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Fig. 4 Inverse participation ratio of the normalized degree sequence I(v) as a function of the inverse tempera-
ture β. Different curves refer to networks with N = 100 and M = 110, 200, 300. Results obtained by averaging
over 100 networks. For large enough β one recovers the maximal number of stars.

In our case I(v) gives an estimate of the number of dominant nodes in the network. In Fig. 4 we plot
the IPRs I(v), as functions of β, for N = 100 nodes and M = 110, 200, 300. As can be seen, the
IPR of the sparsest network, i.e. the one with M = 110, essentially drops down to one right below its
critical temperature. On the other hand, systems with a larger number of links undergo a less trivial
evolution: after the initial drop below the critical temperature, the IPR increases and eventually reaches
a steady state. In the example shown in Fig. 4, the system with M = 200 links reaches a steady value
I(v) ' 2.12 ± 0.03, whereas the system with M = 300 reaches I(v) ' 3.28 ± 0.06 (where the errors
represent the 68% confidence intervals obtained by averaging over 100 networks), and such values
clearly show that the maximal number of stars allowed by the relative sizes of N and M has been
achieved. Moreover, these observations are consistent with the small temporary decrease of the largest
degree Φ which can be observed in Fig. 2 for systems with k̄ > 2 when the inverse temperature is
slightly larger than its critical value.

3.1 Correlations and social mobility

As already explained in Sect. 1, one of the goals of the present paper is to model the positive feedback
mechanism between the individuals’ effort to climb the social hierarchy and the subsequent reinforce-
ment of the social hierarchy itself. Suppose that a given social network reaches its equilibrium state,
at a certain inverse temperature β, after t0 steps of the social climbing dynamics described in Sect. 2.
Let us denote the corresponding graph’s adjacency matrix as â(t0). Then, one way of quantitatively
describing how mobile or “frozen” a society is would be to assess the level of correlation, according
to some proper notion, between â(t0) and a following configurations â(t), where t = t0 +∆t for some
positive ∆t. We will now measure correlations by means of Kendall’s rank correlation coefficient. Given
the joint set of all matrix entries in â(t0) and â(t), let us focus, for example, on entries (i, j) and (h, `)
in both matrices. Then, if both aij(t0) > ah`(t0) and aij(t) > ah`(t), or if both aij(t0) < ah`(t0)
and aij(t) < ah`(t), the pairs (aij(t0), ah`(t0)) and (aij(t), ah`(t)) are said to be concordant. On the
contrary, if aij(t0) ≷ ah`(t0) and aij(t) ≶ ah`(t) the pairs (aij(t0), ah`(t0)) and (aij(t), ah`(t)) are said
to be discordant. Of course, since the adjacency matrix entries equal zero or one at each time, ties will
often happen either at time t0 or at time t (or at both times). Kendall’s correlation coefficient τ reads

τ(∆t) =
C −D√

C +D + Tt0
√
C +D + Tt

, (6)


