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Abstract

Many phenomena in real world social networks are interpreted as spread of
influence between activated and non-activated network elements. These phe-
nomena are formulated by combinatorial graphs, where vertices represent the
elements and edges represent social ties between elements. A main problem is
to study important subsets of elements (target sets or dynamic monopolies)
such that their activation spreads to the entire network. In edge-weighted
networks the influence between two adjacent vertices depends on the weight
of their edge. In models with incentives, the main problem is to minimize
total amount of incentives (called optimal target vectors) which can be of-
fered to vertices such that some vertices are activated and their activation
spreads to the whole network. Algorithmic study of target sets and vectors is
a hot research field. We prove an inapproximability result for optimal target
sets in edge weighted networks even for complete graphs. Some other hard-
ness and polynomial time results are presented for optimal target vectors and
degenerate threshold assignments in edge-weighted networks.

Keywords: Social graph; target set selection; optimal target vector; dynamic
monopoly; spread of influence; edge-weighted graphs
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1 Introduction and related models

Spread of influence is a process in which individuals in a virtual or real world com-
munity change their opinions or any kind of influence through communication and
interaction with each other. Various phenomena are spreading in real and virtual so-
cial networks, in which the members of the network who are connected are affected.
Adaptation of new economical products by word-of-mouth communication is one
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example. Also in elections people usually decide to vote or not to vote based on
the influence of other people in their neighborhood. Viral marketing is another phe-
nomenon, which refers to the dissemination of information in products, behaviors,
and its acceptance by people in the community. Therefore, the ability to control
the spread of these phenomena is economically and politically desirable, which has
created many optimization problems. Let G = (V,E) be a graph representing a
social network in which vertices represent the network members and edges indicate
the social tie or relationship between the members of the network. We denote the
set of neighbors and the vertex degree of every vertex v by N(v) and dG(v) = |N(v)|,
respectively. Throughout the paper, by a threshold assignment for an underlying
network G, we mean any function τ : V −→ N which assigns thresholds to the
vertices such that 1 ≤ τ(v) ≤ dG(v), for all v ∈ V . The value τ(v) indicates the
hardness of susceptibility or influenceability of vertex v in front of an influence.

The activation process corresponding to (G, τ) is defined as follows. Firstly, a subset
A0 of vertices in G is activated. Denote by At the set of active vertices in each round
t. Then a vertex x ∈ V (G) \ At becomes active in round t + 1 if and only if vertex
x has at least τ(x) neighbors in At. Note that once a vertex is activated it remains
active until the end of process. Such a subset A0 is called target set of dynamic
monopoly in (G, τ) if it activates the entire graph. The smallest cardinality of
dynamic monopolies in (G, τ) is denoted by dyn(G, τ). The target set selection
problem (TSS) is a decision problem which for any instance (G, τ) and integer k,
asks wether dyn(G, τ) ≤ k. Target set selection and dynamic monopolies have
been investigated by various authors [1, 3, 4, 11, 14, 17, 21]. Many algorithmic and
hardness results for TSS were obtained in [4, 5, 7, 13]. By TSS(d = 3, t ∈ {1, 2}) they
mean the TSS problem restricted to regular graphs of degree 3, where all thresholds
are 1 or 2. The following is Theorem 1.8 in [13].

Theorem 1.([13]) The TSS(d = 3, t ∈ {1, 2}) problem cannot be approximated

within the ratio of O(2log
1−ǫ n) for any fixed constant ǫ > 0, unless P = NP.

1.1 Target set selection in edge-weighted networks

Two different weighted versions of TSS were investigated in the literature. The
models with weighted vertices and with weighted edges were studied in [20] and [6],
respectively. If an edge e = uv has weight w(e) it means that the amount of influence
between u and v is w(e). The networks with weighted edges are more realistic than
non-weighted networks. In case that the underlying network is edge-weighted, by ω
we always mean a weight function which assigns a non-negative rational number to
each edge ofG. No need to assume irrational weights since they can be approximated
by rational numbers. But sometime we insist that the weights are positive rational
numbers. The spread of influence in this case naturally depends on the weight of
the edges. The formal definition, presented in [23] is given in the following.
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Definition 1. Let a triple (G, ω, τ) be given, where G is a simple graph and τ
and ω are threshold and weight functions for the vertices of G, respectively. The
activation process corresponding to (G, ω, τ) is defined as follows. Initially a subset
A0 of vertices in G is activated. At is the set of vertices activated in round t. Then
a vertex x ∈ V (G) \ At becomes active in round t + 1 if and only if the following
inequality holds, where Et(x) consists of all edges say e such that e = xy for some
vertex y ∈ At.

∑

e∈Et(x)

ω(e) ≥ τ(x).

Such a set A0 is called dynamic monopoly in (G, ω, τ) if by activating the vertices
in A0, the entire graph get activated. Denote the smallest cardinality of dynamic
monopolies by dyn(G, ω, τ) and call it an optimal target set of G.

The target set selection problem for edge-weighted graphs is defined as follows.

Name: Target Set Selection in (edge)-Weighted graphs (TSSW).
Instance: A triple (G, τ, ω).
Goal: Find dyn(G, ω, τ).

1.2 Target vectors and spread of influence with incentives

To define the model with incentives, we start with a simple and practical example.
Consider a company that wants to sell its products. The company may decide to
use a discount on its products instead of offering a few products for free (as an
award) in order to encourage people to buy these products. In fact, if members of
the community are considered as vertices of the network, in this method, instead of
focusing on A0 ⊆ V (G) as the target set, we target all vertices of the network so
that the entire network is encouraged (or activated). In other words, we consider
discounts as incentives on each vertex, and the goal is to activate the entire net-
work by minimizing the sum of incentives assigned to the vertices. These ideas are
introduced in [10]. Then Cordasco et al. [9] formalized the related model as follows.

Let G = (V,E), where V = {v1, v2, . . . , vn} represent an underlying network and τ
be an assignment of thresholds to the vertices of G. An assignment of incentives
to the vertices of V is a vector p = (p(v1), · · · , p(vn)), where p(v) ∈ {0, 1, . . .}
represents the amount of incentive we apply/consume on v ∈ V . It can be assumed
that 0 ≤ p(v) ≤ τ(v) ≤ d(v). The activation process in G = (V,E), starting from
the incentives p is as follows

active[p, 0] = {v | p(v) ≥ τ(v)} .

Then, for all t ≥ 1 define:

active[p, t] = active[p, t− 1] ∪ {u : |N(v) ∩ active[p, t− 1]| ≥ τ(u)− p(v)} .
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A vertex v is activated at round t > 0 if v ∈ active[p, t] \ active[p, t − 1]. An
assignment of incentives p is called a target vector whenever the activation process
activates the entire network vertices with this assignment, that is, active[p, t] = V
for some t ≥ 0. The size of the incentive assignment p : V −→ N ∪ {0} is given by
∑

v∈V
p(v). A target vector of the minimum size is called an optimal target vector

and is denoted by p∗. The target set selection with incentives or optimal target
vector problem is as follows.

Name: Optimal Target Vector (OTV).
Instance: A graph G = (V,E) with a threshold assignment τ : V −→ N.

Goal: Find a target vector p with minimum possible value p(V ) =
∑

v∈V

p(v).

Comprehensive studies have focused on this problem with different titles and ob-
tained many results [8, 9, 12, 15, 19]. Using the result obtained by Chen [4], Cordasco

et al. proved that OTV cannot be approximated within a ratio of O(2log
1−ε n), for

any fixed ε > 0, unless NP ⊆ DTIME
(

npolylog(n)
)

[9]. Feige and Kogan proved that
OTV has polynomial time solution if the threshold of any vertex in the input graph
is 1 or d(v), and or τ(v) ∈ {d(v)− 1, d(v)} [13]. OTV is also solvable in polynomial
time for complete graphs, trees, and cycles [9]. OTV has also been investigated by
Günneç et al. for bipartite graphs and directed graphs and proved to be solvable
for directed acyclic graphs in polynomial time [15, 16].

We know that networks with weighted edges are more realistic in the real world
networks. For example, in the advertisement for adaptation of new products, very
influential persons have more activation effects than the ordinary people. Therefore,
we quantify these influences as weight of the edges between participants in the
community so that the spread of influence depends on the weight of the edges. In
the setting of Günneç et al. [15] (under the name of least-cost influence maximization
problem) influence between any two vertices u and v depends on weight of the edge
e = uv. In the following, using the model of target set selection with incentives
presented in [9] and the TSSW model given by the second author [23], we present
our model for spread of influence with incentives in edge-weighted graphs.

Consider a quadratic (G, ω, τ,p) in which G is a simple graph with a weight function
ω : E(G) → [0,∞) and a threshold assignment τ : V → [0,∞) and an incentive
assignment p : V → [0,∞). The activation process corresponding to (G, ω, τ,p) is
defined as follows. Denote by p(v) the incentive received by every vertex v. Initially
a subset A0 of vertices in G is activated. Precisely, A0 = {v : p(v) ≥ τ(v)}. Define
At as a set of vertices activated in round t. Then a vertex x ∈ V (G) \ At becomes
active in round t+1 if and only if the following inequality holds, where Et(x) consists
of all edges say e such that e = xy for some vertex y ∈ At.
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∑

e∈Et(x)

ω(e) + p(x) ≥ τ(x).

Definition 2. Given (G, ω, τ), by a target vector p we mean an incentive assign-
ment p such that the activation process corresponding to (G, ω, τ,p) activates the
whole graph G.

The weighted version of OTV for networks with weighted edges, denoted by OTVW,
is the following.

Name: Optimal Target Vector in Weighted Graphs (OTVW).
Instance: A triple (G, τ, ω), τ a threshold assignment and ω a weight function.

Goal: Find a target vector p which minimizes p(V ) =
∑

v∈V

p(v).

1.3 Degenerate threshold functions

The degenerate threshold functions was defined by Feige and Kogan [13] as fol-
lows. Let G be a simple undirected graph. A threshold function τ is a degenerate
assignment for vertices of G if in every induced subgraph H of G, there exists
a vertex x ∈ V (H) such that τ(x) ≥ dH(x). This notion is similar to the con-
cept of generalized degeneracy defined in [22]. Given κ : V (G) → N ∪ {0}, a
graph G is called κ-degenerate if the vertices of G can be ordered as v1, v2, . . . , vn
such that dG[v1,...,vi](vi) ≤ κ(vi), for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. It was proved in [22] that
a set D in (G, τ) is a target set if and only if V (G) \ D is κ-degenerate, where
κ(v) = dG(v) − τ(v). The TSS problem when the threshold function is degenerate
is denoted by TSS(degenrate). The first complexity results concerning degenerate
assignments were obtained in [13]. We generalize the idea for edge-weighted graphs.

Definition 3. Given a triple (G, ω, τ), where G is a simple graph, a threshold
function τ for the vertices of G is called degenerate if in every induced subgraph

H of G, there exists a vertex x ∈ V (H) such that τ(x) ≥
∑

e∈E(x,H)
ω(e), where

E(x,H) contains all edges of H, incident to x. The TSSW problem for (G, ω, τ), in
which τ is a degenerate threshold function, is denoted by TSSW(degenerate).

Feige and Kogan obtained an approximation algorithm for TSS(degenerate) [13]. By
OTVW(degenerate) we mean the problem OTVW such that the threshold functions
in its input (G, ω, τ) are restricted to degenerate threshold functions. The following
observation is derived routinely.
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Observation 1. Given (G, ω, τ) on n vertices, where τ is a degenerate threshold
assignment, then there is a degeneracy ordering of its vertices R : u1, u2, · · · , un

such that for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, τ(ui) ≥
∑

e∈E(ui,R)
ω(e), where E(ui, R) consists of

all edges between ui and {u1, u2, · · · , ui−1}.

1.4 A table of problems and their complexity status

The following table summarizes the complexity results concerning the decision prob-
lems discussed in this paper.

Problem Hardness References
TSS inapproximable unless NP = P [4, 11]
OTV NP-complete [9]

OTVW NP-complete for complete graphs [2]
TSSW inapproximable for complete graphs unless NP = P This paper

OTV(degenerate) Polynomial-time [13]
TSS(degenerate) NP-complete [13]

TSSW(degenerate) NP-complete for complete graphs This paper
OTVW(degenerate) Polynomial-time This paper

TSSWD NP-complete for directed tournaments This paper

2 Results for TSSW and TSSW(degenerate)

In the following by TSSW(complete) we mean the problem TSSW restricted to
edge-weighted complete graphs. Theorem 1 asserts that TSS(d = 3, t ∈ {1, 2})

cannot be approximated within the ratio of O(2log
1−ǫ n) for any fixed constant ǫ > 0,

unless P = NP. We use this result to prove a same inapproximibility result for
TSSW(complete). This in particular shows that TSSW(complete) and then TSSW
is NP-hard.

Proposition 1. For any ǫ > 0, TSSW(complete) does not admit polynomial time

approximation algorithm within ratio O(2log
1−ǫ n), unless NP = P.

Proof. We obtain a gap-preserving reduction from TSS(d = 3, t ∈ {1, 2}) to
TSSW(complete). Let (G, τ) be an instance of TSS(d = 3, t ∈ {1, 2}) on n ver-
tices. We obtain a complete graph Kn from G such that V (Kn) = V (G) as follows.
For each vertex v ∈ V (Kn) = V (G) define τ ′(v) = nτ(v). For each edge e ∈ E(Kn)
define ω(e) = n, if e ∈ E(G) and ω(e) = 1, if e 6∈ E(G). We prove that any target
set D for (G, τ) is also a target set in (Kn, τ

′, ω) and vice versa.
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Assume that D0 ⊆ V (G) is a target set for (G, τ) and let |D0| = k. Suppose that
the activation process in G has started with D0. Denote by Di the set of vertices
activated up to round i in this activation process. We show that D0 is a target
set for Kn as well. Let v ∈ V (Kn) \ D0 be an arbitrary vertex. We prove that if
v is activated in G in a round say i, then v as a vertex in Kn becomes active in
round i. Note that v receives n|E(v,Di−1)| + |Di−1| − |E(v,Di−1)| influence from
its neighbors in Kn at round i, where E(v,Di−1) consists of all edges e = (v, u) in
G such that u ∈ Di−1. Hence, it is enough to prove the following inequality.

n|E(v,Di−1)|+ |Di−1| − |E(v,Di−1)| ≥ τ ′(v) = nτ(v). (1)

Vertex v is activated in G at round i. Hence, |E(v,Di−1)| ≥ τ(v) and

n|E(v,Di−1)| ≥ nτ(v) = τ ′(v).

Since |Di−1| − |E(v,Di−1)| ≥ 0, therefore inequality (1) holds.

To prove the converse, let W0 ⊆ V (Kn) be a target set for (Kn, τ
′, ω). Set |W0| = k.

Suppose the activation process inKn is started withW0. The set of vertices activated
up to round i is denoted by Wi, and t is the total number of activation rounds in
this graph. We claim that W0 is a target set for G. Let the activation process in G
be started with W0. We set D0 = W0 and denote the set of vertices activated up to
round i in G by Di. By induction on 0 < j ≤ t, we show that Dj = Wj. In other
words, we show that if the arbitrary vertex v of Kn is activated in a round j, then
it is activated in G in the same round. Suppose that Di = Wi for each i < j ≤ t.
Then Dj−1 = Wj−1. Let v ∈ Wj be an arbitrary vertex. We show that v ∈ Dj. Note
that |Dj−1| ≤ n − 1. Since v is activated in Kn at round j we have the following
inequality, where E(v,Dj−1) consists of all edges e = (v, u) in G such that u ∈ Dj−1.

nτ(v) = τ ′(v) ≤ n|E(v,Dj−1)|+ |Dj−1| − |E(v,Dj−1)|. (2)

Inequality 2 together with the clear inequality |Dj−1| − |E(v,Dj−1)| ≤ n− 2 imply

nτ(v) ≤ n|E(v,Dj−1)|+ (n− 2)

τ(v)− |E(v,Dj−1)| ≤
n− 2

n
< 1

τ(v)− |E(v,Dj−1)| ≤ 0

τ(v) ≤ |E(v,Dj−1)|.

Hence, v is activated in round j in G. Similarly, by induction on j, we show that
Dj ⊆ Wj . Let v be an arbitrary vertex in Dj . Hence, |E(v,Dj−1)| ≥ τ(v) and
n|E(v,Dj−1)| ≥ nτ(v). Also, since |Dj−1| − |E(v,Dj−1)| ≥ 0, therefore

n|E(v,Dj−1)|+ |Dj−1| − |E(v,Dj−1)| ≥ nτ(v) = τ ′(v).

7



In other words, v in (Kn, ω) is activated in round j. Namely, v ∈ Wj . �

Let a triple (G, ω, τ) be given. Recall from Subsection 3.1 that a threshold function
τ is called degenerate if in every induced subgraph H of G, there exists a vertex

x ∈ V (H) such that τ(x) ≥
∑

e∈E(x,H)
ω(e), where E(x,H) contains all edges of H ,

incident to x. Recall also that TSSW(degenerate) is a subproblem of TSSW, where
the threshold functions are degenerate.

Feige and Kogan obtained an approximation algorithm for TSS(degenerate) [13].
We obtain an approximation algorithm for TSSW(degenerate) by generalizing their
method. Then we show that the problem is NP-complete even for complete graphs.
Given (G, ω, τ), in the following we mean τmax = max{τ(v) : v ∈ V (G)}, OPT (G)

is the size of an optimal target set in G and c = minu∈R{τ(u) −
∑

e∈E(u,R)
ω(e) :

τ(u)−
∑

e∈E(u,R)
ω(e) 6= 0}, where R is a degeneracy ordering of V (G) corresponding

to τ obtained in Observation 1. Obviously τmax/c ≥ 1.

Algorithm I
Input: A triple (G, ω, τ) in which G is a simple graph on n vertices, ω is the weight
function on E, and τ is a degenerate threshold assignment for V .
Output: A target set S of size at most (τmax/c) OPT (G).

1. S = ∅

2. Let R : u1, u2, · · · , un be a degeneracy ordering of the vertices of G

3. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, if τ(ui) >
∑

e∈E(ui,R)
ω(e) then S ← S ∪ {ui}

4. Return S

Theorem 2. Given a triple (G, ω, τ) on n vertices, where τ is a degenerate threshold
assignment. Then Algorithm I has running time O(n) and returns a target set of
size at most (τmax/c) OPT (G).

Proof. Let S be an output of Algorithm I. Set S is a target set for G, because
for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, if vertex ui is not selected by the algorithm, then according to

the property of degeneracy ordering, we have τ(ui) =
∑

e∈E(ui,R)
ω(e). Therefore,

the elements of S activates all vertices not selected by the algorithm, exactly based
on the order in which they are in the degeneracy ordering. Let |S| = s we show
that s ≤ (τmax × OPT (G))/c. Since R is degeneracy order by condition 3 of the

algorithm and by Observation 1, for each vertex u, τ(u) ≥
∑

e∈E(u,R)
ω(e), then

n
∑

i=1

τ(ui) ≥
∑

u∈S





∑

e∈E(u,R)

ω(e) + (τ(u)−
∑

e∈E(u,R)

ω(e))



+
∑

u∈V (G)\S





∑

e∈E(u,R)

ω(e)




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Recall that

c = minu∈R{(τ(u)−
∑

e∈E(u,R)
ω(e)) : τ(u)−

∑

e∈E(u,R)
ω(e) 6= 0}

= minu∈S{τ(u)−
∑

e∈E(u,R)
ω(e)},

hence we have

n
∑

i=1

τ(ui) ≥
∑

u∈S





∑

e∈E(u,R)

ω(e) + c



+
∑

u∈V (G)\S





∑

e∈E(u,R)

ω(e)





≥ sc+
∑

u∈S





∑

e∈E(u,R)

ω(e)



+
∑

u∈V (G)\S





∑

e∈E(u,R)

ω(e)





= sc+
∑

u∈V (G)





∑

e∈E(u,R)

ω(e)



 = sc+
∑

e∈E(G)

ω(e).

Therefore
n

∑

i=1

τ(ui) ≥ sc+
∑

e∈E(G)

ω(e). (3)

If S⋆ is an optimal target set of cardinality OPT (G), then we have
∑

u∈V (G)\S⋆
τ(u) ≤

|E(G)| [1]. Therefore
∑

u∈V (G)\S⋆

τ(u) ≤
∑

e∈E(G)

ω(e). (4)

By inequality (3) we have

∑

u∈S⋆

τ(u) +
∑

u∈V (G)\S⋆

τ(u) ≥ sc+
∑

e∈E(G)

ω(e). (5)

By inequalities (4) and (5), we conclude sc ≤
∑

u∈S⋆

τ(u) and s ≤
τmax

c
OPT (G). �

In the following we use a result from [23]. By a vertex cover in a graph G, we
mean any subset B ⊆ V (G) such that each edge e has at least one endpoint in B.
Denote by β(G) the minimum |B|, where B is a vertex cover in G. Given any triple
(G, ω, τ), it was proved in Proposition 2.4 [23] that (G, ω, τ) has a dynamic monopoly
(target set) of cardinality at most β(G). Note that for any connected graph G,
β(G) ≤ |V (G)| − 1. It was proved in Corollary 3.7 of [13] that TSS(degenerate) is
NP-complete. In the following by TSSW(degenerate,complete) we mean the problem
TSSW restricted to degenerate threshold assignments, where the underlying graph
is complete. We show in the following that TSSW(degenerate,complete) is NP-
complete. We need some information from the proof of Proposition 1. In the
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proof, corresponding to each instance (G, τ) of TSS on n vertices, we obtained a
complete graph Kn from G such that V (Kn) = V (G), a threshold assignment τ ′

such that τ ′(v) = nτ(v), v ∈ V (Kn) and a weight assignment ω such that ω(e) = n
for e ∈ E(G) and ω(e) = 1 for e 6∈ E(G). Denote the triple (Kn, τ

′, ω) by Hn.
Proposition 1 proves that every target set D for (G, τ) is a target set for Hn and
vice versa.

Proposition 2. TSSW(degenerate,complete) is NP-complete.

Proof. Clearly TSSW(degenerate,complete) belongs to NP. We obtain a polyno-
mial time reduction from TSS(degenerate) to TSSW(degenerate, complete). Let
(G, τ) be an instance of TSS(degenerate) on vertex set {v1, . . . , vn}. We make
an instance (Kn+1, ω, τ

′′) of TSSW(degenerate, complete) as follows. Add a new
vertex vn+1 to G and connect it to every vertex in V (G). We have V (Kk+1) =
V (G)∪{vn+1}. Define τ ′′ as follows. For each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, set τ ′′(vi) = nτ(vi)+n
also τ ′′(vn+1) = n2. We define weight assignment for the edges of Kn+1 as follows.
Define ω(vivn+1) = n, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then for any other edge e ∈ E(Kn+1),
if e ∈ E(G) then set ω(e) = n, otherwise ω(e) = 1.

We prove that τ ′′ is degenerate. Since τ is degenerate in G then by definition there
exists an ordering of V (G) such as R : v1, v2, . . . , vn such that τ(vi) ≥ dR(vi), where
dR(vi) denotes the number of neighbors of vi in G[v1, . . . , vi]. It is easily seen that τ ′′

with ordering of vertices R′ : v1, . . . , vn, vn+1 is degenerate. We only have to check
the last vertex vn+1.

We show in the following that (G, τ, k) is Yes-instance for TSS(degenerate) if and
only if (Kn+1, ω, τ

′′, k + 1) is Yes-instance for TSSW(degenerate, complete). First,
let D be a target set for (G, τ, k). We prove that D ∪ {vk+1} is a target set in
(Kn+1, ω, τ

′′). In Kn+1 after activating vk+1 the threshold of each vertex vi, 1 ≤
i ≤ n, is reduced by ω(vivk+1) = n. Hence, for each vi, the new threshold of vi
is τ ′(vi) = τ ′′(vi) − n = nτ(vi). We have also ω(e) = n for e ∈ E(G), otherwise
ω(e) = 1. We observe that (Kn, τ

′, ω) is identical to Hn defined before the proof.
From the proof of Proposition 1, we know that D is a target set in Hn since it is
target set in (G, τ). This proves that D ∪ {vk+1} is a target set in (Kn+1, ω, τ

′′) of
size k + 1.

Assume now that S is a target set of size k+1 in (Kn+1, ω, τ
′′), where k ≥ 0. There

are two possibilities.

Case 1. vn+1 6∈ S.

In this case, since τ(vn+1) =
∑n

i=1
ω(vivn+1), then vi ∈ S for each i with 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Hence, k+1 ≥ n or k ≥ n− 1 ≥ β(G). It follows that G has a target set of at most
β(G) ≤ k vertices, as desired.

Case 2. vn+1 ∈ S.

10



In this case we prove that S ′ = S \ vn+1 is a target set in G. Clearly, S ′ ⊆ V (G) is
a target set for Hn = (Kn, τ

′, ω). It follows from the comment before the proof that
G admits a target set of size |S ′| = k. This completes the proof. �

3 Results for OTVW and OTVW(degenerate)

We first present a result for OTVW(degenerate). Feige and Kogan proved that
OTV(degenerate) has a polynomial time solution [13]. We use the following result
proved in Proposition 2 in [2].

Proposition 3.([2]) Let (G, ω, τ) be a weighted graph and p∗ be an optimal target
vector in G. Then

∑

v∈V (G)

p∗(v) ≥
∑

v∈V (G)

τ(v)−
∑

e∈E(G)

ω(e).

By generalizing method of [13], we show that OTVW(degenerate) is solved in poly-
nomial time.

Proposition 4. OTVW(degenrate) can be solved in polynomial time.

Proof. Let G = (V,E), ω, τ) be given, where τ is degenerate. By Proposition 3

∑

v∈V (G)

p∗(v) ≥
∑

v∈V (G)

τ(v)−
∑

e∈E(G)

ω(e). (6)

Since τ is degenerate, we deduce from Observation 1 that there exists an ordering of

vertices in G such as R : u1, u2, · · · , un such that τ(ui) ≥
∑

e∈E(ui,R)
ω(e), for each

1 ≤ i ≤ n. Now, starting from u1 scan the vertices in R and for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

if τ(ui) >
∑

e∈E(ui,R)
ω(e) then by placing p(ui) = τ(ui) −

∑

e∈E(ui,R)
ω(e), vertex

ui is activated. Otherwise, ui is activated by its previous neighbors in R. Thus,
with this incentive assignment to vertices of G, the entire graph is activated. A tar-

get vector of cost
∑n

i=1
p(ui) =

∑n

i=1
τ(ui)−

∑n

i=1

[

∑

e∈E(ui,R)
ω(e)

]

is obtained.

Since
∑n

i=1

[

∑

e∈E(ui,R)
ω(e)

]

=
∑

e∈E(G)
ω(e), the cost of the target vector is

∑n

i=1
τ(ui) −

∑

e∈E(G)
ω(e). From inequality 6, we conclude that the obtained so-

lution is optimal. �

In any (G, ω) denote µ(G, ω) = min{ω(e) : e ∈ E(G)}.
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Lemma 1. Let (G, ω, τ) be given, where G is connected on n vertices. Assume that

for each u ∈ V (G), τ(u) ≥
∑

e∈E(u,G)
ω(e) − µ, where µ = µ(G, ω). Assume that

there exists x ∈ V (G) such that τ(x) ≥
∑

e∈E(x,G)
ω(e). Then τ is degenerate.

Proof. We use an induction on n. The assertion holds trivially for n ≤ 2. Let G
be a weighted connected graph on n vertices, such that there is a vertex x ∈ V (G)

satisfying τ(x) ≥
∑

e∈E(x,G)
ω(e). Let H be a connected components in G \ x and

z ∈ V (H) a neighbor of x in H . We have

τ(z) ≥
∑

e∈E(z,G)
ω(e)− µ ≥

∑

e∈E(z,G)
ω(e)− ω(xz) =

∑

e∈E(z,H)
ω(e). (7)

Therefore, H satisfies the induction hypothesis and then τ is degenerate for H . τ is
degenerate for any component of G \ x and hence for G itself. �

Now, by Lemma 1 and Proposition 4, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3. OTVW

(

τ(u) ∈

{

∑

e∈E(u,G)
ω(e)− µ(G, ω),

∑

e∈E(u,G)
ω(e)

})

can

be solved in polynomial time.

Proof. Let (G, ω, τ) be an input of the problem, where G is connected graph. Write

µ = µ(G, ω). If there exists a vertex x ∈ V (G) such that τ(x) ≥
∑

e∈E(x,G)
ω(e),

then by Lemma 1, τ is degenerate assignment and the proof is complete by Propo-

sition 4. Otherwise, we have τ(u) =
∑

e∈E(u,G)
ω(e)− µ, for each u ∈ V (G). Let p∗

be an optimal target vector for G and let w be a last vertex in the activation process

corresponding to p∗. Vertex w is activated by
∑

e∈E(u,G)
ω(e)−µ influence from its

neighbors hence there exists an edge say e0 incident to w which is not used in the acti-
vation process. It follows that sizes of OTV for G and H = G\e (with same weights

and thresholds) are equal. Also we have
∑

e∈E(u,G)
ω(e) − ω(e0) ≥ τ(w). Then

ω(e0) = µ. Let e0 = uw. Let Hw (resp. Hw) be the connected component of H con-

taining w (resp. u). Note that possibly Hu = Hw. We have τ(w) ≥
∑

e∈E(w,Hw)
ω(e)

and τ(u) ≥
∑

e∈E(u,Hu)
ω(e). Then the connected graphs Hu and Hw satisfy the con-

ditions of Lemma 1, hence by this lemma τ is degenerate for Hu and Hw. Now by
Proposition 4, OTVW (Hu) and OTVW (Hw) and hence OTVW (H) are determined
in polynomial time. �

In the following we show that OTVW has polynomial time solution on graphs G,

where for each u ∈ V (G), τ(u) =
∑

e∈E(u,G)
ω(e) or τ(u) = µ(G, ω).
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Theorem 4. OTVW

(

τ(u) ∈

{

∑

e∈E(u,G)
ω(e), µ(G, ω)

})

has polynomial time

solution.

Proof. Assume that τ is such that for each u ∈ V (G), τ(u) = µ or τ(u) =
∑

e∈E(u,G)
ω(e). We partition the vertices of G into two sets V1 and V2 as follows.

V1 contains vertices whose threshold is µ and V2 = V (G) \ V1. Now, from G, we
construct a weighted multigraph M as follows. For each connected component C of
G[V1], we replace V (C) by a single vertex c (representing the component C) with
threshold µ. Let C ′ be a set consisting of all such vertices c. Define V (M) = C ′∪V2.
We put no edge between any two vertices in C ′, i.e. C ′ forms an independent set
in M. For each vertex x ∈ V2 in G and each vertex z in a connected component C
of G[V1], if there is an edge between x and z in G with weight k, we place an edge
of weight k between x and c in multigraph M. Note that if x has f neighbors in C
then the edge xc has multiplicity f in M. We do the above process for each vertex
of V2 and each connected component of G[V1] to complete the construction of M.

Next, we convert M into a simple graph F as follows. Instead of every edge xy of
M, we place a new vertex s with τ(s) = ω(xy) and edges xs and sy with ω(xs) =
ω(sy) = ω(xy). Denote by S the set of vertices added in this step. We have the
partition V (F ) = C ′ ∪ V2 ∪ S. Recall that V2 consists of all vertices u such that

τ(u) =
∑

e∈E(u,F )
ω(e). Observe that for each u ∈ V2, τ(u) =

∑

e∈E(u,F )
ω(e) =

∑

e∈E(u,G)
ω(e). Every vertex s in S has degree two and then

∑

e∈E(s,F )
ω(e) =

2τ(s). Note that C ′ contains any vertex of threshold µ in F .

Now, we organize an ordering R of the vertices in F in such a way that at the
beginning of the order, the vertices of C ′, then the vertices of S, and finally the
vertices of V2 appear. Then R : C ′, S, V2 is the order of vertices in F from left to right.
We show that R is a degeneracy ordering in F . We know that C ′ is an independent

set in F and for each v ∈ C ′, τ(v) = µ and then τ(v) >
∑

e∈E(v,R)
ω(e) = 0. Now

we check the vertices of S. For each s ∈ S, only one edge say e0 is between C ′ and

s. We have τ(s) = ω(e0) =
∑

e∈E(s,R)
ω(e). Finally, for each v ∈ V2 we have τ(v) =

∑

e∈E(v,F )
ω(e) ≥

∑

e∈E(v,R)
ω(e). Therefore, R is a degeneracy order of the vertices

in F . We converted the input instance G of OTVW

(

τ(u) ∈

{

∑

e∈E(u,G)
ω(e), µ

})

into an instance F of OTVW (degenerate). According to Proposition 4, there is an
activation process on order R by which the optimal target vector for graph F is
obtained.

Now, we show that the activation process according to R also results in an optimal
target vector for G. Every vertex in C ′ represents a connected component in G[V1],
where all vertices have threshold µ. Thus, in this activation process, by activating
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only one vertex from each connected component, the whole component is activated.
By the above definition, instead of every edge (x, y) ∈ E(M), where x ∈ C ′ and
y ∈ V2, the vertex s with τ(s) = ω(x, y) is placed, and two edges (x, s) and (s, y)
are created with ω(x, s) = ω(s, y) = ω(x, y). Also, for each s ∈ S we have τ(s) =
∑

e∈E(s,R)
ω(e). Thus, by activating the vertices of C ′, each vertex s ∈ S that is

placed instead of an edge (x, y), is activated without receiving incentives. Also,
vertex s influences y as much as the weight of edge (x, y). In other words, in order
to activate the vertices of V2 in this activation process, we don’t need the vertices of

S. Now, due to the structure of F , for each vertex v ∈ V2, τ(v) =
∑

e∈E(v,F )
ω(e) =

∑

e∈E(v,G)
ω(e). Thus, the activation process on order R assigns the same incentives

to the vertices of V2 for both F and G. We conclude that, the activation process in
which an optimal solution is obtained for F also gives the optimal solution for G. �

4 Concluding remarks

A complete model for spread of influence in networks is to consider bi-directed

graphs with weighted edges. Let (
←→
G , ω) be a weighted bi-directed graph in which

for any two vertices u and v in
←→
G , the influence of u on v (resp. the influence

of v on u) is proportional to ω(uv) (resp. ω(vu)). In real world networks too,
influence of two people on each other are not necessarily identical. For example very
influential persons have much influence on their neighbors than ordinary people. In
these situations we need to use bi-directed edge-weighted graphs. Consider a triple

(
←→
G , ω, τ), where τ assigns a threshold τ(u) ≤ din(u) to each vertex u. The activation

process corresponding to (
←→
G , ω, τ), is defined as follows. Initially a subset A0 of

vertices in
←→
G is activated. At is the set of vertices activated in round t. Then a

vertex x ∈ V (
←→
G ) \At becomes active in round t+1 if and only if

∑

e∈Ein

t
(x)
ω(e) ≥

τ(x), where Ein
t (x) is the set of incoming edges from At to x.

Target sets, target vectors and optimal target sets in (
←→
G , ω, τ) and any directed

graph with weighted edges are defined similarly. It was proved in [2] that optimal
target vectors in bi-directed edge-weighted paths and cycles can be solved polyno-
mially by dynamic programming algorithms. By TSSWD we mean the problem
of determining optimal size of target sets in directed or bi-directed graphs. Note
that every instance (G = Kn, ω, τ) of TSSW(complete) can easily be transformed
to a bi-directed complete graph H . It is enough to replace each edge e = uv
of weight ω(uv) in G by two directed edges (u, v) and (v, u) with new weights
ω′(u, v) = ω′(v, u) = ω(uv) to obtain H . It follows that TSSWD is NP-complete
for bi-directed complete graphs. This problem is non-trivial if we only consider uni-
lateral directed graphs, where between any two vertices u and v, either there is no
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edge from u to v or there is no edge from v to u. It was proved in [18] that to
determine optimal target sets in bilateral directed graphs with constat thresholds 2
is NP-complete. Clearly, a directed counterpart of TSSW(complete) problem is to
consider tournaments. A tournament on n vertices is any edge orientation of simple
complete graph Kn. Define similarly TSSWD(tournament) as directed counterpart
of TSSW(complete). By combining the proof of Proposition 1 and NP-completes of
optimal target sets in bilateral directed graphs in [18] we obtain the following which
we present without proof details.

Proposition 5. TSSWD(tournament) i.e. TSSWD for tournaments is NP-complete,
where the weight of every directed edge is positive.
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