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It is often desirable to assess how well a given dataset is described by a given model. In network
science, for instance, one often wants to say that a given real-world network appears to come from
a particular network model. In statistical physics, the corresponding problem is about how typical
a given state, representing real-world data, is in a particular statistical ensemble. One way to
address this problem is to measure the distance between the data and the most typical state in the
ensemble. Here, we identify the conditions that allow us to define this most typical state. These
conditions hold in a wide class of grand canonical ensembles and their random mixtures. Our main
contribution is a deterministic construction of a state that converges to this most typical state
in the thermodynamic limit. This construction involves rounds of derandomization procedures,
some of which deal with derandomizing point processes, an uncharted territory. We illustrate the
construction on one particular network model, deterministic hyperbolic graphs, and its application
to real-world networks, many of which we find are close to the most typical network in the model.
While our main focus is on network models, our results are very general and apply to any grand
canonical ensembles and their random mixtures satisfying certain niceness requirements.

I. INTRODUCTION

Modeling real-world networks is one of the core re-
search activities in network science [1], where it is often
tempting to say that a particular real-world network ap-
pears “to come from” a particular model [2–4]. Such
statements usually mean that the real-world network in
question appears to be (close to) a typical network in the
model under consideration. This is usually supported
by generating many random networks in the model, and
by comparing their averaged properties of interest to the
corresponding properties of the real network.

However, it is often desirable to “suppress noise,” and
to work not with a zoo of random networks, but with
just one—the “most representative” or “most typical”
one—constructed deterministically. In network science,
representative graph constructions are needed to boost
reliability of statistical inference, to suppress or control
sample-to-sample fluctuations, and for many other pur-
poses [1, 5–8]. More generally, the importance of rep-
resentative typical states, as opposed to averages over
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many random realizations, has been emphasized repeat-
edly in many areas of statistical physics ranging from
quantum typicality and thermalization to the breakdown
of self-averaging near critical points and in disordered
media [9–14]. In more data-driven domains such as ma-
chine learning, stochasticity is a key source of irrepro-
ducibility, so the push towards more deterministic, repro-
ducible benchmarks has become a major priority [15–17].

The deterministic construction of typical networks
in random network models—a task reminiscent of
the construction of expanders [18] and pseudorandom
graphs [19–21]—requires a definition of typical networks.
The definition of network typicality [22, 23] is problem-
atic if the probability P(G) of networks G in the model
is unknown or intractable, as is typically the case with
network models defined by some (complicated) network-
construction rules. Typical values of network properties
in such models can be computed, but typical networks
per se cannot be defined because a network with typi-
cal values of some properties may have atypical values of
some other unchecked properties [25]. Nor does it make
much sense to ask for the “most typical” network in mod-
els with high degeneracy of typical sets. In the canonical
Erdős-Rényi G(n, p) model [26], for instance, the stan-
dard definition of typical sets based on the asymptotic
equipartition property [27, 28] says that the most typical
networks are the ones with n nodes and m = ⌊Np⌉ links,
where N =

(
n
2

)
and ⌊·⌉ is the nearest integer function.
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However, any of these many
(
N
m

)
networks is equally typ-

ical, leaving substantial ambiguity in the selection of a
single deterministic representative.

Here, we develop a general definition of typical net-
works in a model, and discuss a class of network models—
equivalent to grand canonical ensembles in statistical
physics—where this definition makes sense and allows
for the selection of a unique most typical network. We
also develop methods to construct such networks deter-
ministically in a computationally efficient fashion, and
show how these methods work in application to a par-
ticular grand canonical network model and to real-world
network data.

II. NETWORK TYPICALITY

The simplest case where a definition of the most typical
network is possible is when the following conditions are
satisfied:

1. the probability P(G) of networks G in a model de-
pends on G only via some network properties f :
P(G) = P̃[f(G)];

2. the distribution P(v) of the values v of these prop-
erties in the model, P(v) =

∑
G∈G P(G)δ(f(G), v),

is sharply peaked (self-averaging); and

3. the very top of this peak is populated by just one
network G⋆.

Such G⋆ is then the most typical network in the model,
Fig. 1. Condition (2) ensures there is a typical set, con-
dition (3) says there is the most typical element in this
set, while condition (1) allows us to extend the notion of
typicality from network properties to networks per se be-
cause it ensures that nothing other than these properties
matters in the model.

Condition (3) is satisfied if properties f(G)—called
sufficient statistics in statistics—are real-valued, reduc-
ing degeneracy. Conditions (1,2) are satisfied in a multi-
tude of models. Here, we focus on grand canonical mod-
els. This is one of the best-studied—both in statistical
physics and network science [22, 29]—class of models in
which the conditions above are satisfied, and which is
particularly attractive for statistical analysis thanks to
its maximum-entropy properties. This is the key feature
of exponential random graph models (ERGMs), of which
grand canonical models are a special case (Appendix A).

In grand canonical models, links between nodes i and j
form independently with the Fermi-Dirac probabilities

pij =
1

eβ(εij−µ) + 1
=

1

eα+βεij + 1
, (1)

where the inverse temperature β and chemical potential µ
are the model parameters, α = −µβ, and εij are energies
of particle states {i, j}—particles are links. The models
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FIG. 1. Network typicality definition. In any grand
canonical model of networks, Eq. (2), the distribution P(m, ε)
of the number of links m(G) and energy ε(G) of network G
is sharply peaked. A typical set GT is the set of networks
whose values of m and ε are within the (δm, δε)-neighborhood
around their expected values (m̄, ε̄), Eq. (3), while the most
typical network G⋆ = argminG∈G (|m(G)− m̄|+ |ε(G)− ε̄|)
is the network which is closest to the top of the peak. This
network is unique with high probability if energy ε(G) is a
real-valued function.

in this class differ in definitions of link energy. The prob-
ability P(G) of network G in any grand canonical model
is [22]

P(G) = e−αm(G)−βε(G)/Z, (2)

so the sufficient statistics f(G) are the number of par-
ticles (links) m(G) in network G, and G’s energy, the
sum of its link energies ε(G) =

∑
i,j εijGij , where {Gij}

is G’s adjacency matrix. The partition function Z is
the normalization coefficient. As in any grand canonical
ensemble [29], the P(G) in Eq. (2) maximizes Shannon
entropy across all other models with the same expected
values of the number of links m̄ and network energy ε̄
(Appendix A).
The distributions of both the number of particles and

energy are known to be self-averaging in grand canonical
ensembles [30]. Therefore, we define a (δm, δε)-typical set
of networks as

GT =

{
G ∈ Gn :

|m(G)− m̄|
mn

< δm,
|ε(G)− ε̄|

mn
< δε

}
,

(3)
where Gn is the set of all networks of size n, and mn is
the asymptotic scaling of m̄ with n (m̄ ∼ mn). The self-
averaging properties of grand canonical ensembles ensure
that in the thermodynamic limit n → ∞, the bulk of the
probability mass is concentrated on the typical set: for
any δε, δm > 0, P(G ∈ GT ) → 1. And if energies εij are
all different real numbers, then all different networks G
have different energies ε(G), so the top of the peak is
occupied by one network—the most typical one in Fig. 1.
The question is how to find it.
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III. CONSTRUCTING TYPICAL NETWORKS

A. Grand canonical models

Selecting the most typical value m⋆ of the number of
links in a grand canonical model is easy: m⋆ is the closest
integer to the expected number of links m̄ =

∑
i<j pij ,

m⋆ = ⌊m̄⌉. Yet if the network size n is large, then the
brute-force search for the network G⋆ minimizing the net-
work energy difference |ε(G)−ε̄| across the resulting

(
N
m⋆

)
possible networks is computationally prohibitive, akin to
the NP-complete subset sum problem [31] and knapsack
problem [32].

To address this problem, we devise a deterministic
link creation process that emulates random sampling
of links (i, j) with probabilities pij . It is presented in
Fig. 2(a). The process simply overlays the matrix p of
connection probabilities {pij} over a regular lattice with
m⋆ vertices, thus building a unique network Gp for any p,
not necessarily grand canonical (1). However, if p is
grand canonical, then we show in Section IV that the
energy of constructed networks ε(Gp) converges to its
expected value ε̄, implying that the networks themselves
converge to the most typical network, Gp → G⋆.
To show this convergence, we need to be able to in-

crease the network size n in a systematic fashion. The
easiest way to do so is in the context of hidden vari-
able network models [35–37], an extremely general and
well-studied class of models encompassing as special cases
many quintessential network models in network science
(Appendix B). One complication is that in these models,
link energies are not fixed, but random

εij = ϕ(xi, xj), (4)

where ϕ is some fixed function of random hidden vari-
ables xi of nodes i. The resulting models are thus
not grand canonical, but probabilistic mixtures of those,
which we call hypercanonical models since random model
parameters are called hyperparameters in statistics [38].
But then, for our typical network construction to be de-
terministic, we have to derandomize hidden variables xi

first. We address this task next.

B. Hypercanonical models

Without much loss of generality, we can assume
that hidden variables xi are independent uniformly dis-
tributed random variables in the unit d-cube, xi ∼
U
(
[0, 1]d

)
. (If they are not, we can map them to

U
(
[0, 1]d

)
via their inverse cumulative distribution func-

tion (CDF), adjusting the function ϕ accordingly.) The
question is how to derandomize n random points in
the unit cube, known as the binomial point process,
which converges to the Poisson point process (PPP) as
n → ∞ [39].
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FIG. 2. Deterministic construction of typical net-
works. (a) Grand canonical derandomization. The
connection probability matrix p = {pij}i<j is first flattened
into an interval of length m̄ =

∑
i<j pij composed of subinter-

vals of lengths pij as shown in the figure. The whole interval
is then overlaid with an equally spaced one-dimensional lat-
tice of the same length and with m⋆ = ⌊m̄⌉ internal vertices.
These vertices hit m⋆ subintervals pij . The derandomized
network Gp consists of those links (i, j) whose subintervals
are hit. (b) Hypercanonical derandomization. To de-
randomize the random sprinkling of n points on the unit in-
terval, the distances between consecutive points are first set
to di = −(1/n) ln(1− ui) using the inverse CDF method [33]
applied to the inverse CDF of the exponential distribution of
rate n evaluated at the regular lattice ui = (i−1/2)/n, i ∈ [n].
These distances are then shuffled using a pseudorandom per-
mutation function σ acting on indices i, so the coordinate of
point i is set to xi = xi−1 + dσ(i), where x0 = 0. In higher
dimensions d, the same permutation function is used several
times with different seeds—σ1, σ2 in d = 2—to shuffle the
distances di between consecutive coordinates in different di-
mensions: xi = xi−1 + dσ1(i), yi = yi−1 + dσ2(i). It is used
then again—σ3, σ4—to destroy the correlations between the
(x, y)-coordinates of the same point: (xi, yi) = (xσ3(i), yσ4(i)).
In this paper, permutations σs, s ∈ [2d], are defined via
the multiplicative congruential generator (MCG) [34]: σs is
the permutation that sorts the pseudorandom MCG num-
bers {bk}ns

k=n(s−1)+1 in the increasing order, where bk+1 = abk

mod c, a = 75, b0 = 42, and c = 231 − 1.

This question does not have a unique answer since it
depends on what properties of the PPP we want to pre-
serve in our derandomization, reminiscent of the choice
of distinguisher in pseudorandomness [19–21]. Here,
we choose to preserve the distances between nearest
points in a PPP, since these distances are one of the
most basic definitive properties of PPPs [39]. In a 1-
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dimensional PPP of rate n, the distances di between con-
secutive points i on the real line are independent expo-
nentially distributed random variables with rate n. The
inverse CDF of the exponential distribution of rate n is
F−1(x) = −(1/n) ln(1 − x). Therefore, to derandomize
the independent sampling of di’s from the exponential
distribution, we simply set them to di = F−1(ui), where
ui = (i−1/2)/n, i ∈ [n], is a regular lattice on [0, 1]. The
choice of the 1/2 shift in it is justified in Appendix C.
We then use a pseudorandom function—several times in
higher dimensions—as shown in Fig. 2(b), to scramble all
the unwanted correlations that are not present in a PPP.
In Appendix D we show that this deterministic process
reproduces the distances not only between nearest points
but also between two random points in 1d and 2d PPPs.

As soon as hidden variables are derandomized, the
link energies (4) become fixed, and so are the link ex-
istence probabilities (1). This means that for each net-
work size n, we now have a unique network Gn,ϕ, which
we claim converges to the most typical network G⋆ in the
model, Gn,ϕ → G⋆. We show this next.

IV. CONVERGENCE TO THE MOST TYPICAL
NETWORK

To demonstrate the aforementioned convergence, we
select one particular hypercanonical model—random hy-
perbolic graphs [40]. We choose this model because its
energy function is real-valued, so the most typical net-
work is well-defined. Another motivation to consider this
model is that it attracted significant research attention
over past decades in as diverse disciplines as machine
learning, neuroscience, or Internet routing [41], thanks
to its ability to capture a collection of definitive proper-
ties of many real-world networks [41]. Yet another rea-
son to consider this model is that it encompasses several
quintessential network models as its limiting regimes [42].

In the model, the hidden variables xi are the coor-
dinates of points sprinkled randomly over a hyperbolic
disc, while energies εij are hyperbolic distances between
those points. In addition to the grand canonical param-
eters α, β controlling the expected number of links and
energy—both scaling as O(n) in the model (m̄ ∼ ε̄ ∼
mn = n)—the model has one more parameter γ, the
tail exponent of the power-law node degree distribution.
Further details are in Appendix E.

Since the model is not grand canonical but hyper-
canonical, we cannot rely on the known facts [30] that
sufficient statistics, the number of particles and energy,
are self-averaging in any grand canonical ensemble. We
have to show that the number of links and energy are
self-averaging in our hypercanonical model as well, thus
satisfying the second concentration requirement in Sec-
tion II. We show this in Fig. 3(a,b) and Appendix F,
where we derive the following scaling of the coefficient of

variations CV (n) for these two properties in the model:

CV (n) = O
(
n−min{1/2, (γ−2)/(γ−1)}(ln(n))1{γ=3}/2

)
,

(5)
where 1(·) is the indicator function. This implies that
CV (n) → 0 for any γ > 2, so the distributions of m and
ε are sharply peaked. Since they are sharply peaked, the
definitions of (most) typical networks in grand canonical
models in Section II extend to this hypercanonical model
as well.
Finally, Fig. 3(c,d) shows the aforementioned con-

vergence Gn,ϕ → G⋆ of the deterministic hyperbolic
graphs (DHGs) Gn,ϕ to the most typical graph G⋆ in the
random hyperbolic graph (RHG) model. The DHGs are
constructed as discussed in Section III. The code is avail-
able at [43]. Appendix G documents other model-specific
details, one of which is that the number of links in DHGs
matches its expected value exactly for any n as Fig. 3(c)
demonstrates. Figure 3(d) shows the convergence of the
other sufficient statistics, energy, to its expected value
as n increases. These two convergences, coupled with
the self-averaging of the both sufficient statistics, ensure
that the graphs themselves converge to the most typical
graph. As a consequence, all properties of DHGs con-
verge to their expected values as well. The two most basic
properties—the degree distribution and clustering—are
shown in Fig. 3(e,f).

V. TYPICALITY OF REAL-WORLD
NETWORKS

One natural application of the developed framework,
mentioned in the introduction, is the assessment of
how typical a given real-world network is in a given
model. For such assessments, one needs to compare two
networks—a real-world one and the most typical one in
the model. There are many ways to compare two net-
works, none of which is ultimately the best. One option
is to evaluate one or many graph similarity metrics on
the two networks. For a recent review of such metrics,
we refer to [45, 46]. Here, instead of evaluating any of
such distances, we showcase graph comparisons more di-
rectly via measuring a collection of basic properties of
two networks, shown in Fig. 4. We observe that accord-
ing to these fundamental properties, the Internet and the
Cora citation networks are fairly close to the most typical
DHG network.
In Appendix H, we present the results of such mea-

surements applied to a total of seventeen networks from
different domains. We find that in many social, techno-
logical, and biological networks, the degree distribution,
clustering, distance distribution, betweenness centrality,
and other properties are close to the ones of the most
typical DHG network. In contrast, the distance distri-
bution of transportation networks, such as street and
urban public transport networks, that are confined to
Euclidean space and therefore are large worlds, are far
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FIG. 3. Self-averaging and convergence. (a,b) The empirical distributions of the rescaled number of links m(G) and
energy ε(G) of the random hyperbolic graphs (RHGs) G (Appendix E) are shown for increasing graph sizes n, and parameter
values κ̄ = 10, β = 4, and γ = 3.7. The insets show the empirical coefficients of variation CV (n) (colored circles) of the
distributions of m and ε for different values of n and γ, versus the analytical predictions (black dashed lines) in Eq. (5).
(c,d) The values of the rescaled number of links m(G) and energy ε(G) of the deterministic hyperbolic graphs (DHGs) G
(Appendix G) are shown for increasing graph sizes n, and parameter values κ̄ = 10, β = 2.5, and γ = 2.7. The black dashed
lines are the theoretical expected values. The insets show these properties as functions of the inverse temperature β for both
DHGs and RHGs with the same parameter values and n = 104. The green squares are the RHG average values, and the shades
are the 95 percentiles computed over 103 RHG realizations. (e,f) The degree distribution and the average local clustering
coefficient of DHGs and RHGs with the same parameter values as in (c,d).

from the ones of the most typical DHG, which is a small
world. Across domains, we observe that larger networks
are more closely aligned with the most typical DHG net-
work, but even small networks can sometimes have prop-
erties surprisingly similar to the ones of the most typi-
cal DHG.

Summarizing, the most typical deterministic hyper-
bolic graph, with its three parameters α, β, γ, two of
which (α, β) are the standard grand canonical ones, cap-
tures well a range of fundamental network properties—
some of which, like betweenness or edge multiplicity dis-
tributions, are quite non-trivial—in many real-world net-
works coming from different domains, albeit with notable
exceptions mentioned above.

VI. DISCUSSION

The last observation in the previous section highlights
the following open question: what other properties do
we get “for free” in the most typical state in a model as
defined in Section II? For example, the most typical de-
terministic hyperbolic graph has the most typical values
of the number of links (α), energy (β), and degree distri-
bution tail (γ), yet what other network properties in this
graph have their typical values as well? If the graph was
random, this question could be answered by a variety of

methods including the large deviation theory. It is less
clear how to approach this question given that the graph
is deterministic.

Potential applications of the developed framework are
definitely not limited to the motivating one discussed in
the previous section. One class of such applications can
be called derandomized or deterministic statistical infer-
ence. It would work as follows. Observe that for a given
model, our framework establishes a function from the
model parameter space to the space of graphs. Any com-
bination of the parameter values corresponds to only one
deterministic graph, the most typical one in the model
with these parameter values. Therefore, the method is
a powerful parameter inference and model selection tool.
Indeed, for a given collection of network properties or
graph similarity metrics, one can simply find the parame-
ter values that minimize the corresponding graph similar-
ity metric between a given (real-world) network and typi-
cal networks in the model. We, in fact, use this approach
for parameter inference to recover a set of model param-
eters in Appendix H. The model selection step compares
these similarity metrics between a given (real-world) net-
work and most typical networks (with inferred parame-
ters) in different models. The one that minimizes the
distance describes the data best, according to this choice
of graph distance. The conceptually closest approaches
to this programme are the minimum description length
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FIG. 4. Typicality of real-world networks. The figure displays a collection of network properties—degree distribution P(k)
(panels (a), (i))), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) of k-degree nodes (panels (b), (j)), average local clustering c(k)
of k-degree nodes (panels (c),(k)), distribution P(d) of shortest-path distances d (panels (e),(m)), average betweenness b(k)
of k-degree nodes (panels (f),(n)), distribution P(ncn) of the number of common neighbors ncn of pairs of connected nodes,
a.k.a. edge multiplicity [44] (panels (g),(o)), of two real-world networks (blue squares) and their deterministic hyperbolic
counterparts (orange circles). The real-world networks are the Internet at the autonomous system level (the upper two rows)
and the Cora citation network (the lower two rows), documented as internet as and cora in Appendix H, which also details
their visualizations in panels (d),(h),(l),(p).

principle [47] and algorithmic statistics [48].

More importantly, the developed framework is very
general, definitely not just limited to the realm of net-
works, as it applies to any grand canonical or hyper-
canonical ensembles satisfying the minor niceness con-
ditions discussed in Section II. These conditions are typ-
ically satisfied in most paradigmatic systems. While
grand canonical ensembles are very common in statis-
tical physics, hypercanonical ones are less so, yet they

still appear in many mainstream systems, such as spin
glasses with frozen disorder [49].

As a final note, to derandomize hypercanonical ensem-
bles, we had to derandomize the Poisson point process
in Section III B. Derandomization of point processes ap-
pears to be a poorly explored territory that would be
interesting to investigate on more rigorous grounds. Po-
tential applications may turn out to be as abundant and
fruitful as with derandomization of other discrete ran-
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dom structures in information theory and machine learn-
ing [18, 50].
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Appendix A: Exponential random graph models

A random graph model is defined as a probability dis-
tribution, denoted P(G), over the set G of all possible
labeled graphs G of size n. On many occasions, we are
given a graph G⋆ and tasked with coming up with a
model that reproduces a set of graph properties of in-
terest, denoted f(G⋆), e.g., the number of edges, the
degree sequence, or the number of triangles. In such a
scenario, it is desirable to develop a model that repro-
duces the given constraints but is otherwise maximally
random; otherwise, the model injects extraneous infor-
mation. This view is known as the maximum entropy
principle [29, 51], whereby among all distributions satis-
fying the constraints, the one selected as a model should
maximize Shannon entropy,

S[P] = −
∑
G∈G

P(G) logP(G). (A1)

Such a model can then be used as a null model for G⋆,
the properties of which, beyond those constrained, can be
compared against those of G⋆. If major differences are
observed, it indicates the presence of statistical mecha-
nisms beyond those implied by the constraints; if not, the
constraints chosen are considered sufficiently explana-
tory.

If the constraints are sharply enforced, then we have
a microcanonical ensemble and the form of P(G) is just
a uniform measure over the set of all graphs that satisfy
the constraint exactly, i.e., drawn uniformly from the set
{G ∈ G : f(G) = f(G⋆)}. If the constraints are enforced
to be satisfied only in expectation,

f̄ =
∑
G∈G

f(G)P(G) = f(G⋆), (A2)

then we have a canonical ensemble; note the requirement
of
∑

G∈G P(G) = 1 is an additional constraint on the val-
ues of {P(G)}G∈G . This constrained optimization prob-
lem is solved using the method of Lagrange multipliers,
resulting in Gibbs/Boltzmann exponential family distri-
bution [22],

P(G) =
e−λ·f(G)∑

G̃∈G e−λ·f(G̃)
, (A3)

where λ is a vector of Lagrange multipliers whose values
must be set to λ = λ⋆ such that the soft constraint
f̄ = f(G⋆) is realized.

Since the value of P(G) depends on the graph G only
through f(G), the properties f(G) are called sufficient
statistics of the model. Formally, Eq. (A3) are the en-
tropy maximizing distributions subjected to the con-
straints f(G⋆) called exponential random graph models
(ERGMs) [22, 29, 52, 53]. ERGMs and the maximum en-
tropy formalism in general have been successful in mod-
eling patterns of activity in neuronal circuits [54], testing
various hypotheses regarding the tie-formation mecha-
nism in social networks [55, 56], and as null models in
network science [1, 57].

A particular class of ERGMs which is of interest to us
here is the class of grand canonical models [22, 30, 58,
59], where two nodes are connected independently with
probability

pij =
1

eβ(εij−µ) + 1
=

1

eα+βεij + 1
, (A4)

where β (inverse temperature) and µ (chemical poten-
tial) are the model parameters, α = −µβ, and εij are
link energies. Letting Gij ∈ {0, 1} denote the adjacency
matrix elements of G, the graph probability mass func-
tion is given by,

P(G) =
∏

1≤i<j≤n

p
Gij

ij (1− pij)
1−Gij ,

= exp

 ∑
1≤i<j≤n

Gij log

(
pij

1− pij

)
+ log(1− pij)

,

=
exp (−αm(G)− βε(G))

Z ,

(A5)
where m(G) =

∑
i<j Gij is the number of edges in

graph G, ε(G) =
∑

i<j Gijεij is its energy, and Z =∏
1≤i<j≤n 1/(1− pij) is the partition function. Compar-

ing the above equation with Eq. (A3), it is clear that the
grand canonical model is an entropy-maximizing distri-
bution subjected to the constraint on the expected values
of the number of edges and energy. In other words, the
grand canonical model is an ERGM in which the suffi-
cient statistics are the number of edges and energy.
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Appendix B: Hidden variable network models

Hidden variable network models (HVNMs) are a
widely studied class of random network models charac-
terizing how heterogeneously distributed node-variables
(hidden variables (HVs)) can give rise to various pat-
terns of network connectivity [35–37]. Graphs sampled
from HVNMs arise through two stages of randomness:

a) each node i ∈ [n] = {1, 2, . . . , n} gets a random
hidden variable hi ∈ X in some space X sampled
independently from some probability density υ(h);

b) edges form pairwise-independently with probabil-
ity pij = g(hi, hj) where g : X 2 → [0, 1] is the
connection probability function.

Consequently, the hidden variable configuration H =
(hi)

n
i=1 ∈ Xn has a joint probability density of the form

ρ(H) =
∏n

i=1 υ(hi). Without much loss of generality,

one may set X = [0, 1]d and υ = U
(
[0, 1]d

)
in the case

of d-dimensional HVs, since we can often map this hid-
den variable configuration to the intended hidden vari-
able space via the inverse transform sampling [33, 60].
In this setting, the probability of a network given H is,

P(G|H) =
∏

1≤i<j≤n

p
Gij

ij (1− pij)
1−Gij ,

=
e−

∑
i<j λijGij

Z ,

where λij = ln

(
1− pij
pij

)
, Z =

∏
1≤i<j≤n

(
1

1− pij

)
.

(B1)
Thus, any HVNM conditioned on the hidden-variable

configurationH (i.e., an HVNM with a specified “frozen”
configuration H) is an ERGM (Appendix A) with

(
n
2

)
pairwise constraints of the form

Ḡij = g(hi, hj). (B2)

However, some choices of specific functional forms of
the connection probability function g(·)—including the
grand canonical one in Eq. (A4)—collapse the

(
n
2

)
indi-

vidual edge indicator sufficient statistics into only a few
aggregated sufficient statistics, like the number of edges
and energy in the grand canonical case.

The probability of graph G in an HVNM is

P(G) =

∫
H

P(G|H)ρ(H)dH. (B3)

Therefore, HVNMs are probabilistic mixtures of ERGMs,
P(G|H), with mixing distribution ρ(H). We refer to such
distributions as hypercanonical ensembles, so all HVNMs
are hypercanonical.

By appropriately choosing the hidden-variable distri-
bution ρ(·) and the connection-probability function g(·),
hidden-variable network models (HVNMs) can encom-
pass a broad spectrum of paradigmatic network models,

including the Erdős-Rényi random graph model [26, 61],
(hypersoft) configuration model [62], stochastic block
model [63], latent-space models [40, 41, 64–66], and many
others.

Appendix C: Justification for the lattice shift

In this section, we motivate the choice of shifting the
regular lattice, ui = (i − z)/n, horizontally by z =
1/2, in the deterministic sprinkling process (outlined in
Sec. III B). The coordinate of point i in the 1d deter-
ministic sprinkling process on the unit interval is given
by,

xi = − 1

n

i∑
l=1

ln
(
1− uσ(i)

)
, (C1)

where σ : [n] → [n] is a pseudo-random permuta-
tion function. We want these deterministically sprinkled
points to have as many of the statistical properties of the
Poisson point process (PPP) as possible. To that end,
along with matching the (nearest neighbor) distance dis-
tribution of the PPP (see Appendix D), we also match
the scaling of the maximal coordinate in deterministic
sprinkling, xn, with the scaling of the mean of the ex-
treme value distribution of U([0, 1]) [67] by shifting the
regular lattice, ui = (i− z)/n horizontally by z = 1/2.
To show this formally, let us consider n i.i.d. uniform

random variables, i.e., ξi ∼ U([0, 1]) and let ξmax =
max (ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξn). The cumulative distribution func-
tion of the maximal value is,

P(ξmax ≤ ξ) =

n∏
i=1

P(ξi ≤ ξ) = ξn. (C2)

This then allows us to derive the expected maximal value
as,

ξmax = n

∫ 1

0

ξndξ =
n

n+ 1
= 1− 1

n
+O

(
1

n2

)
. (C3)

In order for our deterministic process to give the same
result, we must set z in ui = (i−z)/n appropriately such
that xmax = xn = 1 − 1/n. From Eq. (C1) it is easy to
see that xn = −1/n

∑n
i=1 ln(1 − ui), where the pseudo

random permutation function, σ(i), is irrelevant. The
question now is how to choose z ∈ [0, 1] such that the
correct scaling is achieved. For some general value of z,

xn = − 1

n

n∑
i=1

ln

(
1− i− z

n

)
,

= − 1

n
ln

(
n−1∏
i=0

(i+ z)

)
+ lnn,

= − 1

n
ln

(
Γ(z + n)

Γ(z)

)
+ lnn. (C4)



9

The transcendental equation xn = ξmax cannot be solved
analytically, and we must therefore turn to asymptotics.
In the setting n ≫ 1, we can use the following,

ln (Γ(w)) =
2w − 1

2
ln(w)−w+

1

2
ln(2π)+O

(
1

w

)
, (C5)

to obtain,

xn = 1 +
1− 2z

2

lnn

n
+

1

n
ln

(
Γ(z)√
2π

)
+O

(
1

n2

)
. (C6)

The term of order O(lnn/n) is not present in ξmax.
Therefore, it must be removed by setting z = 1/2, leading
to

xn = 1− ln 2

2

1

n
+O

(
1

n2

)
. (C7)

This is not exactly the same expression as Eq. C3, but
the constant pre-factor in the second term has no effect
on the scaling behavior, so, for instance, the scaling of
the largest hidden degree is κmax ∼ n1/(γ−1) in both the
random and derandomized cases.

Appendix D: Poisson point process, derandomized

In this section, we show that the hypercanonical deran-
domization in Sec. III B results in a deterministic sprin-
kling of n points on the unit interval and unit square
matching the (nearest neighbor) distance distribution of
the Poisson point process (PPP).

The nearest neighbor distance distribution in 1d and
2d PPP of intensity n is [39]

P(nn)
1d (x) = 2ne−2nx,

P(nn)
2d (x) = 2πnxe−πnx2

.
(D1)

The PPP distance distribution, on the other hand, is
the probability density function of the distance between
two random points on the unit interval, P1d(x), or unit
square, P2d(x). It is given by [68]

P1d(x) =

{
2(1− x), 0 ≤ x ≤ 1,

0, otherwise;

P2d(x) =


2x
(
π − 4x+ x2

)
, 0 ≤ x ≤ 1,

2x
[
4
√
x2 − 1− (x2 + 2− π)− 4 arctan

√
x2 − 1

]
, 1 < x ≤

√
2,

0, otherwise.

(D2)

In Fig. 5(a,b), we show a realization of the 2d PPP, and
compare it with our deterministic process. In addition to
pleasing visual similarity between the two observed there,
Figs. 5(c,d) and Figs. 5(e,f) confirm that the determin-
istic sprinkling has the same (nearest neighbor) distance
distribution as the PPP.

Appendix E: Random hyperbolic graphs (RHGs)

An important random graph model belonging to the
class of HVNMs (Appendix B) is the degree-corrected
latent space model, also known as random hyperbolic
graphs (RHG) [40], which combines the properties of
the hypersoft configuration model [62] and soft ran-
dom geometric graphs [64, 65]. Here, we describe the
H2 and S1 equivalent versions of this hypercanonical
model [40, 41, 69].

In the H2 formulation, sampling a network first in-
volves sprinkling nodes quasi-uniformly within a disk of
radius RH2 on the hyperbolic plane of constant curva-

ture K = −1. That is, the hidden variables of nodes i
are their polar coordinates (ri, θi) which are sampled in-
dependently as θi ∼ U [(0, 2π)] and ri ∼ ρ, where the
support of the radial coordinate distribution ρ is [0, RH2 ],
and its PDF is

ρ(r) = α̃
sinh(α̃r)

cosh (α̃RH2)− 1
. (E1)

The parameter α̃ ≥ 1/2 controls the power law exponent
of the resulting degree distribution in the model via γ =
2α̃+ 1, while the radius of the disk

RH2 = 2 ln

(
2n

k̄β
csc

(
π

β

)(
α̃

α̃− 1/2

)2
)
, (E2)

fixes the average degree to k̄ > 0 at n → ∞. The param-
eter β > 1, the inverse temperature, controls the average
clustering in the model.
Upon the assignment of the coordinates, two nodes are

connected with the grand canonical Fermi-Dirac connec-
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FIG. 5. Poisson point process versus its derandomiza-
tion. (a) A realization of the PPP of intensity n = 103 on
the unit square [0, 1]2. (b) The deterministic sprinkling pro-
cess from Sec. III B with n = 103. (c,d) The PPP nearest
neighbor distance distributions in Eq. (D1), versus the empiri-
cal nearest neighbor distance distribution in the deterministic
sprinkling process with n = 5 × 103 on the unit interval and
unit square, respectively. (e,f) The PPP distance distribu-
tions in Eq. (D2), versus the empirical distance distribution
in the deterministic sprinkling with n = 5 × 103 on the unit
interval and unit square, respectively.

tion probability,

pij =
1

1 + eβ(ε̃ij−RH2 )/2
. (E3)

The fermionic energies ε̃ij are the hyperbolic distances
between nodes i and j given by the hyperbolic law of
cosines,

cosh ε̃ij = cosh ri cosh rj − sinh ri sinh rj cos∆θij , (E4)

where ∆θij = π− |π− |θi − θj || is the angle between the
two points. This distance is approximately equal to [40,
69]

ε̃ij ≈ ri + rj + 2 ln

(
∆θij
2

)
. (E5)

The H2 model is a hypercanonical mixture of the grand
canonical models (Appendix A) with random link ener-
gies ε̃ij defined in Eq. (E5). Their distribution is the

distance distribution between random points on the hy-
perbolic disk.
In the equivalent S1 formulation of RHGs [40], each

node is endowed with two random hidden variables: sim-
ilarity (xi) and popularity (κi). The similarity space is
a circle of radius RS1 = n/2π and xi = RS1θi, where
θi ∼ U([0, 2π]) (two nodes close on the circle are “sim-
ilar”). The radius scales with n so as to maintain the
node density on the circle to be one. The popular-
ity hidden variables of nodes are their expected degrees
κi ∼ ρ(κ|κ̄, γ), where

ρ(κ|κ̄, γ) = (γ − 1)κγ−1
0 κ−γ , (E6)

is the Pareto distribution with mean κ̄, power-law ex-
ponent γ, and support κ ∈ [κ0,∞), where κ0 = κ̄(γ −
2)/(γ − 1).
Once the hidden variables are assigned, two nodes are

connected with the grand canonical Fermi-Dirac connec-
tion probability,

pij =
1

1 +

(
dij

µ̂κiκj

)β
=

1

1 + eβ(εij−µ)
, where

dij = RS1∆θij , µ = log(µ̂), and

εij = log

(
dij
κiκj

) (E7)

are the link energies in the model. The inverse temper-
ature β > 1 is the same as in the H2 formulation, while
the chemical potential

µ̂ =
β

2πκ̄
sin

(
π

β

)
(E8)

fixes the expected average degree in the model to κ̄ > 0 at
n → ∞. For completeness, we re-derive this observation
in Appendix F.
The H2 and S1 formulations of RHGs are equivalent

because they have the same distributions of hidden vari-
ables and connection probabilities. Indeed, the angular
coordinates in both formulations come from the same
uniform distribution, while the radial coordinate and ex-
pected degree distributions ρ(r) and ρ(κ) in Eqs. (E1,E6)
can be obtained from each other via the following change
of variables:

κ = κ0e
(RH2−r)/2, (E9)

which maps the connection probability in Eq. (E7) to the
one in Eq. (E3) [40].
This change of variables leads to the following relation-

ship between the link energies in the two formulations:

ε̃ij = 2
[
εij + ln

(n
τ

)]
, (E10)

where τ = πκ2
0µ̂

2. Consequently, the graph energy and
expected energy are related via

ε̃(G) = 2
[
ε(G) + ln

(n
τ

)
m(G)

]
,

¯̃ε = 2
[
ε̄+ ln

(n
τ

)
m̄
]
.

(E11)
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All the analytical and simulation results reported in
this paper are obtained using the S1 formulation of the
RHG model since it is easier to work with. In particular,
to simulate RHGs, we take their size n and parameters
κ̄ > 0, β > 1, and γ > 2 as input, and proceed as
described the second half of this section.

Appendix F: Self-averaging of RHGs’ sufficient
statistics

In this section, we derive the closed-form expressions
for the mean values of the number of links m(G) =∑

i<j Gij , and energy ε(G) =
∑

i<j εijGij of the ran-

dom hyperbolic graphs (Appendix E) in the thermody-
namic limit n → ∞. We also show that the distributions
of these random variables are self-averaging—their coef-
ficient of variation goes to zero in the thermodynamic
limit for any value of the degree exponent γ > 2.

1. Average number of links (m̄)

The average number of links in the model is,

m̄ = E

∑
i<j

Gij

 ,

=

(
n

2

)
E[Gij ],

=
1

2

∫ n/2

−n/2

∫ ∞

κ0

m(κi, xi)ρ(κi)dxidκi,

where m(κi, xi) = (n− 1)

∫ n/2

−n/2

∫ ∞

κ0

pij
ρ(κj)

n
dxjdκj .

(F1)
m(κi, xi) is the expected number of links attached to
node “i” with hidden variable values (κi, xi). Due to the
model being rotationally invariant, we can set xi = 0
without loss of generality, i.e., m(κi, 0) = m(κi, xi),
which in the limit n → ∞ is,

m(κi, 0) = 2

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

κ0

1

1 +

(
xj

µ̂κiκj

)β
ρ(κj)dxjdκj ,

= 2µ̂κiκ̄
π

β
csc

(
π

β

)
.

(F2)
Hence, the average number of links in the model is,

m̄ =
n

2

∫ ∞

κ0

m(κi, 0)ρ(κi)dκi,

= nµ̂κ̄2 π

β
csc

(
π

β

)
.

(F3)

By requiring that κ̄ = k̄ = 2m̄/n in the last equa-
tion, we get the expression for the chemical potential in
Eq. (E8).

2. Average energy (ε̄)

Similarly, the average energy of the model is,

ε̄ = E

∑
i<j

Gijεij

 ,

=

(
n

2

)
E[Gijεij ],

=
1

2

∫ n/2

−n/2

∫ ∞

κ0

ε(κi, xi)ρ(κi)dxidκi,

where ε(xi, κi) = (n− 1)

∫ n/2

−n/2

∫ ∞

κ0

pijεij
ρ(κj)

n
dxjdκj .

(F4)
Once again, due to the model being rotationally in-
variant, we set xi = 0 without loss of generality, i.e.,
ε(κi, xi) = ε(κi, 0), which in the n → ∞ limit results in,

ε(κi, 0) = 2

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

κ0

log

(
xj

κiκj

)
1 +

(
xj

µ̂κiκj

)β
ρ(κj)dκjdxj ,

= 2µ̂κiκ̄ csc

(
π

β

)
π

β2

(
β log(µ̂)− π cot

(
π

β

))
.

(F5)
Finally,

ε̄ =
n

2

∫ ∞

κ0

ε(0, κi)ρ(κi)dκi,

= nµ̂(κ̄)2 csc

(
π

β

)
π

β2

(
β log(µ̂)− π cot

(
π

β

))
,

=
n

2
κ̄

log

β sin
(

π
β

)
2πκ̄

− π

β
cot

(
π

β

) ,

(F6)

where in the last step, we have used the expression for
the chemical potential in Eq. (E8).

3. Asymptotics of the coefficients of variation of
m and ε

To prove that the distribution of the number of links,
m(G) and energy, ε(G) of the S1 model is self-averaging,
we need to show that their respective coefficients of

variation C
(m)
V (n) =

√
Var(m)/E[m] and C

(ε)
V (n) =√

Var(ε)/E[ε] go to zero in the limit n → ∞. In Sec. F 1
and Sec. F 2 we have already calculated the expected val-
ues of the number of links and energy, showing that m̄
and ε̄ both scale as O(n), for some fixed value of κ̄. We
next need to find the variance of the random variables
m(G) and ε(G).
The variance of the number of links is,

Var[m] =
∑
i<j

Var[Gij ] + 2
∑

(i,j)<(k,l)

Cov[Gij , Gkl]. (F7)
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The first term scales as,

∑
i<j

Var[Gij ] =

(
n

2

)(
E[G2

ij ]− E[Gij ]
2
)

= C1n · (1 + o(1)),

where C1 = µ̂κ̄2 π

β
csc

(
π

β

)
,

(F8)

since E[G2
ij ] = E[Gij ] = O(n−1). To obtain the scaling

of the second term, we first point out that non-zero con-
tributions to the sum come from covariance between two
edge indicators that share a common node, Cov[Gij , Gik],
i.e., wedges ( ). The covariance terms that do not share
a common node, Cov[Gij , Gkl], i.e. ( ), are simply zero
because Gij and Gkl are independent random variables.
To that end,

2
∑

(i,j)<(k,l)

Cov[Gij , Gkl] = 6

(
n

3

)
Cov[Gij , Gik],

= n3Cov[Gij , Gik] · (1 + o(1)) ,

where Cov[Gij , Gik] = E[GijGik]− E[Gij ]E[Gik].
(F9)

Once we get the asymptotics of the term E[GijGik] we are
done, since E[Gij ]E[Gik] = (4C2

1/n
2) · (1 + o(1)). Notice

that from the tower rule we have,

E[GijGik] = Eκi,xi
[E[GijGik|κi, xi]],

= Eκi,xi
[E[Gij |κi, xi] · E[Gik|κi, xi]],

= Eκi,xi
[Φ(κi, xi)

2],

where Φ(κi, xi) =

∫ n/2

−n/2

∫ ∞

κ0

pij
ρ(κj)

n
dxjdκj .

(F10)

Once again using the fact that the model is rotationally
invariant, we set xi = 0 without loss of generality, i.e.,
Φ(κi, xi) = Φ(κi, 0). For n ≫ 1, we get,

Φ(κi, 0) =
2µ̂κiκ̄

n

π

β
csc

(
π

β

)
. (F11)

Further,

E[GijGik] = Eκi,xi
[Φ(κi, 0)

2],

=

∫ ∞

κ0

(
2µ̂κiκ̄

n

π

β
csc

(
π

β

))2

ρ(κi)dκi,

= C2
κ̄2

n2
,

where C2 =

(
2µ̂κ̄π

β
csc

(
π

β

))2

.

(F12)
Combining these results and plugging them back into
Eq. (F7),

Var[m] = C1 (1− 4C1)n+ C2κ̄2n. (F13)
For any γ > 2, the first moment of the Pareto distribution
is κ̄ = O(1) but the second moment scales as,

κ̄2 =

∫ κ0n
1

γ−1

κ0

κ2ρ(κ)dκ

=



γ − 1

3− γ
κ2
0 n

3−γ
γ−1 , 2 < γ < 3,

κ2
0 lnn, γ = 3,

γ − 1

γ − 3
κ2
0, γ > 3.

(F14)

Hence, depending on the value of γ > 2, the scaling of the
coefficients of variation of the distribution of the number
of links, C

(m)
V (n) =

√
Var(m)/E[m], in the S1 model is

given by,

C
(m)
V (n) =



√
C2(γ − 1)/(3− γ)κ0

C1
n− γ−2

γ−1 · (1 + o(1)), 2 < γ < 3,

√
C2 κ0

C1

√
ln(n)

n
· (1 + o(1)), γ = 3,√

C1(1− 4C1) + C2κ2
0(γ − 1)/(γ − 3)

C1

1√
n
· (1 + o(1)), γ > 3.

(F15)

The same procedure above is repeated verbatim to de-
rive the asymptotics of the variance of energy,

Var[ε] =
∑
i<j

Var[Gijεij ] + 2
∑

(i,j)<(k,l)

Cov[Gijεij , Gklεkl].

(F16)

Consider the first term,

∑
i<j

Var [Gijεij ] =

(
n

2

)(
E[(Gijεij)

2
]− E[Gijεij ]

2
)
.

(F17)
The expression for E[Gijεij ] is calculated in Sec. F 2; on
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the other hand,(
n

2

)
E[(Gijεij)

2
] =

1

2

∫ n/2

−n/2

∫ ∞

κ0

ε′(κi, xi)ρ(κi)dxidκi,

where ε′(xi, κi) = (n− 1)

∫ n/2

−n/2

∫ ∞

κ0

pijε
2
ij

ρ(κj)

n
dxjdκj .

(F18)
Once again, using the fact that the model is rotationally
invariant, we set xi = 0 without loss of generality, i.e.,
ε′(xi, κi) = ε′(0, κi), which in the n → ∞ limit results
in,

ε′(0, κi) = 2

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

κ0

log2
(

xj

κiκj

)
1 +

(
xj

µ̂κiκj

)β
ρ(κj)dκjdxj ,

= 2µ̂κiκ̄
π

β
csc

(
π

β

)[(
log(µ̂)− π

β
cot

(
π

β

))2

+

(
π

β
csc

(
π

β

))2 ]
=

2κiC
′
1

κ̄
.

(F19)
Hence,(

n

2

)
E[(Gijεij)

2
] = nC ′

1 · (1 + o(1)), (F20)

which is the asymptotic scaling of the first term in
Eq. (F16). Following a similar argument as in the previ-
ous case, the asymptotics of the second term in Eq. (F16)
is,

2
∑

(i,j)<(k,l)

Cov[Gijεij , Gklεkl] = n3
(
E[GijεijGikεik]

− E[Gijεij ]E[Gikεik]
)
,

where, E[Gijεij ]E[Gikεik] = (C ′
2/n

2) · (1 + o(1));(
κ̄ log (µ̂)− κ̄

π

β
cot

(
π

β

))2

= C ′
2.

(F21)

Further,

E[GijεijGikεik] = Eκi,xi
[Φ′(κi, xi)

2],

where Φ′(κi, xi) =

∫ n/2

−n/2

∫ ∞

κ0

pijεij
ρ(κj)

n
dxjdκj .

(F22)
But Φ′(κi, xi) = Φ′(κi, 0), which in the setting n ≫ 1 is,

Φ′(κi, 0) =
2µ̂κi

n
κ̄ csc

(
π

β

)
π

β2

(
β log(µ̂)− π cot

(
π

β

))
,

=
κi

√
C ′

2

nκ̄
,

(F23)
leading to the result,

E[GijεijGikεik] =

∫ ∞

κ0

Φ′(κi, 0)
2ρ(κi)dκi

= C ′
2

κ̄2

κ̄2n2
.

(F24)

Plugging all these results into Eq. (F16) we have,

Var[ε] = n (C ′
1 − C ′

2) + nC ′
2

κ̄2

κ̄2
(F25)

Hence, depending on the value of γ > 2, the scaling
of the coefficients of variation of the distribution of the
energy, C

(ε)
V (n) =

√
Var(ε)/E[ε], in the S1 model is given

by,

|C(ε)
V (n)| =



2κ0

κ̄

√
γ − 1

3− γ
n− γ−2

γ−1 · (1 + o(1)), 2 < γ < 3,

2κ0

κ̄

√
ln(n)

n
· (1 + o(1)), γ = 3,

2

√√√√ (C ′
1 − C ′

2) + C ′
2
κ2
0(γ−1)

κ̄2(γ−3)

C ′
2

1√
n
· (1 + o(1)), γ > 3.

(F26)

We conclude that the coefficients of variation of both
the distribution of the number of links and energy scale

as

CV (n) = O
(
n−min{ 1

2 ,
γ−2
γ−1}(ln(n)) 1{γ=3}

2

)
(F27)
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and hence are self-averaging distributions for any γ > 2
since limn→∞ CV (n) = 0.

Appendix G: Deterministic hyperbolic graphs
(DHGs)

In this section, we outline the exact details involved in
the deterministic construction of typical networks in the
random hyperbolic graph (RHG) model (Appendix E),
which we call deterministic hyperbolic graphs (DHGs).

The input parameters are the same as in the RHG
model: n, κ̄, β, and γ. The rest is different. First, hidden
variables, (κi, xi), are assigned to each node deterministi-
cally via the two-dimensional hypercanonical derandom-
ization in Sec. III B. This derandomization returns de-
terministic coordinates (x̃i, ỹi) on the unit square, which
we then use to obtain the RHG hidden variables. We set
the similarity space coordinate to xi = nx̃i, while the ex-
pected degree κi is obtained via the inverse CDF of the
Pareto distribution applied to ỹi:

κi = κ̄
γ − 2

γ − 1
(1− ỹi)

1
1−γ . (G1)

Once the hidden variables are determined, the value
of the chemical potential µ̂ in Eq. (E7) is obtained by
finding the root of the equation∑

i<j

pij −
nκ̄

2
= 0 (G2)

numerically using Newton’s method with analytically cal-
culated derivative of the objective function and absolute
tolerance of τ = 10−8. This ensures that the DHG ex-
actly matches the desired value of one sufficient statistic,
the number of edgesm⋆ = ⌊nκ̄/2⌉. Another option would
be to use the analytical thermodynamic-limit expression
for µ̂ in Eq. (E8), but the convergence of the number of
edges m and energy ε of DHGs to the ensemble average
of RHGs would be slower in this case. Another reason to
avoid this option is that upon hypercanonical derandom-
ization, we end up dealing with a unique single instance
of the grand canonical ensemble, so we can use it to find
the exact value of the chemical potential.

Finally, having this grand canonical ensemble in place,
in which all the pairwise connection probabilities are now
determined, we use the grand canonical derandomization
procedure in Sec. III A to deterministically place all the
m⋆ edges.

We make the software package implementing the de-
scribed DHG construction procedure available at [43].

Appendix H: Real-world networks

1. Parameter estimation

To compare real-world networks with the correspond-
ing most typical networks in the deterministic hyperbolic

graph (DHG) model, we first have to measure the value
of the model parameters—the numbers of nodes n and
links m, the degree distribution exponent γ, and the in-
verse temperature β—in the real-world networks. We do
this as follows.
Determining the number of nodes and links is triv-

ial. To measure the degree distribution exponent,
we follow the prescription in [70]. We employ the
tail-estimation software package [71], and use three
different estimators of the extreme value exponent ξ,
which is related to the degree exponent by γ = 1 + 1/ξ.
These estimators are the Kernel estimator γ̂K, Hill esti-
mator γ̂H, and Moment estimator γ̂M. We use the value
of γ determined with the Moments estimator to construct
networks in the DHG model.
To determine the inverse temperature β for fixed values

of n, m, and γ, we first compute the average clustering
in a real-world network, excluding nodes of degrees < 2:

c̄ =
1

|Vk≥2|
∑

i∈Vk≥2

ci, (H1)

where Vk≥2 = {i ∈ V : ki ≥ 2} is the set of nodes

with degree k at least two, ci = ti/
(
ki

2

)
is the clustering

coefficient of node i, ki is its degree, and ti is the number
of triangles it is in. Since the DHG is a deterministic
model it generates a single graph with a fixed value of
average clustering c̄DHG(n,m, γ, β) for any combination
of its parameters. We then use Brent’s method [72], as
implemented in SciPy [73] (v1.16.1) to find the root β⋆

of

f(β) = c̄− c̄DHG(n, k̄, γ, β) (H2)

in the interval [1, 10] and treat it as an estimate β̂ = β⋆ of
the inverse temperature. Since clustering is an increasing
function of β, if we do not find a root in this interval and
the empirical clustering is larger than the clustering in

the model at β = 10, we set β̂ = 10. If we do not find a
root in the interval and the empirical clustering is lower

than the clustering in the model for β = 1, we set β̂ = 1.

2. Network data and network properties

We infer the parameters discussed in the previous sec-
tion for seventeen networks in the Netzschleuder net-
work repository [74], which contains a variety of real-
world networks from different domains, including social
networks, biological networks, transportation networks,
technological networks, and literature/word networks.
For each network, as soon as its parameters are inferred,
we also construct the unique DHG network with the same
parameter values, using the code available at [43].
In the resulting seventeen pairs of real-world and DHG

networks, we then measure the following network prop-
erties:
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• distribution P(k) of node degrees k, and the average
degree k̄ =

∑
k kP (k) = 2m/n;

• average local clustering coefficient c(k) of (k >
1)-degree nodes, and the average clustering c̄ =∑

k>1 c(k)P (k);

• average degree knn(k) of neighbors of k-degree
nodes, and the Spearman correlation coefficient ρ
of degrees of connected nodes;

• distribution P(d) of shortest path distances d be-
tween all pairs of nodes, and the average distance
d̄ =

∑
d dP (d);

• average betweenness centrality b(k) of k-degree
nodes;

• distribution P(ncn) of the number of common
neighbors ncn of all pairs of connected nodes, also
known as edge multiplicity [44]; and

• fraction νlcc of nodes in the largest connected com-
ponent.

3. Network visualization

We also develop an algorithm inspired by
LaNet-vi [75–77] to visualize the largest connected
component of all networks. Note, that all quantities
in this section are computed after subsetting a given
network to its largest connected component. The
visualization algorithm assigns a radial ri and angular
φi ∈ [0, 2π) coordinate to each node i as follows.
First, we determine the coreness ui of node i in the

k-core decomposition. We encode this value using the
color [78] of a vertex. Nodes of the same value of core-
ness u form a shell Qu = {i ∈ V : ui = u}. We also
compute the adjusted coreness u′

i of node i as a convex
combination of its own coreness ui and the coreness of
its neighbors,

u′
i = εui + (1− ε)

1

ki

∑
j∈V

Gijuj , (H3)

where ki is the degree of node i, Gij the adjacency matrix,
and ε ∈ [0, 1] a parameter of the algorithm that governs
the relative influence of a nodes’ coreness ui and the av-
erage coreness of its neighbors on the adjusted coreness.
We set ε = 0.85 for our visualization.

The radial coordinate ri of node i is then

ri = (r1 − r0)
u′
max − u′

i

u′
max − u′

min

+ r0, (H4)

where r1 ≥ r0 > 0 are constants governing the maximum
and minimum radial coordinate in the visualization, and
u′
min = min{u′

i : i ∈ V } and u′
max = max{u′

i : i ∈ V } are
smallest and largest values of adjusted coreness.

The angular coordinate φi of node i is determined
by constructing the node-induced subgraphs Su =
(Qu, (Qu × Qu) ∩ E) of a given shell Qu. We de-
note the Nu connected components of Su as Cu,j where
j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , Nu} enumerate them in arbitrary order.
Each connected component Cu,j is then assigned an an-
gular segment Φu,j of arc length proportional to their
relative size:

Φu,j =

[
j−1∑
i=1

2π

Nu

|Cu,i|
|Qu|

,

j∑
i=1

2π

Nu

|Cu,i|
|Qu|

)
. (H5)

Finally, the angular coordinate φi of node i belong-
ing to connected component Cui,ji is chosen uniformly
at random in Φu,j , i.e., φi ∼ U[Φui,ji ].
All nodes also have sizes si, which grows with the log-

arithm of their degree ki:

si = (s1 − s0) +
log ki − log kmin

log kmax − log kmin
+ s0 (H6)

where s1 ≥ s0 > 0 are constants that govern the maxi-
mum and minimum node size respectively, and kmax, kmin

are the maximum and minimum degree.
We only show a subset of all edges. Depending on

network size and density we randomly select a subset
of edges. Our visualizations retain between 0.25% and
100% of edges.
We make the code implementing the described graph

visualization procedure available at [79].

4. Real-world networks vs. their DHG counterparts

Table I and Figures 6-19 present the results of the in-
ferences, measurements, and visualizations described in
the preceding sections for all the seventeen network pairs.
In what follows, we provide some network-specific com-
ments for each network pair.

a. Social Networks

The inploid network [80] (Fig. 6) represents the Turk-
ish online Q&A platform. Nodes are users, and edges
between nodes indicate that at least one of the two users
follows the other. The DHG model (orange circles) with
matched parameters is able to reproduce the broad de-
gree distribution (panel (a)), clustering (panel (c)) small
worldness (panel (e)) of the real-world network (blue
squares). However, the model only qualitatively cap-
tures disassortativity (panel (b)) overestimates between-
ness centrality (panel (f)), has a less broad distribution
of common neighbors (panel (g)). We provide artistic
visualizations of the real-world network (panel (d)) and
its deterministic counterpart (panel (h)), showing 0.35%
of edges.
In the cora citation network [81] (Fig. 7) nodes are

scientific publications and edges encode that one paper
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name n k̄det k̄real γ̂H γ̂M γ̂K β̂ c̄det c̄real d̄det d̄real νlcc
det νlcc

real ρdet ρreal domain

inploid [80] 39749 2.49 2.49 2.47 2.52 2.40 2.05 0.43 0.43 3.38 5.19 0.36 0.66 -0.29 0.02 social

cora [81] 23166 7.70 7.70 3.31 3.44 3.57 1.82 0.31 0.31 5.86 6.35 1.00 1.00 0.18 0.09 social

anybeat [82] 12645 7.77 7.77 2.37 2.49 2.54 1.72 0.40 0.40 3.17 3.63 1.00 0.99 -0.31 -0.04 social

bitcoin trust [83] 5881 7.31 7.31 2.50 2.80 2.24 1.60 0.29 0.29 3.57 4.19 1.00 1.00 -0.13 -0.00 social

linux [84] 30837 13.83 13.83 2.60 2.03 1.95 1.00 0.14 0.31 3.25 2.82 1.00 1.00 -0.02 -0.27 technological

internet as [85] 22963 4.22 4.22 2.09 2.10 2.13 1.20 0.35 0.35 3.84 3.47 1.00 0.83 0.14 -0.26 technological

google [86] 15763 18.85 18.85 2.52 2.34 2.15 2.24 0.60 0.60 2.52 2.73 1.00 1.00 -0.09 -0.11 technological

jdk [84] 6434 16.68 16.68 2.28 2.22 2.13 2.39 0.68 0.68 2.12 2.50 1.00 1.00 -0.25 -0.19 technological

interactome figeys [87] 2239 5.75 5.75 2.45 2.38 2.43 1.00 0.07 0.09 3.84 3.84 0.99 0.99 -0.01 -0.06 biological

celegans metabolic [88] 453 8.94 8.94 2.55 2.45 2.59 2.69 0.66 0.65 2.66 2.60 1.00 0.99 -0.20 -0.17 biological

celegansneural [2, 89] 297 14.46 14.46 3.36 4.08 7.54 1.73 0.31 0.31 2.45 2.61 1.00 1.00 -0.11 0.09 biological

marvel universe [90] 19428 9.83 9.83 2.55 2.27 2.14 1.00 0.00 0.10 4.45 3.42 0.99 1.00 -0.03 -0.08 literary

bible nouns [74] 1773 10.30 10.30 3.04 3.30 2.91 6.57 0.72 0.72 3.37 4.52 0.96 1.00 0.37 0.14 literary

game thrones [91] 107 6.58 6.58 4.01 3.08 3.20 3.97 0.65 0.65 2.88 2.69 1.00 0.99 0.09 0.04 literary

faa routes [74] 1226 3.93 3.93 3.79 12.09 7.35 1.16 0.07 0.07 5.92 6.25 1.00 1.00 0.04 0.10 transport

euroroad [92] 1174 2.41 2.41 6.50 23.86 - 1.00 0.02 0.03 18.35 9.93 0.89 0.94 0.23 0.02 transport

london transport [93] 369 2.33 2.33 4.17 4.60 1.00 1.00 0.03 0.04 13.70 7.42 1.00 0.89 0.19 0.04 transport

TABLE I. Basic network properties of real-world versus DHG networks. The table displays the measured values
of the deterministic hyperbolic graph (DHG) parameters (Section H1)—number of nodes n, average degree k̄, inverse tem-

perature estimate β̂, and degree distribution exponent γ̂M estimated by the Moments estimator—for the seventeen real-world
networks from the Netzschleuder network repository (Section H2). The table also reports the values of the degree distribution
exponent estimated by the the Kernel γ̂K and Hill γ̂H estimators, and juxtaposes the real-world (subscript “real”) and DHG
(subscript “det”) networks in terms of average local clustering c̄, average shortest path length d̄, fraction of nodes in the largest
connected component νlcc, and the Spearman correlation coefficient ρ of the degrees of connected nodes.

cites the other. The DHG model (orange circles) accu-
rately describes many properties of the real-world net-
work (blue squares). This includes the degree distri-
bution (panel (a)), assortativity (panel (b)) clustering
(panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution (panel (e)),
betweenness centrality (panel (f)), edge multiplicity dis-
tribution (panel (g)). We visualize the real-world (panel
(d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network, showing
0.25% of edges.

Anybeat was an online social network site. Nodes in
the anybeat network [82] (Fig. 8) are users of this site.
An edge between two nodes indicates that at least one
of the nodes follows the other one. The DHG model
(orange circles) is able to accurately capture the degree
distribution (panel (a)), clustering (panel (c)), pairwise
distance distribution (panel (e)), betweenness central-
ity (panel (f)), and edge multiplicity distribution (panel
(g)) of the real-world network (blue squares). The net-
work’s disassortativity is reproduced qualitatively (panel
(b)) but shows quantitative disagreement. We also pro-
vide visualizations of the real-world (panel (d)) and de-
terministic (panel (h)) network, showing 0.35% of edges.

In the bitcoin trust network [83] (Fig. 9) nodes are
users of the Bitcoin OTC platform and edges encode trust
between them. The DHG model (orange circles) can re-
produce many features of the real-world network (blue
squares), such as degree distribution (panel (a)), clus-
tering (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution (panel
(e)), betweenness centrality (panel (f)). However, there

are discrepancies in the degree-degree correlations (panel
(b)) and edge multiplicity distribution (panel (g)). We
provide artistic visualizations of the real-world network
(panel (d)) and its deterministic counterpart (panel (h)),
showing 0.55% of edges.

b. Technological Networks

In the linux network [84] (Fig. 10) nodes are source
files of the Linux operating system and there is an edge
between two nodes if one of the source files includes
the other. A graph from the DHG model (orange cir-
cles) with matched parameters reproduces many net-
work properties of the real-world linux network (blue
squares) including the degree distribution (panel (a)),
average nearest neighbor degree (panel (b)), clustering
(panel (c)), pairwise distances (panel (e)), betweenness
centrality (panel (f)), and edge multiplicity distribution
(panel (g)). We visualize the real-world network in panel
(d) and the network from the DHG model in panel (h),
showing 0.25% of edges.
In the internet as network [85] (Fig. 11) is a map

of the internet at the autonomous system level. Nodes
are physical routers and two nodes are connected if they
can directly exchange information with each other. We
observe an excellent agreement between the real-world
network (blue squares) and the one generated from the
DHG model (orange circles) across many network prop-
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FIG. 6. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the inploid network [80] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange circles) with
matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network.

FIG. 7. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the cora network [81] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange circles) with
matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network.

erties such as the degree distribution (panel (a)), aver-
age nearest neighbor degree (panel (b)), clustering (panel
(c)), pairwise distances (panel (e)), betweenness central-
ity (panel (f)), and edge multiplicity distribution (panel
(g)). We also provide visualizations of the real-world
(panel (d)) and the deterministic network (panel (h),

showing 0.35% of edges.

In the google network [86] (Fig. 12), nodes are google-
internal webpages and edges represent hyperlinks be-
tween them. For this network dataset a wide range
of network properties of the real-world network (blue
squares) such as heterogeneous degree distribution (panel
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FIG. 8. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the anybeat network [82] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange circles) with
matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network.

FIG. 9. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the bitcoin trust network [83] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange
circles) with matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel
(h)) network.

(a)), disassortativity (panel (b)), clustering (panel (c)),
small-world behavior (panel (e)), betweenness (panel
(f)), and edge multiplicity distribution (panel (g)) are
well captured by the DHG model (orange circles). We
also visualize the real-world (panel (d)) and determinis-

tic (panel (h)) network, showing 0.25% of edges.

The jdk network [84] (Fig. 13) represents software de-
pendencies within the JDK framework. Each node in
the network is a package and edges encode dependencies.
The DHG model (orange circles) captures the real-world
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FIG. 10. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the linux network [84] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange circles) with
matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network.

FIG. 11. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the internet as network [85] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange circles)
with matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network.

(blue squares) networks’ broad degree distribution (panel
(a)), disassortativity (panel (b)), clustering (panel (c)),
small-world behavior (panel (e)), betweenness centrality
(panel (f)), and to some extent also the edge multiplic-
ity distribution (panel (g)). We provide visualization of
the real-world network (panel (d)) and its deterministic

counterpart (panel (h)), showing 0.45% of edges.
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FIG. 12. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the google network [86] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange circles) with
matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network.

FIG. 13. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the jdk network [84] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange circles) with
matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network.

c. Biological Networks

The interactome figeys network [87] (Fig. 14) is a
human protein-protein interaction network. Nodes rep-
resent proteins, and edges encode binding interactions
between them. The DHG model (orange circles) repro-

duces the degree heterogeneity (panel (a)), distance dis-
tribution (panel (e)), and betweenness centrality (panel
(f)) of the real-world network (blue squares) well. How-
ever, the dependence of average nearest neighbor degree
(panel (b)) and clustering (panel (c)) on node degree
are less well captured. The model also fails to capture
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FIG. 14. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the interactome figeys network [87] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange
circles) with matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel
(h)) network.

the tail of the edge multiplicity distribution (panel (g)).
We visualize the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic
(panel (h)) network, showing 5% of edges.

The network celegans metabolic [88] (Fig. 15) is the
metabolic network of the caenorhabditis elegans (C. ele-
gans). The DHGmodel (orange circles) reproduces many
properties of the real-world network (blue squares). This
includes the degree distribution (panel (a)), the depen-
dence of average nearest neighbor degree (panel (b)) and
clustering (panel (c)) on node degree, as well as the
distance distribution (panel (e)), betweenness central-
ity (panel (f)), and edge multiplicity distribution (panel
(g)). We provide visualizations of the real-world (panel
(d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network, showing 10%
of edges.

The network celegansneural [2, 89] (Fig. 16) is the
neural network of the nematode C. elegans, an impor-
tant model organism in biology. For this relatively small
network (n = 297) the correspondence between the DHG
model (orange circles) and the real-world network (blue
squares) is less good: The shape of the degree distribu-
tion (panel (a)) differs especially at low degrees. The de-
pendence of the average nearest neighbor degree (panel
(b)) and clustering on degree (panel (c)) on node de-
gree are poorly captured. However, the distance distri-
bution (panel (e)), betweenness centrality (panel (f)),
and edge multiplicity distribution (panel (g)) are nicely
reproduced. We provide artistic visualizations of the
real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) net-
works, showing 10% of edges.

d. Literature & Words Networks

In the marvel universe network [90] (Fig. 17), nodes
are Marvel characters, and edges encode their co-
appearance in the same comic book. The DHG model
(orange circles) can capture some properties of the real-
world network (blue squares) but not others: The de-
gree distribution (panel (a)) and betweenness central-
ity (panel (f)) are reproduced well. The model also
captures the degree-degree correlations (panel (b)) and
pairwise distance distribution (panel (e)) to some ex-
tent. However, the real-world network seems to be tree-
like. As a consequence we observe stark deviations in the
clustering (panel (c)) and edge multiplicity distribution
(panel (g)). We visualize both the real-world (panel (d))
and deterministic network (panel (h)), showing 0.45% of
edges.

In the bible nouns network [74] (Fig. 18), nodes are
nouns, and edges encode their co-appearance in the same
Bible verse. The real-world network (blue squares) is
in many aspects well described by the DHG model (or-
ange circles): This includes the degree distribution (panel
(a)), absence of major degree correlations (panel (b)),
clustering (panel (c)), small-worldness (panel (e)), be-
tweenness (panel (f)), and edge multiplicity distribution
(panel (g)). We visualize the real-world (panel (d)) and
deterministic (panel (h)) network, showing 2% of edges.

In the game thrones network [91] (Fig. 19), nodes are
characters in the novel A Storm of Swords from the Game
of Thrones franchise, and edges encode that both charac-
ters are mentioned within 15 words of each other. Given
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FIG. 15. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the celegans metabolic network [88] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange
circles) with matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel
(h)) network.

FIG. 16. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the celegansneural network [2, 89] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange
circles) with matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel
(h)) network.

the small size of this network (n = 107), we observe a
very good correspondence between the real-world (blue
squares) and deterministic (orange circles) networks in
terms of their network properties including degree distri-
bution (panel (a)), absence of degree-degree correlations

(panel (b)), clustering (panel (c)), pairwise distance dis-
tribution (panel (e)), betweenness centrality (panel (f)),
and edge multiplicity distribution (panel (g)). We visu-
alize both the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic
(panel (h)) networks, showing 50% of edges.
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FIG. 17. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the marvel universe network [90] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange
circles) with matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel
(h)) network.

FIG. 18. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the bible nouns network [74] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange circles)
with matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network.

e. Transportation Networks

In the faa routes [74] dataset (Fig. 20), nodes are
airports, and edges encode the preferred routes between
them. The degree distribution (panel (a)) of the real-

world network (blue squares) lacks heavy tails and is
less well described by the DHG model (orange circles).
Similarly, the degree-correlations (panel (b)), clustering
(panel (c)), and betweenness centrality (panel (f)) are
only roughly reproduced. The models edge multiplic-
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FIG. 19. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the game thrones network [91] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange circles)
with matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network.

FIG. 20. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the faa routes network [74] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange circles)
with matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network.

ity distribution (panel (g)) is slightly less heterogeneous.
However, the pairwise distance distribution (panel (e)) is
accurately captures by the model. We also show artistic
visualizations of the real-world (panel (d)) and determin-
istic (panel (h)) network, showing 10% of edges.

In the euroroads network [92] (Fig. 21), nodes are

cities, and edges encode international E-roads between
them. The DHG model (orange circles) can reproduce
some aspects of the real-world network (blue squares),
e.g., the degree distribution (panel (a)), absence of de-
gree correlations (panel (b)), and the edge multiplicity
distribution (panel (g)). The model does not capture
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FIG. 21. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the euroroad network [92] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange circles)
with matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network.

the clustering (panel (c)) and the betweenness centrality
(panel (f)) well. Also the distance distribution is very
different (panel (e)). This is expected as the underlying
metric space that governs connections in the road net-
work is Euclidean not hyperbolic. We visualize the real-
world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network,
showing all edges.

In the london transport network [93] (Fig. 22), nodes
are public transportation stations in London, and edges
encode connections between them via one of three means
of transportation. The DHG model (orange circles) ap-
pears to be a poor model of the real-world network (blue
squares): While it can capture qualitative features of the
degree distribution (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor
degree (panel (b)), clustering (panel (c)), betweenness
centrality (panel (f)), and edge multiplicity distribution
(panel (g)), there are substantial quantitative difference.
Moreover, the pairwise distance distribution (panel (e))
of the real-world network differs from the one under the
model. We provide visualizations of the real-world (panel
(d)) and deterministic (panel (h)) network, showing 50%
of edges.
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FIG. 22. Network properties (degree distribution P(k) (panel (a)), average nearest neighbor degree knn(k) (panel (b)), local
clustering c(k) (panel (c)), pairwise distance distribution P(d) (panel (e)), betweenness centrality b(k) (panel (f)), edge
multiplicity distribution P(ncn) (panel (g))) of the london transport network [93] (blue squares) and a DHG graph (orange
circles) with matching parameters, as well as artistic representations of the real-world (panel (d)) and deterministic (panel
(h)) network.
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