arXiv:0802.3283v1 [cs.NI] 22 Feb 2008

An integrated model of traffic, geography and economy in the In ternet

Petter Holme

School of Computer Science and Commuication, Royal Institute of Technology, 100 44 Stockholm, Sweden and
Department of Computer Science, University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, NM 87131, U.S.A.

Josh Karlin

Department of Computer Science, University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, NM 87131, U.S.A.

Stephanie Forrest

Department of Computer Science, University of New Mexico, Albuquerque, NM 87131, U.S.A. and
Santa Fe Institute, 1399 Hyde Park Road, Santa Fe, NM 87501, U.S.A.

Modeling Internet growth is important both for understamgdihe current network and to predict and improve
its future. To date, Internet models have typically atteedpb explain a subset of the following characteristics:
network structure, tiffic flow, geography, and economy. In this paper we present eetis@agent-based model,
that integrates all of them. We show that the model generaésorks with topologies, dynamics, and (more
speculatively) spatial distributions that are similarhe tnternet.

I. INTRODUCTION paper, we compare our results to Internet data using several
topological measures (119), including degree distribugjas

As one of the most complex human constructions, the Inter?Vell @s geography and tiiec dynamics. ,
net is a challenging system to model. Dynamic processes of 1h€ remainder of the paper is organized as follows. First,
different time-scales operate simultaneously—from slow proe describe and motivate the model. Then, we characterize

cesses, like the development of new hardware, to the transpdh€ time evolution, network topology, correlation betweet
of data, which occurs at the speed of light. work structure and tfeic flow, packet routing statistics, and

Th h interd d T eographical aspects of the networks produced by the model.
_ These phenomena are to some extent interdependent. Trgg, e e possible, we compare the properties of these syatheti
fic provides income to the service providers which is then in-

L _ . networks to observed data from the Internet.
vested in infrastructure, which can lead to changes iffi¢ra
patterns. This paper describes an agent-based model (ABM)
that attempts to reproduce large-scale features of the Aur as sIMULATION MODEL
tonomous System (AS) level of the Internet by modeling lo-

calized and well-understood network mteracﬂons. ThesASe e begin with the fundamental unit responsible for network
of the Internet lend th_emselves nat_urally to dlscreFe ABMgrovvth, an agent with economic interests| (15). These agents
models (4). Each AS is an economic agent, comprised of #,3nage tréiic over a geographically extended network (which
spatially discrete network. Over time, ASes create newslink e refer to as aub-network to distinguish it from the network
to other ASes, upgrade their carrying capacity, and competgs aSes) and profit from the tfac that flows through their
for customer trélic. The agents in the model described here,network.
behave similarly, although we have simplified as much as pos- \ye compare the agents to the ASes that comprise the In-
sible. Specifically, the model is designed to be both simplga et This is not an exact mapping—some of the Inter-
and _gen_eral enough to _simulate any spatially extende_d COMet Service Providers (ISPs) have many AS numbers (e.g.,
munication network built by subnetworks of economically Atg Ty while other ASes are shared by several organizations
driven agents. We make the common simplifying assumption that once an
In previous work, Changt al. showed that incorporating agent is introduced, it does not merge with another agent or
economics and geography into the Highly-Optimized Toler-go bankrupt/(8; 22; 24). This is partially justified by thetfac
ance (HOT)[(6) model increases the model's accurdcy (7). Ahat the Internet, from its inception, has grown monotolhica
related ABM model of the AS graph produces degree distribuand we seek to capture this dynamic in our model Most other
tions similar to empirical observations (8). Baial. proposed  models of the AS graph enforce strict growth|(22) as well and
a similar model|(2), that incorporates another aspect of thare, as ours, justified by thearposteriori ability to reproduce
real Internet—that the agents are spatially extended thjec measured features.
Our model is similar in scope to this earlier work buffefs We assume a network user population distributed over
in the details, most importantly by adding explicit econosni a two-dimensional area. Ti& is simulated by a packet-
(cost) to the model. Other fligrences include accounting for exchange model, where a packet’s source and destination are
population density, simplifying the treatment offfra flow, = generated with a probability that is a function of the popu-
and not assuming a HOT framework. The previous work inlation profile. The model is initialized with one agent com-
this area, like much research on network models, focuses aprised of a network (a sub-network in our terminology) that
most exclusively on degree distributions of the graphshimt spans one grid location (referred to agiael of the land-
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FIG. 1 lllustration of the network growth algorithm. (a) st®the
locations of four agents on the geographic grid. These aumaesd to
be connected by a physical network administrated by thetageh

is not explicit in the model. (b) is an example graph resglfiom
(a). That two agents are present in the same pixel is a negebaa
not suficient condition for a link to form between the agents. (c)
illustrates the area that each hypothetical agent Gancato expand
to (the shaded region).

scape. As time progresses, the agent may extend its su

let the income depend both on the amount offittaand the
prices for forwarding the packets set by business agreement
Assume an agemthas a budgds; that it tries to invest so that
it can increase its tfic, and thus its profit. Since there is a
possibility of congestion in the model, agérties first to re-
move bottlenecks by increasing its capadty(the number of
packets that the agent can transit during one time step)nWhe
the capacity is dficient, the agent spends the rest its budget
on increasing its tific by expanding geographically. There
are three prices associated with network growth. First, the
capacity priceCeapacity—the price of increasing; one unit.
For simplicity we letCcapacitybe independent of the size of the
agent’s subnetwork. Second, the wire pri&g... This is the
price per pixel between a new location and the agent’s doses
existing location. Last, the co€tonnectto CONNect two agents
with locations at the same pixel.

It has been observed that the average degree (number of
neighbors of an AS) in the AS graph is relatively constantove
Bme (11;.22). We take this as a constraint in our model and

larger fraction of the population. This creates more traf-

We also assume that each agent tries to spend all of its hudget

fic, which generates profit, which is then reinvested inte fur pyt not more than that, whenever it is updated.

work grows until it covers the entire population. In this

section we describe the assumptions and most of the de- 1. Increase of the number of agents. As long as the net-

tails of the model; the source code is publicly availablerfro
www.csc.kth.se-pholmeasing.

An agenti is associated with a set of locations (repre-
senting sources or end-points offfre, and peering points), a
capacityK; (limiting the rate of packets that can pass through
the agent), a packet-que@, and a set of neighbor agents
I. A necessary, but not fiicient, condition for two agents
to be connected is that their locations overlap at, at |eas,
pixel. The locations exist on dny x Ly square grid. A pixel
of the grid is characterized by its populatip(x, y) and the
set of agents with a presence the&éx, y). The total number
of agents is denoted hy, and the number of links between
agents bym. These quantities, excepf andLy, depend on
the simulation time. The outer loop of the model then itesate
over the following steps:

1. Network growth. The number of agents is increased.

Existing agents expand geographically, and their capac-

ities are adjusted.

2. Network traffic. Packets are created, propagated toward

their targets, and delivered. This process is repeate
Niaic times before the next network-growth step.

We measure simulation timeas the number of times StEp 1
is executed (the time unit between packet movements i
1/Niamc). In the remainder of this section we describe the
growth and tréfic steps in greater detalil.

A. Network growth

The income of an agent, during a time step, is proportional
to the trdfic propagated by the agent during the period. This

is a simplification—in a more detailed simulation one could

work is too dense (i.e. if 2 > kpn), new agents are
added. New agents are situated in the pixel/) that
has the highest available populatipfx, y)/(A(X, y) + 1)
whereA(x,y) is the cardinality ofA(x, y) andA(x,y) >

1. The budget and capacity of the new agents are ini-
tialized toBjni; andKjni; respectively.

If the network is smalln < kp+1, itis not dense enough
for new agents to be added in sfdp 1. Thus, we do not
apply this condition whem is less than a thresholg

and call the time when = ng is reached,.

2. Capacity increase. Each agent synchronously increases
its subnetwork’s capacity based uponfliafrom the
last time step (but not more than the agent cfiord).
Agenti invests the minimum off;, CcapacinATi, 0, 0)
to increase capacity\[T; is the change in tific propa-
gated byi since the last update).

. Link addition. While 2m < nkp (which usually means
ko — 1 times), choose two agents randomly that are not
already connected and share a common pixel. If the
budgets of both agents are larger tl&pnnec; then con-
nect them.

d

. Soatial extension. Let the agents with remaining bud-
get to spend extend their networks. Iterate through all
agents and add a location at the pixel, not g, that
has the highest available populatipfx, y)/(L(X, y)+1),
and is not further tharg; — Cconnec)/Cuire from a loca-
tionin A; (i.e., not further froni thani can dford). (See
Figure[1(b)). An alternative location selector might se-
lect the point which has the lowest cost per unit of pop-
ulation. Unfortunately, such an algorithm is computa-
tionally prohibitive for modeled networks of the Inter-
net's scale.

S



a \V/| Rv/ Parameter Interpretation Value
B, hAckel il alalin] o0 | - Ly =Ly, | Number of pixels in the x (and y) direction 50
C.W' A4 V]t Neasic | Number of packets sent per simulation stepx 10*
) e <, Pog |Constant to determine packet source and des001
~oL- AL A _TA No Agent growth threshold 35
OF Tl ggfmT Kinit Initial capacity of an agent 5
S - "' Cuire Price per pixel for new wire 500
O X Binit Initial budget for a new agent 3x 1P
A Parameter in exponential distribution 75

b -
TABLE | Default parameters values for simulation experitsen
%
t=1 t=2 t=3, (wheret is the recipient ASd( -, -) is the graph dis-
tance, andl is a parameter controlling the deviation
FIG. 2 lllustration of tréfic simulation. (a) A packet is created with from shortest-path routing (25) observed in Ref! (16)).
source pixels and target pixet with probability proportional to the

product of populations aandt. One of the agents at the target pixel 3. Packet delivery. For all agents, delete all packets that
is randomly chosen as the target agent. The propagatioe pbitket have reached their target.

is shown in the graph. Each ageig associated with a que@ and

a capacityK;. When a packet reaches an agent, it is appended to

.. K; packets in the queue are relayed to neighboring agentssand . . . . .
t?lleglefis credited ong unit. The arrc)),ws in (b) gymbolige g{rekpt’s agents communicate is independent of their spatial separat

route from source to destination agent. The package isddota is in line with the (somewhat debated) “death_ of Q'Stance" In
neighboring agenf with probability exp(@(i, t) — d(j, t))/1 (where  the Internet age (5). We also tested communication rateés tha
t is the packet's target)( - , - ) gives the graph distance, ands a  decay with the square of the distance, as observed in conven-
parameter). tional trade firms.(20), with qualitatively the same results
Business agreements between ASes are an important fac-
tor in the Border Gateway Protocol (BGR) [(23) (the Inter-
The cost of each agent modification mentioned above is imnet's largest scale routing protocol). Next hops are often s
mediately deducted from the budget of the agent. lected by cost, rather than path length. We do not explicitly
include inter-AS contractual agreements, but our proksbil

tic propagation methdd 2 has a simildfext on average path
B. Network traffic length (16).

The assumption, in stdd 1, that the probability that two

We model trffic with a discrete, packet-exchange
model (12;/18). The packets are generated with specifi&‘1I NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS
source and target pixels, but the routing takes place on the’
network of agents. We neglect intradomain routing betweell Parameter values
the agent’s locations, assuming the time it takes for a gacke "~
pass through an agent is independent of the specific location

it visits. The dynamics are defined as follows: Before presenting the simulation results, we describe the

experimental design, and choice of parameters. First, eesp

1. Packet generation. We assume that most fie origi- 'Y @ Population profilep(x,y). We primarily model popula-
nates from direct communication between individualstion distributions, but we also model specific geographie-po
and does not depend on the distance between them. s@ations (e.g. U.S.A. census data). To simplify the geremat
for each pair of points K, Y), (X, y)] on the grid, we o_f population distributions, we neglect;patlal co_r_r(eias and
create a packet with source ) and destinationx’, y’) simply model thg frequency of populz?\tl_on densmes..ThB frl
with probability Py p(x.y) p(X. ). Then one agent, quency has_ two important features: it is skewed (p|xels with
selected at random from the agents with a location a{oW Population densities are more frequent than highly popu
the pixel, is made the source node for the packet. Thé?t€d pixels) and fat-tailed (there are pixels with a popaia
destination agent is randomly chosen from the agents 4{€nSity many orders of magnitude larger than the average).
the destination pixel. Finally, one unit of credit is added ON€ Probability distribution with such features is the powe
to the sender’s budget. law distribution Prob_p ~ pr. To reduce the fluctuations

between dferent realizations dfp(x, y)}, and prevent unreal-

2. Packet propagation. Each agenitpropagates the fird; istically high populations within a pixel, we sample the @ow
packets from its queue (of lenglf each time step and law distribution in the bounded interval,[(l_xLy)l/(l‘X)] (1X0)]
receives one unit credit for each propagated packet. Avith y = 3. Our results do not depend strongly on the distri-
packet can propagate only one hop (inter-AS transmisbution p(x, y). We obtain qualitatively similar result with nor-
sion) per time step. A packet at ageris propagated mally distributedp-values and real population-density maps
to a neighborj with probability expQ(d(i, t) — d(j, t)) (data not shown).
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ol a ' ' ' 5 c duce maintenance costs proportional to network size, ishwhi
number of agents) g ab o e | case the network would reach a steady state where the budgets
= 1000k, number of linksm Ea P of the agents are balanced and no further investments can be
100l ij ] o (d) made. Forr > 19X 10° the increase plh(r) |s_slower than
0000000000008, 3 357 d&gs exponential. This is explained by the increasing level af-co
1 L5 2 25% L4 gestion in the system. In Fifl] 3(c) we plot the average time
time, x10F 5 o . . .
1 . . N £ g i (tp) for a packet to travel from source to destinatigny) is
075k D g . o bounded from below by the average distance (number of links
S 5l ©coveredarea & & in the shortest path, averaged over pairs of no@bs)rhe two
8 005 2 COvered population Agg | 27 1 curves diverge, i.e. a significant level of congestion appea
' £§ f aroundN = 1000. The growth of(r) andm(r) slows down
0 ’ 15 > s 100 1000 10° at the same point. We conclude that growth slowdown comes
time, 7 x10° number of agents\ from a congestion-driven negative feedback. The most-strik

ing feature of network growth over time is the transitiomfro
a small network, almost constant in size, to a rapidly insrea
ing system (around ~ 1.8 x 10°). This efect is typical for

and the fraction of the population reached by the networglatted technologies emerging from the interactions of a large remb

against time. Panel (c) shows the average travel tiqiefor packets O @gents—they needaaitical mass of users to reach a signit-
and the average distance (number of inter-agent hops) imetheork  icant fraction of the total population. One can argue that th
(dy, as functions of the number of agents. Internet reached this critical mass in the early 1980’s wihen

started to span the globe. Another important point in therint
net's history was the advent of the World Wide Web (WWW)

In multiparameter, agent-based models, such as ours, a sy8-the early 1990's, and with it commercial applications and
tematic investigation of the full parameter space is irifdas ~ access to the general public. Our model does not include ap-
Parameters are, if possible, obtained from real systems. wWalications, such as the WWW, that undeniabiiieat network
set the desired degré@ = 5.52 as observed in Ref. (19). growth. Such fects could be included by adopting dfei-
Unless otherwise stated, the desired size of the network ignt trafic model, but for this paper we aim at simplicity and
no = 16,000, which is the same order of magnitude as the rea@enerality. In the Internet the growth of the number of ASes
AS graph. Other parameters are balanced to keep runtime lol§ Slower than the exponential increase of agents predicted
(less than one day) while still engaging all aspects of the-al by the model (bgp.potaroo.reir/; read January 7, 2008).
rithm. This means, for example, that between every networfone reason for the faster growth is that we do not assume that
update, a significant number of packets are routed througfaintenance costs are proportional to income—if such costs
even the smallest agents, and enough packages to cause c8FW super-linearly, negative feedback could dampen drowt
gestion pass through larger agents. Unless otherwisalstatéOther external fgctors, such as the fact thgt AS numberd-are a
we use the parameter set given in Tdble I. Many of the relocated and assigned by a central authority (Internet Assig
sults we show are from a single run, we have confirmed thahlumbers Authority, www.iana.org), might also influence the
the results are representative by comparing them with 28roth actual rate of growth experienced by the Internet.
runs.

FIG. 3 Time evolution of an example run. In panel (a) the nunae
agents and the number of inter-agent links as a functiomuidisition
time. In (b) the fraction of the landscape with network cewg,

C. Degree distribution
B. Network Growth
One of the most conspicuous network structures of AS-

We begin by studying the growth of the network over time.graphs is its skewed degree distribution (first observed in
In Fig.[3(a) we plot the number of agents and links as aRef. (14)), compatible with a power-law functional form (9)
function of simulation time for one representative run. At In Fig.[4(a) we compare the cumulative degree distribution o
T = 19 ~ 4 x 10° the graph is sparser thag. Initially, the  our model with that of the Internet’s. We use the model net-
agents spend the budget they accumulate on new links (arwork from the example run described earlier (taking datmfro
increasing capacity). Around~ 1.5 x 10°, the budget of the the simulation wheiN = 16,000), and the “AS06” network of
wealthier agents is $ficient to invest in wires to new loca- Ref. (19) (an AS-graph constructed from www.routeviewg.or
tions (see Figl13(b)). This creates newflig which causes and www.ripe.net, withN = 22,688). The match between the
positive feedback accelerating theffraflow, coverage, bud- model and the real networks is striking. Preliminary stadie
get, and also more congestion. Around- 1.9 x 10°, n(r)  indicate that the slope of the curve is largely insensitive t
andm(r) change from exponential to sub-exponential growth.changes in parameter values. We compare this result with a
As we see below, this is also the time when a significant levegeneric network model that produces power-law degree dis-
of congestion appears in the system. At about the same tim#jbutions (the Barabasi—Albert (BA) model (3)) and a sim-
the entire population is serviced by the network. With the cu ple, geographic model of the AS-graph designed by Fabrikant
rent model, the network would grow indefinitely but with de- Koutsoupias, and Papadimitriou (FKP)(13).
creasing returns for the agents. Alternatively one coutain The BA model is a growth model in which one node (amd
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FIG. 4 The degree distribution (cumulative mass functidrg ceal  the average degree vs. average distahize our algorithm, the BA,

AS-graph (AS06) together with degree distribution of a retngen-  and the FKP model respectively. The data of panels (b), €&)and
erated with the model (a), the BA (b) and the FKP models (chePa  (f) are plotted in Ref[(19) as well.

(d) is a density plot that illustrates the correlation beswédfic and
degree in our model runs.

lies between those of the original BA and FKP models. In our
model, the degrees of nodes do not direcfiieet the creation

links to attach it with the rest of the network) is added everyof new links. However, preferential attachment occurs-indi
time step. Preferential attachment is used to determine the rectly via positive feedback—nodes with large degree aequi
endpoints of the new links—the probability of attaching to amore trafic, and thus more budget which they can reinvest
node of degreé& is proportional tck. in more connections, thus increasing their degree. Heet

The FKP model is also a simple growth-model. Each timeof preferential attachment in the model is shown in Elg. 4(d)
step, one node, and a link attached to it, is added to th@nhich is a plot of the probability density of a node’sftia
graph. A new node is assigned random coordinates in theload given its degree. Because an agent’s income is cacelat
unit square and attached to the old nodehat minimizes  with the trafic that it propagates, and a larger budget will in-
do(j) + alri — rjl (wheredo(j) is the graph distance between crease the possibility of creating new links, there is passit
j and the node added firgt; — rj| is the Euclidean distance feedback between the degree and the rate of degree increase,
betweeri andj, anda is a parameter setting the cost-balancei.e. a form of preferential attachment. Note that the catieh
between making new physical connections or using the exisin Fig.[4(d) is not linear (the slope isféérent from the solid
ing network). line’s). Itis known that nonlinear preferential attachrnéoes

In Figs.[4(b) and (c) we plot the cumulative mass functionnot give a power-law degree distribution|(21) (which we seem
of degree for one BA and one FKP network. The model pato have), so preferential attachment is not the only factor a
rameter values were chosen to give networks as close as pdecting our network’s growth. (If we had linear preferehtia
sible to the real AS-grapi{ = 5 for the BA modele = 4  attachment, the slope &k) would, furthermore, be the same
for the FKP model, andN = 22,688 for both). The slope of as the BA model.)
the BA model is steeper than the real network, and the curve
for the FKP-model is flatter than the real data. To compare
the goodness-of-fit, since the curves have a similar range ip. Radial structure
log px, we measure the ratof the area between the curves
and the area (in the lgg, logk-space) spanned by the ex-  Structually, the AS graph is hierarchically ordered (27)—
treme values of log and logpx. We find6 = 0.95% for our  engineers and network operators speak of the first, secahd an
model, 40% for the BA model, and 11% for the FKP model. third tier. For the model networks, we measure a node’s posi-
Although both the BA and FKP models hae been extended teon in the hierarchy by its network centrality (19). In F.
yield better data fits (1; 28), the original forms of the mod-we diagram the average fraction of nodes and the average de-
els illustrate two important components of Internet grawth gree as functions of the average distadde other nodes in
namely the rich-gets-richerffect driving the growth of the the network @ is the inverse of a centrality measure, known
BA model and the spatial tradefeffect of the FKP model.  ascloseness centrality, so more central nodes are to the left

A combination of these feects may explain why our in the diagrams). By this method we can getdial picture
model’s degree distribution, and the curve of the real nétwo of the AS graph structure from the center to the periphery. In



1 ; ; ; w put constraints on how packets are routed—for example, usu-
: observed datao- ally a packet cannot first be routed downwards (to customers)
0.1 simulation-><- 7 then upwards (to providers), in the hierarchy, even if that
0.01F JaN i is a shorter path (known as the valley free rule). Gao and
~ AN Wang (16) investigated the extra distanbepackets need to
T103} 7 travel due to such reasons. They found a decaying probabil-
Ql(r“ - < 1 ity distribution ofd,, meaning that most of the ffec actually
X travels via shortest paths. In our model we do not have ex-
10°L a plicit business agreements that cause hierarchical i@irtto
the core of the network, and out again. It is, however, true
1060 ‘2 ‘4 é ‘8 10 for most graphs that a vast majority of shortest paths pass a
restricted core of the graph (17), and oulflimmodel routes
most trdfic via short (if not the shortest) paths. Tthedistri-
x10* bution of our model (shown in Fig] 6(a)) matches the observa-
o tion of Gao and Wang (16).
() We proceed to investigate the relationship between graph
® 10 centrality and trfic density. This can tell us something about
S how congestion and fluctuationsfect routing [(18). If all
g 5 agents have shicient capacity for packets to always route
% along shortest paths, then fiia density along a link will
o be proportional to itbetweenness centrality

1 101 103 10°° - . .
! ! ! ! Cg() = o, o(l, 1
e (1) Zj ( n/izj () (1)
relative trdfic density,p ' '
whereo (i, j) is the number of shortest paths between nades

FIG. 6 Trdiic patterns of the model. (a) displays the number Ofandj passing through the link ande-(i, j) is the total number

extra stepgl, in packet navigation in the real Internet compared to - . .
our model. Panel (b) shows the probability density of aghatdéng of shortest paths betweerand j. If an AS is congested, the

betweennes€s and trafic densityp. The data is collected from traffic through its links will be lower than _anticipated by the _
twenty independent runs. betweenness of the edge. Thus, congestion patterns can be il

lustrated by studying betweenness andiitdoad. Fig[6(b)
is a density plot of the actual fitec density as a function of
Fig. [B(a)—(c) we plot the fraction of vertices afférentd-  Petweenness of the links of the model network. For more

values. We note that our model resembles the real AS-grapfentral nodes (higher betweenness), there is a strong-corre
more closely than the BA and FKP models. Having peakéaF'O” between betweenness anditcadensity—the vertices
(roughly corresponding to the tiers of the Internet) like th With Cs = 4 x 10° spans half a decade pf For the more
observed AS-graph. The shift to the left of the model curvaleripheral nodes the correlation is less clear (verticedl wi
in Fig.[B(a) can, to some extent, be explained by its smallefe ~ 5x 10 can havep-values of almost three orders of
size (larger networks have larger average distancesigaali magnltude). Indeed, th_ere seems to be a separatlon_of agents
a curve displaced to the right). In brief, the BA model lacksinto two classes, one with capacity to keep théicdlowing,
the complex periphery of the real AS-graph (the density is@nother with too low capacity. For I|_nks of low betweenne_ss
more balanced, compared with the left-skewed curve of théhe trafic-betweenness correlation is weak. To summarize,
real-world network). The average degree as a functichisf ~ congestion doesfiect the system, and it is most pronounced
less right-skewed in the BA model compared with the empirfor nodes carrying little, or intermediate, fiia levels.
ical network. Just like the degree distribution, the FKP elod
deviates from the real network in the opposite way compared
to the BA model—the high degree nodes of the FKP modeF. Geographic structure
are extremely concentrated to the center of the network.
We briefly discuss the spatial network structure—another
feature that emerges from our model. As an example, we ran
E. Traffic flow and congestion patterns the simulation on the population density profile of the Udiite
States. In Figld7(a)-(d) we show the growth of the largest
In Section TIL.B we investigated network topology and its agent for a run wittnp = 20, Ly = 513 andLy = 323. Lines
growth. In this section we study fffec flow and how network are drawn between each node (pixel) and the agent’s nearest
topology dfects it. In the Internet, packets do not necessarnode at the time of the node’s addition. In this representa-
ily travel the shortest distances between source and destintion the length of the lines are proportional to the wire cost
tion. Most importantly, business agreements between agenFig.[4(e) and (f) plot the locations of Tier 1 exchange podarits
arrange agents into a hierarchyl(15). The business costradiwo major Internet providers Sprint and AT&T (adapted from
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FIG. 7 The spatial expansion of a single agent with the US jadjpm density as model input. The simulation parametezsla same as the
rest of the paper, excepp = 20, Ly = 513 andL, = 323. Panels (e) and (f) represent the points of presence &TAINd Sprint within the
United States. This data was adapted from FE‘} (26).

Ref. (26)). There are some similarities between these etal n ter dependence, although preliminary studies indicatethiea

works and the model network of F{d. 7(d)—all networks spanspeed of growth (quantified by e.g. the time to reach the- criti

the whole continent and have locations concentrated innurbacal density) is strongly dependent on both the wire andlattac

areas. In future work we intend to make a statistical characment prices, the population density profile (a more clumped

terization of the spatial aspects of the networks produged bpopulation distribution produces faster growth), andrther

our model. sire to communicate. On the other hand, the network topology
is rather insensitive to the population distribution, atsbaot
very dependent on how sources and destinations are gener-

IV. DISCUSSION ated (e.g., introducing a distance dependence does narmatt
much). The specific layout of the network is, however, depen-

We have presented a model of communication networkglent on population profile.

that, like the AS-level Internet, is built of spatially ertied Many interesting extensions of the basic model are possi-

subnetworks that have an interest in increasing thfédrauin-  ple. One interesting extension would, for example, be to in-

ning through them. Our model networks grow slowly until clude business agreements between tiferdint agents (sim-

they reach a critical mass where an approximately expcelentiilar to Ref. [8;[24)), or change the ffa patterns from the

growth begins; they match the degree distribution of regl ne person—to—person communication of the present model to a

works and the radial statistics closely. The degree didioh  sjtuation with more trflic coming from central servers. It

of the model, and the real world lies between the distrimgtio might also be interesting to model intra-AS routing. Many of

of the pure BA and FKP models. Since the modelincorporategoday’s ASes employ “hot-potato” routing and transfer pack

aspects of both the BA and FKP models we hypothesize thabts to the next AS as quickly as possible, to reduce costr-Alte

the explanation for the degree distribution of the modet] an native intra-AS routing strategies, such as routing theeac

the real world, is a combined result of preferential attaehtn  as close to the destination as possible, could be testeéhwith

(of the BA model) and geographically constrained optimiza-the model’s framework.

tion (of the FKP model). We are able to recreate théitra

characteristic observed in real Internefffia If we run the

model on the US population density map many features of thecknowledgements

backbone of large, real agents are recreated.
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