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R andom m atrix analysis ofcom plex netw orks

Sarika Jalan� and Jayendra N.Bandyopadhyayy

M ax-Planck Institute for the Physics ofCom plex System s,N�othnitzerstr. 38,D-01187 Dresden,G erm any

Continuingourrandom m atrix analysisofcom plex network,in thispaperweperform nextnearest

neighbor spacing distribution analysis and spectralrigidity test to probe long range correlations

am ong theeigenvaluesoftheadjacency m atrix ofthevariousm odelnetworks.W eshow ourresults

forrandom ,scale-freeand sm all-world networks.W e�nd thatthespectralrigidity ofthesenetworks

follows RM T prediction oflinear behavior in sem i-logarithm ic scale with the slope being � 1=�
2
.

Random and scale-free networks follow RM T prediction for very large scale. Sm all-world network

followsitforthe su�ciently large scale,butm uch lessthan the random and scale-free networks.

PACS num bers:89.75.H c,64.60.Cn,89.20.-a

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In our previous papers [1, 2] we analyzed com plex

networks under random m atrix theory (RM T) fram e-

work. W e studied nearest-neighborspacing distribution

(NNSD) ofeigenvaluesspectra ofadjacency and Lapla-

cian m atricesofvariousnetworksstudied recently in the

literature. W e found that the NNSD ofthese networks

follow G aussian orthogonalensem ble (G O E) statistics,

which isoneofthem ostcelebrated resultofrandom m a-

trixtheory(RM T).W ealsoshowed thattransition tothe

sm all-world and G O E occurs at the sam e value ofran-

dom connectionsin the network.In thispaperwe m ake

furtherinvestigationsofthe RM T propertiesofcom plex

networks. NNSD analyzed in [1]carriesinform ation on

the correlation between two adjacenteigenvalues,butit

tellsnothingaboutthecorrelationsbetween twoadjacent

spacings.To know aboutlongerangecorrelationsam ong

the eigenvalues ofthe adjacency m atrix ofnetworkswe

perform spectralrigidity testvia wellknown � 3-statistic

ofRM T.W e�nd thatspectralrigidity ofthesenetworks

follow RM T prediction forverylargescale.W ealsostudy

thenext-nearest-neighborspacingdistribution (NNNSD)

ofthe adjacency m atrix ofvarious networks. W e show

our results for various m odel networks vastly studied

in the recent literature,nam ely,random ,scale-free and

sm all-world networks.

The paperisorganized asfollows:afterthisintroduc-

tory section,Sec.IIexplainsvariousaspectsofcom plex

networks studies. In Sec. III,we describe som e basics

ofRM T relevantto ourstudies. In Sec. IV,we analyze

next-nearest-neighbor spacing distribution and the � 3-

statistic ofvarious networks,nam ely random ,scale-free

and sm all-world networks. Finally,in Sec. V,we sum -

m arizeand discussaboutsom epossiblefuturedirections.

�Electronic address:sarika@ m pipks-dresden.m pg.de
yElectronic address:jayendra@ m pipks-dresden.m pg.de

II. C O M P LEX N ET W O R K S

Last10 yearshave witnessed a rapid advancem entin

the studies of com plex networks. The m ain concept

ofthe network theory is to de�ne com plex system s in

term sofnetworksofm any interacting units.Few exam -

ples ofsuch system s are interacting m olecules in living

cell,nerve cellsin brain,com putersin Internetcom m u-

nication, socialnetworks ofinteracting people, airport

networks with 
ight connections,etc [3,4,5]. M athe-

m atically networksareinvestigated underthefram ework

ofgraph theory. In the graph theoreticalterm inology,

units are called nodes and interactions are called edges

[6].Variousm odelnetworksareintroduced to study the

behaviorofcom plex system shaving underlying network

structures. These m odel networks are based on som e

sim ple principles and stillcapture essentialfeatures of

the system s.

A . Structuralproperties

Erd�osand R�enyiwere the �rstone to m odelcom plex

system s by using random graph (ER m odel). In this

m odelany two nodes are connected with probability p.

O ne ofthe m ostinteresting characteristicsofER m odel

wastheem ergenceofgiantclusterthrough a phasetran-

sition. W ith the increase in p,while num ber ofnodes

in the graph rem ain constant,a giant cluster em erges

through the phase transition. ER m odelassum ed that

interaction between the nodesarerandom [7].Recently,

with theavailabilityoflargem apsofrealworld networks,

itisobserved thattherandom graph m odelisnotappro-

priate forstudying the behaviorofrealworld networks.

Hencem anynew m odelsareintroduced.W attsand Stro-

gatzproposed a m odel,popularly known as‘sm all-world

network’,which hasthepropertiesofsm alldiam eterand

high clustering [8]. This m odelshows the sm all-world

transition with the �ne tuning ofthe num berofrandom

connections.M oreover,thism odelnetworkisverysparse

:networkwith averyfew num berofedges,anotherprop-

erty shown by m any real-world networks.In addition to

above m entioned properties,Barab�asiand Albert show

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0701043v1
mailto:sarika@mpipks-dresden.mpg.de
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that degree distributions of m any real-world networks

have power-law,i.e. degree distribution p(k), fraction

ofnodes that have k num ber ofconnections with other

nodes,decays as p(k) / k�
 ,where 
 depends on the

topology ofthe networks. The scale-free nature ofnet-

worksim pliesthatsom enodesarem uch m oreconnected

than the othersare[9].

Barab�asi-Albert’sscale-free(SF)m odel[9]and W atts-

Strogatz’ssm all-world (SW )m odelhavecontributed im -

m ensely in understanding the evolution and behaviorof

the realsystem s having network structures. Following

these two new m odels cam e an outbreak in the �eld of

networks. These studies have revealed that apart from

powerlaw degree distributionsand sm alldiam eter,real

world networks also have m odular structures [10, 11].

M odules are the division ofnetwork nodes into various

groupswithin which the network connectionsare dense,

but between which they are sparser. The m odularity

conceptassum esthatsystem functionality can be parti-

tioned into a collection ofm odules and each m odule is

a discrete entity ofseveralcom ponentsand perform san

identi�able task,separable from the functions ofother

m odules.Studiesofrealworld networkshavealso given

clues to solve the network coloring problem , scale-free

networksturned outto be di�cultand sm all-world eas-

ier[12].

B . Spectralproperties

Apartfrom the above m entioned investigationswhich

focuson directm easurem entsofthestructuralproperties

ofthenetworks,thereexistsavastliteraturedem onstrat-

ing that properties ofnetworksor graphscould be well

characterized by the spectrum ofassociated adjacency

(A)and Laplacian (L)m atrix [13,15].Fora unweighted

graph,adjacency m atrix is de�ned in the following way

:A ij = 1,ifiand j nodesareconnected and zero other-

wise.Forundirected networks,thism atrix issym m etric

and consequently have realeigenvalues. Eigenvalues of

graph arecalled graph spectra and they giveinform ation

aboutsom ebasictopologicalpropertiesoftheunderlying

network [13,14,15,16].Spectralpropertiesofnetworks

arealso used to understand som eofthedynam icalprop-

ertiesofinteracting chaoticunitson networks,forexam -

plelargesteigenvalueoftheadjacency m atrix determ ines

the transition to the synchronized state[17].

III. R A N D O M M A T R IX STA T IST IC S

RM T wasinitially proposed to explain the statistical

propertiesofnuclearspectra [18].Laterthistheory was

successfullyapplied inthestudyofthespectraofdi�erent

com plex system s such as disordered system s,quantum

chaoticsystem s,largecom plex atom s,etc[19].Recently,

RM T isalsoshown tobeusefulin understandingthesta-

tisticalpropertiesofthe em piricalcross-correlation m a-

tricesappearing in the study ofm ultivariate tim e series

offollowings:the price 
uctuationsin the stock m arket

[21],EEG data ofbrain [22],variation ofvariousatm o-

spheric param eters [23],etc. W e showed that random

m atrix theory can also beapplied to study com plex net-

works[1,2].

In therandom m atrix study ofeigenvaluesspectra,one

hasto considertwo kindsofproperties:(1)globalprop-

erties,like spectraldensity or distribution ofeigenval-

ues�(�),and (2)localproperties,like eigenvalue
uctu-

ations around �(�). Am ong these,the eigenvalue 
uc-

tuations is the m ost popular one. The eigenvalue 
uc-

tuations are generally obtained from the NNSD ofthe

eigenvalues.The NNSD followstwo universalproperties

depending upon the underlying correlations am ong the

eigenvalues. For correlated eigenvalues,the NNSD fol-

lowsW igner-Dyson form ula ofG aussian orthogonalen-

sem ble(G O E)statisticsofRM T;whereas,itfollowsPois-

son statistics ofRM T for uncorrelated eigenvalues. W e

denote the eigenvalues ofnetwork by �i;i = 1;:::;N ,

where N isthe size ofthe network.In orderto getuni-

versalpropertiesofthe eigenvalues
uctuations,one has

to rem ove the spurious e�ects due to variations ofthe

spectraldensity and to work at constant spectralden-

sity on theaverage.Thereby,itiscustom ary in RM T to

unfold the eigenvaluesby a transform ation �i = N (�i),

where N (�)=
R�

�m in

�(�0)d�0 isthe averaged integrated

eigenvalue density [18]. Since we do not have any an-

alytical form for N , we num erically unfold the spec-

trum by polynom ialcurve �tting. Using the unfolded

spectra, we calculate the nearest-neighbor spacings as

s
(i)

1
= �i+ 1 � �i; and due to the above unfolding,the

average nearest-neighbor spacings hs1i becom es unity,

being independent ofthe system . The NNSD P (s1) is

de�ned asthe probability distribution ofthese s
(i)

1
’s. In

case of Poisson statistics, P (s1) = exp(� s1); whereas

for G O E P (s1) = �

2
s1 exp

�

�
�s

2

1

4

�

. For the interm e-

diate cases,NNSD is described by Brody form ula [24]:

P�(s1) = As
�

1
exp

�

� B s
�+ 1

1

�

;where A and B are de-

term ined by the param eter �. This is a sem iem pirical

form ula characterized by the single param eter �. As �

goes from 0 to 1,the Brody form ula sm oothly changes

from Poisson to G O E.

Apartfrom NNSD,thenext-nearest-neighborspacings

distribution (NNNSD)isalsostudied in RM T.W ecalcu-

latethedistribution P (s2)ofnext-nearest-neighborspac-

ingss
(i)

2
= (�i+ 2 � �i)=2 between the unfolded eigenval-

ues. Here we put a factor two at the denom inator to

m ake the average ofthe next-nearest-neighborspacings

hs2iunity.According to Ref. [18],the NNNSD ofG O E

m atricesisidenticaltotheNNSD ofG aussian sym plectic

ensem ble(G SE)m atrices,i.e.,

P (s2)=
218

36�3
s
4

2 exp

�

�
64

9�
s
2

2

�

: (1)

The NNSD and NNNSD re
ect only localcorrelations
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FIG .1:(Coloronline)Next-nearest-neighborspacingsdistri-

bution (NNNSD )P (s2)oftheadjacency m atricesofdi�erent

networks[(a)random network,(b)scale-freenetwork,and (c)

sm all-world network]is com pared with the nearest-neighbor

spacings distribution (NNSD )ofG SE m atrices. Figures are

plotted for average over 10 realization ofthe networks. All

networkshaveN = 2000 nodesand an average degreek = 20

pernode.

am ong the eigenvalues. The spectralrigidity,m easured

by the � 3-statistic of RM T, gives inform ation about

the long-range correlations am ong the eigenvalues and

ism ore sensitive testforRM T propertiesofthe m atrix

under investigation [18,20]. Following we describe the

procedureto calculatethisquantity.

The � 3-statistic m easures the least-square deviation

ofthespectralstaircasefunction representing thecum u-

lativedensity N (�)from thebeststraightline�tting for

a �nite intervalL ofthe spectrum ,i.e.,

� 3(L;x)=
1

L
m in
a;b

Z x+ L

x

�

N (�)� a�� b
�2
d� (2)

where a and b are obtained from a least-square �t. Av-

erage over severalchoices ofx gives the spectralrigid-

ity � 3(L). The m ost rigid spectrum is the \picket

fence" with all spacings equal (e.g., 1D harm onic os-

cillator), therefore m axim ally correlated with constant

� 3(L)(= 1=12). At another extrem e,for the uncorre-

lated eigenvalues,� 3(L)= L=15,re
ecting strong 
uc-

tuations around the spectraldensity �(�). The G O E

case isinterm ediate ofthese two extrem es. Here � 3(L)

dependslogarithm ically on L,i.e.,

� 3(L)�
1

�2
lnL: (3)
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FIG .2:(Coloronline)� 3(L)statistic foreigenvaluesspectra

oftherandom network.Thecirclesarenum ericalresultsand

the solid curve is G O E prediction ofRM T.Inset shows the

� 3(L)in sem i-logarithm icscale.Figureisplotted foraverage

over10 realizations ofthe networks. Allnetworkshave N =

2000 nodesand an average degree k = 20 pernode.

IV . R ESU LT S

Following wepresentthe resultsofthe ensem bleaver-

aged NNNSD and � 3 statistic ofrandom ,scale-freeand

sm all-world networks.

A . R andom netw ork

Firstwe considerrandom network generated by using

Erd�os and R�enyialgorithm . W e take N = 2000 nodes

and with probability p = 0:01 we m ake random connec-

tions between the pairs ofnodes. This m ethod yields

a connected network with average degree p � N = 20.

Note thatforvery sm allvalue ofp one getsseveralun-

connected com ponent. O ur choice ofp is such that it

should be high enough to give large connected com po-

nent typically spanning allthe nodes. Spectraldensity

and NNSD oftheadjacencym atrix ofthisnetworkfollow

sem icircularand G O E distribution,respectively [1]. W e

calculatetheNNNSD oftheadjacencym atrixofthisnet-

work.W e plotNNNSD in theFig.1(a).Asexpected the

NNNSD ofthe adjacency m atrix ofthis network agrees

wellwith theNNSD ofG SE m atrices.Forcom pleteness,

we plot the spectraldensity ofthis network in the in-

set ofthis �gure. Fig. 2 shows the � 3(L) statistic for

the spectrum ofthe adjacency m atrix ofthis network.

Hereweseethat� 3(L)statisticfortherandom network

agreesverygood with theRM T predictionsforverylarge

L,i.e.,L � 300. Inset ofthis �gure showsthe sam e in

sem i-logarithm ic scale. Here we see expected linearbe-

haviorof� 3(L)with slope0:0978 which isvery closeto
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FIG .3:(Coloronline)� 3(L)statistic foreigenvaluesspectra

ofthescale-freenetwork.Thecirclesarenum ericalresultsand

thesolid curveistheG O E prediction ofRM T.Insetplotsthe

� 3(L)in sem i-logarithm ic scale,in thisscale ithastheslope

0:0975. Figure isplotted forthe average over10 realizations

ofthe networks. Allnetworks have N = 2000 nodes and an

average degree k = 20 pernode.

the RM T predicted value 1=�2 � 0:1013 [see Eq.(3)].

B . Scale-free netw ork

Scale-free network isgenerated by using the m odelof

Barab�asiand Albert[9]. Starting with a sm allnum ber,

m 0 ofthe nodes,a new node with m � m 0 connections

isadded ateach tim estep.Thisnew nodeconnectswith

a already existing nodeiwith theprobability �(ki)/ ki

(preferentialattachm ent),where ki is the degree ofthe

node i. After � tim e steps the m odelleads to a net-

work with N = �+ m 0 nodesand m � connections.This

m odelleadsto a scale-free network,i.e.,the probability

P (k) that a node has degree k decays as a power law,

P (k) � k�� ,where � is a constantand for the type of

probability law �(k) that we have used � = 3. O ther

form s for the probability �(k) are possible which give

di�erent values of�. The results reported here are in-

dependentofthe value of�. Density distribution ofthe

network has the triangular distribution with a peak at

�(0),and NNSD followsG O E statistics[1].In Fig.1(b),

weshow thattheNNNSD oftheadjacency m atrix ofthis

network agrees wellwith the NNSD ofthe G SE m atri-

ces. In the inset ofthis �gure,we plot the well-known

triangulardistribution ofthespectraldensityofscale-free

network. Fig. 3 showsthe � 3(L)statistic forthe adja-

cency m atrix ofthescale-freenetwork.Hereweseethat

� 3(L)statisticforthescale-freenetwork agreesvery well

with theRM T predictionsforvery largeL,i.e.,L � 150,

and deviationsbegin to be seen afterL = 150. Thisin-
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0.2

0.3

∆
3(
L
)

1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0
ln L

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

∆
3(
L
)

Slope = 0.1024

FIG . 4: (Color online) � 3(L) statistic for the eigenvalues

spectra ofthe sm all-world network. The circles are num er-

icalresults and the solid curve is G O E prediction ofRM T.

Insetplotsthe � 3(L)upto L = 30 in sem i-logarithm ic scale,

in thisscale � 3(L)hastheslope0:1024.Figureisplotted for

theaverageover10 realizationsofthenetworks.Allnetworks

haveN = 2000 nodesand an averagedegreek = 20 pernode.

dicatesthatthe scale-freenetwork isvery m uch random

but not as m uch as ER random networks,it has som e

speci�c featuresthatcannotbe m odeled by RM T.Inset

ofthis�gureshowstheexpected linearbehaviorof� 3(L)

in sem i-logarithm ic scale forL . 150 with slope 0:0975,

a valuevery closeto the RM T predicted value1=�2.

C . Sm all-w orld netw ork

Sm all-world networksareconstructed usingthefollow-

ing algorithm ofW atts and Strogatz [8]. Starting with

a one-dim ension ring lattice ofN nodes in which every

node is connected to its k=2 nearestneighbors,we ran-

dom lyrewireeach connectionofthelatticewith theprob-

ability p such thatself-loop and m ultipleconnectionsare

excluded.Thusp = 0 givesa regularnetwork and p = 1

givesa com pletely random network. The typicalsm all-

world behaviorisobserved around p = 0:005[1].W etake

N = 2000and averagedegreek = 20.Spectraldensity of

thisnetworkiscom plicated with severalpeaks.O nepeak

isat�= 0.Fordi�erentvaluesofk theexactpositionsof

otherpeaksm ay vary butoverallform ofspectraldensity

rem ains sim ilar [1]. The spacing distribution again fol-

lowsG O E statisticswith Brody param eter�� 1 [1].W e

plotNNNSD ofthe adjacency m atrix ofthe sm all-world

network in theFig.1(c).W eseethattheNNNSD agrees

wellwith the NNSD ofG SE m atrices.Hereagain in the

inset ofthis �gure,we plot the spectraldensity ofthis

network showing typicalm ulti-peak behavior ofsm all-

world networks.Fig.4 showsthe� 3(L)statisticforthe



5

spectrum ofthe adjacency m atrix corresponding to the

sm all-world network with p = 0:005. Here we see that

� 3(L) statistic for the sm all-world network agree very

good with the RM T predictionsforsu�ciently large L,

i.e.,L � 30,butm uch lessthan thesam eforrandom and

scale-freenetworks.Thisagain im pliesthat,besidesran-

dom ness,sm all-world network hassom especi�cfeatures.

Insetofthis�gureshowstheexpected linearbehaviorof

� 3(L) in sem i-logarithm ic scale for L . 30 with slope

0:1024,a value very close to the RM T predicted value

1=�2.

V . D ISC U SSIO N S

In our previous work [1], following RM T,we intro-

duce a new toolto study com plex networks.W e showed

thatinspiteofspectraldensity oftheadjacency m atrices

A being di�erentfordi�erentm odelnetworksand real-

world networks,their eigenvalue 
uctuations are sam e

and follow G O E statistics ofRM T.W e attributed this

universality to the existence ofthe m inim alam ountof

random ness in allthese networks. W e also showed that

random nessin thenetwork connectionscan bequanti�ed

by theBrody param etercom ingfrom theRM T.Thisisa

very interesting factwhich directsusto m akefurtherin-

vestigationsofthepropertiesofcom plex networksunder

thefram ework ofRM T.W eshowed thatthereexistsone

to one correlation between the diam eter ofthe network

and the eigenvalue
uctuationsofthe adjacency m atrix.

By changing num ber ofconnections in the network we

get transition to the G O E distribution. As Erd�os and

R�enyiobserved thatwith the �ne tuning ofnetwork pa-

ram eterallnodesgetconnected with asudden transition;

underthe RM T fram ework ouranalysissuggeststransi-

tion to som e kind ofspreading ofrandom ness over the

whole network.

In thispaperwestudy spectralrigidity via� 3-statistic

ofRM T ofthem odelnetworksstudied extensively in the

literature. W e show that the spectralrigidity ofthese

networksfollow universalG O E statistics.� 3-statisticof

the random m atricesfollowing G O E statisticsalso have

long-range correlations am ong the eigenvalues. From

RM T analogy it tells that there exists long range cor-

relationsam ong the eigenvalues.M oreover,we �nd that

the slope ofthe spectralrigidity function com es1=�2 as

calculated for the G O E statistics theoretically [Eq.(3)].

Additionally we show that NNNSD of the eigenvalues

ofthese m odelnetworks are identicalto the NNSD of

G SE m atrices.NotethatNNNSD ofthem atriceswhose

NNSD follow G O E statistics also follow G SE statistics.

Above�ndingsshow thatthestatisticsofthebulk ofthe

eigenvaluesofthem odelnetworksisconsistentwith those

ofa realsym m etric random m atrix and deviation from

thiscould be understood asa system dependentpart.

� 3 analysis show that the random network follows

RM T prediction for very long range of L, which is

notvery surprising asrandom network followsRM T at

each levelstarting from sem i-circular density distribu-

tions. However interestingly scale-free and sm all-world

networksalso followsRM T forsu�ciently largevalue of

L.Beyond thisvalueofL deviation in thespectralrigid-

ity isseen,indicating a possiblebreakdown ofuniversal-

ity.Thisisquiteunderstandableassm all-world network

ishighly clustered and scale-freenetworkalsohasspeci�c

features like hubs,so it is naturalthat they are not as

random astherandom network.particularly sm all-world

networkweconsiderhereisgenerated usingStrogatzand

W attsalgorithm and wetaketheSW networksexactlyat

thesm all-world transition which generatesnetworkswith

very high clustering coe�cientand very less num ber of

random connection. O ur results show that these very

sm allnum berofrandom connectionsm ake network suf-

�ciently random to introducethecorrelationsam ong the

eigenvaluesforthe su�ciently long range. According to

them any recentstudies,random nessin theconnection is

one ofthe m ostim portantand desirable ingredientsfor

the proper functionality or the e�cient perform ance of

the system s having underlying network structures. For

instance,inform ation processing in the brain is consid-

ered to be because ofrandom connectionsam ong di�er-

ent m odular structure [25]. W e feelthat we can study

theroleofrandom connections,and behaviorand evolu-

tion ofsuch system sbetterunderthe RM T fram ework.

Also thisRM T approach m ay beused to detectthecon-

nections m ost responsible to increase the com plexity of

networks.Forexam plee�ectofoxygen m olecule on bio-

chem icalnetwork ofthe m etabolic network is recently

studied and is shown to increase the com plexity ofnet-

worksleading to a m ajortransition in the history oflife

[26].

In sum m ary,we introduce RM T analysis ofcom plex

networksand we show thatthese networksfollow RM T

prediction with the universalG O E statistics. These re-

sults tellthat we can apply random m atrix theory to

study the behaviorand propertiesofcom plex networks.

So farwehaveonly concentrated on them odelnetworks

studied vastly in the recent literature to provide a ba-

sis,futureinvestigationswould involvethestudy ofreal-

world networks [27]. Future investigations would also

include eigenvectoranalysisofreal-world networks[27].
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