic
dynamics and the nonlinear activation functions. The
conductivity now evolves according to the equation

∂tDu,v = f({Q(j)
u,v})− γDu,v +

√
γαξu,v(t) (10)

with the stochastic force ξu,v(t), whose amplitude is
scaled by the parameter α. The force is statistically
defined by the average over an ensemble of trajecto-
ries: it has no net drift, ⟨ξu,v(t)⟩ = 0, and simu-
lates Gaussian white noise with no spatial correlations,
⟨ξu,v(t)ξu′,v′(t′)⟩ = δu,u′δv,v′δ(t − t′) [34]. The net-
work dynamics results from integrating the coupled equa-
tions (3), (4) and (10).

In what follows, we first introduce the numerical meth-
ods used to integrate the stochastic differential equations.
Since the Langevin force ξu,v gives rise to fluctuations of
the edge conductivities, the stationary values of the mea-
sures have a finite variance. In order to eliminate the
background noise, we apply the filter of Ref. [18] that al-
lows us to identify the statistically relevant edges. In the
AppendixA, we benchmark it with other filtering proce-
dures.

A. Numerical methods

The integration of Eq. (10) is performed using the
Euler-Maruyama scheme, as outlined in Ref. [35]. We
have analyzed convergence for different step sizes: For
the parameter values considered here, we set the step
size ∆t = 0.05 γ−1. We then set the evolution time as
tend = 1000 γ−1. In fact, extensive tests over a statisti-
cally relevant ensemble of trajectories (namely, individ-
ual network evolutions) show that each trajectory has
reached a (meta-)stable configuration. In all simulations,
the conductivities of all edges are initially equal to the
value D0

u,v = 0.5. For each commodity i, we fix the

potential pix = 0 at the node indicated by the cross in
Fig. 1(a).

Figure 1(c) displays a typical network obtained at time
tend. Edges with a non-zero conductivity Du,v > 0 are
drawn with blue lines, whose width is proportional to
Du,v. Noise leads to a fluctuating distribution of weak
connections as well as to statistically relevant links, that
are otherwise absent in the noiseless dynamics.

We remark that, as the reported topologies are ob-
tained for finite integration times, we cannot claim that
they are the steady state. The dynamics, in fact, is
described by a multi-dimensional and nonlinear Fokker-
Planck equation [36], and it is not even guaranteed that
a steady state exists. Nevertheless, over the considered
time, the integrated trajectories converge relatively fast
towards a certain cost, robustness, and transport effi-
ciency and then remain stably trapped about these val-
ues, performing fluctuations of the order of the noise am-
plitude. To these configurations, we then apply the fil-
tering procedure, which we describe in what follows.



6

FIG. 4. Color plot of the difference between the measures of the stochastic and the noiseless networks as a function of I0 and
α for the two-norm activation function. The measures of the networks are evaluated after applying the disparity filter. Hot
colors mean that the measure takes a larger value in the presence of noise, cold colors the opposite. Subplot (a) displays the
difference ∆r = ⟨r⟩ − r0 between the ensemble average ⟨r⟩ of the robustness and the value r0 of the noiseless dynamics, (b)
∆σ = ⟨σ⟩ − σ0 for the transport efficiency and (c) ∆c = ⟨c⟩ − c0 for the cost. The mean value of the stochastic dynamics is
calculated over 50 trajectories for each value of I0 and α. The solid black lines indicate the value where the difference exactly
vanishes, the fluctuations are attributed to the relatively small number of trajectories.

B. Filtering procedures

For each simulation run, we apply a filtering proce-
dure to the final conductivities Du,v to retrieve the back-
bone of the network. In order to identify the statistically
relevant edges, we use the filter of Ref. [18]. This filter
extends the method of Ref. [37] to noisy networks. We
discuss alternative filters in the appendix. These other
filters lead to similar results giving evidence to the ap-
propriateness of our filtering approach.

At the end of our simulations, we average the conduc-
tivity over the time interval It = [tend − dt, tend], where
tend is the total integration time and dt = 1/γ. The
averaging levels out the fluctuations. We verified that
the interval is long enough for averaging; in particular,
changing dt by a factor 5 does not change the results. We
denote the time-averaged conductivities by ⟨Du,v⟩:

⟨Du,v⟩ =
1

dt

∫
I
dτDu,v(τ) . (11)

We then define su =
∑

v∈Eu
⟨Du,v⟩ as the strength of

node u and normalize the conductivities of the incident
edges as Pv = Du,v/su such that

∑
v∈Eu

Pv = 1. Hereby,
Eu denotes the set of edges that are connected to node
u, and v denotes the neighboring nodes.

All edges whose conductivities are purely random are
statistically not significant. Assume that ⟨Du,v⟩ of an
edge incident to node u of degree k is sampled from a
random uniform distribution. To find the corresponding
probability density ρ(x), we use the method of induction.
For k = 2 edges, it holds P1 + P2 = 1. We set P1 = x
with a random number x in the interval [0, 1] and define
the probability density ρ(x) such that P1 = ρ(x)dx. It
follows that ρ(x) = 1. For k > 2, it holds

ρ(x)dx = dx(k − 1)

∫ 1−x

0

dx1 . . .

∫ 1−xk−2

0

dxk−3 ,

yielding [37]

ρ(x) dx = (k − 1)(1− x)k−2dx. (12)

The probability that the edge (u, v) is compatible with
the null hypothesis, i.e. is purely random, is given by [37]

βu,v = 1− (k − 1)

∫ Du,v

0

(1− x)k−2dx. (13)

This value shall be compared with a threshold β, the sig-
nificance level, which we choose in the interval β ∈ [0, 1].
For βu,v ≥ β, the edge is statistically not significant and
filtered out.
The choice of the significance level has a certain ar-

bitrariness (see, e.g., the discussion in Ref. [37]). We
reduce this arbitrariness by benchmarking our results
with the results of other filtering procedures, as shown
in Appendix A. In the following, we use β = 0.12 for
the two-norm function and β = 0.3 for all other activa-
tion functions, yielding comparable values of the network
measures.
The significance level limits the range of noise ampli-

tudes for which the filter is useful. In fact, for sufficiently
large values of α, the stochastic dynamics becomes dom-
inant so that it fails to extract the backbone of the net-
work. We thus limit our analysis to noise amplitudes for
which the filter can be successfully applied.

IV. NETWORK TOPOLOGIES IN THE
PRESENCE OF NOISE

In this section, we present the network topologies
emerging from the interplay of noise and nonlinear dy-
namics for each of the three classes of activation func-
tions. We investigate the (filtered) networks as a func-
tion of the demand strength I0 and the noise amplitude
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FIG. 5. The solid line indicates the difference ∆r = ⟨r⟩ − r0
between the ensemble average ⟨r⟩ of the robustness and the
value r0 of the noiseless dynamics as a function of the noise
amplitude α for I0 = 4.5× 10−2. Each data point represents
the average value over 250 simulation runs. The red dots
indicate the difference ∆r after applying the deterministic
filter to the noisy networks for a time t = 2000 γ−1.

α. For each fixed pair of α and I0, we evaluate an en-
semble of 250 trajectories and determine the robustness,
the transport efficiency, and the cost of the backbone of
each individual trajectory as defined in Sec. II E.

A. Two-norm function.

We first discuss the networks generated using the two-
norm function for Gaussian, white noise. The white solid
line in Fig. 3 displays (a) the mean robustness, (b) the
mean transport efficiency, and (c) the mean cost of the
network as a function of I0 ∈ [1.5 × 10−2, 5.5 × 10−2]
and for a fixed noise amplitude α = 0.001. The mean is
taken over 250 trajectories and shows that noise tends to
spread out the flow across the network. The trajectory
distribution for each I0 is indicated by the color scale:
the measures of each trajectory cluster about the mean
value.

An important result is that the topology depends on
I0. This is in striking contrast with the noiseless behav-
ior (magenta curves), where all measures are indepen-
dent of the demand strength I0. The average robustness,
transport efficiency, and cost are generally increasing as
a function for I0. For small I0 (I0 ∼ 1.5 × 10−2), the
mean values of the robustness, transport efficiency and
cost are lower than in the noiseless case. For larger val-
ues of I0 (I0 ∼ 5.5× 10−2), the mean value of robustness
and transport efficiency slightly exceed the correspond-
ing noiseless measures (see Figs. 3(a) and (b)), whereas
the average cost is smaller. At values of I0 outside the
interval, these measures all saturate to their values in
the noiseless case. Astonishingly, there is a regime where
the dynamics converges to more efficient network designs,
namely, networks that are more robust and efficient, and
at the same time less costly.

In order to identify the regimes where noise leads to
more efficient topologies, we analyze the difference be-

FIG. 6. The standard deviation of the robustness distribu-
tion shown in Fig. 4 as a function of the demand strength I0
and the noise amplitude α.

tween the measures with and without noise over a broad
range of demand strengths I0 and noise amplitudes α.
Figure 4 displays the differences ∆y = ⟨y⟩ − y0 of the
mean values over the noisy trajectories ⟨y⟩ from the noise-
less measure y0 for (a) robustness y = r, (b) transport
efficiency y = σ and (c) cost y = c. The differences
are displayed as color plots in the I0 − α plane. We first
note that the contours of the equipotential lines follow an
underlying linear behavior I0 ∝ α. In fact, in the pres-
ence of noise, Eq. (10) regains the invariance by I0 when
rescaling α → αI0. The plot indicates that all measures
tend to the noiseless case for I0 ≫ α when the stochas-
tic term becomes an infinitesimally small perturbation to
the dynamics governed by Eq. (10).

It is tempting to assume that noise will lead to inferior
networks. This is true for large enough noise. However,
small noise can be beneficial. In the dark red part of the
diagram the noisy solutions are more robust and efficient
than the noiseless networks and the network topologies
reach the largest values of r and σ. A cut of the plot at a
fixed I0, Fig. 5, indicates a resonance-like behavior as a
function of the noise amplitude α. Remarkably, in this re-
gion, the standard deviation of the robustness decreases,
see Fig. 6. This behavior challenges the conventional ex-
pectation that the size of the fluctuations increase with
α.

Following the criterion introduced in Ref. [18], we de-
note the region of increased robustness and efficiency as
a noise-induced resonance. This terminology is borrowed
from nonlinear dynamics, where noise-induced coherent
effects have been reported in models simulating forest
fires [22] and neurons [23]. As in stochastic resonance
[21, 23–25], we observe an optimal range of noise ampli-
tudes at which noise increases the efficiency of the algo-
rithm leading to more robust network topology than in
the noiseless case. We note that these solutions are not
fixed points of the noiseless dynamics, as we verify by tak-
ing them as initial conditions and determine the evolution
according to Eq. (6). This procedure, which we refer to as
the deterministic filter and detail in Appendix A, shows
that for sufficiently long integration times, ∆r → 0, as
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FIG. 7. Network measures as a function of the demand strength I0 and for α = 0.001. The panels in row (a) are obtained
using the sigmoidal function with n = 1.6, in row (b) using the sigmoidal function with n = 2, and in row (c) using the ReLU
function. The panels display (left) the robustness r, (central) the transport efficiency σ and (right) the cost c. The color scale
at a given value of I0 indicates the percentage of 250 trajectories at the corresponding value of r (dark blue is statistically
irrelevant, dark red corresponds to more than 20%). The solid white line indicates the average for each value of I0. The solid
purple line shows the noiseless value and is plotted for comparison. The results of the noisy dynamics are invariant under the
filtering procedure we apply. Details on the numerical simulations are reported in Sec. IIIA.

demonstrated by the red dots in Fig. 5. This suggests
that the topologies obtained using the noisy dynamics
are novel solutions, which are absent in the noiseless case.

B. Sigmoidal and ReLU functions.

We now turn to the sigmoidal (Hill) and the ReLU
function. Figure 7 displays the network measures as a
function of I0 and for fixed, non-vanishing noise ampli-
tude α for three cases: in row (a) we report the net-
work measures for the sigmoidal function with exponent
n = 1.6, in row (b) for the sigmoidal function with expo-

nent n = 2, and in row (c) for the ReLU function.

The behavior of the mean value as a function of the
demand strength (white solid line) indicates that the
measures generally increase with I0. The comparison
with the noiseless measures (magenta curves) indicates
the existence of multiple intervals of I0 where noise leads
to more robust networks. These networks simultaneously
optimize transport, at the expense of larger cost. At each
I0, the trajectories are clustered about the fixed points
of the noiseless case: The effect of noise is to increase
the range of stability of certain topologies, extending the
plateaus to lower values of I0 (compare with Fig. 2).

The contour plots in Fig. 8 show the regions in the
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FIG. 8. Comparison between the measures of the stochastic and the noiseless networks as a function of I0 and α when the
activation function is (row a) the Hill function with n = 1.6, (row b) the Hill function with n = 2 and (row c) the ReLU function.
The panels display (left) the robustness difference ∆r = ⟨r⟩ − r0, (central) the transport efficiency difference ∆σ = ⟨σ⟩ − σ0

and (right) the cost difference ∆c = ⟨c⟩ − c0 between the corresponding ensemble averages ⟨r⟩, ⟨σ⟩, ⟨c⟩ of the stochastic case
and the values r0, σ0, c0 of the deterministic case. The mean value of the stochastic dynamics is calculated over 50 trajectories
for each value of I0 and α. The solid black lines indicate the value where the difference exactly vanishes. The fluctuations in
these lines are attributed to the relatively small number of trajectories.

I0−α plane where noise leads to network topologies with
larger robustness, transport efficiency and cost (see dark
red colored regions). For the sigmoidal function with
n = 2 and the ReLU function, the size of these regions
increases monotonously with α. Figure 9 illustrates the
standard deviation of the corresponding robustness dis-
tribution: the variance does not seem to depend on α. A
more detailed analysis actually shows that the standard
deviation narrows in correspondence of the regions where
noise leads to more robust networks. This indicates a
resonance-like response to noise. We verified that the
topologies found by the noisy dynamics do not depend
on the filtering procedure we apply, including the deter-
ministic filter. This shows that they are also solutions of
the noiseless dynamics. Noise, in this case, modifies the
landscape of local minima by favoring the more robust
solutions.

In summary, we find that also for the sigmoidal and
ReLU functions, noise can be used for optimizing robust-
ness and efficiency of the emerging network topologies.
This underscores the generality of our results, indicat-
ing that noise can enhance optimization algorithms for
different classes of nonlinearities.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the network topologies for a
multi-commodity flow problem and compared the robust-
ness, transport efficiency, and cost of the emerging net-
work topologies in the presence and in the absence of
stochastic fluctuations. The networks have been calcu-
lated on a graph with a geometry of demands repre-
senting the relative locations of the major cities around
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FIG. 9. The standard deviations of the robustness distributions shown in Fig. 8 as a function of the demand strength I0 and
the noise amplitude α. The subplots correspond to the different activation functions: (a) the sigmoidal with n = 1.6, (b) the
sigmoidal with n = 2, and (c) the ReLU.

Tokyo. The equations used for determining the topol-
ogy consist of evolving the edge capacity according to
Eq. (10). The growth of the edge capacity depends non-
linearly on the flow along the edge according to an ac-
tivation function. Moreover, we have assumed that the
edge capacity can additionally experience stochastic fluc-
tuations.

We have analyzed different nonlinear functions of the
flow and determined the behavior of the measures of the
resulting self-organized networks as a function of the de-
mand strength and the noise amplitude. The response
to noise is different, yet for all the considered activa-
tion functions, we can identify parameter regimes where
the interplay of noise and the nonlinear activation func-
tion gives rise to a resonance-like convergence to a more
robust network topology. For the specific case of the
two-norm function, the noisy dynamics converges to solu-
tions that are otherwise unstable in the absence of noise.
For the sigmoidal and the ReLU, instead, noise favors
the most robust solutions of the deterministic dynamics.
These results support and complement previous insights
obtained with a simplified multi-commodity flow problem
consisting of two demands [18] and demonstrates their
generality. It indicates that noise can be a resource for
optimization algorithms.

Interestingly, the features of the noise-induced reso-
nances can change dramatically depending on the acti-
vation function. This observation suggests a different
strategy for optimization, such that for a given noise and
demand strength, one could identify a class of activation
functions that maximizes the robustness and the trans-
port efficiency of the network. Remarkably, the activa-
tion functions of this dynamics play a similar role in neu-
ral networks, where it is key for the expressivity [31]. In
general, this study puts forward the need of identifying an
adequate functional that permits one to systematically
shed light on the interplay of nonlinearity and stochastic
dynamics for optimization.
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Appendix A: Testing the disparity filter

We benchmark the disparity filter using two different
procedures. In all cases, we first divide the time-averaged
conductivity by the maximal edge conductivity, Dmax =
max

(u,v)∈E0

⟨Du,v⟩, where E0 is the set of all edges:

Du,v → D′
u,v ≡ ⟨Du,v⟩/Dmax .

Disparity filter: We first apply a constant offset δ1, such
that

D′
u,v → D′

u,v + δ1 .

We then apply the disparity filter as described in
Sec. III B. The offset is introduced in order to level out
fluctuations left after the time average. It is necessary
to avoid that the filtering procedure artificially amplifies
fluctuations due to noise. For the given choice of dt and
for the considered values of α, we take δ1 = 0.05.
Cutoff filter: We consider the threshold δ2 = 0.05 and set
to zero all conductivities with D′

u,v < δ2. The resulting
network is composed of all non-vanishing edges.
”Deterministic” filter: We take D′

u,v as initial conditions
of a numerical integration according to the noiseless evo-
lution of Eq. (6) and then verify whether it converges to
the filtered network over the same integration time tend.
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FIG. 10. The robustness r as a function of the demand strength I0 for the case of using the filtering procedure based on (a)
the disparity filter, (b) a cut-off filter with threshold d = 0.05, and (c) the deterministic filter, applied for a time t = 1000 γ−1.
For each value of I0, a total of 250 simulation runs were performed. The solid white line represents the ensemble average, and
the color code indicates the probability distribution: dark blue is statistically irrelevant, and dark red corresponds to more
than 20% of the simulation runs, yielding a network topology with the respective robustness. For all simulations, we chose
α = 10−3. Details on the filtering procedures are given in the main text.

In all cases, we remove any dead ends after the fil-
ter was applied. We show the comparative assessment
for the robustness using the Hill function with n = 1.6.
Figure 10 displays the robustness r as a function of the
demand strength I0 for the three different filtering pro-

cedures. We note that the qualitative behavior is the
same for all filtering procedures, indicating that our re-
sults are independent of the specific choice of the filtering
procedure.
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