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Understanding the statistical laws governing citation dynamics remains a fundamental challenge in

network theory and the science of science. Citation networks typically exhibit in-degree distributions

well approximated by log-normal distributions, yet they also display power-law behaviour in the

high-citation regime, presenting an apparent contradiction that lacks a unified explanation. Here,

we identify a previously unrecognised phenomenon: the variance of the logarithm of citation counts

per unit time follows a power law with respect to time since publication, scaling as tH . This

discovery introduces a new challenge while simultaneously offering a crucial clue to resolving this

discrepancy. We develop a stochastic model in which latent attention to publications evolves through

a memory-driven process incorporating cumulative advantage. This process is characterised by

the Hurst parameter H , derived from fractional Brownian motion, and volatility. Our framework

reconciles this contradiction by demonstrating that anti-persistent fluctuations (H < 1

2
) give rise to

log-normal citation distributions, whereas persistent dynamics (H > 1

2
) favour heavy-tailed power

laws. Numerical simulations confirm our model’s explanatory and predictive power, interpolating

between log-normal and power-law distributions while reproducing the tH law. Empirical analysis

of arXiv e-prints further supports our theory, revealing an intrinsically anti-persistent nature with

an upper bound of approximately H = 0.13. By linking memory effects and stochastic fluctuations

to broader network dynamics, our findings provide a unifying framework for understanding the

evolution of collective attention in science and other attention-driven processes.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of stochastic fluctuations in physics, orig-

inating from Einstein’s seminal investigation of Brown-

ian motion [1], has reshaped our understanding of the

natural world. Often unpredictable at the microscopic

level, these dynamics have revealed fundamental pa-

rameters and governing principles through collective be-

haviour. This realisation has led to the recognition that

many physical phenomena can be described within a uni-

versal framework, independent of their microscopic de-

tails. These insights have been pivotal in advancing non-

equilibrium statistical mechanics—encompassing nonlin-

ear dynamics and network theory—and have influenced

chaos and fractal theory [2, 3]. Beyond physics and math-

ematics, they have helped explain biological morphogen-

esis [4], the structural and dynamic evolution of large-

scale networks such as the Internet, and complex social

phenomena [5].

Among the large-scale networks that exemplify these

principles, a particularly relevant example arises in

academia. In this domain, the scholarly practice of ci-

tation, where researchers systematically reference prior

∗ Contact author: okamura@alumni.lse.ac.uk

work to position their own findings, gives rise to a cita-

tion network [6]. This network is constructed through

the cumulative assembly of references and bibliographies

across a vast collection of publications. Over the course

of scientific history, this citation network has evolved into

a substantial directed graph with a distinctive structure.

Extensive research has examined how citation network

structures emerge and evolve, offering insights into the

self-organising principles of complex systems. Studies

in this field have primarily focused on two key areas.

The first concerns the distribution of cumulative citation

counts, which corresponds to the in-degree distribution

in network growth models. For decades, researchers have

sought to determine the most suitable functional form to

describe this distribution. Empirical studies have pre-

dominantly found that citation distributions are best fit-

ted either by a scale-free (shifted) power law [7–11] or

by a log-normal distribution [12–16]. A key question re-

mains whether a form of universality exists within these

distributions [13, 17].

Another fundamental aspect of citation network re-

search concerns its temporal evolution, specifically how

the number of citations to individual publications

changes over time [6, 14, 18–21]. Most publications re-

ceive few or no citations [6, 8, 22]. Among those that

do, some gain recognition only long after publication
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[12, 23], while others continue accumulating citations

indefinitely. Each case follows a distinct citation pat-

tern, yet collectively they exhibit a characteristic ‘jump-

and-decay’ trend: citations rise sharply after publication,

peak briefly, and then gradually decline, asymptotically

approaching zero with a slower descent than the initial

rise.

Between the two perspectives discussed above, the

first, which examines the in-degree distribution, offers

a ‘spatial’ snapshot of citation network growth. In con-

trast, the second, which analyses temporal citation pat-

terns, traces the trajectory of a single point within this

space or the evolution of statistical measures such as

the mean citation count. A deeper understanding of the

spatiotemporal properties of citation dynamics and their

underlying drivers is not only essential in its own right

but also provides valuable insights for analogous network

growth models.

A fundamental mechanism underlying citation dynam-

ics, widely recognised as a key empirical observation, is

cumulative advantage [7]. This principle states that en-

tities with an initial advantage tend to accumulate even

more over time. In networks, preferential attachment [24]

formalises this idea by favouring nodes with a greater

number of links. When applied linearly, it leads to a

power-law distribution. Furthermore, Gibrat’s law [25]

extends linear preferential attachment to a continuous,

stochastic setting. Historically, these concepts have been

framed as the Yule process [26] or, more commonly, the

Matthew effect, often summarised as the ‘rich get richer’

phenomenon.

A key question in citation network research is whether

a theoretical framework can be developed that accom-

modates diverse temporal citation trajectories at the in-

dividual level while collectively reproducing the char-

acteristic in-degree distribution and incorporating pref-

erential attachment. Addressing this question requires

recognising a previously overlooked empirical observa-

tion: the standard deviation (SD) of the logarithm of

citation counts evolves as a power law with respect to

time since publication (the tH law; see Section II). Exist-

ing theories of citation dynamics do not naturally account

for this phenomenon.

To bridge this gap, we propose a theoretical model that

integrates and explains various empirical findings within

a unified mathematical framework (Section III). The va-

lidity of our theory is first assessed through numerical

simulations, evaluating its explanatory power and pre-

dictive capability (Section IV). It is then tested against

empirical data to determine its effectiveness in describ-

ing real-world citation networks (Section V). Finally, we

examine the broader implications of our framework (Sec-

tion VI). This approach provides new insights into why

citation network in-degree distributions are often well

approximated by log-normal distributions while simulta-

neously exhibiting power-law behaviour in high-citation

regimes. It also reveals an intrinsic fractal structure as-

sociated with citation trajectories. At the core of our

theory lies the fundamental principle introduced at the

outset: the science of stochastic fluctuations.

II. PRELIMINARY OBSERVATIONS

In this section, we first provide a brief review of pre-

vious approaches to citation dynamics. We then intro-

duce a new empirical finding that remains unexplained

by existing theories, underscoring the need for a more

comprehensive theoretical framework.

A. ‘Scientometric Engineering ’

Research on citation dynamics has primarily aimed to

explain and predict the temporal trajectory of collective

attention to science and its long-term impact. Various

approaches have been proposed to address this challenge.

One notable approach adopts an explanatory perspective,

utilising a publication’s citation history up to a given

point, along with intrinsic characteristics such as fitness,

to characterise its future citation trajectory [21]. In con-

trast, a more predictive approach leverages bibliomet-

ric features, including a publication’s formal attributes,

novelty, originality and significance, alongside early cita-

tion counts from the first few years after publication, to

forecast future citation behaviour [27]. Other stochastic

approaches have also been proposed to enhance under-

standing of the citation process [9, 11, 14, 19, 20, 28].

While these modelling efforts achieve varying degrees of

success depending on their objectives, a definitive formu-

lation of citation dynamics has yet to be established.

Naturally, predicting the exact citation history of an

individual publication remains impossible. Even mod-

els incorporating pre-publication attributes or early ci-

tation patterns cannot perfectly replicate its time evolu-

tion. The inherently creative, serendipitous, and collabo-

rative nature of scientific progress introduces fundamen-

tal uncertainty, which any formulation of citation dynam-

ics must explicitly address. In this context, a stochastic
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approach indeed offers a natural framework for describ-

ing the citation process. However, adopting a proba-

bilistic perspective on a physical phenomenon requires

careful examination of how randomness manifests, which

stochastic process governs its dynamics, and what under-

lying mechanisms drive this uncertainty.

An insightful analogy is the rolling of a die [29]. Be-

fore impact, its motion can be predicted and controlled to

some extent, as it follows the deterministic movement of

its centre of mass. However, once it makes contact with

a surface, the outcome becomes unpredictable, governed

by complex rotational dynamics influenced by the specific

conditions of impact. Thus, the result of a die roll com-

prises two components: one deterministic—predictable

and controllable—and the other stochastic. Together,

these components shape the probability distribution of

outcomes when the die is rolled repeatedly.

A similar principle governs collective attention to sci-

ence, as reflected in citation patterns, where both a pre-

dictable, controllable component and an inherently ran-

dom component coexist. In this context, the ‘die’ repre-

sents not an individual publication but a broader entity,

such as science as a whole or a specific research commu-

nity in disciplines like physics or mathematics, where po-

tential attention is distributed. The deterministic aspect

of citation dynamics is shaped by quantifiable factors,

including whether the author is an established scholar,

the prominence of the publication venue (e.g., journal

impact factor), prior citations and attention received,

and intrinsic attributes such as fitness or novelty, pro-

vided they are properly quantified [21, 27]. In contrast,

stochastic elements arise from interactions with the cit-

ing community—researchers who may reference the work.

These factors include cognitive limitations, resource con-

straints, time pressures, and the serendipitous discov-

ery of new connections to other studies post-publication.

Such unpredictable influences contribute to the inherent

stochasticity of the citation process.

Historically, certain fields have advanced by embrac-

ing this principle—integrating deterministic and stochas-

tic elements into their theoretical frameworks through

mathematical formalisation. A prominent example is fi-

nancial engineering, where the modelling of stochastic

fluctuations has provided deep insights into the temporal

evolution of risky asset prices in economics and finance.

A quintessential classical example is the Black–Scholes

model [30], which utilises a stochastic differential equa-

tion (SDE) to describe asset price movements over time.

By modelling price dynamics as geometric Brownian mo-

tion, it establishes a theoretical foundation for option

pricing.

More recently, a comparable strategy has been pro-

posed for elucidating citation dynamics [15]. This work

hypothesised that citation dynamics could similarly be

modelled using an SDE, incorporating both determinis-

tic and stochastic components, as in the Black–Scholes

model. It led to the formulation of an SDE for cita-

tion dynamics based on a generalised version of Black–

Scholes’ geometric Brownian motion. Yet, a crucial em-

pirical phenomenon in citation dynamics, while hinted

at in that study [15, Appendix C, Suppl. Fig. S9], was

not explicitly emphasised [31]. As detailed below, this

characteristic concerns the relationship between citation

counts per unit time and the elapsed time since publica-

tion.

B. The t
H law

Figure 1 illustrates the relationship between the SD

of the logarithm of annual citation counts (c) and the

number of years since posting (t) for e-prints published

on arXiv (https://arxiv.org) in 2001 (N = 39,106). As

is evident from the figure, SD increases with t following

a power-law relationship with a positive exponent H :

SD[ln c] ∼ tH . (1)

This relationship holds consistently across publications

from different publication years, as well as when the anal-

ysis is confined to specific research fields rather than the

entire arXiv. It also remains robust when alternative

methods of conceptualising elapsed time are employed

[31]. Given this apparent universality, this paper refers

to Eq. (1) as the tH law. For the dataset in Fig. 1,

a linear regression analysis estimates the exponent as

Ĥ ≈ 0.13 ± 0.016 (p < 0.001). A more detailed anal-

ysis and discussion are presented later in Section V; for

now, the empirical findings above already provide strong

motivation for developing a theoretical framework with

enhanced explanatory power.

A previous study [15], using the same dataset as Fig. 1,

concluded that the cumulative citation distribution for

arXiv e-prints is better characterised by a log-normal dis-

tribution than a (shifted) power law. Notably, the shape

parameter (σ) of the log-normal distribution does not di-

rectly correspond to SD[ln c] in Eq. (1). This discrepancy

arises because σ characterises the distribution of cumula-

tive citation counts over a publication’s lifetime or a long-

term period of interest, whereas SD[ln c] reflects citation

https://arxiv.org


4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

SD
[l

n 
c
]

                                  2001 (publication year) 2005 2010 2015 2020
Year citations recorded

1 5 10 15 20
Years since publication (t)

FIG. 1. The relationship between the standard deviation (SD)

of the logarithm of annual citation counts (c) and the number

of years since publication (t). The data are based on [32],

focusing on e-prints published on arXiv in 2001 (N = 39,106).

counts within a short, fixed time window (in this case,

each year). The two quantities are connected through a

time-integrated relationship, both increasing monotoni-

cally with time since publication. Indeed, an empirical

relationship, σ ∼ tH
′

(where H ′ = const.), has been ob-

served [15]. This trend can be interpreted as an effective

law arising from the ‘convolution’ of the tH law in Eq. (1).

In previous studies, when the cumulative distribution

was identified as log-normal, the parameter σ was typ-

ically treated as a static quantity. Although its esti-

mated value varies across datasets and research fields,

it is generally reported to range from 1 to 1.4 [13–15, 19].

However, these studies did not investigate the tempo-

ral behaviour of σ, especially its consistent increase with

time since publication. Consequently, understanding the

mechanisms underlying the tH law and developing a the-

oretical model that naturally reproduces this relationship

remain important open problems [31], which we address

below.

III. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In this section, we present a fundamental theoretical

framework for citation dynamics, incorporating the vari-

ous spatiotemporal empirical observations and conditions

discussed in the preceding sections.

A. Heuristic considerations

In developing a theoretical framework for citation dy-

namics, we have already highlighted the necessity of in-

corporating stochastic elements. But what form should

this stochastic component take? A close examination of

the tH law strongly suggests that an extension of Brow-

nian motion is a plausible candidate for two key reasons.

First, the tH law bears a striking resemblance to the

well-known
√
t law (with H = 1

2 ) for SD growth in Brow-

nian motion, a classic finding from Einstein’s era. Gener-

alising the exponent from 1
2 to H ∈ (0, 1) implies replac-

ing Brownian motion with fractional Brownian motion

[31, 33], thereby extending the process via a Hurst pa-

rameter H .

Second, let us revisit the left-hand side of the tH

law (1) and refine the definition of the quantity c with

higher temporal resolution. To this end, let C(t) de-

note the cumulative citation count at time t, ∆t a suffi-

ciently small time unit (one year in Fig. 1), and ∆C(t) =

C(t + ∆t) − C(t) the change over this interval. The ci-

tation rate is then given by c(t; ∆t) = ∆C(t)/∆t. It is

important to note that C(t) does not represent the cita-

tion count of a single publication at time t but rather

the aggregate of discrete citation events reflecting at-

tention to the collective body of publications. Conse-

quently, C(t) is a monotonically increasing function that

takes non-negative integer values, forming a piecewise

constant curve with numerous localised steps. If the dis-

crete jumps at each time t = tk are denoted by ak ∈ N

and Θ(x) represents the Heaviside step function, then

C(t) can be expressed as C(t) =
∑

k akΘ(t− tk).

Now, consider the limit ∆t → 0. At the discrete jump

points in the graph of C(t), the function is not differen-

tiable in the usual sense; instead, its derivative behaves

analogously to Dirac’s δ-function. Specifically, the in-

stantaneous attention at time t can be expressed as:

lim
∆t→0

c(t; ∆t) =
dC(t)

dt
=

∑

k

akδ(t− tk) .

If we refine the temporal resolution of attention history

curves—typically observed as jump-and-decay patterns

on an annual scale—to the level of instantaneous val-

ues and aggregate them across all relevant publications,

the resulting function, though continuous, appears highly

non-smooth. This function represents a superposition of

numerous sharp spikes, forming a randomly jagged tra-

jectory reminiscent of Brownian motion. In essence, the

trajectory undergoes random fluctuations, while its over-

all trend follows a jump-and-decay pattern.



5

B. The Ansatze

Building on the above mathematical and physical in-

sights, the core ansatze for modelling citation dynamics

are as follows:

(i) The citation count of a set of publications repre-

sents a discrete manifestation of the integral of a

continuous, latent attention function, X(t), over

the publications’ lifetime up to the present.

(ii) The attention dynamics can be decomposed into

two components: a deterministic trajectory and a

stochastic component. Schematically,

X(t) = Adeterministic(t)× Bstochastic(t) . (2)

Here, A(t) represents the average or expected tra-

jectory of X(t), while the stochastic component

B(t) captures random fluctuations.

(iii) The latent attention exhibits cumulative advantage

and adheres to Gibrat’s law, meaning that its rela-

tive growth rate is independent of its current level.

(iv) The stochastic component B(t) is driven by a frac-

tional Brownian motion.

Several remarks follow regarding these ansatze. First,

with respect to Ansatz (i), the relationship between the

latent attention function X(t) and its integral over the

interval [0, T ], namely C(T ), will be discussed in detail

later. In particular, we will clarify how the continuous

attention variable relates to the discrete citation count

(see Eq. (6) and the discussion in Section VI C).

Regarding Ansatz (ii), this paper does not impose any

constraints on the specific functional form of the deter-

ministic function A(t) or the mechanism that generates

it. Theoretically, it could take various forms. Instead,

our primary focus is on the stochastic function B(t). We

investigate its influence on attention dynamics, the dis-

tinct effects it induces, and the extent to which it serves

as a fundamental driver of real-world citation patterns.

For Ansatz (iii), we note a few points about the con-

nection between Gibrat’s law and preferential attach-

ment. While both involve multiplicative growth pro-

cesses, there are some key differences. Preferential at-

tachment typically describes discrete nodes in a network

acquiring new links, whereas Gibrat’s law is usually ap-

plied to continuous variables, such as wealth or firm

sizes—and here, to latent attention X(t). Moreover, pref-

erential attachment, though probabilistic at the micro-

scopic level, effectively follows a global deterministic rule

that yields a power law distribution if the attachment

function is linear [24]. By contrast, Gibrat’s law under

stochastic fluctuations in the proportionality factor gen-

erates a log-normal distribution via geometric Brownian

motion [15, 25]. This feature will be crucial when we

discuss the distribution of C(T ) in later sections.

Lastly, it is worth noting that the above set of ansatze

applies not only to citations but also to other forms of at-

tention process. In this context, citation can be replaced

with similar indices that reflect the collective attention

directed towards a given entity within a community. See

also the discussion in Section VI A [31].

C. Key Properties of Fractional Brownian Motion

Before incorporating fractional Brownian motion into

our formalism based on Ansatz (iv), we briefly summarise

its definition and key properties.

a. Definition. Fractional Brownian motion, denoted

as {BH(t)}t≥0 with the Hurst parameter H ∈ (0, 1), is a

class of non-Markovian and non-martingale, continuous-

time Gaussian stochastic processes with stationary incre-

ments. It satisfies

E[BH(t)] = BH(0) = 0 (3)

for all t ≥ 0, i.e. it is a centred process, and the covariance

is given by

E[BH(s)BH(t)] =
1

2

(
s2H + t2H − |t− s|2H

)
(4)

for all s, t ≥ 0. Hence, in particular, Var[BH(t)] = t2H .

This feature is useful when dealing with phenomena

whose variance does not behave linearly in t, as in the

present case with the citation process. In the special

case when H = 1
2 , one recovers the standard Brownian

motion, B1/2(t) ≡ W (t), with covariance E[W (s)W (t)] =
1
2

(
s+ t− |s− t|

)
= min{s, t}.

b. Memory effects. From Eqs. (3, 4), it can be shown

that for the fractional Brownian motion with H 6= 1
2 , a

process after a given time t depends not only on the sit-

uation at time t but also on the entire past history of the

process up to time t. Specifically, the fractional Brownian

motion increment ∆BH(t, s) := BH(t)−BH(s) with 0 ≤
s ≤ t has the moment properties that E[∆BH(t, s)] = 0

and E[∆BH(t, s)2] = |t− s|2H , and therefore, the covari-

ance of two non-overlapping increments is given by

E[∆BH(t, s)∆BH(s, 0)] =
1

2

[
t2H − s2H − (t− s)2H

]
,
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which is ⋚ 0 if H ⋚ 1
2 .

Consequently, if H ∈ (12 , 1), the increments of frac-

tional Brownian motion exhibit positive correlation (per-

sistence), meaning a tendency for future increments to

continue in the same direction as past increments, and

the resulting motion is superdiffusive. Conversely, if

H ∈ (0, 1
2 ), the increments are negatively correlated

(anti-persistence), meaning a tendency for future incre-

ments to reverse the direction of past increments, pro-

ducing subdiffusive motion. Roughly speaking, the anti-

persistent case corresponds to more chaotic behaviour,

while the persistent case reflects more structured and dis-

ciplined behaviour.

c. Fractality. The expression in Eq. (4) also implies

that fractional Brownian motion is a self-similar process

[3, 34], i.e. {BH(λt)}t≥0
law
= {λHBH(t)}t≥0, obeying the

same law for any λ > 0. The Hausdorff and box dimen-

sions of the graph of BH(t), denoted D, is related to the

Hurst parameter H via the simple relation [3, Theorem

16.8]:

D = 2−H . (5)

As can be seen from this formula, the closer the value

of H is to 1—that is, the stronger the persistent

tendency—the trajectory approaches a smoother line.

Conversely, the closer H is to 0—that is, the stronger the

anti-persistent tendency—the trajectory becomes more

jagged and complex in shape.

d. Applications. The distinctive and versatile na-

ture of fractional Brownian motion makes it a compelling

model for phenomena exhibiting both short-range and

long-range dependence across various fields, including bi-

ology [35], hydrology [36], telecommunications and net-

work traffic [37], and economics and finance [38, 39]. In-

deed, numerous studies have demonstrated that many

phenomena and challenges in these domains are better

captured by fractional Brownian motion, which incorpo-

rates memory effects over time.

D. The fractional stochastic differential equation

We now explain how fractional Brownian motion is ex-

plicitly incorporated into the formulation of citation dy-

namics. To begin, we express Ansatz (i) in mathematical

form. Let ∆C(ti−1, ti) ∈ Z≥0 be the number of citations

a publication receives during the time interval (ti−1, ti]

with t0 = 0 and ∆t = ti − ti−1, i ∈ N. For sufficiently

small ∆t and with appropriate treatment, it can be ap-

proximated as ∆C(ti−1, ti) ≈ X(ti)∆t, where X(t) is the

associated latent attention function at time t, assumed to

be strictly positive for all t > 0. The cumulative citation

count at time tn = n∆t ≡ T , denoted as C(T ), is then

related to X(t) by

C(T ) ≈
n∑

i=1

X(ti)∆t ≈
∫ T

0

X(t) dt (6)

for sufficiently small ∆t (or large n for fixed T ). Note

that while C(0) = 0, it holds that X(0) ≡ X0 > 0, which

is treated as deterministic.

Now, we explore the infinitesimal-time limit ∆t → dt.

To incorporate our set of Ansatze (i)–(iv), we consider

the following fractional SDE, which describes the evolu-

tion of latent attention:

dX(t) = X(t)
[
α(t) dt+ β dBH(t)

]
. (7)

The time-dependent drift function α(t) determines the

shape of the average attention history curve X(t) (see

Eq. (10) below). The parameter β > 0, referred to as the

volatility parameter—borrowing terminology from finan-

cial engineering—controls the magnitude of random fluc-

tuations in X(t) over the interval dt, reflecting external

random events as discussed earlier.

As is evident, the fractional SDE (7) inherently in-

corporates our Ansatze (iii) and (iv) by definition. In

particular, Ansatz (iii) satisfies the property of nonlin-

ear preferential attachment. Compared to the SDE in

the Black–Scholes model [30], this fractional SDE dif-

fers in two key aspects: Brownian motion is replaced by

fractional Brownian motion, and the drift term α(t) is

a function of time rather than a constant. If α were

constant, this model would coincide with the fractional

Black–Scholes model [40]. In addition, compared to the

SDE considered in [15, Eqs. (14, S3)], this fractional SDE

differs in that Brownian motion is extended to fractional

Brownian motion, while the volatility remains a time-

independent constant.

Next, we consider solving the fractional SDE (7). If

H = 1
2 , the process is a semimartingale, allowing the

SDE to be solved using Itô integration [15, Appendix C].

However, in the fractional SDE (7), the process is non-

semimartingale, meaning that the integral
∫ t

0
dBH(s)

cannot be evaluated in the Itô sense. Nonetheless, this

integral is well-defined under the fractional Wick–Itô in-

tegral [41]. The solution is:

X(t) = X0 exp
[
A(t) + βBH(t)

]
, (8)

where the deterministic contribution in the exponent is
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given by

A(t) :=

∫ t

0

α(s) ds− β2

2
t2H . (9)

The process described by Eq. (8) is always positive and

can approach zero only asymptotically. This functional

form also satisfies Ansatz (ii), with A(t) ≡ X0e
A(t) and

B(t) ≡ eβBH(t). From Eq. (8), one straightforwardly ob-

tains:

E[X(t)] = X0 exp

∫ t

0

α(s) ds , (10)

Var[X(t)] = E[X(t)]2
[
exp

(
β2t2H

)
− 1

]
, (11)

and from Eq. (10), it follows that the average attention

history curve, u(t) := E[X(t)], relates to α(t) via

α(t) =
d lnu(t)

dt
. (12)

The key function in our analysis corresponds to what

is termed the return in financial engineering, defined by

R(t) := ln

(
X(t)

X0

)
= A(t) + βBH(t) . (13)

Using the properties of fractional Brownian motion given

by Eqs. (3, 4), we obtain E[R(t)] = A(t) and Var[R(t)] =

β2 t2H . Hence, the tH law (1) arises theoretically:

SD[R(t)] = βtH . (14)

Observe that while E[R(t)] depends on the time-

dependent drift term α(t), SD[R(t)] is determined solely

by the Hurst parameter H and the constant volatility β,

remaining independent of α(t). Since BH(t) is Gaussian

and R(t) is a linear transformation of it (via Eq. (13)),

R(t) itself follows a Gaussian distribution. Thus, for any

fixed t, X(t) follows a log-normal distribution with mean

lnX0 + E[R(t)] and variance Var[R(t)].

E. Interpolating between log-normal and

power-law distributions

The next task is to theoretically predict the distribu-

tion of C(T ), obtained via Eq. (6), based on X(t) given

by Eq. (8). As mentioned, X(t) at each instant follows a

log-normal distribution, yet its integral over time, C(T ),

is not strictly log-normal in a rigorous sense, nor does it

admit a simple closed form. Nevertheless, under certain

conditions it can be well approximated by a log-normal

distribution, for instance through moment-matching or a

Fenton–Wilkinson-type approximation [42].

Such conditions include the system being anti-

persistent, i.e. H ∈ (0, 1
2 ), having a moderate β value,

and an α(t) that does not induce excessive fluctuations

in the baseline trajectory of X(t). The last condition is

empirically satisfied, as a typical average citation history

curve follows a jump-and-decay pattern.

To clarify, if we approximate C(T ) as
∑n

i=1 X(ti)∆t

(i.e. treating it as a sum of random variables) and u(t)

has a damping effect that causes X(t) to rapidly approach

zero, then for sufficiently large i, the terms X(ti)∆t be-

come negligible. As a result, each individual term’s con-

tribution to the integral is suppressed, reducing the like-

lihood of heavy tails. Moreover, even when X(ti) reaches

a high value at a given instant, anti-persistence naturally

limits the occurrence of consecutive large peaks. If β is

also moderate, the probability of extreme peaks decreases

further. Thus, under these conditions, the distribution of

C(T ) tends to form a single, relatively compact ‘bump’

with its peak near C = 0 rather than an extended heavy

tail.

In contrast, under what conditions is a power-law form

more likely for C(T )? This scenario is more probable

if the system is persistent, i.e. H ∈ (12 , 1), β is large,

and α(t) ensures that X(t) retains a finite, sustained

contribution over a substantial time window. Suppose

that for some i = i∗, the term X(ti∗)∆t assumes an ex-

tremely large value due to a large β, thereby dominating

the sum—this can be intuitively linked to jump discon-

tinuities such as Lévy flights. If the system also exhibits

persistence, meaning large values tend to cluster, and if

the range of i over which these events may occur is suffi-

ciently large, then the contribution of individual terms in

the integral generates a heavy tail, making a power law

a good approximation.

Accordingly, the conditions favouring a log-normal fit

and those yielding a heavy-tailed (power-law) fit for C(T )

lie at opposite ends of this spectrum, with real-world ci-

tation distributions often interpolating between these ex-

tremes.

IV. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

Based on the theory we have developed, we perform nu-

merical simulations of X(t) and C(T ) to verify whether

the theoretical predictions discussed in the previous sec-

tion are reproduced and whether the observed macro-

scopic picture of citation dynamics is appropriately repli-

cated. We primarily focus on the anti-persistent case,

while the persistent case is addressed in the supplemen-
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tary materials [31].

A. Simulation setup

For the numerical implementation of fractional Brow-

nian motion, the fbm package [43] in Python was used.

The Hurst parameter was set to H = 0.15, ensuring

a sufficiently strong anti-persistent nature of the sys-

tem. The fractional SDE (7) was discretised with a time

step of n = 1,000 and a final time of T = 10, yielding

∆t = T/n = 10−2. As a toy model for the function rep-

resenting the average attention history curve u(t), the

log-normal probability distribution function (PDF) was

employed. To ensure that X0 > 0, we used a rescaled

version, given by

û(t) =
X0t0
t+ t0

exp

[
− (ln(t+ t0)− θ)2

2ω2
+

(ln t0 − θ)2

2ω2

]
,

which implies that, for the associated time-dependent

drift term, in view of Eq. (12),

α̂(t) =
θ − ω2 − ln(t+ t0)

ω2(t+ t0)
. (15)

Here, ω is the shape parameter, eθ represents the me-

dian of the log-normal PDF, and t0 > 0 is the location

parameter.

Additionally, we considered five cases for the volatility

parameter, setting β = 0.2, 0.5, 0.8, 1.0 and 1.5, to assess

the impact of volatility variations on the system’s tem-

poral evolution. For the parameters describing Eq. (15),

we adopted t0 = 10−50, θ = 0.48 and ω = 0.8. The

value of X0 was determined so that the computed values

of {X̂i ≡ X̂(ti)}ni=1 remained within a realistic range for

citation counts, accounting for the interplay with other

parameters. Specifically, we set X0 = 10−53.

B. Simulating attention curves

With the above implementation and parameter set-

tings, the numerical simulation results for the trajectory

of {X̂i}ni=1 are shown in Fig. 2. For β = 0.2 (Fig. 2(a)),

the trajectory closely follows a log-normal PDF, as the-

oretically expected. As β increases ((a) to (b) to (c)),

fluctuations become more pronounced, and the trajec-

tory exhibits greater instability, aligning with theoretical

predictions. Furthermore, due to the decay effect of û(t),

the period during which the attention undergoes large

fluctuations remains relatively short. Beyond a certain

point, only negligible fluctuations persist, further rein-

forcing theoretical expectations.

Additionally, an increase in volatility raises the like-

lihood of rare but extreme values of X̂; for example,

note the high peak of X̂ > 300 in Fig. 2(c). However,

a crucial aspect of the current setup—where H is signifi-

cantly less than 0.5, indicating a strongly anti-persistent

system—is that such peaks do not persist or occur re-

peatedly over extended periods. Instead, they appear as

relatively isolated and sporadic events. In other words,

when X̂ reaches a large value at a given moment, it is

likely to decrease soon after due to a counteracting effect.

Consequently, contributions to the integral become more

dispersed, reducing the tendency for the distribution of

Ĉ(T ) to develop an excessively heavy tail.

C. Monte Carlo simulation of citation distributions

Under the same settings described above, we per-

formed Ns = 50,000 Monte Carlo simulations to examine

the distribution of cumulative citation counts up to time

T . Here, Ns can be simply interpreted as the number

of publications in the similated world. The simulated

citation count was obtained as follows [31]:

Ĉ(T ) :=

⌈
n∑

i=1

X̂i∆t

⌉
, (16)

where ⌈·⌉ denotes the ceiling function. The resulting his-

togram is shown in Fig. 3. As volatility increases ((a) to

(b) to (c)), the reproduced distribution becomes closer

to the highly skewed distributions commonly observed

empirically. Moreover, given the present settings for H

and α̂(t), Ĉ(T ) tends not to develop a heavy tail for any

choice of β, making it more amenable to approximation

by a single log-normal distribution.

The kernel density functions of the distribution of

ln Ĉ(T ) for various values of β are shown in Fig. 4(a).

Additionally, to assess its log-normality, a Quantile–

Quantile (Q–Q) plot of the same ln Ĉ(T ) distribu-

tion against theoretical normal quantiles is presented

in Fig. 4(b). The linearity of this plot suggests that

Ĉ closely follows a log-normal distribution. The veri-

fication of this linearity using the least-squares method

is summarised in Table I, which clearly shows that the

shape parameter σ̂ of the fitted log-normal distribution

increases as β increases. According to previous studies

[13–15, 19], the corresponding shape parameter typically

falls within the range of approximately 1 to 1.4. This sce-

nario corresponds to setting β in the range of roughly 1.5–
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FIG. 2. Simulation results of the attention curve X̂(t) for an

anti-persistent system (H = 0.15). The parameters in α̂(t)

are set to θ = 0.48 and ω = 0.8. The volatility values are (a)

β = 0.2, (b) β = 0.8 and (c) β = 1.5.
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FIG. 3. Monte Carlo simulation results for the distribution

of Ĉ(T ), generated using the same parameter settings as in

Fig. 2, with Ns = 50,000 trials. The volatility values are (a)

β = 0.2, (b) β = 0.8 and (c) β = 1.5.

2, precisely when the distribution of Ĉ becomes markedly

skewed, as observed in Fig. 3(c).

For comparison, it is instructive to conduct a hypo-

thetical simulation in which the system exhibits a persis-

tent memory effect and attention does not decay [31]. In

this scenario, compared to the anti-persistent case, the

trajectory of attention becomes smoother, with less pro-

nounced jagged fluctuations (Fig. S1). The distribution

of Ĉ(T ) develops a fatter tail, and this tendency becomes

more pronounced as β increases (Fig. S2(a) to (b) to (c)).

Moreover, the high-citation region can be well approxi-

mated by a shifted power law (Fig. S3(a)–(c)). All these

findings align with the theoretical predictions presented

in the previous section.

D. Simulating the t
H law

Finally, we confirm that the Monte Carlo simulations

successfully replicate the tH law observed in Fig. 1. We

used the same settings as in the earlier anti-persistent

scenario, except for assigning X0 = 1. For the ‘yearly’

time intervals in Fig. 1, we set τk = k ∈ N. Then, for

each period {(τk−1, τk]}10k=1, we compute the number of

citations acquired during year k, denoted as ĉk, via the



10

(a)

0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5
D

en
si

ty

−2 0 2 4 6 8
ln C

β = 0.2

β = 0.5

β = 0.8

β = 1.0

β = 1.5

(b)

−2

0

2

4

6

8

T
he

or
et

ic
al

 n
or

m
al

 q
ua

nt
ile

s

−5 −4 −3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3 4 5
Empirical ln C quantiles

β = 0.2 

β = 0.5 

β = 0.8 

β = 1.0 

β = 1.5 
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values of volatility (β) for visual clarity. (b) Q–Q plot of the same ln Ĉ(T ) distribution against theoretical normal quantiles.

same method as Eq. (16):

ĉk :=




∑

ti∈(τk−1,τk]

Xi∆t



. (17)

Repeating this procedure Ns times yields {SD[ln ĉk]}10k=1.

Figure 5 shows the results for three cases: β = 0.2, 0.8

and 1.5 (filled markers). Examining the relationship be-

tween ln SD[ln ĉk] and ln τk reveals a linear trend, con-

firming that the simulation reproduces the tH law seen

in Fig. 1.

An important caveat here is that the values of Ĥ and β̂

estimated from linear regression on this scatter plot sys-

tematically deviate by an approximately constant factor

from the original H and β set in the simulation. To

validate this point, we also simulated X(t) at specific

time points t = τk and analysed the relationship between

ln SD[ln X̂(τk)] and ln τk. The linear regression analysis

of this relationship precisely reproduces the original pa-

rameter values, as predicted by theory, Eq. (14), and is

TABLE I. Summary of the estimated shape parameter (σ̂)

for the fitted log-normal distribution under varying volatility

parameters (β), given H = 0.15 (anti-persistent) and α̂(t)

from Eq. (15) with θ = 0.48 and ω = 0.8. All cases satisfy

p < 0.001.

β σ̂

0.2 0.16± 9.1× 10−6

0.5 0.40± 2.6× 10−5

0.8 0.64± 7.2× 10−5

1.0 0.80± 1.0× 10−4

1.5 1.19± 2.2× 10−4

2.0 1.57± 3.5× 10−4
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FIG. 5. Scatter plot of (τk, ĉk) (filled markers) and (τk, X̂(τk))

(unfilled markers) from the same data as in Fig. 3, for k =

1–10, along with their linear regression fits. In both cases,

the error bars are negligibly small and are therefore omitted

for clarity.

shown by the unfilled markers in Fig. 5. The primary

reason for this discrepancy is that the coarse summation

operation in Eq. (17) smooths out local fluctuations in

X(t). As a result, H tends to be overestimated, while β

tends to be underestimated. The same caution must be

exercised when performing empirical analysis on arXiv

data in the subsequent section.

V. EMPIRICAL DATA ANALYSIS

In the previous section, we confirmed that simulations

based on the fractional SDE (7) accurately reproduced

our theoretical predictions, reinforcing the validity of our

framework. In this section, we estimate H and β using
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empirical citation data from arXiv e-prints, applying our

model to a real-world system.

A. Exploring citation dynamics in arXiv

We analysed the relationship between the number of ci-

tations received annually and the time elapsed since post-

ing for arXiv e-prints published between 1995 and 2006,

tracking citations up to February 2020. The dataset used

is the same as that employed in [15, 32]. Since these cita-

tion data are counted annually, the number of data points

is at most a few dozen, which is significantly smaller than

the long-term datasets typically assembled in financial

engineering [31]. Under these conditions, the tH law pre-

sented in Eq. (14) serves as a key methodological guide

for estimating the fundamental parameters of the sys-

tem. Leveraging this relation, we determine the values

of H and β through a straightforward regression analysis.

As discussed at the end of the previous section, this

estimation method introduces a systematic bias that de-

pends on how coarse the annual time resolution is rel-

ative to the scale of system fluctuations. For instance,

the estimate of H obtained in Fig. 1 can reasonably be

interpreted as an overestimate. Recognising this limita-

tion as an inherent constraint of the dataset, we adopt

a conservative approach: the estimated Ĥ is treated as

an implied upper bound for H , while β̂ is considered an

implied lower bound for β.

For each individual e-print in the dataset, we com-

piled citation data annually, defining the elapsed years

as τk = k ∈ N with ∆τ = τk − τk−1 = 1. Specifically, we

constructed the dataset {∆Ck}, representing the number

of citations received in year k, i.e., k years since publica-

tion, and then computed
{
Rk := ln

(
∆C̃k/∆τ

)}
in accor-

dance with Eq. (13). Here, we define ∆C̃k = ∆Ck+ǫ with

ǫ = 10−15, introducing a cut-off to prevent divergence

when ∆Ck = 0. The bias introduced by this adjustment

is assumed to be negligible [44]. Finally, for each year, we

computed {SD[Rk]}. Performing a linear regression on

the obtained data points Pk ≡ (ln τk, ln SD[Rk]), we es-

timated the upper bound of H from the slope. Similarly,

the lower bound of β was obtained by exponentiating the

intercept of the regression model. It is important to note

that SD[Rk] in this regression represents the SD of ci-

tation counts during year k, which is distinct from the

SD of the logarithm of cumulative citations over [0, T ],

denoted as σ earlier.

Figure S4 presents scatter plots of {Pk} for each publi-

cation year, overlaid with regression lines, while Table S2

summarises the corresponding linear regression results.

For all groups of e-prints published in different years, the

tH law holds well, with the results for 2001 matching

those in Fig. 1. The estimated values Ĥ and β̂ over time

are shown in Figs. S5(a) and (b), respectively. These re-

main approximately within the ranges of 0.08 to 0.15 for

Ĥ , with an average of Ĥ ≈ 0.13, and 0.53 to 0.65 for β̂,

without any noticeable deviations or trends contradicting

constancy.

Additionally, performing the same estimation sepa-

rately for different arXiv subject categories reveals no-

table variations in these estimated values across disci-

plines (Fig. S6). These differences likely reflect domain-

specific traits, such as typical patterns of scientific dis-

covery, citation behaviours within each community, and

publishing norms inherent to each field [31].

While these results, derived from a simplified estima-

tion, should be considered with the aforementioned biases

in mind, they still provide statistically solid and quali-

tatively robust insights into memory effects in citation

dynamics. From these estimations, we conclude that the

citation dynamics of e-prints on arXiv follow a strongly

anti-persistent stochastic process. Combining this with

the simulation insights from Section IV strengthens the

theoretical basis for why the cumulative citation distri-

bution of arXiv e-prints (as observed in [15]) is well ap-

proximated by a highly skewed log-normal distribution

with a pronounced peak near C = 0.

B. Hidden fractality in citation trajectory

Using the previously estimated upper bound of the

Hurst parameter, we can apply Eq. (5) to estimate the

lower bound of the fractal (Hausdorff) dimension of the

fractional Brownian motion trajectories that underlie

the arXiv system under consideration. The result is

D̂ = 2− Ĥ ≈ 1.87.

Fractal phenomena in human social activities have

been explored in various contexts, including urban mor-

phology and city structures [45], financial markets [46],

and complex networks [47]. However, quantitatively esti-

mating fractal dimensions in such systems remains chal-

lenging. In citation dynamics, although the above finding

is indirect rather than based on direct observation, it is

noteworthy that it provides quantitative insight into the

underlying intrinsic fractal structure.
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VI. DISCUSSION

We now examine the interpretation of the results ob-

tained, compare them with previous studies, discuss

broader implications, identify unresolved issues, and ex-

plore potential directions for future research, including

conjectures.

A. Philosophical and theoretical implications

The theoretical framework of citation network growth

dynamics presented in this paper, based on the fractional

SDE (7), establishes a microscopic foundation for pre-

viously recognised insights, which were largely derived

from macroscopic observations, such as the distribution

of cumulative citations and characteristic citation his-

tory curves. This approach parallels the role of statisti-

cal mechanics in thermodynamics, which seeks to explain

empirical laws by uncovering the underlying microscopic

mechanisms through dynamical equations. In the context

of citation dynamics, this framework integrates mathe-

matical physics perspectives with traditional bibliometric

and scientometric methodologies. By incorporating the

‘science of science’ approach [48], it serves as a bridge

between these disciplines, providing a more rigorous the-

oretical foundation for observed citation phenomena.

Furthermore, these findings hold significant implica-

tions for real-world applications of fractional Brownian

motion. It is well known that its mathematical structure

fundamentally differs depending on whether the Hurst

parameter is greater or less than 1
2 [33, 49]. Historically,

the regime H ∈ (12 , 1) has been more extensively stud-

ied, particularly in finance, due to the long-range de-

pendence observed in certain market data. In contrast,

the case H ∈ (0, 1
2 ), where citation dynamics fall, has

received comparatively less attention in real-world appli-

cations. However, models exhibiting anti-persistence in

this regime have recently gained significant attention in

finance, particularly in the study of rough volatility [39].

The theoretical framework developed in this study ap-

plies broadly to both anti-persistent and persistent sys-

tems. Given the universality of the adopted Ansatze (i)–

(iv), it extends beyond conventional citation processes

and may serve as a foundational theory for analogous at-

tention dynamics [50]. In the empirical analysis in Sec-

tion V, we examined citation as a well-defined example of

attention, focusing on annual citation counts. If the the-

ory applies more broadly, other forms of attention should

also adhere to the tH law when the SD of the logarithm

of attention at each point are analysed. Moreover, cumu-

lative attention is generally well approximated by a log-

normal distribution but may display power-law behaviour

depending on volatility, memory effects, and the shape

of the average attention history curve [31]. These in-

sights indicate diverse applications across multiple fields,

highlighting the need for further research to refine and

validate the theory’s broader relevance.

B. Memory effects and non-Markovianity

Numerous studies have made significant contributions

to modelling and understanding citation dynamics using

non-Markovian stochastic processes [9, 11, 14, 19–21, 28].

These approaches have been particularly effective in cap-

turing key features of citation growth by incorporating

time-dependent weighting functions or memory kernels

into the citation acquisition process (i.e. the link gen-

eration process in network growth models) to account

for ‘ageing’ or ‘obsolescence’ effects. In such models,

past history influences future evolution in a determin-

istic, time-dependent manner. While this offers valuable

insights, relying solely on this mechanism to introduce

non-Markovian characteristics does not fully account for

the empirical observations, including the tH law (1).

In contrast, the approach presented in this paper inher-

ently incorporates memory effects through the stochastic

fluctuations of fractional Brownian motion. As a result,

the tH law naturally emerges from our theoretical pre-

diction in Eq. (14) and is empirically validated through

simulations (Fig. 5). However, the presence of mem-

ory effects in stochastic fluctuations does not preclude

the possibility that other forms of memory—potentially

arising from different stochastic processes—may also con-

tribute to the observed phenomena. Moreover, memory

effects may reside not only in the stochastic component

B(t) of Eq. (2) but also in the deterministic component

A(t). By selectively integrating elements of previously

proposed models where appropriate, a more comprehen-

sive framework with enhanced explanatory and predictive

capabilities could potentially be developed.

Further progress may also be achieved by refining how

stochastic fluctuations are introduced. Potential direc-

tions include employing mixed fractional Brownian mo-

tions [51] or reset geometric fractional Brownian mo-

tion [52]. For instance, given the interdisciplinary varia-

tions in the estimated Ĥ and β̂ values observed in Sec-

tion V (Fig. S6), it is plausible that citation dynam-

ics across the broader academic landscape, including the
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arXiv disciplines used here as a testbed, might be bet-

ter described by a mixed fractional Brownian motion.

Such a process can be expressed as either a discrete

sum, Z(t) =
∑

ℓ∈S βℓBHℓ
(t), or a continuous analogue,

Z(t) =
∫
S
β(ρ)BH(ρ)(t) dρ. Here, BHℓ

(t) are indepen-

dent fractional Brownian motions with Hℓ ∈ (0, 1) and

βℓ > 0, where S denotes a proper summation domain,

with a similar formulation applying to the continuous

version.

C. Unanswered questions and conjecture

Despite the findings presented here, several fundamen-

tal questions remain open. Below, we outline some of

these issues, each representing a compelling direction for

future research.

First, it is unclear whether the fractional Brownian mo-

tion governing attention dynamics can be derived from

first principles. We introduced the idea that citation pro-

cesses are driven by fractional Brownian motion mainly

based on empirical observations, validating its plausibil-

ity through simulations and real-world data. However,

our construction of the fractional SDE was not derived

from first principles. A rigorous explanation for why frac-

tional Brownian motion should naturally emerge in this

context remains lacking.

Second, the interpretation and justification of the rela-

tionship between the attention function and the citation

counts expressed in Eq. (6) remain unresolved. What

exactly does this equation signify, and how can it be

justified rigorously? The meaning of the approximation

‘≈’ also remains unclear under the current discussions.

When associating the integral of the continuous variable

X(t) from our model with the discrete citation count

C(T ) in reality, what mathematical operations or con-

ceptual interpretations underlie this correspondence? In

our simulations, we used the ceiling function in Eq. (16)

as a convenient discretisation device, but its role is merely

pragmatic rather than theoretically fundamental.

Third, and closely related, is the question of what

physical entity the latent attention function X(t) rep-

resents. In our formulation, it was introduced as an aux-

iliary mathematical device for describing the statistical

distribution of C(T ) in a network growth model. By

hypothesising a fractional SDE and solving it, we repro-

duced various empirical features of C(T ). Yet it remains

unclear whether X(t) corresponds to any directly mea-

surable quantity in the real world.

One possible resolution to these questions is suggested

by classical mathematical arguments based on Donsker’s

invariance principle [53]. Drawing on this theory, we

propose the following conjecture: Beneath citation pro-

cesses, which are inherently discrete, there exists an un-

derlying integer-valued stochastic process. By repeating

this process many times and applying appropriate nor-

malisation, the functional central limit theorem ensures

the emergence of a discrete centred Gaussian process.

Taking the scaling limit of this discrete process then nat-

urally leads to fractional Brownian motion as a charac-

teristic feature of the system.

VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In this study, we developed a model that is consistent

with both previously established empirical findings and a

newly identified empirical law by capturing the stochastic

nature and dynamics of citation behaviour through an

SDE incorporating random fluctuations.

Specifically, we adopted Ansatze (i)–(iv) (Section II)

and formulated the fractional SDE (7) that governs la-

tent attention, whose discrete realisation corresponds to

citation counts. By linking its solution, Eq. (8), to cita-

tion dynamics via Eq. (6), we demonstrated—both theo-

retically (Section III) and through numerical simulations

(Section IV)—that the resulting model satisfies four key

properties:

1. It permits a variety of citation history curve patterns.

2. It adheres to the principle of cumulative advantage,

specifically satisfying nonlinear preferential attach-

ment.

3. The SD of the logarithm of citations per unit time

follows the tH law (1) with respect to the time elapsed

since publication.

4. Depending on the system conditions, the citation dis-

tribution may be well approximated by a log-normal

distribution or, particularly in the high-degree regime,

by a heavy-tailed power law.

Furthermore, applying our validated model to empirical

data on arXiv e-prints has enhanced the microscopic un-

derstanding of citation phenomena observed in real-world

settings (Section V). Additionally, we have successfully

estimated the fractal dimension associated with the sys-

tem’s attention.

Thus, the in-degree distribution of citation networks, a

long-standing subject of research, is naturally explained

within our theoretical framework based on a few key
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system characteristics: the Hurst parameter (H), the

volatility parameter (β), and the time dependence of the

deterministic component (α(t) or A(t)). A central aspect

of this model is the use of fractional Brownian motion to

characterise the system’s stochastic component, with the

memory effect governed by the Hurst parameter H .

Specifically, we demonstrated that when H ∈ (0, 1
2 ),

indicating an anti-persistent nature, and this is com-

bined with the empirical observation that the average

citation history curve decays over time, the model ef-

fectively accounts for why citation distributions are of-

ten well approximated by log-normal distributions. Con-

versely, when fluctuations occasionally lead to sustained

high levels of attention, the citation distribution is better

approximated by a power law. This distinction between

the two regimes offers a coherent explanation for the em-

pirical variability observed in citation dynamics.

As discussed in Section VI, this perspective also gives

rise to new questions from physical, mathematical, and

statistical viewpoints. Addressing these open problems

is expected to further advance our understanding of net-

work dynamics and foster future developments in nonlin-

ear dynamics, non-equilibrium statistical mechanics, as

well as chaos and fractal theory.
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Supplementary Text for Section II

◮ Interpretation of the t
H law

The tH law (1) discussed in the main text could, in principle, be reproduced within the stochastic model introduced

in [15], which extends the Black–Scholes model by incorporating a time-dependent volatility function. This can be

achieved by appropriately tuning the volatility function to align with the tH law. Under this interpretation, the

time dependence of volatility may be attributed to factors such as improved discoverability due to technological

advancements or, conversely, reduced visibility caused by the rapid growth in publication volume. In this sense, the

model provides a potential explanation for the observed phenomenon.

However, this explanation is unsatisfactory from the standpoint of theoretical universality and predictive power, as

it does not fundamentally clarify the dynamical origin of the time-dependent volatility function. For this reason, the

main text adopts a more principled theoretical framework, attributing the origin of the tH law not to an arbitrarily

imposed time-dependent volatility but to the intrinsic properties of the underlying stochastic process. Specifically,

H is interpreted as the Hurst parameter of a fractional Brownian motion, and the model is formulated under the

assumption of constant volatility.

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Supplementary Text for Section III

◮ Fractional Brownian motion via Brownian motion

There are several ways to describe a fractional Brownian motion, {BH(t)}t∈R, with Hurst parameter H ∈ (0, 1),

in terms of the standard Brownian motion, {W (t)}t∈R; see [49, Section 1.2] and the references therein. Among these

approaches, we introduce one that employs an operator MH acting on a rapidly decreasing smooth function f defined

on R, explicitly given by [41]

MHf(s) =






CH

∫

R

|u|H− 3

2

[
f(s− u)− f(s)

]
du for H ∈ (0, 12 ) ,

f(s) for H = 1
2 ,

CH

∫

R

|u− s|H− 3

2 f(u) du for H ∈ (12 , 1) ,

CH =

√
Γ(2H + 1) sin(πH)

2Γ
(
H − 1

2

)
cos

[
π
2

(
H − 1

2

)] , (S1)
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where Γ(·) represents the gamma function. Choose f(s) as the indicator function χ[a,b](s), which equals 1 if a ≤ s ≤ b,

−1 if b ≤ s ≤ a (except when s = a = b), and 0 otherwise. We then integrate Eq. (S1) over the entire real line with

respect to dW (s). Setting a = 0 and b = t, we obtain

∫

R

MHχ[0,t](s) dW (s) =
CH∣∣H − 1

2

∣∣

∫

R

[
(t− s)H− 1

2Θ(t− s)− (−s)H− 1

2Θ(−s)
]
dW (s) , (S2)

where Θ(·) denotes the Heaviside step function, defined as Θ(x) = 1 for x > 0 and Θ(x) = 0 for x ≤ 0. Equation (S2)

matches, up to a normalisation factor, the original expression for BH(t) introduced by Mandelbrot and Van Ness [33,

Eq. (2.1)].

◮ Generalised fractional geometric Brownian motion

Consider the following generalised fractional SDE that governs the motion of a continuous random variable X(t):

dX(t) = α(t)X(t) dt+ β(t)X(t) dBH(t) , (S3)

where α(·) and β(·) are locally bounded deterministic functions. Assuming that X(0) ≡ X0 is deterministic, the

general solution to Eq. (S3) is given by [41]

X(t) = X0 exp

(∫ t

0

α(s) ds +

∫ t

0

β(s) dBH(s)− 1

2

∫

R

[
MH(β ◦ χ[0,t])(s)

]2
ds

)
, (S4)

where the operator MH(·) and the indicator function χ[a,b](·) are as defined earlier. In the main text, we considered

the special case in which β(s) = β is constant, and under that condition, the solution (S4) reduces to Eqs. (8, 9).

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Supplementary Text for Section IV

◮ From attention to citation: A pragramatic approach

In the main text, when simulating C(T ) as expressed in Eq. (6) based on our theoretical model, we introduced the

approximation Ĉ(T ) as given in Eq. (16). This approximation always yields a natural number for T > 0, even in cases

where Xi ∆t remains negligibly small throughout i = 1, . . . , n, such that its summation over the entire period does not

even reach 1. Nonetheless, Eq. (16) ensures that Ĉ = 1 even in such situations. In this respect, the effect is analogous

to the ‘citation + 1’ prescription often used in the literature [15, 16, 19, 22], which facilitates the computation of the

logarithm of citation counts even in cases with zero citations. We assume that the bias [44] introduced by employing

the ceiling function here is negligible and does not affect our main conclusions.

◮ Simulation of anti-persistent cases

It is discussed in the main text that the conditions for a good fit by a log-normal distribution and by a power law

contradict each other in several respects, particularly regarding whether H is greater or less than 1
2 , the background

trend determined by u(t), which is related to the drift function α(t) by Eq. (12), and the magnitude of volatility. To

gain an intuitive grasp of this point, we conducted an additional simulation under a hypothetical scenario where the

system exhibits a persistent memory effect and the function u(t) does not decay. The results are summarised below.

Figure S1 shows simulated paths of X(t) under H = 0.85 and α(t) = 1. In contrast to the anti-persistent case

(Fig. 2), the trajectories here are notably smoother, with fewer pronounced fluctuations. In Fig. S1(c), {Xi}ni=1 follows

a nearly steady trend and eventually declines to zero at time T . However, this outcome is not inevitable. Due to

the persistent nature of the process, {Xi}ni=1 often continues along a certain trajectory, yet it could also move in the

opposite direction and increase indefinitely. Such paths contribute to large values of Ĉ(T ).

Figure S2 shows the results of Monte Carlo simulations with Ns = 50,000, conducted under the same conditions.

Additionally, Fig. S3(a) presents the kernel density estimates of the distribution for β = 0.2, 0.5, 0.8, 1.0 and 1.5.
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Compared with the anti-persistent case (Fig. 3), the distribution of C(T ) now has a substantially fatter tail, a tendency

that grows more pronounced with increasing β.

Moreover, the Q–Q plot in Fig. S3(b) deviates noticeably from a straight line, indicating that the distribution

of Ĉ(T ) no longer closely follows a log-normal form. This does not necessarily mean that a power law is the best

fit. However, as shown in Fig. S3(c) and Table S1, where the upper 1% of Ĉ(T ) is fitted with a shifted power

law, the persistent scenario exhibits a stronger tendency to be well approximated by a shifted power law than the

anti-persistent case. Still, at extremely high citation counts, the data also deviate from the shifted power law.

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Supplementary Text for Section V

◮ The arXiv data

The data used in Fig. 1 and the empirical data analysis in Section V of the main text are the same as those employed

in [15], with the raw data compiled in [32]. For further details on the data, please refer to these references.

◮ Prospective vs. retrospective approach

To verify the tH law, it is necessary to examine data on the standard deviation (SD) of the logarithm of c(t; ∆t) ≡
∆C(t)/∆t. In conceptualising or formalising how this measurement is carried out in practice, two approaches can be

considered.

The first approach, referred to as the prospective approach, fixes the publication year of the analysed set of pub-

lications while progressively shifting forward the years in which citations are counted. In other words, for a set of

publications from the same year, it tracks how the SD of the logarithm of citation counts per unit time evolves over

time. More concretely, defining tk = k∆t (k = 0, . . . , m), and denoting by Lk the set of publications published

during (tk−1, tk], and by cw,k the number of citations a publication w receives in (tk−1, tk], the SD is calculated for

the dataset {ln cw,k |w ∈ L1} for each k = 1, . . . , m. Under this method, the size of the publication set under study

remains |L1|.
The second approach, referred to as the retrospective approach, instead fixes the year in which citations are counted

and defines the analysed set of publications by tracing back their publication years. Using the same notation as

above, the SD is computed for the dataset {ln cw,m |w ∈ Lm−k} for each k = 0, . . . , m− 1. In this case, the size of

the analysed set of publications (|Lm−k|) typically increases as k decreases, owing to the growth in the number of

publications over time.

In the main text, the prospective approach is used (Section II B). However, using the retrospective approach yields

qualitatively similar results, again confirming the tH law trend. Indeed, when the tH law was first observed, the

retrospective approach was applied [15, Appendix C, Suppl. Fig. S9].

◮ Estimation results by discipline

In the main text, the estimation of the Hurst parameter H and volatility β was carried out on the entire aggregate set

of e-prints across six arXiv disciplines—Astrophysics (‘astro-ph’), Computer Science (‘comp-sci’), Condensed Matter

Physics (‘cond-mat’), High Energy Physics (‘hep’), Mathematics (‘math’) and other physics (‘oth-phys’)—the same

classification as in [15, 32]. Figure S6 shows the results of the same analysis, now broken down by discipline. From

Fig. S6(a), it is clear that the memory effect is anti-persistent in all fields, but a consistent historical trend indicates

that High Energy Physics has the strongest anti-persistent tendency, whereas Condensed Matter Physics has the

weakest. Additionally, Fig. S6(b) reveals that volatility is especially high in High Energy Physics and Computer

Science.

These observations likely reflect each discipline’s distinct characteristics, such as scientific discovery patterns, cita-

tion behaviours in research communities, and publishing norms—factors also discussed in the main text. Combined

with earlier analyses of discipline-specific spatiotemporal aspects of citation evolution and with measures such as the
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‘internal obsolescence rate’ and ‘retention rate’ reported in [15], these results provide useful insights not only from

scientometric or bibliometric standpoints, but also within the broader ‘science of science’ framework [48].

◮ Limitaions and validity

Typically, the Hurst parameter for fractional Brownian motion is estimated via methods such as the Rescaled Range

Analysis (R/S) method [46, 54], or improved variants thereof. This approach involves calculating the range of partial

sums of deviations for time series segments from their means, then normalising by the corresponding SD. However,

it is not suitable in te current study. The reason is that the presence of an unknown, time-dependent deterministic

nonlinear term α(t) disrupts self-similar scaling properties, thereby biasing R/S-based estimates.

Moreover, the arXiv dataset used in this study [32] records citation counts on a yearly basis, yielding at most a

few dozen data points per e-print. Methods like R/S analysis or other estimation techniques commonly employed

in financial engineering [34, 49] usually require much longer time series. Despite recent advances in bibliometric

data, collecting extended citation histories at finer temporal resolutions (e.g. monthly or daily) remains practically

challenging. Where monthly-level citation records exist, they often involve data imputation: for instance, if the exact

publication month is missing, the record may default to January. Similarly, daily-level data can default to the first

of the month if only the month is known. Hence, careful preprocessing is needed to handle missing values or exclude

certain entries, making the construction of precise time series difficult at monthly or daily resolutions.

Given these constraints, this study employed a heuristic estimation of the Hurst parameter based on the newly

discovered tH law. Although the resulting estimates are approximate, their qualitative features—such as the evidence

of anti-persistent behaviour—are statistically robust within the limits of the applied tests.

Regarding future research directions, we anticipate that as bibliometric data collection expands in both scope and

accuracy across various institutions and platforms, more reliable long-term citation and attention-based datasets will

become available. This advancement will allow for more precise estimation of parameters such as H and β, further

enriching our understanding of citation dynamics.

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Supplementary Text for Section VI

◮ ‘Unlimited attention capability’: A hypothetical scenario

With anticipated advancements in artificial intelligence technologies and the continual evolution of digital platforms,

it is worth considering a hypothetical scenario that, while speculative, could emerge in the future. Empirically, the

average attention history curve we have observed follows a jump-and-decay pattern: newly published research can

initially attract significant attention, but citations gradually diminish over time. Various factors contribute to this

decline, including constraints on reference lists (e.g., space limitations or submission guidelines), the cognitive limits

of researchers and authors, and the phenomenon of ‘obliteration by incorporation’ [55], where widely accepted findings

become so foundational that they are seldom explicitly cited.

Now, consider a hypothetical world in which all publishing constraints—whether resource-based, technological,

or conventional—are entirely removed. In this setting, researchers would have optimal access to literature search,

knowledge acquisition, and reference management. Citing older publications would be actively encouraged, with no

practical limit on the number of references included. Under such conditions, the typical citation history curve, when

aggregated across numerous publications, might no longer follow a jump-and-decay pattern but instead develop a

heavy-tailed form over time or even evolve into a monotonically increasing function.

In this scenario, the distribution of the time-integrated attention measure would likely be better represented by

a power law or another even heavier-tailed distribution, rather than a log-normal distribution. Alternatively, it is

possible that such an attention-dynamics paradigm already exists in certain domains, even if it has not yet been

widely recognised.
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Supplementary Figures
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FIG. S1. Simulation results of the attention curve X̂(t) for a

persistent system (H = 0.85). The deterministic component

was set as α(t) = 1 (constant). The volatility values are (a)

β = 0.2, (b) β = 0.8 and (c) β = 1.5.

(a)

0.000

0.002

0.004

0.006

0.008

0.010

D
en

si
ty

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
 

Histogram
Kernel density

(b)

0.00

0.01

0.02

D
en

si
ty

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
 

Histogram
Kernel density

(c)

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

D
en

si
ty

0 200 400 600 800 1,000
Simulated citation counts (C)

Histogram
Kernel density

FIG. S2. Monte Carlo simulation results for the distribution

of Ĉ(T ), generated using the same parameter settings as in

Fig. S1, with Ns = 50,000 trials. The volatility values are (a)

β = 0.2, (b) β = 0.8 and (c) β = 1.5.
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FIG. S3. (a) Kernel density estimation of the distribution of ln Ĉ(T ) using the same data as in Fig. S2, overlaid with different

values of volatility (β) for visual clarity. (b) Q–Q plot of the same ln Ĉ(T ) distribution against theoretical normal quantiles.

(c) Fitting results for the upper 1% (N = 500) of the Ĉ(T ) distribution using a shifted power law, P (x) ∼ (x+ xmin)
−γ , with

estimated exponents (γ̂) provided in Table S1.
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FIG. S4. Relationship between the standard deviation (SD) of the logarithm of citation counts acquired each year up to

February 2020 and the number of years (t) elapsed since posting, shown for e-prints published on arXiv between 1995 and 2006.

The data used are the same as in [32].
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FIG. S5. Estimated values of (a) Ĥ and (b) β̂, along with their standard errors for e-prints published on arXiv from 1995 to

2006, presented for each publication year (numerical data are provided in Table S2). The data used are the same as in [32].
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FIG. S6. Estimated values of (a) Ĥ and (b) β̂ for e-prints published on arXiv from 1999 to 2010, shown for six different arXiv

disciplines—Astrophysics (‘astro-ph’), Computer Science (‘comp-sci’), Condensed Matter Physics (‘cond-mat’), High Energy

Physics (‘hep’), Mathematics (‘math’) and other physics (‘oth-phys’). The data used are the same as in [32].
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Supplementary Tables

TABLE S1. Fitting results for the upper 1% (N = 500) of the Ĉ(T ) distribution for different values of β, based on the same

data as in Fig. S2, using a shifted power law: P (x) ∼ (x+ xmin)
−γ . All cases satisfy p < 0.001.

β γ̂

0.2 2.9± 3.0× 10−2

0.5 1.0± 1.2× 10−2

0.8 0.62 ± 4.8× 10−3

1.0 0.50 ± 8.6× 10−3

1.5 0.30 ± 3.8× 10−3

TABLE S2. Summary of the estimated Hurst parameter (Ĥ) and volatility parameter (β̂) for each publication year, based on

the same data as in Fig. S5. All cases satisfy p < 0.001.

Year # e-print Ĥ β̂

1995 13,618 0.15 ± 0.021 0.53 ± 0.030

1996 16,869 0.12 ± 0.021 0.59 ± 0.033

1997 22,306 0.14 ± 0.022 0.54 ± 0.031

1998 28,016 0.12 ± 0.013 0.57 ± 0.019

1999 32,091 0.15 ± 0.028 0.53 ± 0.038

2000 36,173 0.10 ± 0.009 0.60 ± 0.014

2001 39,106 0.13 ± 0.016 0.56 ± 0.022

2002 42,642 0.08 ± 0.007 0.65 ± 0.011

2003 46,589 0.12 ± 0.016 0.57 ± 0.021

2004 52,534 0.13 ± 0.016 0.58 ± 0.022

2005 56,801 0.14 ± 0.018 0.59 ± 0.023

2006 61,177 0.14 ± 0.027 0.58 ± 0.033
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