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Abstract

In addition to the well known common properties such as smatld and community structures, recent
empirical investigations suggest a universal scaling lawtlie spatial structure of social networks. It
is found that the probability density distribution of an iwidual to have a friend at distangescales as
P(r) « r~1. The basic principle that yields this spatial scaling propé not yet understood. Here we
propose a fundamental origin for this law based on the cdrafemtropy. We show that this spatial scaling
law can result from maximization of information entropy, ielh means individuals seek to maximize the
diversity of their friendships. Such spatial distributioan benefit individuals significantly in optimally

collecting information in a social network.
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Social networks structure is found to be important sinceetls to deep insights about how peo-
ple interact and how social relations evolve [1-14]. It hasrbfound that social networks possess
common properties such as small-world [14] and communitictiire [4]. Recently, geographical
properties of social networks have attracted much atterjfié--27]. Several empirical studies
have analyzed the distribution of distances between fa@mdeal social networks. Liben-Nowell
et al. explored the geographic properties in decentralized beaithin a large, online social net-
work [25]. They used data from the LiveJournal online comitywwith about 500,000 members,
in which their state and city of residence, as well as a lisheir LiveJournal friends are available.
They found that the probability density function (PDPJr), of an individual having a friend at a
geographic distanaeis aboutP(r) o r~! (see supplementary I). Almost at the same time, Adamic
and Adar have also found the same phenomenon [16]. Theytigae=d a relatively small social
network, the Hewlett-Packard Labs email network. In thiskythe PDF of the distance is also
found to scale a®(r) « r1. More recently, Lambiottet al. investigated a large mobile phone
communication network [17]. The network consists of 2.5liorl mobile phone customers that
have placed 810 million communications, for whom they hde deographical home location
information. Their empirical results show that the mobit®pe communication network has the
same scaling properties in the spatial structure. Theydahat probability of two nodesi@ndv)
to have a long range connection of length, v) is Pr(u, V) « r(u,v)=2. For 2-dimensional space,
the number of nodes which have distamdeom a given node is proportional to This implies
that the PDF of an individual to have a friend at distané®P(r) o r - r=2 = r~1. Very recently,
Goldenberg and Levy investigated several large online conities, and also detected the same
spatial scaling phenomenan [18]. From the above empinmsastigations, one can conclude that

the PDF of having a friend at distancés
P(r) oc rt. (1)

Why does the spatial structure of our social networks pestes kind of scaling property and
how does it benefit us? Kleinberg has proved thatdrdimensional space, when the probability
of having a long range connection of lengthbetweeru andv is Pr(u, V) « r(u, v)™¢, the network
is optimally navigated [26—29]. Fal-dimensional lattice, the number of nodes that have the same
distancer to a given node is proportional t8~1. So when the network structure is optimal for
navigability, the PDF of the distance from a given nod@(s) o« r¢1.r=¢ = r=* for all d. This

spatial scaling property enables people to send mességesraly in minimal number of hops to
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all nodes of the system. However, social networks are usuatlgarstructed for the purpose of
sending messages betwaemelated individuals. Thus, there should be a fundamental origimh tha
governs the formation of the spatial scaling law, Eq. (1).

Here we suggest that the origin of this scaling, Eq. (1), cofn@em a general perspective
based on the concept of entropy. We hypothesize that huntéad behavior is based on gathering
maximum information through tferent activities. Making friends can be regarded as a way of
collecting information. To get optimal information coulé la general purpose for an individual
that shapes the social network architecture. We will shaw #hsocial network based on E@l (1)

is an optimal network which can benefit people in collectiraximal information.

I. MODEL

To model a social system we use a toroidal lattice to denaenbrld in which each node
represents an individual. We assume that each individuslahfinite energyw which can be

represented by the sum of distances between an individdalahis or her friends,

Zm: r(u,v) = w, (2)

v=1

wherem s the number of direct links of node Eq. [2) implies that every nodeselects its long
range acquaintance&sone by one, until the total distance reaches

The information that nodebrings tou can be evaluated by considering the information of node
v and all its neighbors. Thus, the information thetollects can be expressed by the sequence
of nodes as illustrated in Fidg. 1 and the entropy of the whebpuence measures the amount of
information. We assume that all nodes are equivalent, sathenation obtained by one node can
represent the information obtained by each of the othersiobeus, our model for constructing a

social network is
n
Max & = - > gloga. 3)
i=1

subjected to EqL{2). In Ed.](3), denotes the frequency of nodia the information sequence (see
Fig. 1) andnis the size of the network. Whens not a neighbor and not a next nearest neighbor
of u, g = 0, and we defingj logqg, = 0. Here, Eq. [(B) implies that the information entrapis
determined by the sequence of friends and friends of fri€Rdsconsidering also friends of next

nearest friends, see supplementary IIA).



FIG. 1: The friends of node 1. Node 2, 3 and 4 are the friendsoofenl which Eq. (2) yields that
d(1,2) + d(1,3) + d(1,4) = w. The size of the network im = 12 and the information sequence is
{2,3,4,5,6,7,7,8,9,9,10} and the frequencies of all nodes @e= 03 = Q4 =05 = s = Qg = Q10 = lil

07 = Qo = 111 01 = i1 = g12 = 0. If one site is reached several times when constructindotiig range
connections from node 1 or from its nearest neighbors, tle ndgll appear in the node sequence and in

Eq. (2) the same number of times.

II. RESULTS

Our optimization model (OM) is based on Eq$§)] (2) (3) whimbresent two competing
processes. To maximize entropy (Ed. (3)), it is preferreldeiee friends at long distances in order
to explore new parts of the network and to obtain more infaiona However the farther one goes
he can have less friends due to the finite energy limited by(Bg.Assuming the PDF of having
a friend at distance obeys

P(r) oc ™, (4)

we can explore the value afthat yields maximum entropy under the condition of Edg|. (2).

The optimization model is simulated on a toroidal latticeost size id. x L (L = 10000
means that individuals can make friends in a population & 40d lattice (‘Manhattan’) distance
is employed. Because toroidal lattice is a regular netwokeach node has a unique index, we
can calculate the lattice distance between any pair of naddsve do not need to construct the
whole network, enabling us to simulate very large lattices.

For a large enough 2-dimensional lattice, the number of sidldat have distance from a

given node is proportional ta So if w — +c0, that means if we consider the maximal diversity



of friendships without any constraints of energy, we exg&c) « r to be the optimal entropy
information since each node has the same probability inrtfeemation sequence. In practice,
individuals naturally have a limited energy Our numerical results shown in FiglaZndicate
that whena ~ 1, the information entropy is near its maximum value for a very broad range of
w. For the rangev € (5 x 10%, 1(F) and f € (50, 1000), we find the optimat to bea = 1 + 0.05.

When the size of the lattice is and P(r) « r~%, the mean distance between friend%ﬁ.
Therefore, we can find the average number of friehtts be

_ wlogL

==

()

which gives one to one correspondence betwkeandw at the optimal state. Wheln = 10000
andw e (5 x 10, 10°) the average number of friendsfisc (50, 1000) which indeed corresponds
to reality [30]. In particular, when considering the avexragumber of friends we contact in one
year, f = 300 [30], the optimal value af is @ = —0.99+ 0.03 (as shown in Fid.]12).

Our results suggest th&(r) o« r is the optimal distribution for collecting information be-
tween all power law distributions. IB(r) « r-! the optimal distribution when considering all
kinds of distributions? We will demonstrate, based on thHfong evolutionary model (EM),
that among all kinds of distribution®(r) « r=1 is still the optimal one. In the EM, we also con-
struct a network on a lattice of sizex L. A nodeu; is one of the neighbors of nodevhen there is
adirect link fromuto u;. Each node has friends at distancegu, u;) subject ta};, ., r(u, ;) < w,
whereU is the set of all neighbors of node In the initial stage of the EMP(r) is set to be a
uniform distribution. Then we employ the extremal optintiaa method|[31], to maximize the
entropy through the evolution of network architecture. Atle step, a node is chosen randomly.
For a chosen node, we make two operations, deleting and adding neighborsrdicgpto the

marginal improvement of entropy. Suppaséask neighbors. For the deleting execution, we
ABy AEy, AEuk
r(uug)’ r(uup)’ o r(u,uy)

A E, means the change in the entropy of nadehen we delete node from the neighborhood

first calculate the marginal entropies of each neighbor afeng { }, where

of nodeu with other parameters being unchanged. Then we randomégtsal comparatively

)~1-1099 [31] and deletey; from u's

A Eui

small|—=%| with probability Pr(u;) proportional to {ank

r(u,u;)

neighborhood. For the adding link execution, suppas®,, - - - , v, are all the candidates which

AEui
r(u,u;)

are currently next nearest neighbors of noda\e first calculate the marginal entropies of each
of the candidate]

B LBy AE—““}, then we also employ the extremal optimization method

ruve)’ rav2)’ 7 ()

to choose a node whose marginal entropy is comparativedg lamong all candidates’ marginal
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FIG. 2: The relationship betweenw, f, « andL in the optimization modela. The contour map shows the
relationships between, a ande, for L = 10000. The colors indicate the value=fin b, the dependence of
the information entropy on« for f = 300,50Q 1000 is shownc. The dependence of the optimabn the
average number of friends The error bars denotes the standard deviatidn3.he relationships between
optimal @ and the edge length of the lattice. From it we can see that for lalg¢he optimala approaches

1. The error bars denotes the standard deviations.

entropies as a friend of node We repeat the adding execution until all the candidateslawsen
or the energy limit (Eq. (2)) is satisfied.

In the evolutionary model, we have to record all friends affenode and therefore a system
of sizeL x L with L = 10000 is too large to simulate. So we simulate the evolutiomedel on
a toroidal lattice of size 10& 100. We assume that the energy scales linearly with distasce
suggested by Eq. (2). Thus, when reducinffom 10,000 to 100 (factor of 100) we expect the
corresponding energy to be reduced from order &fta@rder of 18. We therefore study the EM
model ofL = 100 withw = 1086 (f = 50).

In order to find the optimal distribution of the distances,fise employ the optimization model
described by Egs. (2)-(4) to analyze the above case withysters size 10& 100 andw ~ 10°.
We find that the maximum entropy is 7.18 and the correspondiisgy = 0.95 + 0.05 (see Fig.
Ba, b). Next we simulate the evolutionary model of size of QD0 andw ~ 10°. After long



-4
7 ’»" A
7 » FE
¢ “n
6 O
6 /= 50‘ ¢ II - .\\
5 ’ » - N
e w ‘,‘ \
PR Y
6 ¥
3 r
f=30,
2 55 “
0 0.5 « 1 15
C 7.2 T e
d w
7 0.8
— _
6.8 = e
A 0.6
w6.6 5
~— 0.4
6.4 A,
6.2 0.2
5 Time x 10°
0
0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2
Time 10 10 10 10

FIG. 3. The results of evolutionary model when= 100 andf = 50. a. The simulation results of OM on

a toroidal lattice with the preset power law distributiB(r) o« r=®. b. the dependence of the information
entropye or a for f around 40 in the OM. We can see that whegs 50, the optimal exponent is 0.95 and

it is very close to-1. c. The changes of entropy in the EM with the evolution time. €h&opy is fixed

and the system archives a steady state. The fixed entropyaswhich is very close to the entropy 7.18 in
the network ofL = 100 which we preset the distribution Br) o r~1. The inset denotes theffrence of

the time-entropy curve which implies that théfdrence decays exponentially. From it we can see that for a
suficient long time evolution, the entropy converges to a fixdderand the system achieves a steady state.
d. The cumulative distribution of the distance in EM is showihag-linear plot in the steady state. We can

see that this distribution is very closeRgr) « r~! (dashed line).

term evolution from the initial uniform distribution (eactode modify the neighborhood more
than 40000 times), the system achieves its stationary @tae[3e). The maximum entropy is
7.15 and the corresponding PDF of the distance betweeniémelfrscales aB(r) « r~* (Fig.[3d
and supplementary IlIB), which are very close to the resaitained by OM. So we conclude that
P(r) « r~tis the optimal PDF of distances of friendships for collegtmaximal information. It
implies that, the spatial structure of the real social nekwas the most optimal structure which
leads to the maximum diversity of the friends’ location ama telp individuals to collect infor-

mation dficiently. We note that, it can be proved analytically, untherassumption that the energy



scales linearly with system size, i.e. = cL, for L — +oo, thatP(r) o« r=! will be the optimal
distribution for maximizing entropy among all power lawtdilsutions (see supplementary IIC for

detailed analysis ).

[11. CONCLUSION

From the empirical results, we conclude that the probabdistribution of having a friend
at distance scales a®(r) « r~! which is a universal spatial property for social networkisis|
shown here that the origin of this spatial scaling law maultdsom the maximization of entropy

which can benefit individuals for optimally collecting imfoation.
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Supplementary Information

IV. EXPLANATION FOR SPATIAL SCALING OF LIVEJOURNAL

In the empirical study of the LiveJournal data set [1], foctedistance, Q(r) is the fraction

F(r)
E0)

Here, F(r) denotes the total number of friendships with distan@ad S(r) is the total number

of friendships among all pairs, v of LiveJournal users witl(u,v) = r. Q(r) = o 7t

of pairs of nodes that have distancelhe LiveJournal social network has a fractal dimension of
about 08 (they define the fractal dimension of a network as the exptahef the best-fit function
ranky(v) = c- r(u,v)?, whereranky(v) is the number of people who live closer ticthanv and

c is a constant). We know that for amlydimensional lattice, the number of nodes that have the
same distanceto a given node is proportional t6-. In fractal networksg should be the fractal
dimension. Thus the probability density functiB(r) of the geographic distancéetween friends

is aboutP(r) o rd-1. Q(r) = r%&1.r-t = r-12 'which is close to .

V. ABOUT THE OPTIMIZATION MODEL (OM)
A. Why WeOnly Consider Friendsand Next Nearest Friends?

We assume that the information obtained from the social owtve actually related with the
influence of friendships. Indeed, in our social life, ouefrds always talk something about their
friends. Thus, we assume that friends and next nearestfiare most important and is enough
to consider them in our model. However, Christakis and FoWwlve found recently that the
influence is mainly within three degrees of separation atidiga finding the “Three Degrees of
Influence Rule”[2]. It is computationally flicult to take into account more than two degrees of
separation of friends to study a system of ¥010*. We have therefor performed the numerical
experiments of the OM in 3000 3000 size lattice witthw ~ 10* (f = 300) and found that the
simulated results were similar when we took into accournfils and next nearest friends, and

three degrees of separation (as shown in[Hig. 4).
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FIG. 4: The relationship between entropy and the power lgvwoe&nt in diferent degrees of influence. The
lattice size is 300& 300Q f = 300. We can see that the phenomena are similar in which -bse ¢b the

optimal exponents.
B. Algorithm of OM

When the lattice size is 1000010000, it is hard to record all nodes’ links information. Ehu
we first represent each node an index running from 1 fo This way is easy to obtain a function
r(u, v) to calculate the lattice distance between any pair of nodasdv, whereu, v are now the
running index.

In the OM model all nodes are equivalent. Without losing gality, we can set any node as
u = 1. To construct the spatial network on the lattice, each tivedirst randomly generate a
distancer according to the distributioR(r) « r=, r € {1,2,---L}. Then from the set of nodes
which have distancefrom node 1, a node is chosen randomly as a friend of node 1 dimdcied
link is constructed. Repeating the execution until the gnechieves the limit constraint. After
the executions we can get all the friends of node 1. Emplayiagame approach, we can also get

all the next nearest friends of node 1.

C. Analysison OM

In this section we will prove that if energy hold

w=cL, (6)

12



wherec is constants, fob. — +co, P(r) o r7! is the optimal distribution for alP(r) o r=

distributions.

1. Symbol and Expression Descriptions

P(r) « r=¢, the distribution of distance between friendships.

R, , the expectation of the distance which hoR(s) o r=.

f, = % is the expectation of number of friends.

Whenw =
a=1.

o, denotes the probability of the connection between naatel  for a givena.

Iog(L)’ L is the edge length of the latticé, denotes the number of friends when

F* ={07,65,--- .07 }, denotes the set of friends of node 1, whére- 2"

Qrei = = 25‘11 O i denotes the probability that nodes one of friends of“.

Zx"_l 2 log 7 szq,xm’i(1—an,i)f3‘X denotes the expectation of entropy of noddnen the chosen
probability of nodd is gg.; and the time of choosing if.

&, = Z{‘zlzx_l 2 log X 12 CLOr. (1 - qFa’i)f‘g_x, denotes the expectation of entropy for a given
Fe. '

E(e,), denotes the expectatiep

2. Cael:a<xl1

Ji- xtdx+ O(1) AT -1)+0(1) 1-

R, = = (7)
[Fxedx+0(1) et -1)+0(1) T2
Therefore, for a givew = cL, wherec is a constant, we have
W C2-a)
I f,=lim =— = : 8
im 'H(L R, - o (8)
Because,
lim maxqf; < lim ! = lim - ! =0 (9)
Lo Lo fl xodx+O(1) = (L7 = 1)+ 0(1)
and
Qe < Maxgqy;. (10)
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Thus, for anyF°,

I!'m qFa’i = O (11)
It implies that
: 3 c2-a) . c(2-a),
lim &, = log(=—— + [=—"1°. (12)
Thus
. 3 c(2-a) .c(2-a),,
lim E(e.) = log(———= + [=——1"). (13)
which is a monotonic increasing function with< 1.
3. Case2 a>1
Lemma: if q € (0, %), for any large enoughwe have
4
_ _ )_( )_( XA~ X _ Z—X
qlogg >~ ) ~log ~Cla(1~o)*™, (14)

x=1
where- 37, 2log 2C;q*(1-g)* * denotes the expectation of entropy of a node with the prdibabi

x=1 z
g to be chose and the total choosing time (as shown in Fid.]5).
Proof:
According to Law of Large Numbers, lim,, — >.?_; 2109 2C;g*(1 - g)** = —qloga.

Thus, we just need to prove

z

6@ = - ) 2 log~Ciq(1 - g (15)

x=1
IS a monotonic increasing function.
For large enougla, normal distribution is a well approximation to binomiakttibution then

we have

g(z)—fZ 1 e_(X;g)2 log —dx (16)
1 o\2n z "z

o
wherec? = zq(1 - q), u = z9.

)2
22 _ 3Pz + 30z - ¥2) — 220F + 2zq) s nxdx (17)

0,2 =

V2 [[100 %@
47%q(1 - q) yrzq(1 - q) J1 z

Obviously,
V2

0
423q(1 - q) y7zq(1 - Q) ”

14

(18)



—e—(=0.25
—&—g=0.2 1}
-1 q201
10 a0l
q—10_3 0.8l
g=10 :
=107 \+q=10_4 | >o6f
; 0.4
107 N |
0\
0 2
105 — 00 %—0—010—0—o0—p—o0—0—=¢
10 10 10 L 10
z

FIG. 5: Plot ofy = —qlogg - g(2). From the plot we can see that Lemma is true. More over veliesmall

dg(2 > —glogq s also correct.

and

(x-z)?
ez@IX > 0 (29)

More over
v4
f [log )E((qzzz — 30z + 30z - X%) — 2207 + 2zq]dx = (% - P)Z+0(Zlogz) >0 (20)
1

whenq < 1, where ©(Z*log ) denotes the same orderzfogz

Thus,d,(2) > 0 which implies thag(2) is a monotonic increasing function and

z

X X
-qlogg > - >~ log-Clq(1 - o)™ (21)

x=1
For case 2, according to Lemma and Levy stable distributropgrty (the distance between
the next nearest neighbor and the origin is also ddey « r~* whena > 1). So for large enough

friends number we have:

L r—® r-®
E(e,) < ; 4 B log 4 " (22)
L
= % Z r{(~a — 1) logr — log[4Z(a)]}. (23)
r=1
More over we can get:
LILTOO Ee,) = (a-1)(2 Iogzi;r_lolt‘zj)ZZ(a)) +a+1 (24)
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whereZ(e) denotesy.r_, r*. Obviously, &2 ZE& is 3 monotonic increasing function.

Thus, for any fixed, -1 is the optimal exponent.

VI. ABOUT THE EVOLUTIONARY MODEL (EM)
A. Why we chose new friend only from the next nearest neighbors?

There are 2 reasons. The first is that, according to our realsexperience, we always make
some new friends who are the friends of our friends. The sktothat EM is a global optimal

algorithm. Thus if we choose any node as our new friend, thaltrevill be the same theoretically.

B. HowtoMeasurethe Power Law Exponent in EM?

To accurately measure the exponent value of power law loigion is not a easy work. Es-
pecially, when the exponent is very close-th. We use the least square method to evaluate the
exponent value. We are afraid the least square method is gobé way, so we plot the accu-
mulated curve. Fortunately, it can be proved that wRén « r=1, the accumulated function in

log-linear plot will be a straight line. We can see that thetritbution is abou®(r) o r=1.

[1] Liben-Nowell, D., Novak, J., Kumar, R., Raghavan, P. 8mankins, A. Geograph routing in social
networks.Proc. Natl. Acad. 102, 11623-11628 (2005).

[2] http;//www.calit2.netnewsroonfarticle.php?it1558 and the up coming book: Christakis and Fowler:
Connected: The Surprising Power of Social Networks and HbheyTShape Our Lives, Little Brown,
(2009).
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