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Abstract

Influence diffusion and influence maximization in largetsanline social networks (OSNs) have been exten-
sively studied because of their impacts on enabling effeainline viral marketing. Existing studies focus on social
networks with only friendship relations, whereas the foermemy relations that commonly exist in many OSNs, e.g.,
Epinions and Slashdot, are completely ignored. In this papemake the first attempt to investigate the influence dif-
fusion and influence maximization in OSNs with both friend &oe relations, which are modeled using positive and
negative edges on signed networks. In particular, we extemdlassic voter model to signed networks and analyze
the dynamics of influence diffusion of two opposite opinioWse first provide systematic characterization of both
short-term and long-term dynamics of influence diffusiothis model, and illustrate that the steady state behavfors o
the dynamics depend on three types of graph structureshwigaefer to as balanced graphs, anti-balanced graphs,
and strictly unbalanced graphs. We then apply our resuksli@ the influence maximization problem and develop
efficient algorithms to select initial seeds of one opinibattmaximize either its short-term influence coverage or
long-term steady state influence coverage. Extensive atioalresults on both synthetic and real-world networks,
such as Epinions and Slashdot, confirm our theoretical sisaty influence diffusion dynamics, and demonstrate the
efficacy of our influence maximization algorithm over otheutistic algorithms.
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1 Introduction

As the popularity of online social networks (OSNs) such asbaok and Twitter continuously increases, OSNs have
become an important platform for the dissemination of nésess, opinions, etc. The openness of the OSN platforms
and the richness of contents and user interaction infoonanable intelligent online recommendation systems and
viral marketing techniques. For example, if a company wamtgromote a new product, it may identify a set of
influential users in the online social network and providenthwith free sample products. They hope that these
influential users could influence their friends, and frieofigriends in the network and so on, generating a large
influence cascade so that many users adopt their produceaslaaf such word-of-mouth effect. The question is how
to select the initial users given a limited budget on free@as) so as to influence the largest number of people to
purchase the product through this “word-of-mouth” proc&milar situations could apply to the promotion of ideas
and opinions, such as political candidates trying to findyesupporters for their political proposals and agendas,
government authorities or companies trying to win publipgart by finding and convincing an initial set of early
adopters to their ideas.

The above problem is referred to as thuence maximizatioproblem in the literature, which has been exten-
sively studied in recent yearis| [8210] 16H18,[21[ 2%, 26.6p, B these studies, several influence diffusion models
are proposed to formulate the underlying influence propagatocesses, including linear threshold (LT) model, in-
dependent cascade (IC) model, voter model, etc. A numbegpmbaimation algorithms and scalable heuristics are
designed under these models to solve the influence maxiorizatoblem.
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However, all existing studies only look at networks with piwe (i.e., friend, altruism, or trust) relationships,
where in reality, relationships also include negative gesh as foe, spite or distrust relationships. In Ebay,suser
develop trust and distrust in agents in the network; In @ntgview and news forums, such as Epinions and Slashdot,
readers approve or denounce reviews and articles of eaen diiome recent studies [11]24] 25] already look into
the network structures with both positive and negativeti@tahips. As a common sense exploited in many existing
social influence studie5|[8=10,/16)21], positive relatiops carry the influence in a positive manner, i.e., you would
more likelytrust and adopt your friends’ opinions. In contrast, we dbgrsthat negative relationships often carry
influence in a reverse direction — if your foe chooses oneiopior votes for one candidate, you wouttbre likely
be influenced to do the opposite. This echoes the principkes“the friend of my enemy is my enemy” and “the
enemy of my enemy is my friend”. Structural balance theowylieen developed based on these assumptions in social
science (see Chapter 5 6f [14] and the references thereis)adkhowledge that in real social networks, people’s
reactions to the influence from their friends or foes couladdmplicated, i.e., one could take the opposite opinion of
what her foe suggests for one situation or topic, but may atth@psuggestion from the same person for a different
topic, because she trusts her foe’s expertise in that péatitopic. In this study, we consider the influence diffusio
for a single topic, where one always takes the opposite opiof what her foe suggests. This is our first attempt
to model influence diffusion in signed networks, and suclcto@pendent simplification is commonly employed in
prior influence diffusion studies on unsigned networks [BHE6[ 18, 211]. Our work aims at providing a mathematical
analysis on the influence diffusion dynamic incorporatetthwiegative relationship and applying our analysis to the
algorithmic problem of influence maximization.

1.1 Our contributions

In this paper, we extend the classic voter model[13,20]¢oliporate negative relationships for modeling the diffasi

of opinionsin a social network. Given an unsigned directegb (digraph), the basic voter model works as follows. At

each step, every node in the graph randomly picks one ofittpoingneighbors and adopts the opinion of this neighbor.

Thus, the voter model is suitable to interpret and modeliopidiffusions where people’s opinions may switch back

and forth based on their interactions with other people erietwork. To incorporate negative relationships, we

consider signed digraphs in which every directed edge leejpositive or negative, and we consider the diffusion

of two opposite opinions, e.g., black and white colors. Weeed the voter model to signed digraphs, such that at
each step, every node randomly picks one of its outgoinghbeigs, and if the edge to this neighbor is positive, the
node adopts the neighbor’s opinion, but if the edge is negatie node adopts the opposite of the neighbor’s opinion
(Sectior2).

We provide detailed mathematical analysis on the voter irdyafemics for signed networks (Sectldn 3). For short-
term dynamics, we derive the exact formula for opinion distion at each step. For long-term dynamics, we provide
closed-form formulas for the steady state distributiongih@ns. We show that the steady state distribution depends
on the graph structure: we divide signed digraphs into tlefasses of graph structures — balanced graphs, anti-
balanced graphs, and strictly unbalanced graphs, eachicivgads to a different type of steady state distributions o
opinions. While balanced and unbalanced graphs have béemsaely studied by structural balance theory in social
sciencel[14], the anti-balanced graphs form a new class#sanot been covered before, to the best of our knowledge.
Moreover, our long-term dynamics not only cover stronglgrmected and aperiodic digraphs that most of such studies
focus on, but also weakly connected and disconnected digrapaking our study more comprehensive.

We then study the influence maximization problem under titervmodel for signed digraphs (Sectigh 4). The
problem here is to select at mdasinitial white nodes while all others are black, so that eitheshort term or long term
the expected number of white nodes is maximized. This cporads to the scenario where one opinion is dominating
the public and an alternative opinion (e.g. a competingtipgali agenda, or a new innovation) tries to win over
supporters as much as possible by selecting some initidsgeanfluence on. We provide efficient algorithms that
find optimal solutions for both short-term and long-termesasin particular, for long-term influence maximization,
our algorithm provides a comprehensive solution coverieghkly connected and disconnected signed digraphs, with
nontrivial computations on influence coverage of seed nodes

Finally, we conduct extensive simulations on both realtdrand synthetic networks to verify our analysis and to
show the effectiveness of our influence maximization athari(Sectioib). The simulation results demonstrate that



our influence maximization algorithms perform much bettantother heuristic algorithms.

To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to study influatiffesion and influence maximization in signed
networks, and the first to apply the voter model to this casigpanvide efficient algorithms for influence maximization
under voter model for sighed networks.

1.2 Related work

In this subsection, we discuss the topics that are closéyedto our problem, such as: (1) influence maximization
and voter model, (2) signed networks, and (3) competitiflaémce diffusion.

Influence maximization and voter model. Influence maximization has been extensively studied in iteeature.
The initial work [21] proposes several influence diffusiondels and provides the greedy approximation algorithm
for influence maximization. More recent works [8+-10,[16/2&[26[ 35] study efficient optimizations and scalable
heuristics for the influence maximization problem. In parar, the voter model is proposed in [L3] 20], and is
suitable for modeling opinion diffusions in which peopleyvsavitch opinions back and forth from time to time due
to the interactions with other people in the network. Evear-Bnd Shapirg [16] study the influence maximization
problem in the voter model on simple unsigned and undiregtaphs, and they show that the best seeds for long-term
influence maximization are simply the highest degree nodles contrast, we show in this paper that seed selection
for signed digraphs are more sophisticated, especiallywéakly connected or disconnected signed digraphs. More
voter model related research is conducted in physics dgmédiare the voter model, the zero-temperature Glauber
dynamics for the Ising model, invasion process, and otHate® models of population dynamics belong to the class
of models with two absorbing states and epidemic spreadingmiics[[1, 373, 38]. However, none of these works study
the influence diffusion and influence maximization of votexdal under signed networks.

Signed networks. The signed networks with both positive and negative linkeehgained attentions recentlyl [3]23—
[25]. In [24]25], the authors empirically study the struetof real-world social networks with negative relationship
based on two social science theories, i.e., balance thewhsttus theory. Kunegis et al. [23] study the spectral
properties of the signed undirected graphs, with appbeatin link predictions, spectral clustering, etc. Borgs et
al. |3] proposes a generalized PageRank algorithm for digieéworks with application to online recommendations,
where the distrust relations are considered as adversar@bitrary user behaviors, thus the outgoing relations of
distrusted users are ignored while ranking nodes. Our ilhgorcan also be considered as an influence ranking
algorithm that generalizes the PageRank algorithm, butread tlistrust links as generating negative influence rather
than ignoring distrusted users’ opinions, and thus ourirapknethod is different froni[3]. None of the above work
studies influence diffusion and influence maximization gneid networks.

Competitive influence diffusion. A number of recent studies focus on competitive influendeisibn and maximiza-
tion [2/4[6.7.19,32], in which two or more competitive ojpins or innovations are diffusing in the network. Although
they consider two or more competitive or opposing influenffesions, they are all on unsigned networks, different
from our study here on diffusion with both positive and nagatelationships.

2 Voter model for signed networks

We consider a weighted directed graph (digra@h (V, E, A), whereV is the set of vertices is the set of directed
edges, and! is the weighted adjacency matrix with;; # 0 if and only if (i, j) € E, with A;; as the weight of
edge(i, ). The voter model was first introduced for unsigned graph#) monnegative adjacency matricés. In
this model, each node holds one of two opposite opinionsesgmted by black and white colors. Initially each node
has either black or white color. At each step- 1, every node randomly picks one outgoing neighbpmith the
probability proportional to the weight af, j), namelyA;;/ >, Ai¢, and changes its color tgs color. The voter
model also has a random walk interpretation. If a random wtai¢ts from; and stops at nodgat stept, theni’s color

at stept is j's color at stef.

In this paper, we extend the voter model to signed digraphshich the adjacency matrit may contain negative
entries. A positive entryl;; represents that considersj as a friend or trusts;j, and a negativel;; means thai
considerg as a foe of distrustsj. The absolute valugl, ;| represents the strength of this trust or distrust relatigms
The voter model is thus extended naturally such that oneyaltakes the same opinion from his/her friend, and the



Table 1: Notations and terminologies

G = (V,E,A), | Gis asigned digraph, with signed adjacency mattiand G is the unsigned version @, with
G=(V,E, A) adjacency matrixA

o AT (resp.A™) is the non-negative adjacency matrix representing pesjtesp. negative) edges of
AT, A G,with A= A* — A~ andA = A" + A~

Vector forms. All vectors arél’|-dimensional column vectors by defaultjs all one vectoryr is

L zo, 21, @, Te, the stationary distribution of ergodic digragh o (resp.z:) is the white color distribution at the

To beginning (resp. at step; x is the steady state white color distributian; (resp.x,) is the steady
state white color distribution for even (resp. odd) steps.
LIt 4D d, d™, andd~ are weighted out-degree vectors@fwhered = A1,d™ = AT1,andd™ = A~ 1;

D = diag[d] is the diagonal degree matrix filled with entriesdof

PP P = D' Aisthe signed transition matrix 6f andP = D~ A'is the transition probability matrix
' of G.

o Given a vectow, a node sef C V, vz is the projection ob on Z. Given a partitionS, S of V', o5

V2,08, V2,57 is signed such thaits (i) = v(i) if i € S, andds (i) = —v(i) if i ¢ S. Given a partitionSz, Sz of

Z,vz,s, is taking the projection of on Z first, then negating the signs for entriesSp.

. I is the identity matrix.Is = diag[1s] is the signed identity matrixB is the projection of &
I,Is, Bz matrix Bto Z C V.

opposite opinion of his/her foe. Technically, at each step 1, ¢ randomly picks one outgoing neighbgmwith
probability |A;;|/ >",|Ai|, and if A;; > 0 (or edge(s, j) is positive) theri changes its color tg’s color, but if

A;; < 0 (oredge(, j) is negative) themchanges its color to the oppositejs color. The random walk interpretation
can also be extended for signed networks: if thetep random walk fromi to j passes an even number of negative
edges, theii's color at step is the same ags color at stef®; while if it passes an odd number of negative edges, then
i's color at stept is the opposite 0f’s color at stef.

Given a signed digrapti = (V, E, A), let GT = (V,ET,AT) andG~ = (V,E~, A™) denote the unsigned
subgraphs consisting of all positive edgés and all negative edgeB—, respectively, wherel™ and A~ are the
corresponding non-negative adjacency matrices. Thus weha= AT — A~. Similar to unsigned digraphs; is
aperiodicif the greatest common divisor of the lengths of all cycle§iis 1, andG is ergodicif it is strongly connected
and aperiodic. Asink componentf a signed digraph is a strongly connected component ttehbautgoing edges
to any nodes outside the component. When studying the lemgy-dynamics of the voter model, we assume that all
signed strongly connected components are ergodic. We firdy she case of ergodic graphs, and then extend it to
the more general case of weakly connected or disconnecapdhgmith ergodic sink components. Table 1 provides
notations and terminologies used in the paper. Note thabasie fact we often use in studying long-term convergence
behavior is: If matrixP satisfiedim; ., P! = 0, thenl — P is invertible and 7 — P)~! = lim; ., Zf:o Pi.

3 Analysis of voter model dynamics on signed digraphs

In this section, we study the short-term and long-term dyinamwf the voter model on signed digraphs. In particular,
we answer the following two questions.

(i) Short-term dynamics: Given an initial distribution of black and white nodes, wisathe distribution of black and
white nodes at step> 07?

(i) Convergence of voter model: Given an initial distribution of black and white nodes, wabudhe distribution
converge, and what is the steady state distribution of bdackwhite nodes?

3.1 Short-term dynamics

To study voter model dynamics on signed digraphs, we firshdefiesigned transition matrias follows.

Definition 1 (Signed transition matrix)Given a signed digrapts¥ = (V, E, A), we define theigned transition matrix
of GasP = D' A, whereD = diag[d;] is the diagonal matrix and; = > jev |4i;| is the weighted out-degree of

4



node;.
Next proposition characterizes the dynamics of the votedtehat each step using tlsgned transition matrix

Proposition 1. LetG = (V, E, A) be a signed digraph and denote the initial white color dmition vector asc,
i.e.,zq(i) represents the probability that nodés white initially. Then, the white color distribution ategtt, denoted
by z, can be computed as

t—1

= Plag+ (Y Py, (1)
=0

whereg~ = D~*A~1,i.e. ¢~ (i) is the weighted fraction of outgoing negative edges of riode
Proof. Based on the signed digraph voter model defined in Selcliopn@n be iteratively computed as

At A7

(i) = Z dij z-1(j) + Z d-z-j (1 = 2i-1(4))- 2
JjeV jev
In matrix form, we have
vy =D 'Az; 1+ D 'AT1=Pxy 1 +g, (3)
which yields Eq[{lL) by repeatedly applying Ed.(3). O

3.2 Convergence of signed transition matrix with relation b structural balance of signed
digraphs

Eq.(d) infers that the long-term dynamics, i.e., the vectowhent goes to infinity, depends critically on the limit of
pt andZﬁ;é P'. We show below that the limiting behavior of the two matrigsences is fundamentally determined
by the structural balance of signed digraphwhich connects to the social balance theory well studiettiénsocial
science literature (cfi_[14]). We now define three types gfheid digraphs based on their balance structures.

Definition 2 (Structural balance of signed digraph&etG = (V, E, A) be a signed digraph.

1. Balanced digraph G is balancedf there exists a partitiors, S of nodes inl/, such that all edges withi§ and
S are positive and all edges acrossand S are negative.

2. Anti-balanced digraph. G is anti-balancedf there exists a partitiorss, S of nodes inV, such that all edges
within S and S are negative and all edges acraSsand S are positive.

3. Strictly unbalanced digraph. G is strictly unbalanced G is neither balanced nor anti-balanced.

The balanced digraphs defined above correspond to the lealgnaphs originally defined in social balance theory.
Itis known that a balanced graph can be equivalently defiggtdocondition that all circles it without considering
edge directions contain an even number of negative edgés @4 the other hand, the concept of anti-balanced
digraphs seems not appearing in the social balance theotg.that balanced digraphs and anti-balanced digraphs are
not mutually exclusive. For example, a four node circle vatie pair of non-adjacent edges being positive and the
other pair being negative is both balanced and anti-bathridewever, for studying long-term dynamics, we only need
the above categorization for aperiodic digraphs, for whighshow below that balanced digraphs and anti-balanced
digraphs are mutually exclusive.

Proposition 2. An aperiodic digraphG cannot be both balanced and anti-balanced.

Proof. Suppose, for a contradiction, that an aperiodic digr@ps both balanced and anti-balanced. By the equivalent
condition of balanced graphs, we know that all cyclegzofiave an even number of negative edges. Since an anti-
balanced graph will become balanced if we negate the siga$l it§ edges, we know that all cycles 6falso have

an even number of positive edges. Therefore, all cyclgs ofust have an even number of edges, which means their
lengths have a common divis®y contradicting to the assumption thGitis aperiodic. O



With the above proposition, we know that balanced graphisbatanced graphs, and strictly unbalanced graphs
indeed form a classification of aperiodic digraphs, whetelzadanced graphs and strictly unbalanced graphs togethe
correspond to unbalanced graphs in the social balanceythéeridentify anti-balanced graphs as a special category
because it has a unique long-term dynamic behavior diftérem other graphs. An example of anti-balanced graphs
is a graph with only negative edges. In general, anti-b@&dmraphs could be viewed as an extreme in which many
hostility exist among individuals, e.g., networks formgddidders in auctions [5, 34].

Case of ergodic signed digraphsNow, we discuss the limiting behavior & of ergodic signed digraphs with three
balance structures. A signed digragh= (V, E, A) is ergodic if and only if for any nodé there always exists a
signed path to any other node@hand the common divisor of all cycle path lengths & 1. Here, a signed patR in

a signed grapl¥ is a sequence of nodes with the edges being directed fronrmealehto the following one, where the
length of the path, denoted g8, is the total number of directed edgeshn The sign of a path is positive, if there is
an even number of negative edges along the path; othervessigh of a path is negative. Below, we first introduce
Propositio B presenting that the balance structures oficgigned digraphs can be interpreted and distinguished i
terms of the path lengths and path sign&inAs a result, Lemm@al 1 introduces the various limiting bebesvof P* of
ergodic signed digraphs with respect to three balancetsres:

Proposition 3. LetG = (V, E, A) be an ergodic strictly unbalanced digraph. There exist twdes; andj, and two
directed paths froni to j with the same length but different signs.

Proof. Given the following three statements, we prdsteat emrent 1 = Statenent 2 = Statenment 3,
which in turn proves this proposition, i.exSt at enent 3 = —Stat ement 1. We assume thaf is a signed
ergodic digraph.
Statement 1:For any two nodesandj, all paths fromi to j with the same length have same signs.
Statement 2: For any two nodesandj, all paths fromi to j with even length have same signs.
Statement 3:G is either balanced or anti-balanced.
(1) Proof by contradiction fogt at enent 1 = St at ement 2. We assume that i&, there exist two even length
pathsR.; andR., from i to j with different signs. Sincé& is ergodic, by Propositidn 4 in AppendiX A, there must
exist a path, denoted by, from j to ¢ with odd length (no matter what sign it carries). Denote tregth of these
three paths ask. |, | Re2| and|R,|, respectively.

Then,R.; = R.1 + R, forms a cycle at nodéwith odd length R.1| + |R,| andR.. = R.2 + R, forms another
cycle ati with odd length R.o| + |R,|. Clearly, two cyclesR.; and R carry different signs. Then, ldt., = R‘C}fd'
denote a cycle of nodg by continuingR.; for |R.2| times, which has the same sign wit; since|R.z| is odd.

Similarly, we construct a cycl&’, = R‘c};c” by continuingR,» for |R.1 | times, which has the same signRs. Thus
', andR., have the same length R, || R.2| but different signs, which contradicts to Statement 1.

(2) Proof forSt at enent 2 = St at enent 3. By Propositiori# in Appendix]A, we know that between any two
nodes there must exist even-length paths. By Statement panti¢ion V' into S and S, based on the signs of even
length paths originated from a particular nade V. More specifically,S contains the nodes to which all even length
paths fromi have positive signs, an§l contains the other set of nodes (note thaay not be inS).

We argue that (a) withis andS, all edges have same signs; and (b) all edges betWeemd S have same signs.
SinceG contains both negative and positive edges, it must be dilanced or anti-balanced.

For (a), assume to the contrary that there exist two direetlegbsR,, = a — b andR.q = ¢ — d, which both
reside in the same set, e.§.with different signs. (The case fdris similar.)

We construct two even length paths freno ¢ andi to d as follows.

Re(i,c) = Re(i,b) + Re(b, c),
R.(i,d) = Re(i,a) + Rap + Re(b,¢) + Rea

whereR,.(z,y) represents the constructed even length path from mdadenodey.
Since both, d € S, by construction, the®. (¢, ¢) andR. (i, d) have same signs

Sgn(Re(iac)) = Sgn(Re(ivd))' 4)



On the other hand, sineeandb are in the same group agndd, sgn(R.(i,a)) = sgn(R.(i,b)). Then, we have

sgn(Re(i, ¢)) = sgn(Re(i,b))sgn(Re(b, c)), (%)
sgn(Re(i, d)) = sgn(Re(i, a))sgn(Rap)sgn(Re (b, ¢))sgn(Rea)
= —sgn(Re(i, b)) sgn(Re (b, ¢)). (6)

Eq.[8) comes from the assumption tiay, and k., have different signs. E@I(4) contradicts with Ef.(5) and(@)q

For (b), assume that there exist two eddgs and R., with different signs betweefi andS. Still consider the
two even length path®&.(i, ¢c) and R. (i, d) constructed before. Sineeandd are not in the same sid&, (i, c) and
R.(i,d) have opposite signs by the construction, i.e.,

SgTL(Re(i,C)) = _Sgn(Re(ivd))' (7)

On the other hand, sineeandb are in the different groups as wellyn(R.(i,a)) = —sgn(R.(i,b)). Then, we have

sgn(Re(i,c)) = sgn(Re(i,b)) - sgn(Re (b, c)), ®)
sgn(Re(i,d)) = sgn(Re (i, a))sgn(Rap)sgn(Re(b, c))sgn(Req)
= Sgn(Re(iv b)) ’ Sgn(Re(b7 C)) 9)
However, Eq[{I7) contradicts with EQL(8) and E§.(9). Thimpdetes the proof. O

The next lemma characterizes the limiting behavioPéfof ergodic signed digraphs with all three balance struc-
tures. Given a signed digragh = (V, E, A), let G = (V, E, A) corresponds to its unsigned versiof;{ = |A;;]
forall 7,7 € V). WhenG is ergodic, a random walk of¥ has a unique stationary distribution, denotedahat is,

7l = 7T P, whereP = D~'A is the transition probability matrix fo&. Henceforth, we always us® S to denote
the corresponding partition for either balanced graphsitrlmlanced graphs. We define the infinity norm of matrix
M € R™*™ as: HAfHOO = 1ax1<i<m Z;n:l |A41]|

Lemma 1. Given an ergodic signed digraphi = (V, E, A), letG = (V, E, A) be theunsignedligraph. WherG' is
balanced or strictly unbalanced? converges, and whe@ is anti-balanced, the odd and even subsequencé¥ of
converge to opposite matrices.

BalancedG: limy oo P! = 157%;
Strictly unbalanced: limy_,o0 Pt = 0;
Anti-balanceds:  lim; o, P* = 1575, lim; o P2 = —1g7%.

Proof. (1) WhenG is balanced, the signed transition matfbcan be written ag> = IsPIs. SinceG is ergodic, we
havelim,_,~, P* = 1x7. Thus,
: t_ q: T DT\t _ 9 ~T
Jim P' = Jim (5Pl = 1573,
where we use simple facl§ = I, Is1 = 15, andn” Is = 7%.
(2) Whend is anti-balanced, we have = —IgPIg. Thus,

lim P* = lim (—IgPIg)* = 1g7%
—1g7

t—o00 t—o0

tlg(r}lo prl — hm( IsPIg)**! =

(3) By Propositioi B, given a signed strictly unbalancedalinG, there exist a pair of nodésandj, such that two
pathsR; and R, from i to j have the same leng#{i) and opposite signs. Consider a random walk frorhet p,
(resp.p2) be the probability that the walk exactly follow, (resp.R2) in the firsté(i) steps. LetRé(Z be the set of



all paths fromi to k& with length¢(7). Then, for a unit vectoe; with i-th entry equal td and other entries &% we
have

|leF PYO)||, = Z Z Prob[R]sgn(R)| < 1 — min(p1,p2) = pi-
keV RGRf(;)

For any other nodé, there must exist a patR’ from i’ — 4, due to the ergodicity of7, thus two paths?] =
R’ + R; andR), = R’ + R, from 4’ to j have the same length, but opposite signs. With similar agnisas that for
nodei, |le, P“C))||; < pi holds for anyi’ € V. Letp = max; p; < 1 and¢ = max; £(i), we conclude for any € V,
|leF P¢||; < p holds. Hence, wheh> T = 2/, the following inequality holds

el Py = |lef PP¥||y < ptéd < p7.
Hencelim; o || Pt||o = 0, i.e.,lim;_,o, Pt = 0. O

The above lemma clearly shows different convergence betswf P! for three types of graphs. In particuldt!
of anti-balanced graphs exhibits a bounded oscillatingbieh in the long term.
Case of weakly connected signed digraphs\ow, we consider a weakly connected signed digraph (V, E, A)
with one ergodic sink component; with node setZ, which only has incoming edges from the rest of the signed
digraphGx with node setX = V' \ Z. Then, the signed transition mattX has the following block form.

P {_lix_ | Py ] , (10)

wherePx and Py are the block matrices for componé&ng andG 2, and Py represent the one-way connections from
Gx t0 Gz. Then, the-step transition matri¥’* can be expressed as

) p)
. PP
PeloE ) 4y

Whe[eP)((t) = P}, Pg) = P, and Py) = Zﬁ;é Pi Py P, '"". WhenG is balanced or anti-balanced, we use
Sz, Sz to denote the partition of defining its balance or anti-balance structure. Then, weterolumn vectors

up = (IX — Px)_lpyiz7sz, (12)
andu, = (IX + Px)_lpyizﬁz. (13)

The reason thafy — Py is invertible is becaustm;_,., P% = 0, which is in turn because there is a path from
any nodei in Gx to nodes inZ (sinceZ is the single sink), and thus informally a random walk fromventually
reaches and then staysd#y,. The same reason applieste + Pyx. Lemmd2 provides the formal proof of the fact

Let 7 denote the stationary distribution of nodesip, and7z s, is signed, withtz s, (i) = 7z (i) fori € Sz,
and7zs, (i) = —mz (i) fori € Z\ Sz. Lemmd2 discloses the convergencd®fgiven various balance structures
of Gy.

Lemma 2. For weakly connected signed digragh = (V, E, A) with one ergodic sink components, with signed
transition matrix given in EJ.(11), we have

0 : ubﬁ'T
BalancedG z: lim;_, o, Pt = [_ _:_A_ ! Z:;;z_ _
0 . 1Z7SZ7TZ.,SZ
Strictly unbalanced z: lim, ,..Pt=0
- 0, —u,i} 0! wu,#l
Anti-balancedyz:  limy_,oo P2 = |- === =202 —| | limy_, o PP = |- - =507 - -
0 . 1Z,SZ7TZ,SZ 0 X _1Z7SZ7TZ,SZ



Proof. We discuss the convergence®$, P, andPS) in Eq.[13), respectively.
(1) We first prove thaP% convergestd®, i.e.,lim;_,o, P% = O.

SinceG x does not contain sink components, any nbdeX has a path to compone@t;. Let R; be the shortest
path fromi to some node it¥, andProb[R; | denote the probability that a random walk starting frowakes the path
R;7. Hence we denote

p = min Prob|R;z|, andm = max |Riz|,
which implies that starting from any nodez X, afterm steps of random walk, there is at least probabjlithat it
reaches componefitz. Hence, we havéP¥'||- < (1 — p) < 1. LetT = 2m, then for anyt > T', we have

1Pk lloc = 1P¢ " lloo < (1 =p)bw) < (1= p)T,

which implieslim;_, o || P ||oc = 0, i.€.,lim;—,oc P = 0.
(2) For subgrapld 7, Lemmd directly yields

0, Strictly unbalancedsz;
1z 6, 7F Balanced7 z;
: t Wz Z Sz )
Am Pz = 125,745,  Anti-balancedy, event; (14)

15,7}, Anti-balanced?, oddt.

(3) Below, we focus on proving the results bm; ., PS) using Propositioh]6 in AppendixIB.

WhenGy is strictly unbalancedfrom Lemmadl and (1) in this proofm;_, ., P% = 0 andlim;_,~, P = 0 hold,
thus by Propositiohl6 in AppendiX Bm;_, o Pf/t) =0.

When G is balancedLemmall and Propositidd 5 in Appendi¥ A directly yielé; — 15,77 5,)" = P} —
125,75, forany integet > 0, andlim; o (Pz — 125,74 5,)" = 0, thus

t—1
. t . 7 —1—1
Jim P = lim 37 PPy (P~ 15,7 s, + 125,75 s,)

=0
t—1 t—2
: § : i T t—1—1 : § : i T
= thm P&Py(PZ - 1Z,SZ7TZ,Sz) ‘ + lim P}(PY]-Z,SZWZSZ
—00 4 0 t—ro0 4 0
= i=

—1 T T
=(Ux —Px) Pylzs,Tzs, =wnizs,,

where the first term in the second line behig due to Propositionl6 (ii) in AppendixiB.
When G is anti-balancedapplying Lemmall and Propositidh 5 in Appenfik A, we have foy ategert > 0,
(Pz +1z5,7%5,)" = Py — (=1)'1z,5,7} g, andlimy oo (Pz + 125,74 g, )" = 0hold true, thus

t—1
Jim P = lim gps(Py(P;H — (=1 (s, 7L, — 125,78 s,))

V)

t—1 t—
= lim ZP}.(Py(PZ + 1Z=SZW§,SZ)t717i + lim (_1)t717iP;(PY1Z,SZW£,SZ
=0

t—o00 t—o00
= 1=0
t—2 )
= (1) lim > (=Px)'Pylzs,mys, = (1) '(Ix + Px)" ' Prlgs,nss,
1=0

== (_1)t71uuﬂ-§7sz .

Hence, we have for anti-balancét): lim; .. P> = ~uu i g, andlimg o PP = uith g, O



Multiple sink components and disconnected signed digraphs/¥hen there existn > 1 ergodic sink components,
i.e.,Gz1,Gz2, -+ ,Gzm, the rest of the grapty is considered a&'x. Then the signed transition matrix and P*
can be written as

Px Pyiyoo Py PP P
O +Pz710 01 O ToptTo "0 T
P=|"""r~"7r-"r~~7|,P= ———:——ZLIL——:————, (15)
S0 0 0 0, 0,", 0
0 ' 0 ' 0 :PZm "o o oA T

where P!} = Zt o PLPy;P;' 771 < i < m. Hence, each sink ergodic compondhy; along with Px and
Py mdependently foIIows Lemrﬂa 2. For disconnected signedagig, withm > 1 ergodic or weakly connected
components, each of which satisfies Lenfitha 1 or Lefdma 2, resglgcFor brevity, we omit the details here.

3.3 Long-term dynamics

Based on the structural balance classification and the cgenee of signed transition matrix discussed above, we are
ready now to analyze the long-term dynamics of the voter hodsigned digraphs. Formally, we are interested in
characterizing:; with ¢t — oo, i.e.,

= lim z; = hm Plzg + (Z PHg™). (16)

t—o0

If the even and odd subsequences p€onverge separately, we denate= lim;_, oo Tat, To = limy_y 00 Topy1-
Before presenting the results on long-term dynamics ofrvatedel, we first introduce the following useful lemma
connecting a signed digragh with another graplt:” where all edge signs i@ are negated.

Lemma 3. Given a signed digrapli = (V, E, A), letG’ = (V, E,—A) be a signed digraph with all edge signs
negated fronG. Then, for any initial color distributior:, at any2t steps { > 0), the color distributionscs; (G) on
G andz,:(G’) on G’ are identical.

Proof. Let P’ = —P denote the signed transition matrix 6f, and denote the vectgr— = D~ 'A-1landg~ =
D Y(—=A)"1= D 'A*1 Thusg’~ = 1 - g~. By Eq.[1), after two steps, we have
22(G') = P?x0+Pg~ +¢~ = Pz — Pl-g )+1—-g = P?zg+Pg~ +¢g = x2(Q),

where the last equality uses fadts= D~'A1 andP = D~ ' A. Since the lemma holds for two steps, then clearly it
holds for all even steps. O

Next theorem discusses the case of ergodic signed digraphs.
Theorem 1. LetG = (V, E, A) be an ergodic signed digraph, we have

Balanceds: o = 17l (xo — 1)+ 11 (17)

Strictly unbalanced:: =11 (18)
Anti-balanceds: . = 1g7% (vg — 11) + 31 (19)

2o = —1g7% (x0 — 31) + 31 (20)

Proof. We discuss the limit in EqL{16) for three possible balanagcstires ofG. R R
Balanced digraphs.From Lemm&lL and Propositibh 5 in Appendikifis easy to prove®™ —1g7L = (P—1g7)™
for any integern > 0, which yields the following result on the second part in Ed)(
t—1 t—1
z o 1 AT\—1 — . AT —
Jlim _OP = (I~ P+1s7§) "'~ + lim Z} 1s57Lg (21)

= -P+1s78) g :11__15 1, (22)
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where the last term of EQ.(R1) is canceled out due to the pigflaw circulation law([1%, 28], i.e.,

ihg =#EDTTATL=> w(i)> Py—» w(i)> Py =0.

€S jes i€S jeSs
The last equality in Eq.{22) holds because
1 A R
S =P+ 1s7t)(1—1g751) — g~ =0.

Eq.[I7) is obtained by combining Eqg.{22) with Leminha 1.
Anti-balanced Digraphs. Lemmd3 directly yields Eq.(19). The odd step influence itiistion sequence is obtained

by
~ o 1.1
T, =Pxre+g :—157T5($0—§1)+§1.

Strictly unbalanced digraphs. From Theorerillim,_.., P! = 0 holds and thus we have

t—1

lim Y Plg-=(I-P)'g=(D-A)"'4A"1= Ly (23)
t—00 Pt 2
The last equality comes from the fa¢® — A)1 =24 1. O

Theorenil has several implications. First of all, for slyicinbalanced digraphs, each node has equal steady state
probability of being black or white, and it is not determinggthe initial distributionz,. Secondly, anti-balanced
digraphs has the same steady state distribution as thesponding balanced graph for even steps, and for odd steps,
the distribution oscillates to the opposite,(= 1 — z.). Moreover, Eq[{1l7) can also be intuitively explained from
the random walk interpretation of the voter modkl.particular, starting from nodg if we perform a random walk
for an infinite number of steps, the probability that the @mdvalk stops aj is given by the stationary distribution
7(j). For balanced graphs,ifand; are from the same component (eitiseor S), then the random walk must pass an
even number of negative edges,idakes the same color gsif ¢ and;j are from opposite components, then the walk
passes an odd number of negative edgesidakles the opposite gfs color. Thus, the steady distribution dofe S
being white is given byr zos + Wg(lg — z435), and the case afe S is symmetric. Some algebra manipulations can
lead us to Eq.(17).

For a balanced ergodic digraghwith partition S, S, it is easy to check that it has the following two equilibrium
states: in one state all nodesSnare white while all nodes i¥ are black; and in the other state all nodesSiare
black while all nodes irb are white. We call these two states fhaarized statesUsing random walk interpretation,
we show in the following theorem that with probabilitythe voter model dynamic converges to one of the above two
equilibrium states.

Theorem 2. Given an ergodic signed digrapi = (V, E, A), if G is balanced with partitionS, S, the voter model
dynamic converges to one of the polarized states with piitibalb, and the probability of nodes i being white is

7L (zo — %1) + % Similarly, if G is anti-balanced, with probability the voter model dynamic oscillates between the
two polarized states eventually, and the probability ofemihS being white at even stepsig (zo — %1) + %

Proof. Consider a balanced ergodic digraphwith partition S, S. By ergodicity, given any two nodesand;, with
probability 1 the random walks starting fromand j will meet eventually. Ifi andj are both inS, when the two
walks meet at some node they both pass either an even number of negative edgesH(if5) or an odd number of
negative edges (if € S). Thereforej and;j must be in the same color with probabilityIf i andj are from different
components andsS, a similar argument shows that they will have the oppositerasith probability1. Therefore the
final state is one of the two polarized states. The probghifinodes inS being white is simply given by Theordm 1,
Eq.[I7). The case of anti-balanced ergodic digraphs cangoed in a similar way. O

Theoren{B below introduces the long-term dynamics of theklyeconnected signed digraphs. We consider
weakly connected: with a single sink ergodic compone@t;, and use the same notations as in Se¢tioh 3.2.

11



Theorem 3. LetG = (V, E, A) be a weakly connected signed digraph with a single sink coempid>, and a
non-sink componeitt x. The long-term white color distribution vecteris expressed in two parts:

T _ T T T
¢’ = lim z; = [vxy, 2]
t—o0

wherez 7 is the limit ofz;z on G z with initial distribution 2oz and is given as in Theoremh 1, and vectgyy is given
below with respect to the balance structuresf:

BalancedGz:  axy = 3lx + wiy g, (zoz — 31z)
Strictly unbalanced+z: Txy = %1)(
Anti-balanced=z, event:  zxy,. = $1x —uuiy g, (voz — 31z)

Anti-balanced? 7, oddt:  zxv,, = $1x + uu7} g, (r0z — 31z),

whereu;, andu,, are defined in Eq.(12) and EQ.{13).

Proof. Let initial distributionz? = [z1, , 27, andg~" = [g% ", g5 |. Whent — oo, Eq. [1) can be written as

2" = Jim (P'ao)” = [y, o] = [k + a¥, 23],
where zx = hmt_,oo(PX:vOX + ZZ 0PX gx) Ty = hmt_,oo(P():vOZ + Zt 1P(1) 97), and zz =

limy o0 (Ph oz + Y i—g PZgZ)
From LemmdR}im;_,» P% = 0, thuszx = (Ix — Px) gy holds for any ergodicG;. SinceG is ergodic,
x 7 follows Theoreni L. Below we will focus on deriving-, where the first part ofy satisfies Lemm@al2, i.e.,

0 G z is strictly unbalanced
Wiy g, %0z Gy is balanced
—UuTy 5,%02 Gz is anti-balanced, even
uuﬁg,sﬂoz Gy is anti-balanced, odd

: (t) _
t1i>r£o By woz =

The second part afy can be further written down as

m—1 t

i, 3R = i 330 g

t=1 t=0 =0

m—1m—t 00 0o
= lim Y > (PxPrPhgz =Y (PxPr) Phgy (24)
t=0 =0 +=0 i=0

Now we discuss Ed.(24) under different balance structuirés,o
(1) Gz is strictly unbalanced. From LemmdDP]im,_,., Pt = 0. Then by Eq[(ZB) we directly obtain thaky =

11x. Applying Eq.[2B) toy_:°, P}y, in Eq.[23), we have

N P _ L poy
lim Y Py 97 = 5Ix = Px)"'Prlz.

t=1

Thus, we obtain the following equation:

4, 1 1
rxy =xx +xy = (Ix — Px) ‘(g5 + §Pylz) = §1X-

(2) Gz is balanced.Using Eql2R), we have

m
. p® =
it 2 Y02 =
t=1

(Ix — Px) ' Py(lz —1z,5,7% ,1z)

l\DI»—A
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Hence, we have

1, 1 . 1 1 R 1
rxy = (Ix — Px) gy + §Pylz) + qu,SZ (xoz — 512) = §1X + uw?,sz (xoz — 512) (25)

(3) Gz is anti-balanced.Using Lemma&B, we can negate the signs of all edgéssn that the sink becomes balanced.
Hence, we know that at even steps in long term,

. 1
TXY,e = §1X - uuﬁgsz (xoz — 512), (26)
where Eq[(2B) and E{.(R5) are identical in the senseflas and Py’s in Eq.(26) and EJ.(25) have opposite signs.
Moreover, the odd step influence distribution sequencetisioéd

_ 1 . 1
Txv,o = Pxxxye+ PrTze+gx = §1X + Uuﬂgsz (xoz — 512)- (27)

O

Theoreni B characterizes the long-term dynamics when therlying graph is a weakly connected signed digraph
with one ergodic sink component. We can see that the resultisalanced and anti-balanced sink components are
more complicated than the ergodic digraph case, since howsimk components are connected to the sink subtly
affects the final outcome of the steady state behavior. budgtstate, while the sink component is still in one of the
two polarized states as stated in Theofédm 2, the non-sinlponents exhibit more complicated color distribution,
for which we provide probability characterizations in Them[3. Using Eql(I5), Theorefd 1 and Theoréin 3 can
be readily extended to the case with more than one ergodiccsimponents and disconnected digrapigen the
network only contains positive directed edges, the votedehdynamics can be interpreted using digraph random

walk theory [27,29=31].

4 Influence maximization

With the detailed analysis on voter model dynamics for sigdgraphs, we are ready now to solve the influence
maximization problem. Intuitively, we want to address tlédwing question:If only at mostk nodes could be
selected initially and be turned white while all other nodas black, how should we choose seed nodes so as to
maximize the expected number of white nodes in short ternrmdadg term, respectively?

4.1 Influence maximization problem

Influence maximization objectives. We consider two types of short-term influence objective® sntheinstant
influence which counts the total number of influenced nodes at aistef); the other is th@verage influencevhich
takes the average number of influenced nodes within the itsps. These two objectives have different implications
and applications. For example, political campaigns tryaiovince voters who may change their minds back and forth,
but only the voters’ opinions on the voting day are countetictv matches thastant influenceOn the other hand,
a credit card company would like to have customers keep usngredit card service as much as possible, which
is better interpreted by thaverage influenceWhent is sufficiently large, it becomes the long-term objectived a
long-term average influence coincides with long-term insiafluence when the dynamic converges.

Formally, we define thehort-term instant influencg () and theshort-term average influengg(z,) as follows:

t .
fulwo) = 1) and (o) = Z=0 20, (28)

Moreover, we definéong term influence as
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Note that when the dynamic converges (e.g. ergodic balancestgodic strictly unbalanced graphg)zo) =
lim;,~ fi(zo). For ergodic anti-balanced graphs (or sink components3, éssentially the average of even- and
odd-step limit influence.

Given a sefi C V, Leteyw be the vector in whicley (j) = 1if j € W andew (j) = 0if j ¢ W, which
represents the initial seed distribution with only nodesliras white seeds. Let; be the shorthand afy;,. Unlike
unsigned graphs, if initially no white seeds are selecteé signed digrapldz, i.e., xg = 0, the instant influence
f+(0) at stept is in general non-zero, which is referred to as ¢iheund influencef the graphG att¢. The influence
contribution of a seed sét” does not count such ground influence, as shown in defirition 3.

Definition 3 (Influence contribution) The instant influence contributionf a seed setV to the ¢-th step instant
influence objective, denoted by(WW), is the difference between the instant influence at stejth only nodes iV’
selected as seeds and the ground influence atistegW) = f:(ew) — f:(0). Theaverage influence contribution
(W) and long-term influence contribution(1V) are defined in the same way; (W) = fi(ew) — f:(0) and
(W) = flew) — £(0).

We are now ready to formally define the influence maximizatimblem.

Definition 4 (Influence maximization) Theinfluence maximizatioproblem for short-term instant influence is find-
ing a seed setV of at mostk seeds that maximizdd’’s instance influence contribution at stepi.e., finding
Wy = argmax)w < ct(W). Similarly, the problem for average influence and long-teénfluence is finding
Wi = argmax)w <y, ¢ (W) andW* = arg maxy <, c(W), respectively.

We now provide some properties of influence contributionicwHead to the optimal seed selection rule. By
Eq.(d), we have
ci(W) = filew) — f:(0) = 17z (ew) — 17 24(0) = 17 Pleyy. (30)

Let ¢;(¢) be the shorthand aof;({i}), and lete; = [c:(¢)] denote the vector of influence contribution of individual
nodes. Ther! = [¢;(i)]T = 17 P*. Whent — oo, the long term influence contributions of individual nodes a
obtained as a vectet

bl 17t P
' = lim @ — lim A, (31)
tsoo 4+ 1 t—00 t+1
When P! converges, we simply have
¢ =17 lim Pt (32)
t—o00

Lemmd?4 below discloses the important property that theenite contribution is a linear set function.
Lemma 4. Given a white seed s&V', c;(W) = >,y c:(i), &e(W) = > .oy G (), ande(W) = >~y c(4).
Proof. From Eq[(3D), we have

c(W) = 1" Pley = 17 P Z e; = Z 1" Pte; = Z e (i).
ieW ieW ieW

The linearity ofé, ande can be derived from that @f. O

Given a vectow, letn™(v) denote the number of positive entriewinBy applying Lemm&l, we have the optimal
seed selection rule for instant influence maximization devics.
Optimal seed selection rule for instant influence maximizabn. Given a signed digraph and a limited buddet
selecting topmin{k, n" (c;)} seeds with the highest(i)’s, i € V, leads to the maximized instant influence at step
t>0.

Note that the influence contributions of some nodes may bativegand these nodes should not be selected as
white seeds, and thus the optimal solution may have lessktlsaeds. The rules for average influence maximization
and long-term influence maximization are patterned in tmeesevay. Therefore, the central task now becomes the

computation of the influence contributions of individualdes. Below, we will introduce our SVIM algorithm, for
Signed Voter model Influence Maximization.
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4.2 Short-term influence maximization

By applying Definitio 8 and Lemnid 4, we develop SVIM-S altfum to solve the short-term instant and average
influence maximization problem, as shown in Algorithim 1.

Algorithm 1 Short-term influence maximization SVIM-S
1: INPUT: Signed transition matri¥’, short-term period, budgetk;

: OUTPUT: White seed sell.

Ct = 1, Et = 1,

:fori=1:¢do

cl' = ¢I P;(for instant influence maximization.)

¢ = ¢ + ¢; (for average influence maximization.)

: W =topmin{k,n"(c)} (resp. min{k,n*(¢;)}) nodes with the highest (i) (resp. ¢;(7)) values, for instant
(resp. average) influence maximization.

SVIM-S algorithm requires vector-matrix multiplications, each of which takds| times entry-wise multiplica-
tion operations. Hence the total time complexity of SVIMs®Ji(¢ - |E|).

4.3 Long-term influence maximization

We now study the long-term influence contributioand introduce the corresponding influence maximization-alg
rithm SVIM-L. We will see that the computation of influencentobutionc and seed selection schemes depends on
the structural balance and connectedness of the graph.e\&&ld selection for balanced ergodic digraphs still has
intuitive explanations, the computation for weakly corteelcand disconnected digraphs is more involved and less
intuitive.

4.3.1 Case of ergodic signed digraphs

When the signed digrapi = (V, E, A) is ergodic, Lemmal5 below characterizes the long-term inftaecontribu-
tions of nodes, with respect to various balance structures.

Lemma 5. Consider an ergodic signed digraght = (V, £, A). If G is balancedwith bipartition S and S, the
influence contribution vectar= (S| — |S|)7s. If G is anti-balancedr strictly unbalanced: = 0.

Proof. (1) WhenG is balanced, by Lemnid 1 and Hql(32),
=17 Jlim P’ = 1T1572% = (|S] — |9))s.

(2) WhenG is strictly unbalanced, again by Lemida 1 and [EG.(32), we h&ve 17 lim,_, ., P! = 0.
(3) Whend is anti-balanced, by Lemnia 1 and Egl(31), we have

CT _ 1T hmt_mo P2t + hmt_mo P2t+1
2

O

Based on Lemmfa 5, Algorithid 2 summarizes how to compute thg-term influence contributionon ergodic
signed digraphs.

Lemm&® suggests that for ergodic balanced digraphs, wedspimk the larger component, e.@, if |S| > ||,
and select the tomin{k, |S|} nodes fromS with the largest stationary distributions as white seeade@ing these
nodes will make the probability of the larger component beimite the largest.

Theorentll indicates that given an anti-balanced digi@ptvith bipartition S and.S, the long-term dynamie;
oscillates on odd and even steps, and their long-term infleienntribution i). However, we can still maximize the
strength of the oscillation of the voter model on an antabakd ergodic digraph by properly choosing the initial ehit
seeds (See Remdrk 1.)
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Algorithm 2 ¢ = ergodic(Q)
1: INPUT: Signed transition matri®.

2: OUTPUT: Long term influence contribution vecter
3: Detect the structure of ergodic signed digraph

4: if G is balanced, with bipartitio andS then

5. Compute stationary distributionof P;

6 c= (S|~ |5

7: else

8 c¢=0;

Remark 1. In an anti-balanced ergodic digrapy = (V, £, A) with the bipartitionS and S and a budget. Let
W’ (resp. W") denote two initial seed sets, whetén{k, |S|} (resp. min{k,|S|}) nodes, with highest stationary
distribution=(¢)'s in S (resp.S), are selected. Then, the optini&l* that maximizes the strength of oscillation is

1
W*:= argmax |7&(ew — =1)|. (33)
We{w’' W} 2

Proof. From Theoren]1, whehbecomes sufficiently large, the vectooscillates at two vectors on odd and even
steps, respectively. The strength of the oscillation is

oltro) — Jelwoll _ gr 2oltto) “2ele0)) _ g4 a7 vy — L) =15 - 18] - 2o — S0

Let W be the initial seed set, then the oscillation strength maesdtion is formulated as

1
AT 1.7
5 mfi}k{ 7‘56W}+27‘51}, (34)

_ 1 _ 1
_ AT _ - _ _ . ~T -
max [|S] = S]] i (ew — 50 = 18] — |51]- max{ max {Few) — 57FL

which contains two sub-problems, i.eax < {75 ew } andmax | < { —#5 ew }. The first maximization problem
can be rewritten as

max {#5ew} = max (Zw(i)ew(i) - Zw(i)ew(j)). (35)

W<k [W|<k "4 <
€S jeSs

Thus, letiW”’ denote the optimal solution to the problem in Eql(35), whécbbtained by choosingin{%, | S|} seeds
with highestr(i)’s from S. Similarly, choosingnin{k, | S|} nodes with the highest(i)’s from S yields the optimal
solution, denoted by, to the second maximization problemx <, {—7%ew }. The optimall¥’ to the problem
in eq.[34) that maximizes the oscillation strength is theior{ W', W}, with higher|#% (ew — $1)|, which completes

the proof of eq[(33).
O

4.3.2 Case of weakly connected signed digraphs

We first consider a weakly connected sigriédvhich has a single ergodic sink componéht with only incoming
edges from the remaining nod&s= V' \ Z.

Lemma 6. Consider a weakly connected digraph= (V, E, A) with a single ergodic sink compone@t;. If G is
balancedwith partition S and Sz, the long term influence contribution vectdf = [c%, ¢}], wherecx = Ox and
cz = (%up 4+ |Sz| — |Sz|)72.5,. If G is anti-balancedr strictly unbalancegd: = 0.
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Proof. (1)WhenG is balanced, by Lemnid 25 = Ox, and
g = Wxw +1712.5,)7% 5, = (Lxus + 1Sz — Sz))7% s, -

(2) WhenGy is strictly unbalanced;” = 1" lim, o, Pt =0
(3) WhenGy is anti-balanced, by Lemnid 2 the limits of odd and even sulmeces ofP? cancel out, thus
c=0. O

Lemmd® indicates that influence contribution of the baldrergodic sink component is more complicated than
that of the balanced ergodic digraph. This is because tlkecsimponent affects the colors of the non-sink component
in a complicated way depending on how non-sink and sink corapts are connected. Therefore, the optimal seed
selection depends on the calculation of the influence dmrttdns of each sink node, and is not as intuitive as that for
the ergodic digraph case.

Theoreni B shows that in a weakly connected signed digigptith single anti-balanced sink componént, the
long term influencef (z) oscillates on odd and even steps, and the avergddé i€, which is invariant to the initial
seed selection. Similar to Remark 1, we can maximize thdlasoh strength by properly selecting initial seeds,i.e.

W* = argmax | f.(ew) — fo(ew)|/2
W<k

. A . 1
= argmax |(Lxua?z s, + 171z2,5, 77,5, ) (ewz — 51z)l
W<k

= (1w + 17|~ 157]| axgmax |7, (ew — 517) (36)
|W|<k
where the maximization objective is independent fragr , thus oscillation strength maximization problem objegtiv
in Eq.(36) forG is identical to that in RemafK 1. Hence, Remiark 1 also apples.
Using Eql(I15), Lemm@l5 and Lemiia 6 can be readily extenddubtoase with more than one ergodic sink com-
ponents and disconnected digraphs. Algorithm 3 below suimeshow to compute the node influence contributions
of weakly connected signed digraphs. Note that by our assampve consider all sink components to be ergodic.

Algorithm 3 ¢ = weakly(G)
1: INPUT: Signed transition matri®.
2: OUTPUT: Influence contribution vectar.
3: Detect the structure of the weakly connected signed digfg@nd find itsn > 1 signed ergodic sink components
Gz, -, Gzm;
cfori=1:mdo
if Gz, is balanced with partitios z;, Sz; then
Compute stationary dis}ributio;ryi of Py;;
uy; = (Ix — Px) ' Pyilzis,,;
czi = (Wxupi + Szil — 1Szi)A%; s,
c=[0x;cz1; 5 Czm]

©e N2

4.3.3 General case and SVIM-L algorithm

Given the above systematic analysis, we are now in a poditicmmmarize and introduce our SVIM-L algorithm
which solves the long-term voter model influence maxima@aproblem for general aperiodic signed digraphs.

In general, a signed digraph consisis> 1 disconnected components, within each of which the nodedanfla
contribution follows Lemmé&l6. The long-term signed voterd®eloinfluence maximization (SVIM-L) algorithm is
constructed in Algorithral4.

Complexity analysis. We consideiG = (V, E, A) to be weakly connected, since disconnected graph case can be
treated independently for each connected component fotirttee complexity. SVIM-L algorithm consists of two
parts. The first part extracts the connectivity and balatreetsire of the graph, which can be done using depth-first
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Algorithm 4 Long-term influence maximization SVIM-L
1: INPUT: Signed transition matri¥’, budgetk.
2: OUTPUT: White seed sell.
3: Detect the structure of a general aperiodic signed dig@pland find them > 1 disconnected components
Gl’ . 7Gm’
:fori=1:mdo
ca, = weakly(G;);
c=lcaiiica,l;
: W =topmin{k,n"(c)} nodes with the highes{i) values.

search with complexity)(|E|). The second part uses Algoritith 3 to compute influence daortans of balanced
ergodic sink components. The dominant computations aréerstationary distributiom;’s and (Ix — Px)™ !,
which can be done by solving a linear equation sysferh [39]naatlix inverse inO(|Z;|*) andO(n?%), respectively,
wherenx = | X|. Letb be the number of balanced sink component§imz be the number of nodes in the largest
balanced sink component. Thus SVIM-L can be don@ (i3, +n% ) time. Alternatively, we can use iterative method
for computing bothrz;'s and 1§ (Ix — Px)~, if the largest convergence time of P%,’s and P% is small. (Note
that the convergence time of ergodic digraphs could be expttaily large in general, as illustrated by an example in
Appendix@) In this case, each iteration step involves vector-mattikiplication and can be done id(mp) time,
wherem g is the number of edges of the induced subgr@ghconsisting of all nodes in the balanced sink components
and X . Note thatm g andt¢ are only related to subgraghs, which could be significantly smaller thaw, and thus
O(temp) could be much smaller than the time of naive iterations oretitee graph. Overall SVIM-L can be done
in O(|E| 4+ min(bn3, + n%, tcmp)) time.

5 Evaluation

In this section, we first use both synthetic datasets andseaahl network datasets to demonstrate the efficacy of
our short-term and long-term seed selection schemes by aamgpthe performances with four baseline heuristics.
Then, we evaluate how much the short-term and long-termanfla can be improved by taking the edge signs into
consideration.

5.1 Performance comparison with baseline heuristics

For different scenarios, we compare our SVIM-L and SVIM-§oaithms withfour heuristics, i.e., (1) selecting seed
nodes with the highest weighted outgoing degrees (dengtéd b d~ in the figures), (2) highest weighted outgoing
positive degrees (denoted ky ), (3) highest differences between weighted outgoing pesénd negative degrees
(denoted byd™ — d~), and (4) randomly selecting seed nodes (denoted by “Ramdigre in our evaluations, we
run random seed selectidif00 times, and compare the average number of white nodes betweealgorithm and
other heuristicsOur evaluation results demonstrate that our seed sebestiteme can increase up@Y% long-term
influence, and 45% short-term influence over other heuristics.

5.1.1 Synthetic datasets

In this part, we generate synthetic datasets with diffesamictures to validate our theoretical results.
Dataset generation model. We generate six types of signed digraphs, including batheecgodic digraphs, anti-
balanced ergodic digraphs, strictly unbalanced ergodjcaphs, weakly connected signed digraphs, disconnected
signed digraphs with ergodic components, and disconnesitgtbd digraph with weakly connected components
(WCCs). All edges have unit weightsThe following are graph configuration details.

We first create an unsigned ergodic digraphvith 9500 nodes, which has two ergodic compone@ts andG g,
with [3000, 6500] nodes and3000, 6500] x 8 random directed edges, respectively. Moreover, ther&3@re x 8
random directed edges acroSs, and G'g. Ergodicity is checked through a simple connectivity andragalicity
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check. Given(, abalanced digraphis obtained by assigning all edges withih, andG 5 with positive signs, and
those across them with negative signs. Theramtirbalanced digrapls generated by negating all edge signs of the
balanced ergodic digraph. To generasdrictly unbalanced digraphwe randomly assign edge signs to all edgeS'in
and make sure that there does not exist a balanced or aatidesal bipartition.

Moreover, we generated disconnected signed digrapand a weakly connected signed digraph for our
study. We first generaté ergodic unsigned digraphs7y,--- , G5 with [500, 200,800, 300,2700] nodes and
[500, 200, 800, 300, 2700] x 8 edges, respectively. Then, we groGp; = (G2, G3) andGys = (G4, Gs) to form
two ergodic balanced digraphs, and generate a strictlylanbed ergodic digrapty¥, by randomly assigning signs
to edges inGG;. Three disconnected compone6ts, Go3, G5 together form a disconnected signed digraph. To form
a weakly connected signed digraplve place in totaB000 random direct edges froi@; to the balanced ergodic
componentss>; andGys, where the nodes in subgraph only have outgoing edges &3 andG45. Moreover, we
combine the above generated balanced ergodic digraph amvdeiikly connected signed digraph together forming a
largerdisconnected signed digraph, with the weakly connectetbsigigraph as a component

Fig.[d-Fig[® present the evaluation results for one setgrfgiihs, where we observe that all digraphs we randomly
generated exhibit consistent results. Our tests are coadlusing Matlab on a standard PC server.
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Long-term influence maximization. In the evaluations, we set the influevr\llgecbudgekas 500, and compare the
average numbers of white nodes over steps between our thigoaind other heuristicsFig. [ shows that in the
balanced ergodic digraph, SVIM-L algorithm achieves thghbst long-term influence over other heuristivghen
applying a heuristic seed selection scheme, denoted § represents the number of white nodes at gtep 1).
Similarly, denotef$'™ as the number of white nodes at stép 1) for SVIM algorithm. We consideA f,(SVIM, H) =
(5™ — i)/ fi as the influence increase of SVIM over the heuristic algorithat stept. The maximum influence
increase is the maximum f; (SVIM, -) among all stepst(> 1) and all heuristics. Hence, in Figl 1, we see that our
SVIM-L algorithm outperforms all other heuristics. Esplyi, a maximum of14% influence increase is observed
for t > 4 with 4.68%k and4.1k white nodes for SVIM-L and random selection scheme, respmdgt In the rest of
this section, we will use the maximum influence increase astaiarto illustrate the efficacy of our SVIM algorithm.
Fig.[2 shows the clear oscillating behavior on the anti+bzdal ergodic digraph, and the average influence is the same
for all algorithms. The inset shows that our algorithm (dedas “Max. Osc.”) indeed provides the largest oscillation
Fig.[3 shows the results in strictly unbalanced graph cakeyavthe long-term influences of all algorithms converge
to 4750 = |V'|/2, which matches Theorelnh Eig.[4 and Figlh show that SVIM-L algorithm performs the besd it
generate$.6% — 72% long-term influence increases after the sixth step over dtberistics in the weakly connected
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signed digraph and the disconnected signed digrapH JFiegpv@ssthat in a more general signed digraph, which consists
of a weakly connected signed component and a balanced ergmtiponent, SVIM-L algorithm outperforms all other
heuristics with up tol7% more long term influence, which occurs for> 4. In general, we see that for weakly
connected and disconnected digraphs, SVIM-L has largeningnmargins over all other heuristics than the case of
balanced ergodic digraphs (Fig [4—6 vs. [Hig.1). We atteilbis to our accurate computation of influence contribution
in the more involved weakly connected and disconnecte@glycases. Moreover, in all cases, the dynamics converge
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very fast, i.e., in only a few steps, which indicates thatdbevergence time of voter model on these random graphs
are very small.

Table 2: Statistics of Epinions and Slashdot datasets

| Statistics Epinions  Slashddt Statistics Epinions  Slashddt
# of nodes 131580 77350 # of nodes in largest SCC 41441 26996
# of edges 840799 516575 # of edges in largest SCC 693507 337351

# of positive edges 717129 396378 # of positive edges in largest SCC 614314 259891
# of negative edges 123670 120197 # of negative edges in largest SCC 79193 77460
# of strongly connected components 88361 49209

5.1.2 Real datasets

We conduct extensive simulations using real datasets,asiEpinions and Slashdot datasets, to validate our theaketi
results and evaluate the performance of our SVIM algorithm.

Epinions Dataset.Epinions.com[15] is a consumer review online social sitegm users can write reviews to various
items and vote for or against other users. The signed digssfoihmed with positive or negative directed edgev)
meaning that: trusts or distrusts. The statistics are shown in Table 2. We compare our short-$8/IM-S algorithm
with four heuristics, i.e.d* +d—, d", d* — d~ and random seed selectian the entire Epinions digraph as well as
the largest strongly connected component (SCC).

Our tests are conducted on both Epinions dataset and itsstestyongly connected component (SCC), where the
largest SCC is ergodic and strictly unbalanced. We first lmithe comparison of instant influence maximizatiah (
stept) among various seed selection schenkég 410 shows the expected maximum instant influence atstep by
different methods. Note that since the initial seeds seteby SVIM-S algorithm hinge oty the values on the curve
of our selection scheme are associated with different ggtinitial seed sets. On the other hand, the seed selections
of other heuristics are independentfdhus the corresponding curves represent the same iregal sets\We choose
the budget a$00 and 6000 in our evaluations, i.e., selecting at maxim@o0 or 6000 initial white seeds. From
Fig.[AE10, SVIM-S algorithm consistently performs bettnd in some cases, e.g., Hi@j. 9, it generatds — 145%
more influence than other heuristics at step

Next we compare the seed selection schemes for maximizinaviérage influenagithin the firstt steps. Fig_1J1-

[I4 show the expected maximum average influence within the Bteps by different methods. Again, the values on the
curve of SVIM-S algorithm are associated with differentiadiseed setsFig.[T1F14 show that with different budgets,
i.e.,500 and6000 seeds, SVIM-S algorithm performs better than all other iséos, where in Fig_13 a maximum of
64% more influence is achieved at= 8. Moreover, in all these figures, we observe that our seedtsmiescheme
results in the highest long-term influence over other h&asis

Moreover, from FiglJ[-14, we observe thattascreases, the influences (i.e., the expected number ofwhdes),
for SVIM-S and all heuristics except for random seed sedactichedule, increase for sm&#, and then decrease
and converge to the stationary state. In contrast, fromHi. the influence increases monotonically withThis
happens because Epinions dataset (as well as many realrketatasets) has large portion (arowstds) of nodes
in the non-sink components, where to maximize the long-teftaence, only nodes in sink components should be
selected, which governs the long-term influence dynami¢eefvhole graph, namely, sink nodes have higher long-
term influence contributions. However, for short-term iaflae maximization, nodes with higher chances to influence
more nodes in a few steps generally have large number of imgplinks, which are able to influence a large number
of nodes in either sink or non-sink components in a shoripesi time. Hence, in signed digraphs with large non-
sink component, given a sufficiently large budget, the sterh influence can definitely outnumber the long-term
influence. Our evaluations confirm this explanation. Thisr@sting observation also leads to a problem that given a
budgetk, how to find the optimal time stefthat generates the largest influence among all possiblé/e leaves this
problem as our future work.

Slashdot Dataset.Slashdot.org [37] provides a discussion forum on variooBrielogy-related topics, where mem-
bers can submit their stories, and comment on other memdtergs. Its Slashdot Zoo feature allows members to tag
each other as friends or foes, which in turn forms a signeshemsiocial network. The network was collectedth
November 2008 [25] and the statistics are shown in Table 2.
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We evaluate instant influence and average influence of ouviS¥algorithm on the entire slashdot dataset and its
largest strongly connected component, respectively. €sults fork = 6000 are presented in Fif. 15-F{g.]18, which
show that our SVIM-S algorithm performs the best among allhoés tested, especially in the early steps. When

changing the budgét, similar results were obtained, where we omitted them harbrievity.
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Moreover, the convergence times for both real-world dasaaee fast, in a few tens of steps, indicating good
connectivity and fast mixing property of real-world netksr In summary, our evaluation results on both synthetic
and real-world networks validate our theoretical resuiits demonstrate that our SVIM algorithms for both short term
and long term are indeed the best, and often have significanivg margins.

5.2 The impacts of signed information

Unlike Epinions and Slashdot, many online social networlchsas Twitter are simply represented by unsigned di-
rected graphs, where friends and foe relationships arexpticély represented on edges. Without edge signs, two
types of information may be mis-represented or under-ggpried: (1) one may follow his foes for tracking purpose,
but this link may be mis-interpreted as friend or trust fielaghip; and (2) one may not follow his foes publicly to
avoid being noticed, but his foes may still generate negatifluence to him. In this section, we investigate how much
influence gain can be obtained by taking the edge signs intsideration, thus illustrate the significance of utilizing
both friend and foe relationships in influence maximization

Taking the synthetic networks and Epinions dataset (us&&h5.1) as examples, we apply our SVIM algorithm
to compute the optimal initial seed sets in the original sgydigraphs, and two types of “sign-missing” scenarios, i.e
the unsigned digraphs with only original positive edgesi@ed by “Positive” graphs) and with all edges labeled by
the same signs (denoted by “Sign ignored” graphs). Then,xamie the performances of those three initial seed
sets in original signed digraphs.

Fig.[T9F22 show the evaluation results, where the seed b&tied by considering edge signs perform consistently
better than those using unsigned graphs. In synthetic mkswave observed% — 16% more influence in balanced
digraph fort > 6 (See Fig[IP), and1.7% — 58% more influence in weakly connected digraph fob 6 (See
Fig.[20) Moreover, in Epinions dataset from F[g.lJP1}-22, there ismpact on the long-term influence, since the
underlying graphs are strictly unbalanced. Howeweshort term, the results demonstrate that taking edges $iga
consideration always performs better, which generatesaaimum of38% and21% more influence for the entire
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dataset (See Fig. 1) and the largest SCC (Seé¢ Hig. 22) ctesghe Both maximums occur at stdp These results
clearly demonstrate the necessity of utilizing sign infation in influence maximization.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose and study voter model dynamicsgmedidigraphs, and apply it to solve the influence
maximization problem. We provide rigorous mathematicallgsis to completely characterize the short-term and
long-term dynamics, and provide efficient algorithms tossdioth short-term and long-term influence maximization
problems. Extensive simulation results on both synthetitraal-world graphs demonstrate the efficacy of our signed
voter model influence maximization (SVIM) algorithms. Wealdentify a class of anti-balanced digraphs, which is
not covered in the social balance theory before, and eshilsitillating steady state behavior.

There exist several open problems and future directionse @en problem is the convergence time of voter
model dynamics on signed digraphs. For balanced and alatidxed ergodic digraphs, our results show that their
convergence times are the same as the corresponding uaisigmaphs. For strictly unbalanced ergodic digraphs and
more general weakly connected signed digraphs, the proislemite open. A future direction is to study influence
diffusion in signed networks under other models, such asdher model with a background color, the independent
cascade model, and the linear threshold model.
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A Properties of ergodic digraphs

Proposition 4. LetG = (V, E, A) be an ergodic digraph. For any nodesj € V, there exist two paths fromto j
with even and odd length, respectively.

Proof. Suppose, for a contradiction, that all paths froio j have even lengths. This implies that all cycles passing
throughi must be even length, since otherwise we could follow négledd-length cycle followed by the even length
path from: to j, making the entire path fromto j odd. Now we can consider any cydg. in G, not necessarily
passing. We claim that”,, must have even length. In fact, we can pick any ned®a C,., and construct a path from
i to j with the following segmentsR; from ¢ to u, C,, Re from u back toi, andRs from i to j. Since we know
that R, + R» has even length anBl; has even length, it must be the case tiatas even length by our assumption.
However, this means that all cycles@hhas even lengths, contradicting to the aperiodicitgof

The case of odd length paths can be proved in the same way. O
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Proposition 5. LetG =V, E, A) be an ergodic unsigned digraph, with transition probaititatrix P and stationary
distribution vectorr. Pt — 177 = (P — 1zT)* holds for any integet > 0.

Proof. Using the facts thaP1 = 1 andz” P = =7, it is easy to prove by induction that for any integer- 0
P! — 177 = (P — 17T)! holds. O

B Special matrix power series

Proposition 6. Let X € R™ ™ Y ¢ R™*" andZ € R™ ™. If lim;_,oo X! = lim; .o, Z* = 0, the following
equalities hold:

t—1

() fim » X' =(-X)7", (37)
=0
t—1

(i) lim Y XvziT =0, (38)
1=0

Proof. (i) Let p(X) be the spectral radius of matri, i.e., the largest absolute value of the eigenvalue ofotice
thatlim;_, ., X* = 0if and only if p(X) < 1.

We first claim that] — X andl — Z are invertible. Supposke— X is not invertible, there is a non-zero vecior
such that7 — X)p = 0. Thereforep is the eigenvector ok with eigenvaluel, which contradict$im; , ., X* = 0.
Same argument can be appliedite- Z. Hence, the left hand side of Hg.{37) equals to

t
lim Y X'=lim(I-X)'I-X"hH=T-X)""

t—o0 4 t— o0
i=0

(i) The max-norm ofX is given by|| X ||;es = max; j<m{X;;}. LetX = QXJQ;(1 be the standard Jordan form
of X, whereQ) x is an invertible matrix. Denoté = 117" as the all-one matrix. Hence, we have

X" lmaz = Qx T Qx lmaz < Qx lmaz| Q%" lmazllJT I lmaz
< ”QX”marHQ)_(lHmazmQHji”mar

Jtisin form as

N CINTE AN 0 0
} 0 DV @25 N 0
J=10 0 Y 0 0 , (39)
0 0 0 AL, CEXid
0 0 0 0 A

whereC! = (jﬁ)! < ™ and each non-zero entry jfi’ can be expressed &§\. ‘, 1 < k < mq, 1 < £ < lo(k),

with mg as the number of different eigenvaluesdfand/, (k) as the multiplicity of thek-th eigenvalue o Hence,
the absolute value of each non-zero entry/ihis upper bounded de)\};ﬂ < i™p(X)i=™, which implies that

HXi”mar < HQXHmazHQ)_(1 HmazinmP(X)Fm

Let p = max(p(X), p(Z)), we have
t—1
: iy rt—1—i <1 i t—1—i
lim || ZX YZ [ mae < tlg})lotmnHX [ maz Y llmaz || Z | maz

t—o0 = 4 o
1=
< lim tmnTyee (M2t p = ™) (2" p! = 717™) < lim mPn3Te,t™ T T pt= = =
t—o0 t— o0

whereTrnas = [|Y [lmazl|Qx lmas |Q% maz|Qzllmas |Q7 |l mas-
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C lllustration of exponential convergence time ofP! on ergodic digraph.

Figure 23: An example digraph with exponential convergeimee. All edges are with unit weights.
Given an unsigned ergodic digragh= (V, E, A), with transition probability matrixP, it has fixed stationary
distributionr, i.e.,77 = 7T P.
The convergence time (or mixing time) of a random walk Markbsgin onG is the time until the Markov chain is
“close” to its stationary distribution. To be precise, for an initial distributiony, letz] = 21" P* be the distribution
at stept. The variation distance mixing time is defined as the sniallssch that for any subs&r C V,

@ — 7 T)ew| < 7,
4
whereeyy is the vector such thaty (i) = 1if i € W, andew (i) =0if i € V \ W.
The convergence time is said to be exponentially large ifetlexistszy such that the convergence time of the
random walk starting fromx, is 2°("), wheren = |V|. LemmalY below illustrates that the convergence time of
random walk on ergodic digraphs could be exponentiallydarg

Lemma 7. There exist ergodic digraphs, such that the convergenoe ¢ifithe random walks on these digraphs are
exponentially large.

Proof. We prove this by construction. Fig.123 shows an example glyéa with [V| = 2m nodes. On the left hand
side, there are» > 3 nodesly, Lo, - - , L,, connected byn — 1 directed edges frony; to L,,, and every nodé.;
with ¢ > 1 has a directed connection to the leftmost ndde The right hand side nodes have symmetric connections
as the left hand side. Moreover, noflg, and R,,, also have one more connectionRy and L, respectively, which
connect two components together. It is clear that the gragtrongly connected and aperiodic (there exist cycles of
length2 and3), and thus ergodic.

Let x:(L;) denote the probability that the random walk is at nddet stept, andxz(L;) be its stationary distri-
bution. Similarly definer;(R;) andz(R;) for nodeR;. The graph is symmetric, thus we havel;) = z(R;) for
1 <i<m. Letx(L) = 2(R1) = p/4, we haver(L;) = x(R;) = p/2¢ fori = 2,3,...,m. Then, by solving
St (@(L;) + z(R;)) = 1, we obtainp = 322:7:21_1 It is easy to verify that indeed the obtaineds the stationary
distribution of the random walks on the digraph.

Then, we consider the initial distribution & = [1,0,0,...,0], and the subsél = {Ry,--- , R,,} including
all m nodes on the right-hand side. Lt W) = z! - ey denote the total probability that the random walk is in some
node inW at stept. The only edge from the left half to the right half is the edgeni L,,, to R,. Thus all additions to
x¢11 (W) from z, (W) comes from this edge, namely, ; (W) — x,(W) < z4(Ly,)/2. We now bound:;(L,,). For
t < m — 1, we know that;(L,,) = 0. Fort > m, we have

2t (L) = -1 (Lim-1)/2 = x4—2(Lim—2)/2* = -+ = 2y_mia(L2) /2™ 2 < 1/27 72
Hence, we have

2(W) =Y (2i(W) — i 1(W)) < t-ay(Lm)/2 < t/2m 7"
i=1

Therefore, the smallegtthat satisfies(z] — 77)ew| = |z:(W) — 1/2] < 1/4 is such thatr, (W) > 1/4, which
implies thatt/2™~! > 1/4 andt > 2™~3. This completes the proof. O
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