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Contribution of directedness in graph spectra
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In graph analyses, directed edges are often approximated to undirected ones so that the adjacency
matrices may be symmetric. However, such a simplification has not been thoroughly verified. In this
study, we investigate how directedness affects the graph spectra by introducing random directization,
which is an opposite operation of neglecting edge directions. We analytically reveal that uniformly
random directization typically conserves the relative spectral structure of the adjacency matrix
in the perturbative regime. The result of random directization implies that the spectrum of the
adjacency matrix can be conserved after the directedness is ignored.

I. INTRODUCTION

Many real-world datasets are represented by directed
graphs. In social networks, the follower-followee relation-
ship defines a directed edge [I]. In nervous systems, a
signal transduction between neurons occurs only in one
direction [2]. In this way, the directedness renders the
relationship between a pair of vertices asymmetric and
characterizes many properties on graphs, such as the dif-
fusion [3] and reciprocity [4]. Nevertheless, in the studies
of complex networks, the edge directions in graphs are
often ignored, and directed graphs are converted to the
undirected counterparts. Here, we refer to such simpli-
fication as wundirectization. While undirectization may
affect the result of an analysis only negligibly, it can be
critical in some cases. In this study, we investigate the
importance of the directedness in graph analyses by fo-
cusing on the change in graph spectra using the matrix
perturbation theory.

Graphs are typically represented by matrices, such as
adjacency matrices, combinatorial and normalized Lapla-
cians [5], and non-backtracking matrices [6]. The asso-
ciated graph spectra offer important tools for capturing
the global properties of graphs, such as module structures
[7] and network centralities [8]. For example, in spectral
clustering for undirected graphs, the number of clusters is
determined by the number of eigenvalues that are isolated
from the (asymptotically) continuous spectral band. The
eigenvectors corresponding to these isolated eigenvalues
provide partitioning of a graph [5, []. There have been
a number of studies on the spectral properties for vari-
ety of matrices in the context of statistical physics and
random matrix theory [TOHI2]. In spectral graph theory,
several bounds for the largest and second-largest eigen-
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FIG. 1. Adjacency matrix spectra for the macaque-cortex
network [I6]: (a) original network with directed edges and (b)
undirectized network in which every directed edge is converted
to an undirected edge.

value for adjacency matrices and Laplacians have been
studied [I3HI5].

Spectral methods for undirected graphs and directed
graphs are not completely analogous to each other. Be-
cause the matrices are asymmetric for directed graphs,
their spectra contain eigenvalues with non-zero imagi-
nary parts. This is partly a reason that motivates re-
searchers and practitioners to ignore edge directions. To
formulate spectral methods for directed graphs, several
graph Laplacians for the spectral clustering of directed
graphs have been proposed in the literature [I7-22]. Al-
though the choice of Laplacians is an important issue,
herein, we focus only on adjacency matrices of directed
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and undirected graphs. There are several researches on
the spectra of directed graphs. For example, in spectral
graph theory, bounds of the spectral radius of adjacency
matrices for directed graphs have been studied [23] [24].
In random graph theory and statistical physics, spec-
tral densities of adjacency matrices for random directed
graphs have been investigated [25] 26]. In contrast, we
consider typical spectra of directed graphs based on its
undirected counterpart.

Figure [1| (a) shows the eigenvalue distribution of the
adjacency matrix of a macaque-cortex network [16],
which is partially directed; Fig. (b) presents the undirec-
tized counterpart. We note that all eigenvalues are pro-
jected onto the real axis, and the scale along the real part
is slightly larger in the undirectized graph. Despite these
differences, the relative distances among the five largest
eigenvalues along the real axis are almost unchanged be-
tween Figs. [[[a) and [I[b).

The last observation in this example motivates us
to theoretically investigate the relationship between the
spectral structures of directed graphs and their undirec-
tized counterparts. To this end, we introduce random
directization as an opposite operation of ignoring edge
directions. That is, we consider an undirected graph as
the original graph and randomly make undirected edges
directed. We consider the typical variation of eigenval-
ues and eigenvectors under random directization. When
the fraction of directized edges is sufficiently small com-
pared to the total number of edges, the resulting adja-
cency matrix can be considered as a perturbed matrix
of the original one. We apply the matrix perturbation
theory to analytically evaluate variations of eigenvalues
and eigenvectors after directization. As shown below, an
important prediction of the perturbation theory is that
the relative spectral structure along the real axis of the
adjacency matrix is approximately conserved when the
edges are directized uniformly randomly. This conversely
explains our observation in Fig. [I| on undirectization.

There have been many works on perturbative analy-
sis for undirected graph spectra. Let A and V be real-
symmetric n X n matrices, and we perturb A by adding
V. Let \;, v; respectively denote the ith eigenvalue and
eigenvector of A, and \;, v; respectively denote the ith
eigenvalue and eigenvector of A + V. The bound for
the variation of eigenvalues through this perturbation is
known as the Weyl’s theorem [27]:

Xi =X <[V, (1)

where || V|| represents the spectral norm of V. As for the
variation of eigenvectors, the Davis-Kahan theorem [2§]
explains how the eigenvector can change with the same
perturbation: the angle between v; and v; is bounded as
. - 2|V Y L,
sin Z(v;, ;) < %, A; =min{|A\; — N| : j # i},
1
(2)
where the sine of the angle between two vectors is de-

fined by sinZ(v,w) = /1 - (v-w/Jvl[w])’. In addi-

FIG. 2. Schematic picture of uniformly random directization.

tion, many variants of the Weyl’s and Davis-Kahan the-
orems, such as the one convenient for application in sta-
tistical contexts [29] and the ones which assume low-
rank matrices for A and random matrices for V' [30, B1].
Sarkar et al. [32] extended the theorem in order to algo-
rithmically estimate the number of modules in undirected
graphs. Karrer and Newman [33] experimentally investi-
gated the effect of adding edges to undirected graphs on
their spectra. Note that in these studies, both the unper-
turbed and perturbed graphs were undirected, whereas
in our study, we consider directizing perturbation.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [[I]
we formally define random directization and conduct a
perturbative analysis. Then, we evaluate the variation
in the spectra under undirectization in Sec. [[TI} Finally,
Sec. [[V] is devoted to a summary and discussions. The
symbols used in this paper are listed in Appendix [A]

II. RANDOM DIRECTIZATION

An undirected graph has a symmetric adjacency ma-
trix A, in which A;; = A;; = 1 when vertices 7 and j
are connected, while A;; = 0 otherwise. The degree, de-
fined by d; = >, Aij = >_; Aji, represents the number
of the neighbors of vertex ¢. For a directed graph, in con-
trast, the adjacency matrix is asymmetric, i.e., A;; =1
and Aj; = 0 when an edge has a direction from vertex
i to vertex j only. Hereafter, we regard an undirected
edge in a directed graph as a pair of directed edges in
both directions. The in-degree and out-degree, defined
by dl(-m) = Zj Aj; and dl(-O“t) = Zj A;;, denote the num-
ber of in-neighboring vertices (with in-coming edges) and
out-neighboring vertices (with out-going edges) of vertex
i, respectively.

We define uniformly random directization as follows.
Let G(V,E) denote an undirected graph that consists
of a set of vertices V and edges F and let G(V, E) de-
note a graph randomly directized from the original graph
G(V, E). The number of vertices is denoted by N = |V|
for both graphs, while the numbers of edges for G(V, E)
and G(V, E) are respectively denoted by M = |E| and
M = |E|; note that each undirected edge is doubly



counted in the latter, but not in the former. Hereafter,
AY and A denote the adjacency matrices of G(V, E) and
G(V, E), respectively. On directization, we alter an undi-
rected edge e;; € E between vertex i and vertex j to
a directed edge ¢;,; € E (from i to j) with proba-
bility /2, to e ; € E (from j to i) with probabil-
ity ¢/2, and remain undirected with probability 1 — ¢,
where 0 < ¢ < 1; see Fig. The number of directed
edges after the uniformly random directization becomes
M = gM + 2(1 — q)M on average because we doubly
count an undirected edge as a pair of directed edges with
two directions. We express the adjacency matrix A of
the uniformly directized graph as

A=A"-V, (3)

where V is the perturbation matrix defined as follows:
when A, = A% =1, the set of matrix elements {V;, V};}
takes {0,1}, {1,0}, or {0,0} with probabilities ¢/2, q/2,
and 1 — g, respectively; otherwise, V;; = V;; = 0. We
express the ith eigenvalue of A® as \; and its eigenvector
as v;. The corresponding eigenvalue and eigenvector for
A are denoted by A; and v;, respectively. We express the
ensemble of perturbation matrices V for a given adja-
cency matrix A° as S(A°). Throughout this paper, the
norm of each eigenvector is normalized to unity.

A. Perturbative analysis

Perturbation theory allows us to estimate the variation
of each eigenvalue 6\; = A\; — \; and the variation of each
eigenvector dv; = ¥; — v; under perturbative directiza-
tion. We calculate the ensemble average and variance of
these variations up to the first-order approximation.

1. FEigenvalues

For a given graph, the variation of the ith eigenvalue
A; along the real axis in the first-order approximation
[34, 35] is

5)\2(-1) = —viTVvi, (4)

where v denotes the transpose of a vector v. Note that
this is for a specific instance of graph, whereas we are
interested in the ensemble of randomly directized graphs.

To this end, we define a generating function for 5)\§1) by

zM(B) =

o

<m

)
|:6 Bv; V v1:|
V|A°

;o (5

—BvieVim (Vem +Vrnl)‘|
VAo

where (3 is an auxiliary parameter, v;; denotes the fth el-
ement of v;, and [- - - ]y/| a0 represents the random average

over the ensemble S (AO) defined in
[f V)lyiae = srq07 2. Prob(V)f(V). (6)
VeS(AO)

We find the average and variance of the variation for \;
respectively by

B
[ME”]VW = 551 ZW 52, (7)

82
?(N) = g 20 ®

Because each edge is directized independently, the ran-
dom average in Eq. is calculated as

z0 = 1]

<m
(42,=1)

(1-qg+ qe*B““”“") ) (9)

Then, the average and variance of the variation d)\; are
given by

Ay =

a2(GAM) v a0 =

q 0 Y
_5 Z Azmvizvim = _7, (10)

q(1—-q)
ZAém Mvzm? (11)

respectively, where we used the fact

Z Agmviwim = v;rAO'ui =\ (12)

lm

Equation indicates that, in the range where the
first-order approximation is valid, the average of the per-
turbed eigenvalue is

Y X B (I PO

Thus, the relative spectral structure is conserved under
uniformly random directization as long as the first-order
approximation is valid.

Let us investigate the condition that the fluctuation of
the variation is small. We consider the ratio between the
average and standard deviation for the ith eigenvalue:

()
viA /\|\/ = ZAI,m viu2 .

),
(14)

Because each element of the eigenvector typically scales
as O (N -1/ 2) and the number of nonzero elements in the
summation is ¢V, where ¢ denotes the average degree of
the original undirected graph, defined by ¢ = >, d;/N,
the ratio above scales as

o2 <5A§1))V|Ao :O< 1 %

’[w] By W) (15)
* lv)ao




In the case of regular random graphs, the eigenvalue at
the edge of the spectral band is 2y/c [36]. Thus, the
fluctuation of the variation is expected to be negligible
when 2¢ (1 — ¢q) N is sufficiently large for the eigenvalues
out of the spectral band.

2. Figenvectors

For a given graph, the variation of the ith eigenvector
v; along the real axis in the first-order approximation
[34L 35] is

T
solt) = Vvl

¢ )\ f/\
J#i

For the ¢th element of v;, we define its generating func-
tion by

(16)

vVv

Zi(el) _ [ =B A =% ”ﬂ] ) (17>
V] A0

We find the average and variance of the variation of the
fth element of v; respectively by

1) 0 17
[5vi2 :|V|A0 8,6 nZl/ |ﬁ 05 (18)

2 (5.(1) _ o 1)
(5”1‘5 )V|A0 o In Z;, | 3=0- (19)

As was done for the eigenvalues above, we can take the
random average with respect to each edge, obtaining

I (s

j#i m<n
(An=1)
q _B'UjZ'”jwn“in q _ﬁ’”j["jnv'hn
+ 56 i Ay + 56 =X . (20)

From Egs. and , we find the average of v;’s vari-

ation as follows:
Sv (1)i| _ A vjfvjmvzn
|: M V|A© ;;L mn A — )\

=505
J#)\_)\

= 0. (21)

TAOvz

Thus, in the first-order perturbative regime, uniformly
random directization does not vary the eigenvectors of
adjacency matrices on average. The variance of v;’s vari-
ation is also obtained by using Eqgs. and :

2
VjeUjmVin
(61}7‘2 )V|A0_ZZA <2< J)\ZiAJ )

J#i myn

(g)2 1 (0jg0jmVin + VjeUjnVim ?
2/ 2 Ai — N

(22)

B. Numerical confirmation

We now compare the first-order perturbative estima-
tion with numerical calculations. We generated 10,000
uniformly randomly directized samples from the undi-
rectized counterpart for real-world networks, and numer-
ically calculated the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the
adjacency matrices.

Figure [3] exhibits the variation of the real part of each
eigenvalue d); and the first element of each eigenvector
dv;1 of the undirectized macaque-cortex network [I6] un-
der random directization. We show the variation of all
eigenvalues in the left panel and the variation of eigenvec-
tor elements corresponding to the top 20 eigenvalues in
the right panel. In both panels, we observe that the first-
order perturbative estimates and the numerical results
agree well, particularly for the top eigenvalues, which are
expected to be isolated eigenvalues.

Figure [] shows the g-dependency of the top five eigen-
values along the real axis for two real-world directed net-
works; the macaque cortex network [I6] and social net-
work of employees at a consulting company [37]. The
fractions of directed edges are 0.30 and 0.41, respectively.
We numerically calculated the perturbed eigenvalues nor-
malized by the original eigenvalues. Based on Eq. ,
we estimate the normalized eigenvalue \; /); to be 1—q/2
regardless of the index of eigenvalue, which is illustrated
by the dashed line in Fig.[d For both networks, the es-
timation is reasonable when ¢ is sufficiently small. As ¢
increases, the difference between the theoretical estimate
and the numerical result increases.

C. Distribution of directed in-degrees

Before we conclude this section, here we consider the
degree distribution of directized edges after uniformly
random directization. We define the directed in-degree

kz(in) for a directed graph as the number of in-coming
edges for each vertex:

) N
KM = 37 Aji=di -
j=1

(Ai;=0)

d(out)

N
=> Vi  (23)

Here, we do not count undirected edges for k:gin)

we count them for dz(-in)

Fig.

Note that because the directization of an edge affects
the directed in-degrees of the vertices on both ends, the
directed in-degrees of neighboring vertices are correlated
with each other. Instead of deriving the directed in-
degree distribution after actual random directization, we
derive it after a process in which we uniformly randomly
directize stubs (half-edges). This procedure is illustrated
in Fig. [6] We independently alter an undirected stub to

, whereas

. A simple example is shown in
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/3 kgin) -9

d(in) —3
k

FIG. 5. In this example, the directed in-degree is kgin) = 2,
for which we count e;_; and e;—,;, whereas the in-degree is

(in) __ .
d;"’ = 3, for which we count e; s, e/, and ep_;.

the in-coming one with probability w and keep it undi-
rected with probability 1 — w. The probability that the
number of directed stubs for vertex i is k is given by a

binomial distribution:
. dl L
p;tUb(k) (k> k(l )dl k.

We regard that each edge becomes a directed edge if one
end of the edge is directized while the other end is not.
After random directization of stubs, an edge e;; is con-
verted to e;_,; with probability w(1l — w), converted to
ei«; with probability w(1 — w), and remains undirected
with probability (1 — w)?. With probability w?, an edge
becomes bi-directed and the resulting object is no longer
a directed graph that we consider. Nonetheless, when
w is sufficiently small such that the emergence of the
bi-directed edges is negligibly rare, this process is al-
most identical to the directization defined in Eq. with
w = ¢/2. Thus, when ¢ is sufficiently small, the proba-

(24)

bility that a vertex ¢ has a directed in-degree kl(m) after
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FIG. 6. Schematic picture of random directization of stubs.

uniformly random directization approximately follows a
binomial distribution:

et~ () (9 (-9 e

Then, we obtain the directed in-degree distribution
over a graph after uniformly random directization. For
a subset of vertices with the same degree d, the directed
in-degree distribution approximately follows a binomial
distribution:

(k) ~ (k(iln)) (g)k(m) (1 - %)dik(m). (26)

Thus, the directed in-degree distribution P (k™)) over
the whole graph approximately follows the mixture of
binomial distributions:

k<in)

P(k™)) = i@(d)Pd(k(i“))

d=0
ol

(27)

where Q(d) denotes the degree distribution of the original
undirected graph.

III. VARIATION OF SPECTRA UNDER
UNDIRECTIZATION

We return to our original motivation of clarifying how
the graph spectra are varied by ignoring edge directions,
namely undirectization. Let GP(V, EP) denote a directed
graph and let GY(V, EV) denote its undirectized graph.
The numbers of edges for GP and GV are respectively
denoted by MP = |EP| and MV = |EY|. The fraction of

directed edges, ¢, which corresponds to the probability
of directization in random directization, should satisfy
MP = GMY +2(1 — §)MY, and hence is given by ¢ =
2 — MP/MY. The adjacency matrices for GP and GY
are respectively denoted by AP and AY.

The result from random directization implies that the
relative spectral structure along the real axis is typically
maintained under undirectization when the fraction ¢ is
sufficiently small. The result of directization, Eq. ,
conversely implies that, after ignoring the edge direc-
tions, the real part of the ith eigenvalue AP of AP is
altered to the corresponding eigenvalue \Y of AY as in

A~ (1 — ;])1 Re [AP], (28)

where Re [ - -] denotes the real part of a complex value.

The perturbative analysis explains why the two spec-
tra shown in Fig. [I] share almost the same relative spec-
tral structure for the real parts. In Fig. [7] we com-
pare the spectra of the macaque-cortex network, in which
q = 0.30, with the theoretical estimates. The top panel
shows the resulting spectrum after random directization
in Eq. , and the bottom panel shows the resulting
spectrum after undirectization in Eq. . Both panels
show that the perturbative analysis is moderately accu-
rate, particularly for isolated eigenvalues.

Apart from the accuracy of the perturbation theory,
we can assess, using Eq. , to what degree a directed
graph is regarded as a uniformly randomly directized
one. Figure [8 compares the directed in-degree distribu-
tion of the original (directed) macaque-cortex network
and the theoretical prediction [Eq. (27)] for a uniformly
randomly directed graph. We assess the null hypothesis
that the edges are directized uniformly randomly, by the
x2 goodness-of-fit test for the distributions in the range
k™ < 11. As a result, we find that the p-value of the em-
pirical distribution is less than 0.01, which implies that
the macaque-cortex network may not be regarded as a
uniformly randomly directed graph, despite the accuracy
of the perturbative analysis.

Note that the uniformity in random directization is not
a necessary condition for the conservation of the relative
spectral structure. Thus, the x? goodness-of-fit test of
the in-degree distribution itself is not a criterion for the
validity of our perturbative analysis. Nonetheless, this
test partly explains why our analysis is plausible when
the null hypothesis is not rejected.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

In this study, we investigated the contribution of di-
rectedness in graph spectra. We introduced random di-
rectization as the inverse operation of ignoring the edge
directions. We revealed that, in the perturbative regime,
uniformly random directization does not destroy the rel-
ative spectral structure along the real axis of the undi-
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rected graphs. Additionally, we observed that the rela-
tive spectral structure along the real axis was also con-
served for real-world datasets. Although the effects of di-
rectization and undirectization on the graph spectra are
generally not symmetric, we showed that the results of
random directization can be used to explain the behavior
of the undirectization.

Several comments are in order. In Sec.[[I} we analyzed

up to the first-order term in the perturbative expansion.
However, it is not obvious whether the contributions from
higher-order terms are negligible. In our formulation of
perturbative random directization in Eq. , q is not
a perturbative expansion parameter, but simply defines
the fraction of non-zero elements. Instead, we carry out
the perturbative expansion with respect to the matrix V,
which does not consist of infinitesimally small elements.
Here, let us consider the contribution from higher-order
terms, especially the second-order term. The second-
order terms in the perturbative expansion of the ith
eigenvalue \; along the real axis [34] [35] is given by

AN =3

J#i

v Vo] Vo,
— (29)
Uy

We numerically calculate the average of this second-order
contribution 5)\5»2) over randomly directized graphs and
show the result in Fig. [9] as solid lines. We also show the
real part of the deviation from the first-order approxima-

tion d\; — [5)\51)}‘/ A0

that the second-order contribution is smaller when ¢ is
sufficiently small, and the first-order approximation is
indeed valid in that region. In addition, the average of
the second-order term is not proportional to the original
eigenvalues while that of the first-order term is. There-
fore, the spectral structure can be much more compli-

in Fig. |9| as points. We observe
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cated when higher-order contributions are dominant. In
Appendix [B] we analytically calculated the second-order
perturbation expansion up to the first order in q. As an
exceptional case, we can analytically obtain the random
average of the variation for random graphs when ¢ = 1
using the cavity method. We show the result for the
stochastic block model in Appendix [C]

Second, we can easily show that the conservation prop-
erty of the relative spectral structure cannot be general-
ized to arbitrary directizations. For example, let us con-
sider non-uniform directization on a graph with a mod-
ule structure with two blocks. When a specific edge e;;
is altered to be directed as e;_,;, the variation of each
eigenvalue is expressed as

6)\@ = 7'UZV’Ug = —UpiVyj- (30)

The largest eigenvalue \; varies negatively, regardless of
the choice of the edges e;; because v1; and v1; always have
the same sign thanks to the Perron-Frobenius theorem.
On the other hand, the variation of the second-largest
eigenvalue \g, which is related to the module structure,
depends on which edge is altered. When the edge e;;
functions as a bridge between the two blocks, d\s is ex-
pected to be positive because the eigenvector elements vo;
and vg; typically have different signs. In contrast, when
both ends of the edge e;; are located inside a common
block, d 2 is expected to be negative because vo; and vy
typically have the same sign. Thus, the relative spectral
structure is not conserved when the random directization
is not uniformly random.

In this study, we evaluate the spectral variation only
along the real axis. In the perturbative regime, all eigen-

gaps along the real axis remain finite; thus, complex con-
jugate pairs never appear. As we further asymmetrize
the adjacency matrix, some of the neighboring eigenval-
ues may collide at an exceptional point [35] and turn
into a pair of complex conjugate eigenvalues. At the ex-
ceptional point, the corresponding eigenvectors become
parallel to each other, and hence the matrix becomes un-
diagonalizable. The perturbation theory would no longer
be valid because the matrices are assumed to be diago-
nalizable.

Random directization presented in this paper is ap-
plicable to resampling of graphs. Many complex sys-
tems have only one network data at one time, which
makes it difficult to statistically analyze its properties,
including the spectrum. To address this problem, there
have been several resampling methods to duplicate sim-
ilar undirected graphs from the original graph [38] [39].
The present study implies that we can utilize random di-
rectization for the purpose of resampling directed graphs
with the same configuration of edges, whose relative spec-
tral structure is typically close to the original undirected
graphs.
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Appendix A: List of symbols

Here, we show the list of notations used in the main article in Fig.

Directization Undirectization
Before directization After directization Before undirectization  After undirectization
(undirected) (directed) (directed) (undirected)
Graph G(V, E) G(V, E) Graph GD(V7 ED) GU(Va EU)
the number of edge M = |E| M = ‘E| the number of edge ]\/fD = ‘ED | AIU = ‘EU ‘
Adjacency matrix A° A — AO B ve Adjacency matrix AP AU
Eigenvalue, Eigenvector )\o7 Vo ;\, v Eigenvalue )\D )\U
Probability of directization q Fraction of directed edges Q =2-M D / M B

FIG. 10. List of symbols used in this paper.

Appendix B: Contribution of the second-order terms in the perturbation theory

Here, we conduct an analytical calculation for the random average of the second-order terms of the eigenvalues
and eigenvector elements up to the first order of g. Note that, from the numerical calculation in Fig. [0} the random
average of the second-order terms is not linear to ¢, and thus this form of first-order evaluation is only valid when ¢
is sufficiently small.

The second-order terms in the perturbation theory of the ith eigenvalue A\; and the corresponding eigenvector v;
along the real axis [34, [35] are, respectively, given by

T T
@ v; Voju; Vo,
D D Vi v Y (B1)
J#i
2
sl = EZ -TV’Ui v; + Z Z ’UjTV'Uk'UkTV’Ui - ’UjTV’Uz"UiTV’Ui vj- (B2)
Z P A \ ki (Xi = A5) (X = ) (A = Ay)° ’

Similarly to the case of the first-order approximation, we respectively obtain the average of the second-order term up
to the first order of ¢ for the ith eigenvalue and the fth element of the ith eigenvector v;; under uniformly random
directization in the forms

6/\(2):| q Uzmvlnv]mvjn B3

2], L= 5 2 A (B3)
2

vy =12 mn | 5 (Ujmvin) vie+ | - UimOknOkmin__y BjmUnlimbin | (B4

{ Yie ]V\AO ;; X — kz;ﬁi()‘i*Aj)(Ai*)\k) ()\i—)\j)2 J ( )

The detailed calculations are shown in Appendix

We find that the second-order variation of an eigenvalue is not typically proportional to the original one as in
Eq. and that of the eigenvector elements do not vanish as in Eq. . Thus, the relative spectral structure is not
conserved under uniformly random directization when the contribution of the second-order term is sufﬁciently large.

Figurenumerically compares the second-order terms, Egs. (B3]) and (B4)), with the first-order terms, Egs. (10]) and
. for the undirectized macaque-cortex network. We observe that the second order term is sufﬁc1ently smaller than
the first-order term for some of the top eigenvalues. On the other hand, in the region in which the eigenvalues gather
densely around zero, the second-order term is comparable to the ﬁrst—order term, and our first-order approximation
is invalidated.
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FIG. 11. The second-order term for the variation of eigenvalues and eigenvector elements of the adjacency matrix for the
undirectized macaque-cortex network under uniformly random directization with ¢ = 0.1. The blue data points for the
numerical results and the dashed line for the first-order approximation are the same as those in Fig.[3| (a) Variation of the real
part of the eigenvalues obtained from Eq. (black crosses). (b) Variation of the real part of the first element of the top 20
eigenvectors v;; obtained from Eq. (black crosses).
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FIG. 12. The variation of the top five eigenvalues along the real axis for an undirected graph generated by SBM with N = 1,000,
¢ = 10 and cout/cin = 0.3. Each point and error bar indicate the average and standard deviation over 100 directized samples,
respectively. The solid lines indicate the theoretical estimates obtained from Eq. . The dotted lines represent the variation

of eigenvalues for ¢ = 1 calculated using Egs. (C1)), (C12) and (C13).

Appendix C: Spectrum out of the perturbative regime

We here investigate the behavior of eigenvalues out of the perturbative regime using synthetic graphs generated
from the stochastic block model (SBM) [33} [40], which is a random graph model with a preassigned module structure.
We particularly consider the SBM with two equally sized blocks, namely the symmetric SBM; we let B; and Bs
denote the vertex sets of the two blocks, with |By| = |Ba| = N/2. For each pair of vertices, an edge is generated
independently and randomly with probability pi, = 2¢i, /N if the vertices belong to the same block. Otherwise, they
are connected with probability pout = 2¢out/IN. The average degree is given by ¢ = ¢iy + Cout-

Figure [12| shows the variation d\ of the top five eigenvalues for graphs generated from the SBM. Similarly to the
real-world networks in Fig. [7] it is confirmed that the perturbation theory is valid when ¢ is sufficiently small, and
the differences between the estimate and numerical results increase as ¢ increases.

We can analytically estimate the variation of isolated eigenvalues when the graph is fully directized, i.e., ¢ = 1, by
using the cavity method [26] [41] for the symmetric SBM. After full directization, the average number of in-neighbors
in the same block and that in the different block are given by ¢1 = ¢y /2 and co = cout/2, respectively, while the
average number of out-neighbors in the same block and that in the different block are also given by ¢; = ¢;,/2 and
€O = Cout/2, respectively. From the cavity method, the spectral band edge of the adjacency matrix spectrum in the
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N — oo limit is given by [42H44)
Aetge — V. (cn)

Additionally, the cavity method yields the recursive equations, namely the cavity equations, for the eigenvector
elements of the adjacency matrix. For a fully directed graph in the N — oo limit, the right-eigenvector elements {r;}
and the left-eigenvector elements {I;} corresponding to the eigenvalue A of the adjacency matrix are respectively given
by the solution of the following cavity equation:

Tj:% Z Tks ljzi Z U, (C2)

t in
keogv keaj

where 8;"“ and 8}“ represent the set of out-neighbors and that of in-neighbors, respectively [42] 43].

We use these equations to estimate the isolated eigenvalues for the symmetric SBM. Considering the average over
the symmetric SBM ensemble, we obtain the relations between the first and second moments of the eigenvector
elements in each block as

(5.} = 3 (exlrn,) + colrn,)). (3)
(r,) = 5 (colra,) +enlr,)) ()
() = 33 (exlrh,) + colrb,) + @ r,)? + ch{ra)? + 2e0e(r, ) r,)) (5)
() = 53 (colrh,) + erlri,) + Brs, ) + cHirn,)? + 2coanlrn,)irs.)) (©6)
(in,) = 5 (ealls,) + o)), ()
(1) = 5 (coll,) + (i), ()
(13,) = 53 (exlih,) + colth) + i) + Als,)? + 2coer{ls, ) (i5,), (9)
(13,) = 53 (colih,) + exlih,) + i) + il + 2e0el) 1)) (c10)

where the moments are taken over the SBM graph ensemble, (rf; ) and (I ) denote the kth moments of the former

|B1] eigenvector elements, and (rf; ) and (I} ) denote the kth moments of the latter |Bs| eigenvector elements. For
isolated eigenvalues, the first moments (r1), (r2), {l1) and (ls) are non-zero, which is satisfied when

cc— A ¢o _
det ( o o — /\> =0. (C11)
By solving this, we find the following two isolated eigenvalues for the symmetric SBM with two blocks:
A =c+co= g, (Cl?)
Ao =1 — co = M’ (C13)

which are real.

The estimated variations for the spectral band edge and the two isolated eigenvalues obtained using Egs. (C1J),
(IC12)), and (C13) are shown in Fig. as the dashed lines. Estimations from the cavity method and the numerical
results coincide well.

Appendix D: Derivation of Egs. (B3 and (B4)

1. Eigenvalues
From Eq. 1’ we define the generating function for the second-order term of the ith eigenvalue 6A§2) by

IB v;erj'u;rV'v,i
z; = [ ] : (D1)
Vv |A°



which we transform as

i Buw
Zi(jz) = /du/dw6 (u—v] Vv;) s (w- 'U]TV’UZ-) eAi—,\j:|
- V|A0
L 2w vias
- de dt] z (suttw) - —i(8VimVjn+tVimvVin) Vinn
= /du/dw/ o / )\ )\ H e
- m,n V‘AO

ds [ dt SLuw
— d d Yo l(5u+tw) X,
/ “/ “’/ 27r/ 27"

H 1—qg+ %e—Z(Svimvm-i-tvjmvm) + ge_i(svinvjnl+tan'Uim)) )

(A’(V)Yanl)

Assuming that ¢ is small, we find

ds dt . _Buw
7@ ~ / / Hsuttw) o Xi=%;
i /du/dw 5 | 9.¢ e

(1 —q Z A?nn (1 _ %e—i(sﬂimi)]n,“l'tvjm?)in) _ ;e—i(svmvjm-&-tvjnvim)))

m<n

Buw .
d d z(su—i—tw) Py v 1— g AO (1 _ —z(svimvjn—i-tvjmvm))
/ o [ 57 [ et (155 A (1
q BUimVinVimVin
= Z Amn 1—e N :

Thus, we obtain the average of the second-order term in the perturbation theory as

[02?] o= Z 50 Z® s

J#i
_ C] 'Uzmvznvjmvjn
- Amn =3, = N,
j;ﬁz m,n

which we used in Eq. (B3).

2. Eigenvectors
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(D6)

From Eq. (B2]), we define the three generating functions for the second-order term of the ith eigenvector v; as

‘UTV'U‘ 2 v.! Vo.v, Vo ‘UTV‘U"UTV’U'
___* % god— i T
(2) _ 6( Ni—Xj > (2) N2 ) (M- (2 _ Ni—2;)2
xij = |e J s y”k e ( )i =2g) , Zij = |e ( i) 3

V|A© V|A°

V] A0

Then, the random average of the second-order term is given by

2) _ 1 9 . @ ) e
{5”%‘ }VMO = Z (aﬁlnx 5= 0) vz‘+Z Z <8ﬂ1nyijk|5—0> - (aﬁln% l3=0 ) | v;-

(D7)



We find the first generating function in the form

L)

_ »
z? = /du(5 (u— 'ujTVvi) e(*i‘*J)Q]

Bu?
é zs U=, V'vl) (hi—xj)2
2
V| A0

m,n

m<n

(A9

mn )

For small ¢, we have

ds 'Lsu — —15VjmVin Vinn
B /du/ 27r o A) He ]
L V|A©

ds Bu? 7 q . q .
d zsu (Ni=X; ) (1 _ 1, —1SVjmVin 1, —1—1iSVinVim
/ u/ 27r e H q-—+ 26 + 26

).

1 .
/du/ Hue(x —)\ ) (1 —q Z A ( Ze 18U imvin _ 26—2—1511,'7;1)71771))

m<n

ds . Bu?
= /du/iezsu (Ni=2j )2 (1 _ q ZA —1svjmvm)>

m,n

B2 v3n
_ q 0 v
_1—2;/1%(1 e (i *>>.

The second generating function gives

(2)

_ /du/d /dS zs u—v; Vvk)eit(w—v,IV'ui)e
2

/du/d /ds/ ilsuttn) Bx, 1w

Buw

v = / du / dws (u — v] ka) 5 (w— o] Vo) 6(*7?%')(*7?*’&')}

Buw

(a=2) (=)
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m<n
(AQ

mn=— )

Again for small ¢, we have

ds e
~ d z (suttw) ()\ X )()\ —k)
e o

<1—qZA2m (1—e—

m<n

ds S -1 ——— q
_ Yo i(suttw) 2 (A _4q 0
= /du/ 27Te e (hi=2)(xi—Ak) <]_ 5 E Amn

m,n
Bvavknvkm"m
2 (A=A
ZAW<16 plev w)_

:|V|A0
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2

ds dt . __ Buw )
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(1 _ e_i(Sanzvk7L+tUk7nUin)))
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(D9)
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(D11)
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Finally, the third generating function takes the form

By

zg) — /dx/dycS z—v, V)6 (y— v Vo) eW]
V]AO

_/dx/dy/Cl]?/dQ1pvav7)zq(yvVm)m]
21 Va0
= /dx/dy/@/ eilpetay) (Mﬂjfj)Z Hefi(lﬂvjmvmeqvimvm)an
27 27r
m,n v]A0
:/dx/dy/@/ ¢ s, T
27 7r
1— g+ = 2 —1(p1)]mv”,+qulmv”,) + g —1(p1)],,vm+qvmq;w))’ <D13)
m<n
(A =1)

which is followed for small ¢ by

/ du / 05 it 5

1, 1 .
1— § A° 1 — Ze~ M PUimvintquimvin) _ — o= i(PUjnVintquinvin)
( q mn ( 26 26

m<n

B
/du/ i(pz+qy) (Arxyj)2 (1 _4a ZA <1 — e pvJ7nvm+qvmvm))>
BUjimVinVimVin
=1- gZAgm (1 —e OGin)? ) , (D14)

m,n

Thus, we arrive at the average of the second-order term in the perturbation theory as

2
Sv z( _ o= (Ujmv’m ) vie + | — VjmVknVkmVin + VjmVinVimVin vie | (D15)
|: £ :|V|AO ;mzn A — A kZ#(AlfA])(A77)\k) (>\i_)\j)2 J

which we used in Eq. (B4).
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