arXiv:2302.04114v1 [cs.NI] 8 Feb 2023

Resistance Distances in Directed Graphs: Definitions, Properties, and Applications

Mingzhe Zhu, Liwang Zhu, Huan Li, Wei Li, Zhongzhi Zhang Member, IEEE

Abstract

Resistance distance has been studied extensively in the past years, with the majority of previous studies devoted to undirected networks, in spite of the fact that various realistic networks are directed. Although several generalizations of resistance distance on directed graphs have been proposed, they either have no physical interpretation or are not a metric. In this paper, we first extend the definition of resistance distance to strongly connected directed graphs based on random walks and show that the two-node resistance distance on directed graphs is a metric. Then, we introduce the Laplacian matrix for directed graphs that subsumes the Laplacian matrix of undirected graphs as a particular case, and use its pseudoinverse to express the two-node resistance distance, and many other relevant quantities derived from resistance distances. Moreover, we define the resistance distance between a vertex and a vertex group on directed graphs and further define a problem of optimally selecting a group of fixed number of nodes, such that their resistance distance is minimized. Since this combinatorial optimization problem is NP-hard, we present a greedy algorithm with a proved approximation ratio, and conduct experiments on model and realistic networks to validate the performance of this approximation algorithm.

Index Terms

Resistance distance, random walks, directed graphs, spectral graph theory, combinatorial optimization problem.

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Nos. 61872093 and U20B2051), Shanghai Municipal Science and Technology Major Project (Nos. 2018SHZDZX01 and 2021SHZDZX03), ZJ Lab, and Shanghai Center for Brain Science and Brain-Inspired Technology. (Corresponding authors: Huan Li; Wei Li; Zhongzhi Zhang.)

Mingzhe Zhu, Liwang Zhu, Huan Li and Zhongzhi Zhang are with the Shanghai Key Laboratory of Intelligent Information Processing, School of Computer Science, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China. Zhongzhi Zhang is also with the Shanghai Engineering Research Institute of Blockchains, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China; and Research Institute of Intelligent Complex Systems, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China. Wei Li is with the Academy for Engineering and Technology, Fudan University, Shanghai, 200433, China. (e-mail:mzzhu21@m.fudan.edu.cn; 19210240147@fudan.edu.cn; huanli@cis.upenn.edu; fd liwei@fudan.edu.cn; zhangzz@fudan.edu.cn).

I. INTRODUCTION Network science is a cornerstone in the study of realistic complex systems ranging from biologic to social systems. One of the most powerful tools for network science is electrical networks, which have led to great success in both algorithmic and practical aspects of complex networks [1]. Given an undirected graph, its underlying electrical network is the network obtained by replacing every edge e with weight w(e) in G with a resistor having conductance 1/w(e). A fundamental quantity of electrical networks is effective resistance, also called resistance distance [2]. For any pair of nodes i and j, its effective resistance is defined as the potential difference between them when a unit current is injected at i and extracted from j. It has been proved that the effective resistance is a distance metric [2], which plays a pivotal role in characterizing network structure [3] and various dynamics taking place on networks [4].

Since its establishment, resistance distance has become an important basis of algorithmic graph theory, based on which researchers have obtained landmark results for fast algorithms solving multiple key problems [5], such as computing maximum flows and minimum cuts [6]–[8], sampling random trees [9], solving traveling salesman problems [10], and sparsifying graphs [11]. In addition to its theoretical significance, resistance distance has proven ubiquitous in numerous practical settings, including graph clustering [11], collaborative recommendation [12], graph embedding [13], graph centrality [14]–[17], link prediction [18], and so on.

Apart from the resistance distance itself, various graph invariants based on resistance distance have been defined and studied, such as the Kirchhoff index [2], [19] and the multiplicative degree- Kirchhoff index [20]. The Kirchhoff index of a graph is the sum of effective resistances over all pairs of nodes, which has found broad applications in diverse fields [21]–[23]. For example, it has been used to measure the overall connectedness of a network [24], the global utility of social recommender networks [25], as well as the robustness of the first-order consensus algorithm in noisy networks [26]–[28]. The multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index of a graph is defined as a weighted sum of effective resistances of all node pairs. It is a multiple of the Kemeny’s constant of the graph [20], which spans a wide range of applications in various practical scenarios [29], [30].

In view of the theoretical and practical importance of effective resistance and its related graph invariants, effective resistance has been studied extensively in the past decades [31]– [34]. Particularly, a large volume of research has been devoted to resistance distance and their properties [3]. Most previous studies are intended for undirected networks, in spite of the fact that many of realistic networks are directed, including the World Wide Web, food webs, and social networks, among others. Although several existing studies touched on effective resistance for directed graphs [35]–[40], they have typically not tackled this question directly, since they have no physical interpretations and are not a distance metric. In this sense, there is a disconnect between the notion of effective resistance and directed graphs.

In this paper, we provide an in-depth study on effective resistances, their properties and applications in directed networks. First, based on the connection governing effective resistance and escape probability of random walks on undirected graphs [1], we provide a natural generalization of effective resistance on undirected graphs to strongly connected directed graphs, which is shown to be a distance metric. We then define the Laplacian matrix for directed graphs and provide an examination on its properties, on the basis of which we provide expressions for two-node effective resistance, Kirchhoff index, and multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index for directed graphs. Moreover, we introduce the notion of effective resistance between a node and a node group, and propose an NP-hard problem of selecting a set of fixed number of nodes, aiming at minimizing the sum of the effective resistance between the node group and all other nodes. We continue to prove that the objective function of the problem is monotone and supermodular, and develop a greedy algorithm to approximately solve this problem in cube time, which has a provable approximation guarantee. Finally, we carry on experiments on several model and realistic networks to evaluate this approximation algorithm.

II. PRELIMINARIES In this section, we briefly introduce some useful notations and tools for the convenience of the description of definitions, properties, and algorithms.

A. Notations

We use R to denote real number field, normal lowercase letters like a, b, c to denote scalars in R, calligraphic uppercase letters like A, B, C to denote sets, bold lowercase letters like a, b, c to denote column vectors, and bold uppercase letters like A, B, C to denote matrices. We write a_i to denote the i^{th} entry of vector a and A_{i,j} to denote the (i, j)^{th} entry of matrix A unless stated otherwise. We also write A_{i,:} to denote the i^{th} row of A and A_{:,j} to denote the j^{th} column of A. For any matrix A ∈ R^{n×n} , we use A^⊤ to denote its transpose satisfying (A^⊤)_{i,j} = A_{j,i}, and we use Tr (A) to denote the trace of the matrix A: Tr (A) = ∑_n i=1 A_{i,i}. For any vector a ∈ R^n , we use Diag(a) to denote an n-by-n diagonal matrix with its i^{th} diagonal entry equalling a_i.

We write sets in matrix subscripts to denote submatrices. For example, A_{I,J} denotes the submatrix of A with row indices in I and column indices in J . We write A_{\i} to denote the submatrix of A obtained by removing the i^{th} row and i^{th} column of A, and write A_{\X} to denote the submatrix of A with rows and columns corresponding to indices in set X removed. For example, for an n × n matrix A, A_{\n} denotes the submatrix A_{1:n−1,1:n−1}. It should be stressed that we use A^{−1}_{\n} to denote the inverse of A_{\n} instead of a submatrix of A^{−1}.

For a matrix A ∈ R^{n×n} , we use λ_1(A), λ_2(A), . . . , λ_n(A) to denote its n eigenvalues. Unless otherwise stated, the matrices considered in this paper are all real matrices. We introduce two types of generalized inverse for any matrix A.

Definition II.1. [41] The Moore-Penrose inverse A^† of matrix A is the matrix satisfying the following conditions: AA^†A = A, A^†AA^† = A^†, AA^† = ( AA^† )_⊤ , A^†A = ( A^†A )_⊤ . Definition II.2. [42] The group inverse A^# of A is the matrix satisfying the following conditions:

AA^#A = A, A^#AA^# = A, AA^# = A^#A.

In the sequel, unless otherwise noted, we refer to the Moore-Penrose inverse of a matrix simply as its pseudoinverse for conciseness. If a matrix A commutes with its pseudoinverse, i.e., A^†A = AA^†, it is an EP-matrix [43]. In addition, we write e_i, 1, I to denote, respectively, the i^{th} standard basis vector, the all-ones vector and the identity matrix of appropriate dimension.

B. Random Walks on Undirected Graphs

Let G = (V, E, W ) denote an undirected weighted graph on the node (vertex) set V = {1, 2, . . . , n}. Its weighted adjacent matrix W ∈ R^{n×n} is nonnegative and symmetric, the (i, j)^{th} entry of which is defined as: W_{i,j} = W_{j,i} > 0 if (i, j) ∈ E, and W_{i,j} = W_{j,i} = 0 otherwise. We use N (i) to denote the set of neighbors of node i. That is, for each node j in N (i), there exists an edge (i, j) ∈ E. Then the degree of node i ∈ V is d_i = ∑ j∈N (i) Wi,j = ∑_n j=1 W_{i,j}.

The volume of G, denoted by d_G , is defined as the sum of degrees of all nodes as d_G = ∑_n i=1 d_i.

The Laplacian matrix L of G is defined as L = D − W , where D = Diag(W 1) is the degree diagonal matrix of G with the i^{th} diagonal element being the degree d_i of node i.

The Laplacian matrix L is symmetric and positive semidefinite. All its eigenvalues are nonnegative, with a unique zero eigenvalue, and the null space of L is {k1|k ∈ R\{0}}. Since L is not invertible, its pseudoinverse L^† is of great importance. As will be shown below, L^† can be used to calculate various relevant quantities, such as the resistance distance and Kirchhoff index for electrical networks. Let J denote the matrix with all entries being ones, Then we have [19] LL^† = L^†L = I − 1 n J, (1) L^† = ( L + 1 n J )_{−1} − 1 n J. (2) Note that for a general symmetric matrix, it shares the same null space as its Moore-Penrose generalized inverse [44]. Thus, the null space of L^† is also {k1|k ∈ R\{0}}.

The normalized Laplacian matrix ~L of G is defined as [45]:

~L^{def}= D^{−1/2} (D − A) D^{−1/2} = D^{−1/2}LD^{−1/2}. (3)

It is easy to verify that the normalized Laplacian matrix ~L is symmetric and positive semidefinite [46], with all eigenvalues being nonnegative real numbers.

A random walk on graph G is a Markov chain with transition probability matrix P = D^{−1}W . Here we assume that G is a connected non-bipartite graph. Then the Markov chain is irreducible [47], with a unique stationary distribution. Let π = (π_1, π_2, . . . , π_n)^⊤ be the associated vector of stationary probabilities. Then π^⊤P = π^⊤ and 1^⊤π = 1, obeying π_i =^{di∑}_{k dk} =^{di}_{dG} for i = 1, 2, . . . , n. Moreover, this Markov chain on G is reversible, satisfying π_iP_{i,j} = π_jP_{j,i} for every pair of nodes i and j.

One of the most important quantities about random walks is the hitting time. The hitting time H(i, j) from vertex i to vertex j is the expected time for a random walk starting from vertex i visits vertex j for the first time. The commute time C(i, j) between vertex i and vertex j is the expected time taken by a random walk originating from vertex i first reaches vertex j and then returns to vertex i, namely, C(i, j) = H(i, j) + H(j, i). The hitting time H(i, X ) from vertex i to a vertex group X ⊆ V is the expected time taken by a walk arrives at any node in X for the first time. The commute time C(i, X ) between vertex i and vertex group X is the expected time needed by a random walk starting from vertex i first visits some vertex in X and then returns to vertex i.

A key quantity based on hitting times for random walk on graph G is the Kemeny’s constant K(G), which is defined as the expected time required for a random walk starting from a vertex i to a destination vertex chosen randomly according to a stationary distribution π of random walks on G [29]. In other words, K(G) = ∑_n j=1 π_jH(i, j), which is independent of the selection of starting vertex i [48], obeying relation ∑_n j=1 π_j H(i, j) = ∑_n j=1 π_jH(k, j) for an arbitrary pair of vertices i and k. The quantity K(G) is characterized by the eigenvalues of transition probability matrix P and normalized Laplacian matrix ~L [48]. K(G) = n∑ i=1 λi(P )≠1 1 1 − λ_i(P ) = n∑ i=1 λi( ~L)≠0 1 λ_i( ~L) . (4)

The Kemeny’s constant has found applications in diverse areas [29], [30]. First, it has been used to characterize the criticality [49] or connectivity [50] for a graph. It was also applied to measure the efficiency of user navigation through the World Wide Web [48]. Finally, it was exploited to quantify the performance of a class of noisy formation control protocols [51], and the efficiency of robotic surveillance in network environments [52]. Very recently, nearly linear time algorithms for evaluating the Kemeny’s constant have been developed [30], [53].

The escape probability P_{es}(i, j) from vertex i to vertex j is the probability that a random walk starting at i will reach j before it returns to i. Analogously, the escape probability P_{es}(i, X ) from vertex i to vertex set X is the probability that a random walk starting at i will reach some node in set X before it returns to i.

C. Harmonic Function, Electrical Network and Resistance Distance

For graph G = (V, E, W ), a function ϕ : V → R defined on G is called a harmonic function with boundary set X ⊂ V if ∑ j∈N (i) P_{i,j}ϕ(j) = ϕ(i). (5)

holds for every node i ∈ V\X . The averaging in (5) can be accounted for as an expectation after one jump of random walks. Thus, harmonic functions play an important role in the study of random walks and electrical networks, which has a close connection with random walks [1].

For any undirected weighted graph G = (V, E, W ), we can construct a corresponding electrical network by replacing each edge (i, j) ∈ E with a resistor r(i, j) = 1/W_{i,j}. Let V (k) denote the electric potential at vertex k, and let I(k) denote the amount of current injected into vertex k. If we apply a unit voltage between vertices s and t, making V (s) = 1 and V (t) = 0, then the potential V (k) at any vertex k is a harmonic function with the boundary set {s, t}. Driven by the voltage, a current I(s) will flow into the circuit from the outside source. The amount of current that flows depends upon the overall resistance in the circuit. Then, the resistance distance Ω(s, t) between vertices s and t is defined as Ω(s, t) = 1/I(s). The reciprocal ζ(s, t) of Ω(s, t) is called the effective conductance between s and t. Note that if the voltage between s and t is multiplied by a constant, then the current I(s) is multiplied by the same constant. Therefore, Ω(s, t) depends only on the ratio of the voltage between s and t to the current I(s) flowing into the circuit.

The resistance distance Ω(i, j) is a remarkably important metric for measuring the similarity between vertices s and t on graph G = (V, E, W ) [12]. It can be expressed in terms of the entries of the pseudoinverse of Laplacian matrix L as [2], [12]:

Ω(i, j) = (e_i − e_j )^⊤ L^† (e_i − e_j ) .

The resistance distance Ω(i, j) can also be expressed in terms of the diagonal elements of the inverse for submatrices of L as follows [54]: Ω(i, j) = ( L^{−1}_{\i} ) j,j = ( L^{−1}_{\j} ) i,i. (6) Since electrical networks have been found to have interesting analogies of random walks in undirected graphs [1], one can present a precise characterization of effective resistance in electrical networks in terms of random walks on corresponding graphs. For example, the resistance distance Ω(i, j) between a pair of vertices i and j in graph G = (V, E, W ) encodes their commute time C(i, j) [55]: d_G Ω(i, j) = C(i, j). Moreover, effective resistance can also be interpreted in terms of escape probability. It was shown in [1] that there exists an elegant connection between effective conductance ζ(i, j) and escape probability P_{es}(i, j) as ζ(i, j) = d_i P_{es}(i, j). Considering ζ(i, j) = 1/Ω(i, j) and d_i = d_G π_i, one can build the relation between resistance distance, escape probability and stationary distribution.

Proposition II.3. For any pair of different vertices i and j in graph G = (V, E, W ), Ω(i, j) = 1 d_Gπ_iP_{es}(i, j)

. (7)

In addition to commute time and escape probability, many other quantities about random walks are related to some corresponding quantities of electrical networks. Let ϕ_{i,j}(k) denote the probability that a random walk starting from vertex k will visit vertex i before reaching j. Then, ϕ_{i,j}(·) is a harmonic function with boundary set {i, j}. It has been known that ϕ_{i,j}(k) equals the voltage V_k at vertex k when a unit voltage is applied between i and j [1]. By definition of escape probability, we have P_{es}(i, j) = 1 − ∑ k≠i P_{i,k}ϕ_{i,j}(k). Thus, for any pair of different vertices i and j, the resistance distance Ω(i, j) can be alternatively expressed in the following way: Ω(i, j) = 1 d_Gπ_i ( 1 − ∑ k≠i P_{i,k}ϕ_{i,j}(k) ). (8)

We can also define the resistance distance Ω(i, X ) between a vertex i and a set of vertices X in graph G = (V, E, W ). For this purpose, we treat G as an electrical network, where all vertices in X are grounded. Thus, those vertices in X always have voltage 0. The resistance distance Ω(i, X ) is defined as the voltage of vertex i when a unit current enters the network G at vertex i and leaves it at nodes X . For a random walk on an undirected graph G, let ϕ_{i,X} (k) denote the probability that the walk starting at vertex k reaches vertex i before visiting any vertex in set X . Then, ϕ_{i,X} (k) is equal to the voltage at vertex k when a unit current is injected in vertex i and extracted in nodes belonging to X . It has been shown that this voltage equals e^⊤_i L^{−1}_{\X} e_i [17]. Thus, we have Ω(i, X ) = ( L^{−1}_{\X} ) i,i , which is consistent with (6) when X includes only one node j. The resistance distance Ω(i, X ) can also be interpreted in terms of the escape probability P_{es}(i, X ) of random walks as

Ω(i, X ) = 1 d_Gπ_iP_{es}(i, X ) . Besides the resistance distance itself, many other important quantities based on resistance distances have been defined and studied, such as the resistance distance of a single vertex or vertex set [14], [16], the Kirchhoff index [2], and the multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index [20].

Definition II.4. [56] For a weighted undirected graph G = (V, E, W ), the resistance distance of vertex i is defined as Ω(i) = ∑ j∈V Ω(i, j). Definition II.5. [17] For a weighted undirected graph G = (V, E, W ), the resistance distance Ω(X ) of a vertex group X ⊆ V is defined as

Ω(X ) = ∑ j∈V Ω(i, X ). Both the resistance distance of a single vertex i and the resistance distance of a vertex group X can be expressed in terms of the entries of the pseudoinverse of Laplacian matrix.

Proposition II.6. [56] For a weighted undirected graph G = (V, E, W ) with n vertices, the resistance distance Ω(i) of any vertex i ∈ V can be expressed as

Ω(i) = nL^†_{i,i} + Tr ( L^† ) . Proposition II.7. [17] For a weighted undirected graph G = (V, E, W ), the resistance distance Ω(X ) of any vertex set X ⊂ V can be expressed as

Ω(X ) = Tr ( L^{−1}_{\X} ) . The resistance distance Ω(i) of vertex i can be used to measure the importance of i, which is equal to the information centrality [14], [16]. Analogously, the resistance distance Ω(X ) has been applied to quantify the importance of nodes in X [17].

We continue to introduce two quantities defined on the basis of resistance distances, the Kirchhoff index [2] and the multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index [20], both of which are graph invariants.

Definition II.8. [2] For a weighted undirected graph G = (V, E, W ), the Kirchhoff index R(G) of G is defined as the sum of the resistance distances over all pairs of nodes in V: R(G) = N∑ i,j=1 i<j Ω(i, j).

The multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index [20] is a modification of the Kirchhoff index, which is defined as follows.

Definition II.9. [20] For a weighted undirected graph G = (V, E, W ), the multiplicative degree- Kirchhoff index R^∗(G) of G is defined as the weighted sum of the resistance distances over all pairs of nodes in V: R^∗(G) = N∑ i,j=1 i<j (d_id_j)Ω(i, j).

It has been shown [20] that the multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index R^∗(G) of a graph G is equal to 2d_G times the Kemeny constant of the graph.

III. RESISTANCE DISTANCE ON DIRECTED GRAPHS In this section, we present a generalization of effective resistance for strongly connected directed graphs, which is a natural extension. Moreover, we introduce the Laplacian matrix for directed graphs and express the effective resistance in terms of the pseudoinverse of Laplacian matrix. Since the notion of electrical networks is inherently related to undirected graphs, we define the resistance distance for directed graphs based on random walks.

A. Random Walks on Directed Graphs

Let G = (V, E, W ) be a weighted directed graph (digraph) with vertex set V = {1, 2, . . . , n}, edge set E, and nonnegative weighted adjacent matrix W . In general, W is asymmetric, whose entry W_{i,j} is defined in the following way: W_{i,j} > 0 if there is a directed edge (or arc) ⟨i, j⟩ in E pointing to j from i, W_{i,j} = 0 otherwise. For any vertex i ∈ V, its out-degree is defined as d^+_i = ∑_n j=1 W_{i,j}, and its in-degree is defined as d^−_i = ∑_n j=1 W_{j,i}. Though d^+_i is generally not equal to d^−_i , the relation d_G = ∑_n i=1 d^+_i = ∑_n i=1 d^−_i = ∑_n i=1 ∑_n j=1 W_{i,j} always holds. We call d_G as the volume of the digraph G. In the sequel, unless otherwise noted, we refer to the out-degree of a vertex simply as its degree and use d_i for d^+_i for conciseness.

For a digraph G = (V, E, W ), let D = Diag(W 1) be its degree diagonal matrix, and define P = D^{−1}W . By definition, P is the transition probability matrix of a Markov chain associated with a random walk on G. At each time step, the random walk at its current state i jumps to a neighbor vertex j with probability P_{i,j} = W_{i,j}/d_i. Throughout this paper we assume the graph G is strongly connected, i.e., every vertex in V is reachable from every other vertex, implying that P is irreducible. Let π = (π_1, π_2, . . . , π_n)^⊤ be the unique vector presenting the stationary distribution of the random walk on digraph G, satisfying π^⊤P = π^⊤ and π^⊤1 = 1. Perron-Frobenius theory guarantees that π exists and its entries are strictly positive [57]. Let Π = Diag(π) be the diagonal matrix with the entries of π on the diagonal.

Note that for random walks on a digraph, the hitting time, the commute time, the escape probability, and the Kemeny’s constant can also be defined as in the case of undirected graphs. Moreover, (4) still holds. In the case without incurring confusion, we represent relevant quantities for random walks on a digraph G by using the same notations as those in undirected graphs.

B. Effective Resistance between a Pair of Vertices

Since electric networks cannot be constructed for digraphs, we define resistance distance on digraphs using the concept of escape probability for random walks by extending (7) to digraphs.

Definition III.1. For a digraph G = (V, E, W ), the resistance distance Ω(i, j) between any pair of vertices i and j is defined as

Ω(i, j) = 1 d_G π_iP_{es}(i, j) , i ≠ j, 0, i = j. Recall that for random walks on a digraph G, ϕ_{i,j}(k) represents the probability that a walker starting from vertex k will reach vertex i before vertex j. We call the probability ϕ_{i,j}(k) as generalized voltage. It is easy to verify that the generalized voltage is still a harmonic function on directed graphs. Moreover, P_{es}(i, j) can be expressed in terms of generalized voltages as P_{es}(i, j) = 1 − ∑ k≠i P_{i,k}ϕ_{i,j}(k). Then as in the case of undirected graphs, the following relation holds Ω(i, j) = 1 d_G π_i ( 1 − ∑ k≠i P_{i,k}ϕ_{i,j}(k) ) (9)

for i ≠ j.

Theorem III.2. For any pair of vertices i and j in digraph G, the commute times C(i, j) and the resistance Ω(i, j) obeys the following relation Ω(i, j) = 1 d_G C(i, j). (10) Proof. For a random walk on digraph G, let τ be the first time for the walk starting at vertex i returns to vertex i. And let σ be the first time for a walk starting at vertex i returns to i after visiting vertex j. It is known that the expectation of τ is E(τ) =^1_{πi} [58]. By definition, the expectation of σ is E(σ) = C(i, j). It is obvious that τ ≤ σ and the probability of τ = σ is exactly the escape probability P_{es}(i, j). Furthermore, for the case τ < σ, after the first τ step jumpings, the walk will continue to jump from i until it visits j and then returns to i. Thus, we have E(σ − τ) = (1 − P_{es}(i, j)) E(σ), which leads to

P_{es}(i, j) = 1 π_iC(i, j) , Then, the assertion follows by Definition III.1.

Theorem III.2 extends the results for undirected graphs [55].

On the basis of above-defined resistance distance between a pair of vertices on digraphs, we can further define the resistance distance for each vertex i ∈ V and related Kirchhoff indices for digraphs.

Definition III.3. For a digraph G = (V, E, W ), the resistance distance of vertex i ∈ V is

Ω(i) = ∑ j∈V Ω(i, j). (11)

As for unweighted graphs, the resistance distance Ω(i) on directed graphs can be used to quantify the importance of vertex i. We will show later, the smaller the resistance distance Ω(i), the more important vertex i is.

We proceed to extend the definitions of the Kirchhoff index and multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index to digraphs.

Definition III.4. For a weighted digraph G = (V, E, W ) with stationary distribution π for random walks, the Kirchhoff index R(G) and the multiplicative Kirchhoff index R^∗(G) are defined, respectively, as R(G) = n∑ i,j=1 i<j Ω(i, j) (12)

and R^∗(G) = d^2_G n∑ i,j=1 i<j π_iπ_jΩ(i, j). (13)

It can be easily verified that the Kirchhoff index and multiplicative Kirchhoff index for digraphs subsume the two indices on undirected graphs as special cases.

C. Effective Resistance between a Vertex and a Vertex Group

By using the escape probability, we can also define the resistance distance between a vertex and a group of vertices on digraphs.

Definition III.5. For a digraph G = (V, E, w), the resistance distance Ω(i, X ) between a vertex i ∈ V and a nonempty vertex group X ⊂ V with i /∈ X is defined as

Ω(i, X ) = 1 d_Gπ_iP_{es}(i, X )

. (14)

For random walks on a digraph G, we call the probability ϕ_{i,X} (k) as the generalized voltage at vertex k. It is not difficult to verify that the escape probability P_{es}(i, X ) satisfies P_{es}(i, X ) = 1 − ∑ j≠i P_{i,j} ϕ_{i,X} (j), we have

Ω(i, X ) = 1 d_G π_i ( 1 − ∑ j≠i P_{i,j}ϕ_{i,X} (j) ). (15)

Theorem III.6. For a vertex i and a set X of vertices in digraph G, the commute times C(i, X ) and the resistance distance Ω(i, X ) obeys the following relation

Ω(i, X ) = 1 d_G C(i, X ). (16) Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem III.2.

We now introduce the notion of resistance distance of a vertex group X .

Definition III.7. For a vertex group X ⊆ V in a connected directed weighted graph G = (V, E, W ), its resistance distance Ω(X ) is defined as

Ω(X ) = n∑ i=1 Ω(i, X ). By Definition III.7, the resistance distance Ω(X ) is the sum of the resistance distance Ω(i, X ) between vertex group X and all vertices i ∈ V. As will be shown later, Ω(X ) can be used to identify the importance of the vertices in X as a group. The smaller the quantity Ω(X ), the more important the vertices in X . Thus, the reciprocal 1/Ω(X ) of Ω(X ) is a group centrality for digraphs.

IV. LAPLACIAN MATRIX AND EFFECTIVE RESISTANCE FOR DIGRAPHS In this section, we introduce the Laplacian matrix for digraphs and study its properties by using the tools of matrix analysis. Then, we represent resistance distances and their associated quantities in terms of the pseudoinverse of Laplacian matrix for digraphs. Moreover, we will prove that two-node resistance distance defined in the proceeding section is a distance metric.

A. Definition and Properties of Laplacian Matrix

We here introduce the notion of the Laplacian matrix for digraphs, and present a detailed analysis for its properties and those for its pseudoinverse.

Definition IV.1. For a weighted digraph G = (V, E, W ), let P denote its transition probability matrix and let Π = Diag(π) denote the diagonal matrix with the stationary probabilities on the diagonal. Then, the Laplacian matrix L of G is defined as

L^{def}= d_G Π(I − P ). (17)

It is easy to verify that L = D − W when the graph G is undirected. Thus, the Laplacian matrix for digraphs is a natural extension of that for undirected graphs. Note that in [59]–[61], the Laplacian matrix for digraphs has been defined as Π(I − P ), which does not include the Laplacian matrix for undirected graphs as a particular case, and is thus different from that in Definition IV.1. As we will show below, using the Laplacian matrix in Definition IV.1, the effective resistances and their relevant quantities have the same expression forms as those for undirected graphs.

For a digraph, we can also define the normalized Laplacian matrix ~L as

~L^{def}= Π^{−1/2}√ d_G L Π^{−1/2} √ d_G = Π^{1/2}(I − P )Π^{−1/2}. (18)

It is easy to verify that (18) is reduced to (3) when G is undirected. The normalized Laplacian matrix ~L was previously introduced in [59]–[61].

We next show that the Laplacian matrix given by Definition IV.1 has some typical properties or identical expressions as those for undirected graphs.

Lemma IV.2. The sum of each column and each row of L equals 0. Namely, L1 = 0 and 1^⊤L = 0.

Proof. We first prove L1 = 0. By definition of L, one has

L1 = d_G (π − ΠP 1) = d_G (π − Π1) = 0,

where the fact that P is a row stochastic matrix has been used. Similarly, we have

1^⊤L = d_G ( π^⊤ − 1^⊤ΠP ) = d_G ( π^⊤ − π^⊤P ) . Considering π^⊤P = π^⊤ we derive 1^⊤L = 0.

Lemma IV.3. The null space of L is {k1|k ∈ R\{0}}.

Lemma IV.4. The matrix L −^1_n 11^⊤ is invertible.

Proof. We prove the lemma by contradiction. Suppose that matrix L −^1_n 11^⊤ is not invertible, then there exists a nonzero vector x satisfying ( L −^1_n 11^⊤ ) x = 0. Multiplying both sides by 1^⊤ gives 1^⊤ ( L − 1 n 11^⊤ ) x = 0. Considering 1^⊤L = 0 and 1^⊤1 = n we obtain

1^⊤x = 0. (19)

On the other hand, by applying (19) we have ( L −^1_n 11^⊤ ) x = Lx = 0. According to Lemma IV.3, we have x = k1, k ∈ R \ {0}. (20)

Both (19) and (20) lead to a contradiction. Therefore, ( L −^1_n 11^⊤ ) is invertible.

Proposition IV.5. Let L^† be the pseudoinverse of the Laplacian matrix L. Then, L^† = ( L −^1_n 11^⊤ )_{−1} + 1 n 11^⊤.

Proof. Let M = ( L −^1_n 11^⊤ )_{−1} +^1_n 11^⊤. To prove L^† = M, we will check the Penrose conditions. First, we prove that LM is symmetric. From Lemma IV.2, LM =L ( L − 1 n 11^⊤ )_{−1} + 1 n L11^⊤ = [( L − 1 n 11^⊤ ) + 1 n 11^⊤ ] ( L − 1 n 11^⊤ )_{−1}

=I + 1 n 11^⊤ ( L − 1 n 11^⊤ )_{−1} . (21)

Again using Lemma IV.2, we have

1^⊤ ( L − 1 n 11^⊤ ) = −1^⊤,

which implies − 1^⊤ = 1^⊤ ( L − 1 n 11^⊤ )_{−1} . (22)

Both (21) and (22) lead to LM = I − 1 n 11^⊤. (23)

Thus, LM is symmetric. In a similar way, we next prove that ML is symmetric. From ( L − 1 n 11^⊤ ) 1 = −1,

we have −1 = ( L − 1 n 11^⊤ )_{−1} 1. Therefore ML = [( L − 1 n 11^⊤ )_{−1} + 1 n 11^⊤ ] L

= ( L − 1 n 11^⊤ )_{−1} [( L − 1 n 11^⊤ ) + 1 n 11^⊤ ]

=I − 1 n 11^⊤, (24)

indicating that ML is symmetric. We continue to check LML = L. Based on (23), we have LML = ( I − 1 n 11^⊤ ) L = L. The final step is to prove MLM = M. (24) means MLM = ( I − 1 n 11^⊤ ) M = M − 1 n 11^⊤M. The term^1_n 11^⊤M is evaluated as 1 n 11^⊤M = 1 n 11^⊤ ( L − 1 n 11^⊤ )_{−1} + 1 n 11^⊤ × 1 n 11^⊤ = − 1 n 11^⊤ + 1 n 11^⊤ = 0.

Thus, we have MLM = M. Since M satisfies the Penrose conditions, it equals the pseudoinverse L^† of L.

Corollary IV.6. The sum of each column and each row of L^† equals 0. Namely, the following equalities hold

1) L^†1 = 0; 2) 1^⊤L^† = 0; 3) ∑ i,j∈V L^†_{i,j} = 0.

Corollary IV.7. The Laplacian matrix L is EP-matrix.

Proof. Combining (23) and (24) gives LL^† = L^†L.

Since L is EP-matrix, its Moore-Penrose inverse L^† equals its group inverse L^# [43].

Lemma IV.8. For any nonempty node set X ⫋ V, the submatrix L_{\X} is invertible and the inverse L^{−1}_{\X} is entrywise nonnegative.

Proof. Clearly, the diagonal matrix Π is invertible, and its inverse Π^{−1} = Diag (( 1 π_1 , 1 π_2 , . . . , 1 π_n )_⊤) .

Define

T^{def}= 1 d_G [ lim_{t→∞} t∑ i=0 ( P_{\X} )_i ] Π^{−1}_{\X} . (25)

Since ‖P_{\X} ‖ < 1, we have lim_{t→∞} ( P_{\X} )_t = 0,

which leads to the convergence of the limit in (25): lim_{t→∞} t∑ i=0 ( P_{\X} )_i = ( I − P_{\X} )_{−1} . (26)

Thus, the following statement holds L_{\X} T = Π_{\X} ( I − P_{\X} ) [ lim_{t→∞} t∑ i=0 ( P_{\X} )_i ] Π^{−1}_{\X} = I,

which implies T = L^{−1}_{\X} . Due to the nonnegativity of^1_{dG} , Π^{−1} and P_{\X} , T defined by (25) is

entrywise nonnegative.

Lemma IV.9. Let L̂ = L^{\k} p q^⊤ L_{k,k} be a block matrix obtained from the Laplacian matrix L

associated with a directed graph by exchanging respectively, the k^{th} and n^{th} rows, and k^{th} and

n^{th} columns of L where p = L^{1:k−1,k} L_{k+1:n,k} and q = L^{⊤k,1:k−1} L^⊤_{k,k+1:n} . Let L̂^† = (L^†)^{\k} r s^⊤ (L^†)_{k,k} be the matrix obtained from pseudoinverse L^† of L by performing the same operation on L^†.

Then the inverse of the (n − 1) × (n − 1) matrix L_{\k} exists and is given by

L^{−1}_{\k} = ( I + 11^⊤ ) (L^†)_{\k} ( I + 11^⊤ ) = ( I −1 ) L̂^† I −1^⊤ .

Proof. From Lemma IV.2, we obtain L_{\k}1 + p = 0, 1^⊤L_{\k} + q^⊤ = 0, and L_{k,k} = −1^⊤p =

1^⊤L_{\k}1; while from Corollary IV.6, we have (L^†)_{\k}1 + r = 0, 1^⊤(L^†)_{\k} + s^⊤ = 0, and

(L^†)_{k,k} = −1^⊤r = 1^⊤(L^†)_{\k}1. Then, we derive ( I + 11^⊤ ) (L^†)_{\k} ( I + 11^⊤ ) =(L^†)_{\k} + (L^†)_{\k}11^⊤ + 11^⊤(L^†)_{\k} + 11^⊤(L^†)_{\k}11^⊤

=(L^†)_{\k} − r1^⊤ − 1s^⊤ + 1L^†_{k,k}1^⊤

= ( I −1 ) L̂^† I −1^⊤ . (27)

Multiplying on the left and right sides of the term in the last line of (27) by L_{\k} yields:

L_{\k} ( I −1 ) L̂^† I −1^⊤ L_{\k} = ( L_{\k} p ) L̂^† L^{\k} q^⊤ = ( I 0 ) L̂L̂^†L̂ I 0 = ( I 0 ) L̂ I 0 = L_{\k}.

Lemma IV.8 implies that L_{\k} is invertible. Multiplying both sides of the above equation by

matrix L^{−1}_{\k} on the left and right gives the desired result.

Corollary IV.10. Let i, j, and k be three vertices in a weighted digraph G = (V, E, W ). If

i ≠ k and j ≠ k, then ( L^{−1}_{\k} ) i,j = L^†_{k,k} + L^†_{i,j} − L^†_{i,k} − L^†_{k,j}. Proof. Applying Lemma IV.9 we have ( L^{−1}_{\k} ) i,j =e^⊤_i L^{−1}_{\k} e_j = e^⊤_i ( I −1 ) L̂^† I −1^⊤ e_j

=e^⊤_i (L^†)_{\k}e_j − e^⊤_i r ( 1^⊤e_j ) − ( e^⊤_i 1 ) s^⊤e_j + L^†_{k,k} ( e^⊤_i 11^⊤e_j ) =L^†_{i,j} − L^†_{i,k} − L^†_{k,j} + L^†_{k,k}, which completes the proof.

B. Expressions for Effective Resistance and Associated Quantities

In this subsection, we provide expressions for two-node effective resistance, effective resistance

between a node and a node set, and their associated quantities, in terms of the entries of the

pseudoinverse L^† of Laplacian matrix L and its submatrices.

Theorem IV.11. For a weighted digraph G = (V, E, W ), the resistance distance Ω(i, j) between a pair of vertices i and j is expressed as Ω(i, j) = (e_i − e_j)^⊤L^†(e_i − e_j ) = L^†_{i,i} + L^†_{j,j} − L^†_{i,j} − L^†_{j,i}. (28) Proof. Note that when i = j, Ω(i, j) = 0 and (e_i − e_j )^⊤L^†(e_i − e_j ) = 0. Thus, (28) holds for i = j. We next show that (28) also holds for i ≠ j.

According to the connection between escape probability and generalized voltages, we have d_G π_iP_{es}(i, j) = d_Gπ_i ( 1 − ∑ k≠i P_{i,k}ϕ_{i,j}(k) ) , which can be written in matrix-vector form as d_G π_iP_{es}(i, j) = [d_G Π(I − P )ϕ(i, j)]_i = [Lϕ(i, j)]_i . (29) where ϕ(i, j) = (ϕ_{i,j}(1), ϕ_{i,j}(2), . . . , ϕ_{i,j}(n))^⊤ with ϕ_{i,j}(i) = 1 and ϕ_{i,j}(j) = 0. Recall that the generalized voltage ϕ_{i,j}(k) is a harmonic function, satisfying ∑ l∈N (k) P_{k,l}ϕ_{i,j}(l) = ϕ_{i,j}(k) for every k ∈ V\{i, j}. From the above equation, we deduce ∑ l∈N (k) d_G π_kP_{k,l} (ϕ_{i,j}(k) − ϕ_{i,j}(l)) = 0, which is recast in matrix-vector form as L_{k,:}ϕ(i, j) = 0, (30) where k ≠ i and k ≠ j. By (9), the resistance distance Ω(i, j) is represented as Ω(i, j) = 1 [Lϕ(i, j)]_i . (31) For brevity of the following proof, we define χ(i, j) = e_i − e_j. In order to obtain ϕ(i, j), we introduce the following system of linear equations: Lϕ̂(i, j) = αχ(i, j), (32) where α > 0 is a constant. Note that, any solution ϕ(i, j) of the system of linear equations given by (30) is also a solution of system (32) with properly selected α. Since L is a singular matrix, system (32) has an infinite family of possible solutions. Moreover, if ϕ̂(i, j) is a solution of system (32), then any solution of system (32) takes the form of ϕ̂(i, j) + β1, where β is a real number. It is easy to verify that ϕ̂(i, j) = αL^†χ(i, j) is a solution of system (32). Then ϕ(i, j) can be represented as ϕ(i, j) = ϕ̂(i, j) + β1 = αL^†χ(i, j) + β1. From ϕ_{i,j}(i) = 1 and ϕ_{i,j}(j) = 0, we have

αe^⊤_i L^†χ(i, j) + β = 1, (33) αe^⊤_j L^†χ(i, j) + β = 0. (34)

Combining (33) and (34) gives α = 1 χ(i, j)^⊤L^†χ(i, j) , β = − e^⊤_j L^†χ(i, j) χ(i, j)^⊤L^†χ(i, j) . Thus, we have ϕ(i, j) = L^†χ(i, j) χ(i, j)^⊤L^†χ(i, j) − 1e^⊤_j L^†χ(i, j) χ(i, j)^⊤L^†χ(i, j) . According to (31), Ω(i, j) can be expressed as Ω(i, j) = χ(i, j)^⊤L^†χ(i, j) [ LL^†χ(i, j) − L1e^⊤_j L^†χ(i, j) ] i . (35)

From Lemma IV.2, we have Ω(i, j) = χ(i, j)^⊤L^†χ(i, j) [LL^†χ(i, j)]_i . (36)

By using (23), the numerator of right-hand side of (36) is [ LL^†χ(i, j) ] i = [( I − 1 n 11^⊤ ) χ(i, j) ] i = 1.

Then, the desired result follows.

The resistance distance Ω(i, j) between two vertices i and j can also be expressed in terms of the diagonal elements of the inverse for submatrices of L.

Theorem IV.12. The resistance distance Ω(i, j) between any pair of vertices i and j in a weighted digraph G = (V, E, W ) can be represented as Ω(i, j) = ( L^{−1}_{\i} ) j,j = ( L^{−1}_{\j} ) i,i . Proof. This is a direct conclusion from Theorem IV.11 and Corollary IV.10.

We proceed to prove that Ω(i, j) on a digraph G is a distance metric.

Theorem IV.13. The effective resistance in Definition III.1 is a metric. In other words, for three vertices i, j, and k in a digraph G = (V, E), their resistance distances satisfy the following three properties:

1) (Non-negativity) Ω(i, j) ≥ 0 with equality if and only i = j. 2) (Symmetry) Ω(i, j) = Ω(j, i).

3) (Triangle inequality) Ω(i, j) ≤ Ω(i, k) + Ω(k, j).

Proof. First, by definition Ω(i, j) = 0 when i = j. For i ≠ j, it is easy to see that Ω(i, j) > 0 by using Lemma IV.8 and Theorem IV.12.

From Theorem IV.11, we have Ω(i, j) = L^†_{i,i} + L^†_{j,j} − L^†_{i,j} − L^†_{j,i} = L^†_{j,j} + L^†_{i,i} − L^†_{j,i} − L^†_{i,j} = Ω(j, i), which implies symmetry.

We finally prove the triangle inequality. For three arbitrary vertices i, j, and k in digraph G, we have Ω(i, k) + Ω(k, j) − Ω(i, j) = ( L^†_{k,k} + L^†_{i,j} − L^†_{k,j} − L^†_{i,k} ) + ( L^†_{k,k} + L^†_{j,i} − L^†_{k,i} − L^†_{j,k} ) . (37)

By Corollary IV.10, the left-hand side of (37) is equal to (L^{−1}_{\k} )_{i,j} +(L^{−1}_{\k} )_{j,i}, which is nonnegative according to Lemma IV.8.

Proposition IV.14. The resistance distance Ω(i) for arbitrary vertex i in a weighted digraph G = (V, E, W ) can be expressed as

Ω(i) = nL^†_{i,i} + Tr ( L^† ) .

Proof. From Theorem IV.11 and Corollary IV.6, we have

Ω(i) = ∑ j∈V Ω(i, j) = ∑ j∈V ( L^†_{i,i} + L^†_{j,j} − L^†_{i,j} − L^†_{j,i} )

=nL^†_{i,i} + Tr ( L^† ) + ∑ j∈V L^†_{i,j} + ∑ j∈V L^†_{j,i} =nL^†_{i,i} + Tr ( L^† ) , which finishes the proof.

When G is undirected, Proposition IV.14 is reduced to Proposition II.6. The resistance distance Ω(i) can also be expressed by the trace or spectrum of submatrix L_{\i}.

Proposition IV.15. The resistance distance Ω(i) for arbitrary vertex i in a weighted digraph G = (V, E, W ) can be expressed as

Ω(i) = Tr ( L^{−1}_{\i} ) = n−1∑ k=1 1 λ_k(L_{\i}) . Proof. By Corollary IV.12, we have

Ω(i) = ∑ j∈V Ω(i, j) = ∑ j∈V\{i} ( L^{−1}_{\i} ) j,j = Tr ( L^{−1}_{\i} ) = n−1∑ k=1 1 λ_k(L_{\i}) . This completes the proof.

In the following, we show that these two Kirchhoff indices on directed graphs can be expressed by using the Laplacians.

Theorem IV.16. For a weighted digraph G = (V, E, W ) with n vertices and volume d_G , let L and ~L be, respectively, its Laplacian matrix and normalized Laplacian matrix. Then the Kirchhoff

index R(G) and the multiplicative Kirchhoff index R^∗(G) of digraph G can be expressed as follows.

1) (Kirchhoff index) R(G) = nTr ( L^† ) = n ∑ i=1 λi(L)≠0 1 λ_i(L) .

2) (Multiplicative Kirchhoff index)

R^∗(G) = d_G K(G) = d_G n∑ i=1 λi( ~L)≠0 1 λ_i( ~L) = d_G Tr ( ~L^† ) .

Proof. We first prove item 1). From (28) and (12), we have R(G) = n∑ i,j=1 i<j Ω(i, j) = 1 2 ∑ i,j∈V Ω(i, j) = 1 2 ∑ i,j∈V ( L^†_{i,i} + L^†_{j,j} − L^†_{i,j} − L^†_{j,i} ) . (38)

By Corollary IV.6, the last sum term is evaluated by ∑ i,j∈V ( L^†_{i,i} + L^†_{j,j} − L^†_{i,j} − L^†_{j,i} ) = ∑ i,j∈V L^†_{i,i} + ∑ i,j∈V L^†_{j,j} = 2n Tr ( L^† ) . (39)

Considering (38), (39), and the fact that Tr ( L^† ) = ∑ λ_i(L)≠0 1 λ_i(L) , we deduce

R(G) = nTr ( L^† ) = n ∑ λ_i(L)≠0 1 λ_i(L) .

Next, we prove item 2). Applying Corollary III.2 and considering the fact that ∑_n j=1 π_j H(i, j) is independent of vertex i, we have

R^∗(G) =d^2_G n∑ i,j=1 i<j π_iπ_jΩ(i, j) = d_G n∑ i,j=1 i<j π_iπ_jC(i, j)

=d_G ∑ i,j∈V π_iπ_j H(i, j) = d_G ∑ j∈V π_j H(i, j) = d_G K(G). Since the Kemeny’s constant can be expressed by the eigenvalues of P and there is a one-to-one

correspondence between the eigenvalues of P and ~L, we have K(G) = n∑ i=1 λi(P )≠1 1 1 − λ_i(P ) = n∑ i=1 λi( ~L)≠0 1 λ_i( ~L) = Tr ( ~L^† ) ,

which implies

R^∗(G) = d_G n∑ i=1 λi( ~L)≠0 1 λ_i( ~L) = d_G Tr ( ~L^† ) .

This completes the proof.

Finally, we use the diagonal elements of the inverse for submatrices of L to represent the

effective resistance Ω(i, X ) between a vertex i and a vertex group X , as well as the resistance distance Ω(X ) of X .

Theorem IV.17. In a digraph G = (V, E, W ), the effective resistance between a vertex i ∈ V and a vertex group X ⊆ V is Ω(i, X ) = ( L^{−1}_{\X} ) i,i , and the resistance distance of vertex set X ⊂ V is

Ω(X ) = Tr ( L^{−1}_{\X} ) . Proof. To prove the theorem, we first introduce some notations. Let ϕ(i, X ) be the vector of generalized voltages ϕ_{i,X} (k), k = 1, 2, . . . , n, defined by ϕ(i, X ) = ( ϕ_{i,X} (1), ϕ_{i,X} (2), · · · , ϕ_{i,X} (n) )_⊤ . Define ϕ̄(i, X ) as ϕ̄(i, X ) = ϕ(i, X )_{\{X ∪{i}}}, namely, ϕ̄(i, X ) is equal to ϕ(i, X ) with entries corresponding to X ∪ {i} being removed.

Without loss of generality, suppose i is the last vertex of V\X . Then, considering the fact that ϕ_{i,X} (i) = 1 and P_{i,i} = 0, we have L_{\X} ϕ̄(i, X ) 1 i = L_{\X} ϕ̄(i, X ) ϕ_{i,X} (i) i =d_Gπ_i − ∑ j∈V\X j≠i P_{i,j} ϕ_{i,X} (j) + (1 − P_{i,i}) ϕ_{i,X} (i)

=d_Gπ_i 1 − ∑ j∈V\X j≠i P_{i,j}ϕ_{i,X} (j)

=d_Gπ_iP_{es}(i, X ).

(40)

Furthermore, for any k ≠ i, since P_{k,k} = 0 and ∑_{j∈V\X} j≠k P_{k,j}ϕ_{i,X} (j) = ϕ_{i,X} (k), we have

L_{\X} ϕ̄(i, X ) 1 k = L_{\X} ϕ̄(i, X ) ϕ_{i,X} (i) k

=d_G π_k − ∑ j∈V\X j≠k P_{k,j}ϕ_{i,X} (j) + (1 − P_{k,k}) ϕ_{i,X} (k) = 0.

Combining the above-obtained results, we get

L_{\X} ϕ̄(i, X ) 1 = 0 d_Gπ_iP_{es}(i, X ) , (41)

Multiplying L^{−1}_{\X} to the left on both sides of (41) gives ϕ̄(i, X ) 1 = L^{−1}_{\X} 0 d_Gπ_iP_{es}(i, X ) . (42)

Considering the last row of (42), we have 1 = ( L^{−1}_{\X} ) i,i d_Gπ_iP_{es}(i, X ), which yields ( L^{−1}_{\X} ) i,i = 1 d_G π_iP_{es}(i, X )

= Ω(i, X ), (43)

where the second equality is obtained by Definition III.5.

The relation Ω(X ) = Tr(L^{−1}_{\X} ) follows directly from the definition of Ω(X ) and the above expression for Ω(i, X ).

Note that Theorem IV.17 generalizes the results for resistance distances of vertex group for undirected graph [17].

V. FINDING VERTEX GROUP WITH MINIMUM RESISTANCE DISTANCE Identifying crucial vertex groups is a fundamental problem in data mining and graph applications [62], [63]. As an application, in this section we use the notion of resistance distance of a vertex group to find the most important group with fixed number of vertices. To this end, we first study the properties of the resistance distance Ω(X ) as a function of set X by showing that Ω(X ) is monotone decreasing and supermodular. Then, we extend the NP-hard optimization problem for vertex group centrality in [17] to digraphs: How to choose 1 ≤ k ≤ n vertices forming set X , so that Ω(X ) is minimized. Moreover, we propose a deterministic greedy approximation algorithm to solve the problem. Finally, we conduct experiments in model and real networks to evaluate our approximation algorithm.

A. Properties of Resistance Distance for a Vertex Group

Note that the resistance distance Ω(X ) is a function of set X . In this subsection, we show that Ω(X ) is monotone decreasing and supermodular. To this end, We first introduce the formal definitions for monotone and supermodular set functions. For simplicity, for any vertex i and set X of vertices, we write X + i to denote X ∪ {i} and X − i to denote X \{i}.

Definition V.1. (Monotonicity) A set function f : 2^V → R is monotone decreasing if f(X ) ≥ f(Y) holds for all X ⊆ Y ⊆ V.

Definition V.2. (Supermodularity) A set function f : 2^V → R is supermodular if f(X ) − f(X + i) ≥ f(Y) − f(Y + i) holds for all X ⊆ Y ⊆ V and i ∈ V.

Lemma V.3. For an arbitrary pair of vertices i and j in graph G, the generalized voltage ϕ_{j,X} (i) is a monotone decreasing function of X . Namely, for two nonempty vertex groups X ⊆ Y ⊆ V, ϕ_{j,X} (i) ≥ ϕ_{j,Y} (i). (44) Proof. Given an instantiation of a random walk, let B_{i,j}(Z) denote the proposition that the random walk started at vertex i and visited vertex j without visiting any vertex in Z, and let P(B_{i,j} (Z)) denote the probability that the proposition B_{i,j}(Z) is true. Since for any vertex groups X and Y such that X ⊂ Y, B_{i,j}(Y) implies B_{i,j}(X ), we have ϕ_{j,X} (i) = P (B_{i,j}(X )) ≥ P (B_{i,j}(Y)) = ϕ_{j,Y} (i), leading to the result.

In order to prove the monotonicity of function Ω(X ), we introduce a notion, random detour (i → X → j), which is a constrained random walk. Concretely, (i → X → j) denotes a random walk starting from vertex i, that must visit some transit vertex in set X , before it reaches vertex j and stops. We write H(i, X , j) to denote the expected number of jumping for a random detour (i → X → j) to finish such a random walk. Note that when X includes only one vertex, the defined random detour reduces to Definition 3 in [64].

Lemma V.4. For an arbitrary pair of vertices i and j in graph G = (V, E, W ), H(i, X , j) is a monotone decreasing function of the set X of transit vertices. In other words, for two vertex sets X ⊆ Y ⊆ V, H(i, X , j) ≥ H(i, Y, j). (45) Proof. We first prove that for any vertex k ∈ V\{i, j}, H(i, X , j) ≥ H(i, X + k, j). (46) For this purpose, we use A_s(t, Z) to denote the event that a random walk starting from vertex s reaches vertex t without visiting any vertex in set Z, and use A_s(t, l) to denote the event that a random walk starting from vertex s arrives at vertex t without visiting vertex l. We write Ψ_{s,t}(Z) to denote the number of jumping needed by a random walk starting from vertex s to stop at vertex t after passing through some vertex in Z. Then, H(i, X , j) can be calculated as H(i, X , j) = E(Ψ_{i,j} (X )) = (E(Ψ_{i,j} ({k})|A_i(k, X + j)) + H(j, X , j)) ϕ_{k,X +j}(i)ϕ_{j,X} (k) + E(Ψ_{i,j}(X )|A_i(j, k))ϕ_{j,k}(i). Similarly, H(i, X + k, j) can be calculated as H(i, X + k, j) = E(Ψ_{i,j}(X + k)) =E(Ψ_{i,j}({k})|A_i(k, X + j))ϕ_{k,X +j}(i)ϕ_{j,X} (k) + E(Ψ_{i,j}(X )|A_i(j, k))ϕ_{j,k}(i). Combining the above two relations, one has H(i, X , j) − H(i, X + k, j) = ϕ_{k,X +j}(i)ϕ_{j,X} (k)H(j, X , j). Since ϕ_{k,X +j}(i)ϕ_{j,X} (k) is nonnegative, we have H(i, X , j) ≥ H(i, X + k, j). Suppose that Y\X = {i_1, i_2, . . . , i_q}, where q = |Y| − |X |. Then we can construct a series of vertex sets Y_0, Y_1, Y_2, . . . Y_q satisfying Y_0 = X , Y_q = Y, and Y_p = Y_{p−1} + i_p for p = 1, 2, . . . , q. By using (46), we have H(i, X , j) = H(i, Y_0, j) ≥ H(i, Y_1, j) ≥ . . . ≥ H(i, Y_q, j) = H(i, Y, j), which completes the proof.

Proposition V.5. The resistance distance Ω(X ) is a monotone decreasing and supermodular function of the set X . In other words, for two nonempty vertex sets X ⊆ Y ⊆ V and any vertex i ∈ V with i /∈ Y, Ω(X ) ≥ Ω(Y) (47) and Ω(X ) − Ω (X + i) ≥ Ω(Y) − Ω (Y + i) . (48)

Proof. According to Theorem III.6 and Definition III.7, we have

Ω(X ) = 1 d_G n∑ i=1 C(i, X ). (49) Thus, we can alternatively prove this theorem by showing the monotonicity and supermodularity of the commute time C(i, X ). Considering a special case i = j of Lemma V.4, we have C(i, X ) ≥ C(i, Y). (50) Combining (49) and (50) gives

Ω(X ) = 1 d_G n∑ i=1 C(i, X ) ≥ 1 d_G n∑ i=1 C(i, Y) = Ω(Y), which implies the monotonicity of Ω(X ).

We continue to prove the supermodularity of Ω(X ). As the notation A_s(t, Z) defined in the proof of Lemma V.4, for any pair of vertices i and j in V and a set of vertices X ⊆ V, we introduce two notations A_i(j, X ) and A_i(X , j), where A_i(j, X ) has been used in the proof of Lemma V.4 and A_i(X , j) represents the event that a random walk starting from vertex i reaches some vertex in X without visiting vertex j. Then, P (A_i(j, X )) = ϕ_{j,X} (i) and P (A_i(X , j)) = 1 − P (A_i(j, X )) hold.

Let Ψ_i(X ) be the number of jumping required by a random walk originating from vertex i visits some vertex in X and comes back to i. It is easy to see that the expectation E(Ψ_i(X )) of the random variable Ψ_i(X ) is equal to C(i, X ). By definition, C(i, X ) can be calculated as

C(i, X ) = E (Ψ_i(X )) = ϕ_{j,X} (i)E (Ψ_i(X )|A_i(j, X )) + (1 − ϕ_{j,X} (i))E (Ψ_i(X )|A_i(X , j)) , where j /∈ X . Similarly, C(i, X + j) can be evaluated as

C(i, X + j) = ϕ_{j,X} (i)E (Ψ_i(X + j)|A_i(j, X )) + (1 − ϕ_{j,X} (i))E (Ψ_i(X + j)|A_i(X , j)) . Then, we have C(i, X ) − C(i, X + j) =ϕ_{j,X} (i)E (Ψ_i(X ) − Ψ_i(X + j)|A_i(j, X )) + (1 − ϕ_{j,X} (i))E (Ψ_i(X ) − Ψ_i(X + j)|A_i(X , j)) .

(51) Since Ψ_i(X ) = Ψ_i(X + j) holds with probability P (A_i(j, X )) = ϕ_{j,X} (i), (51) can be rewritten as C(i, X ) − C(i, X + j) =ϕ_{j,X} (i)E (Ψ_i(X ) − Ψ_i(X + j)|A_i(j, X )) =ϕ_{j,X} (i) (H(j, X , i) − H(j, i)) . In a similar way, we obtain C(i, Y) − C(i, Y + j) = ϕ_{j,Y} (i) (H(j, Y, i) − H(j, i)) . By Lemma V.3 one has ϕ_{j,X} (i) ≥ ϕ_{j,Y} (i), and by Lemma V.4 one has H(j, X , i) ≥ H(j, Y, i). Then, we derive C(i, X ) − C(i, X + j) ≥ C(i, Y) − C(i, Y + j), (52) Combining (49) and (52) gives Ω(X ) − Ω (X + i) = 1 d_G n∑ i=1 C(i, X ) − 1 d_G n∑ i=1 C(i, X + i) = 1 d_G n∑ i=1 [C(i, X ) − C(i, X + i)] ≥ 1 d_G n∑ i=1 [C(i, Y) − C(i, Y + i)] =Ω(Y) − Ω (Y + i) , which finishes the proof.

B. Problem Formulation and Algorithms

Proposition V.5 shows that Ω(X ) is a decreasing set function. In other words, the addition of any vertex into set X will lead to a decrease of the resistance distance Ω(X ). Then, we naturally raise the following problem: How to optimally select a set X with 1 ≤ k ≪ n vertices in V, so that the resistance distance Ω(X ) of the vertex set X is minimized. Mathematically, the resistance distance minimization problem is formally stated as follows.

Problem 1 (Resistance Distance Minimization, RDM). Given a weighted digraph G = (V, E, W ) with n vertices and m edges, and an integer 1 ≤ k ≪ n, find a set X^∗ ⊂ V of k vertices such that the resistance distance Ω(X^∗) is minimized. This set optimization problem is formulated as: X^∗ ∈ arg min_{X ⊂V,|X |=k} Ω(X ).

Problem 1 is inherently a combinatorial problem. It can be solved accurately by the following naïve brute-force method. For each set X of the (_n k ) possible subsets of vertices, compute the resistance distance of X . Then, output the set X^∗ of vertices, which has the minim resistance distance. This method appears to be simple, but it is computationally impractical even for smallscale graphs, since its computation complexity is exponential, scaling with n as O ((_n k ) · n^3 ) . In fact, Problem 1 is NP-hard, since it is even NP-hard for 3-regular undirected graphs [17], for which there is a reduction from Problem 1 to the problem of vertex cover.

To tackle the exponential complexity of a combinatorial optimization problem, one often resorts to greedy heuristic approaches. Due to the monotonicity and supermodularity of the objective function Ω(·) for Problem 1, a simple greedy method is guaranteed to have a (1−^k_{k−1} ·^1_e )- approximation solution to this Problem [65]. This greedy method is as follows. Initially, the vertex set X is set to be empty. Then k vertices are added to X , each of which is chosen iteratively from set V\X . In every iteration step i, vertex v_i in the set V\X of candidate vertices is selected, such that the resistance distance Ω(X + v_i) is minimum among all Ω(X + v) with v ∈ V\X . The iteration process terminates when k vertices are chosen to be added to X . In each iteration, we need to compute the resistance distance Ω(X + v) for every candidate vertex v in V\X , which involves matrix inversion. Suppose that directly inverting a matrix requires O(n^3) time, the total computation complexity of the simple greedy method is O(kn^4) for small k.

The O(kn^4) complexity of the above simple greedy method is still very high. It can be reduced to O(n^3) without sacrificing its accuracy. For this purpose, we first provide an expression of the marginal gain of each vertex v /∈ X .

Lemma V.6. For a vertex set Z ⊂ V and a vertex v /∈ Z in a weighted digraph G = (V, E, W ), define Δ(Z, v)^{def}= Ω(Z) − Ω(Z + v). Then, Δ(Z, v) = e^⊤_v L^{−2}_{\Z} e_v e^⊤_v L^{−1}_{\Z} e_v . Proof. For a vertex v /∈ Z, We write Tr ( L_{\Z} ) in block form as

Tr ( L_{\Z} ) = Tr d^v a^⊤ b L_{\(Z+v)} ,

where A = L_{\(Z+v)}, a^⊤ = L_{v,V\(Z+v)}, and b = L_{V\(Z+v),v} . By blockwise matrix inversion, we obtain Tr ( L^{−1}_{\Z} ) =Tr 1^s −^{1s} a^⊤A^{−1} −^1_s A^{−1}b A^{−1}+^1_s A^{−1}ba^⊤A^{−1} , (53)

where s = d_u − a^⊤A^{−1}b. Then Δ(Z, v) can be expressed as

Δ(Z, v) =Ω(Z) − Ω(Z + v) =Tr ( L^{−1}_{\Z} ) − Tr ( L^{−1}_{\(Z+v)} )

= ( L^{−1}_{\Z} ) v,v + ∑ u∈V\(Z+v) (( L^{−1}_{\Z} ) u,u − ( L^{−1}_{−(Z+v)} ) u,u )

= 1 s + 1 s Tr ( A^{−1}ba^⊤A^{−1} ) = 1 s + 1 s a^⊤A^{−1}A^{−1}b = e^⊤_v L^{−2}_{\X} e_v e^⊤_v L^{−1}_{\X} e_v , where the fourth equality and the sixth equality are obtained according to (53), while the fifth equality follows by the cyclicity of trace.

By (53) in the proof of Lemma V.6, after adding a single vertex v to X forming set X + v, L^{−1}_{\(X +v)} can be looked upon as a rank-1 update to matrix L^{−1}_X :

L^{−1}_{\(X +v)} = ( L^{−1}_{\X} − L^{−1}_{\X} e_ve^⊤_v L^{−1}_{\X} e^⊤_v L^{−1}_{\X} e_v ) \v ,

which can be done in time O(n^2) in the case that L^{−1}_X is already computed, rather than directly

Algorithm 1: EXACT(G, L, k) Input : A weighted digraph G = (V, E, W ); the Laplacian matrix L of G; an integer 1 ≤ k ≤ |Q| Output : X : A subset of V with |X | = k 1 Compute L^† 2 Initialize solution X = {v_1} where v_1 = arg min_{v∈V} n ( L^† ) v,v + Tr ( L^† ) 3 for i = 2, . . . , k do 4 Compute Δ(X , v) for each v ∈ V\X 5 Select v_i s.t. v_i ← arg max_{v∈V\X} Δ(X , v) 6 Update solution X ← X + v_i 7 Update L^{−1}_{\X} = ( L^{−1}_{\X} −^L −1 \X e_{vi} e^⊤_{vi} L^{−1}_{\X} e^⊤_{vi} L^{−1}_{\X} e_{vi} ) \v_i . 8 return X

inverting a matrix in time O(n^3). This leads to our fast exact algorithm EXACT(G, L, k) to solve Problem 1, which is outlined in Algorithm 1. The algorithm first calculates the pseudoinverse L^† of matrix L by using the formula L^† = ( L −^1_n 11^⊤ )_{−1} +^1_n 11^⊤ obtained in Proposition IV.5 in time O(n^3) and picks a vertex v_1 with minimum resistance distance Ω(v_1), which can be done by using the relation Ω(v) = nL^†_{v,v} + Tr ( L^† ) in Proposition IV.14. Then it works in k − 1 rounds, each of which includes two main operations. One is to evaluate Δ(X , v) in O(n^2) time (Line 4), the other is to update L^{−1}_{\X} in O(n^2) time. Therefore, the whole running time of Algorithm 1 is O(n^3 + kn^2), much smaller than O(kn^4).

On the basis of the well-established result in [65], Algorithm 1 provides a (1 −^k_{k−1} ·^1_e )- approximation of the optimal solution to Problem 1.

Theorem V.7. The set X returned by Algorithm 1 satisfies

Ω(v^∗) − Ω(X ) ≥ ( 1 − k k − 1 · 1 e ) (Ω(v^∗) − Ω(X^∗)) ,

where X^∗ is the optimal solution to Problem 1 and v^∗ is the vertex with the minimum resistance distance for a single vertex, i.e.,

X^{∗ def}= arg min |X |≤k Ω(X ), v^{∗ def}= arg min_{v∈V} Ω(v).

Proof. Let X_i be the solution set after exactly i vertices have been selected. By supermodularity,

TABLE I: Information of model and real-world networks. For a network with n vertices and m edges, we use n^′ and m^′ to denote, respectively, the number of vertices and the number of edges in its largest connected component.

Network n m n^′ m^′ Watts-Strogatz 50 500 50 500 Erdös-Rényi 50 300 50 300 Scale-Free 50 282 50 282 email-Eu-core 1, 005 25, 571 803 24, 729 Air traffic control 1, 226 2, 615 792 1, 900 Wiki-Vote 7, 115 103, 689 1, 300 39, 456 Advogato 6, 541 51, 127 3, 140 41, 872

for any i ≥ 1 Ω(X_i) − Ω(X_{i+1}) ≥ 1 k Ω(X_i) − Ω(X^∗),

which implies Ω(X_{i+1}) − Ω(X^∗) ≤ ( 1 − 1 k ) (Ω(X_i) − Ω(X^∗)) .

Then, we have

Ω(X ) − Ω(X^∗) ≤ ( 1 − 1 k )_{k−1} (Ω(X_1) − Ω(X^∗)) ≤ k k − 1 · 1 e (Ω(X_1) − Ω(X^∗)) ,

which coupled with Ω(X_1) = Ω(u^∗) completes the proof.

C. Experiments

In this subsection, we evaluate the performance of Algorithm 1 by conducting experiments on three popular model networks and four realistic networks, with the latter taken from KONECT [66] and SNAP [67]. We run our experiments on the largest strongly connected components of these seven networks, related information of which is shown in Table I. All experiments are implemented in Julia, which are run on a Windows desktop with 2.5 GHz Intel i7-11700 CPU and 16G memory, using a single thread.

Before presenting our experiment results, we give a brief introduction to the construction of considered model networks and real datasets.

Watts-Strogatz (WS) small-world graph [68], [69]. We start with a regular network consisting of n = 50 vertices connected to their K = 10 nearest neighbors. The vertices are arranged in a ring with 2K edges per vertex. In the rewiring procedure, We select a vertex and the edge that connects this vertex to its nearest neighbor in a counterclockwise sense. With probability p we rewire this edge to a randomly chosen vertex in the network, and with probability 1 − p we leave it as it is. Self-connections and repeated connections are not allowed. With probability b the edge goes out from the current vertex and with probability 1 − b it goes into it. We move counterclockwise around the ring and repeat this procedure for each vertex until one lap is completed. Then we repeat the process with the second nearest counterclockwise neighbors of each node, and so on up to the Kth nearest neighbors. In our experiment, p is set to be 0.5, and b is set to be 1.

Erdös-Rényi (ER) random graph [70], [71]. The ER random graph starts with a vertex set V with N vertices. Then, for each ordered pair (i, j) satisfying i, j ∈ V and i ≠ j, we create a directed edge from i to j with probability p. In our experiment, p is set to be 0.15.

Scale-Free network (SF) [72]: We assign two weights p_i = i^{−αout} and q_i = i^{−αin} (i = 1, . . . , N) to each vertex for outgoing and incoming edges, respectively. Both control parameters α_{out} and α_{in} are in the interval [0, 1). Then two different vertices (i, j) are selected with probabilities, p_i/ ∑ k p_k and q_j / ∑ k q_k, respectively, and an edge from the vertex i to j is created with an arrow pointing to j from i. We repeat this process m times. The SF networks generated in this way exhibit the power-law behavior in both outgoing and incoming degree distributions, with their exponents γ_{out} and γ_{in} being γ_{out} = (1 + α_{out})/α_{out} and γ_{in} = (1 + α_{in})/α_{in}, respectively. In our experiment, α_{in} and α_{out} are both set to be 0.5, and m is set to be 300.

email-Eu-core [67], [73], [74]: The network was generated using email data from a large European research institution. The vertices in the network represent people within this institution, and there is a directed edge (u, v) from vertex u to vertex v in the network if person u sent person v at least one email. The dataset only includes email communication between members of the institution (the core) and does not include incoming messages from or outgoing messages to external entities.

Air traffic control [66]: The network was generated from the USA’s FAA (Federal Aviation Administration) National Flight Data Center (NFDC), Preferred Routes Database. Vertices in this network represent airports or service centers and directed edges are created from strings of preferred routes recommended by the NFDC.

wiki-Vote [67], [75], [76]: Wikipedia is a free online encyclopedia, created and edited collaboratively by volunteers around the world. A small proportion of Wikipedia contributors are administrators, who have access to additional technical features that aid in maintenance. In order for a user to become an administrator a Request for adminship (RfA) is issued and the Wikipedia community decides who will be granted adminship through a public discussion or a vote. This network contains all the Wikipedia voting data from the inception of Wikipedia till January 2008. Vertices in the network represent Wikipedia users and a directed edge from vertex i to vertex j represents that user i voted on user j.

Advogato [66], [77]: This is the trust network of Advogato, an online community platform for free software developers launched in 1999. The vertices in this network represent Advogato users, and the directed edges represent trust relationships. Trust links are referred to as ”certifications” on Advogato, and there are three different levels of certifications that correspond to the following three different edge weights: apprentice (0.6), journeyer (0.8), and master (1.0). Users who have not received any trust certifications are referred to as observers. It is possible to trust oneself on Advogato, which leads to the presence of loops in the network.

We now study the accuracy of our algorithm EXACT by comparing it with the following baseline strategies for selecting k vertices: OPTIMUM, RANDOM, TOP-DEGREE and MIN-RES. The strategy OPTIMUM selects k vertices with the optimum resistance distance by brute-force search. RANDOM scheme chooses k vertices at random. TOP-DEGREE method chooses k vertices with the highest out degrees, while the MIN-RES approach chooses k vertices with the lowest resistance distance according to Definition II.4.

We first evaluate the effectiveness of algorithm EXACT on the three model networks for k = 1, 2, . . . , 6, for which we are able to compute the optimum solutions because of their small sizes. Figure 1 presents the resistance distance of vertex sets obtained by different methods, from which we observe that the solutions returned by our algorithm EXACT and the optimum solution are almost the same, both of which are better than those returned by the three other baseline schemes. Thus, our algorithm is very effective in practice, the approximation ratio of which is significantly better than the theoretical guarantee.

We then demonstrate the effectiveness of EXACT by comparing it with RANDOM, TOP-

DEGREE, and MIN-RES on four realistic networks, for which we cannot obtain the optimal

solutions. The comparison of The results for these four strategies are shown in Figure 2, which indicates that our greedy algorithm EXACT outperforms the three baseline schemes for vertex selection.

Fig. 1: Resistance distance of vertex sets returned by EXACT, random and optimum strategies on three models: WS (a), ER (b), and SF (c).

Fig. 2: Resistance distance of vertex sets returned versus the number k of vertices chosen for the four algorithms on email-Eu-core (a), Air traffic control (b), Wiki-Vote (c), and Advogato (d).

VI. CONCLUSION We introduced the resistance distances for strongly connected directed graphs based on random walks, which is a natural extension of resistance distances for undirected graphs. We defined the Laplacian matrix L for directed graphs, which subsumes the Laplacian matrix of undirected graphs as a special case. We studied the properties of the Laplacian matrix for directed graphs, in terms of whose pseudoinverse we provided expression for the two-node effective resistance, as well as some defined quantities based on effective resistances, such as Kirchhoff index, and multiplicative degree-Kirchhoff index. Moreover, we proved that the two-node resistance distance on directed graphs is a metric.

In the second part, we defined the resistance distance between a vertex and a vertex group in directed graphs, and expressed this quantity in terms of the elements of the inverse of a submatrix of L. We further proposed the problem of selecting a set of fixed number of nodes, such that their effective resistance is minimized. Since this combinatorial optimization problem is NP-hard, we presented a greedy algorithm to approximately solve it, which has a proved approximation ratio, since the objective function of the problem is monotone and supermodular. Experiments on model and realistic networks validate the performance of our approximation algorithm. Our work provides useful insight on potential applications of directed graphs in diverse aspects, such as graph clustering, link prediction, and network reliability.

REFERENCES

[1] P. G. Doyle and J. L. Snell, Random Walks and Electric Networks. Providence, RI, USA: AMS, 1984. [2] D. J. Klein and M. Randić, “Resistance distance,” J. Math. Chem., vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 81–95, Dec. 1993. [3] W. Ellens, F. M. Spieksma, P. Van Mieghem, A. Jamakovic, and R. E. Kooij, “Effective graph resistance,” Linear Algebra Appl., vol. 435, no. 10, pp. 2491–2506, 2011.

[4] M. E. J. Newman, “The structure and function of complex networks,” SIAM Rev., vol. 45, no. 2, pp. 167–256, 2003. [5] H. Li, S. Patterson, Y. Yi, and Z. Zhang, “Maximizing the number of spanning trees in a connected graph,” IEEE Trans.

Inf. Theory, vol. 66, no. 2, pp. 1248–1260, 2020.

[6] P. Christiano, J. A. Kelner, A. Madry, D. A. Spielman, and S.-H. Teng, “Electrical flows, laplacian systems, and faster approximation of maximum flow in undirected graphs,” in Proc. 43rd Annu. ACM Symp. Theory Comput., San Jose, CA, USA, Jun. 2011, pp. 273–282.

[7] Y. T. Lee, S. Rao, and N. Srivastava, “A new approach to computing maximum flows using electrical flows,” in Proc. 45th Annu. ACM Symp. Theory Comput., Palo Alto, CA, USA, Jun. 2013, pp. 755–764.

[8] J. A. Kelner, Y. T. Lee, L. Orecchia, and A. Sidford, “An almost-linear-time algorithm for approximate max flow in undirected graphs, and its multicommodity generalizations,” in Proc. 25th Annu. ACM-SIAM Symp. Discrete Algorithms, Portland, OR, USA, Jan. 2014, pp. 217–226.

[9] A. Madry, D. Straszak, and J. Tarnawski, “Fast generation of random spanning trees and the effective resistance metric,” in Proc. 26th Annu. ACM-SIAM Symp. Discrete Algorithms, San Diego, CA, USA, Jan. 2015, pp. 2019–2036.

[10] N. Anari and S. O. Gharan, “Effective-resistance-reducing flows, spectrally thin trees, and asymmetric tsp,” in Proc. 56th Annu. IEEE Symp. Found. Comput. Sci., Berkeley, CA, USA, Oct. 2015, pp. 20–39.

[11] D. A. Spielman and N. Srivastava, “Graph sparsification by effective resistances,” in Proc. 40th Annu. ACM Symp. Theory Comput., Victoria, British Columbia, Canada, May 2008, pp. 563–568.

[12] F. Fouss, A. Pirotte, J.-m. Renders, and M. Saerens, “Random-walk computation of similarities between nodes of a graph with application to collaborative recommendation,” IEEE Trans. Knowl. Data. Eng., vol. 19, no. 3, pp. 355–369, Jan. 2007.

[13] H. Cai, V. W. Zheng, and K. C.-C. Chang, “A comprehensive survey of graph embedding: Problems, techniques, and applications,” IEEE Trans. Knowl. Data. Eng., vol. 30, no. 9, pp. 1616–1637, 2018.

[14] K. Stephenson and M. Zelen, “Rethinking centrality: Methods and examples,” Soc. Networks, vol. 11, no. 1, pp. 1–37, Mar. 1989.

[15] U. Brandes and D. Fleischer, “Centrality measures based on current flow,” in Proc. 22nd Annu. Conf. Theor. Aspects Comput. Sci., Stuttgart, Germany, Feb. 2005, pp. 533–544.

[16] L. Shan, Y. Yi, and Z. Zhang, “Improving information centrality of a node in complex networks by adding edges,” in Proc. 27th Int. Joint Conf. Artif. Intell., Stockholm, Sweden, Jul. 2018, pp. 3535–3541.

[17] H. Li, R. Peng, Y. Shan, Lirenand Yi, and Z. Zhang, “Current flow group closeness centrality for complex networks?” in Proc. World Wide Web Conf., San Francisco, USA, May 2019, pp. 961–971.

[18] V. Martínez, F. Berzal, and J.-C. Cubero, “A survey of link prediction in complex networks,” ACM Comput. Surv., vol. 49, no. 4, pp. 1–33, 2016.

[19] A. Ghosh, S. Boyd, and A. Saberi, “Minimizing effective resistance of a graph,” SIAM Rev., vol. 50, no. 1, pp. 37–66, Feb. 2008.

[20] H. Chen and F. Zhang, “Resistance distance and the normalized laplacian spectrum,” Discrete Appl. Math., vol. 155, no. 5, pp. 654–661, Mar. 2007.

[21] H. Li and Z. Zhang, “Kirchhoff index as a measure of edge centrality in weighted networks: Nearly linear time algorithms,” in Proc. 29th Annu. ACM-SIAM Symp. Discrete Algorithms, San Francisco, USA, Jan. 2018, pp. 2377–2396.

[22] Z. Zhang, W. Xu, Y. Yi, and Z. Zhang, “Fast approximation of coherence for second-order noisy consensus networks,” IEEE Trans. Cybern., vol. 52, no. 1, pp. 677–686, Jan. 2022.

[23] Y. Yi, B. Yang, Z. Zhang, Z. Zhang, and S. Patterson, “Biharmonic distance-based performance metric for second-order noisy consensus networks,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 68, no. 2, pp. 1220–1236, Feb. 2022.

[24] A. Tizghadam and A. Leon-Garcia, “Autonomic traffic engineering for network robustness,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 28, no. 1, Jan. 2010.

[25] F. M. F. Wong, Z. Liu, and M. Chiang, “On the efficiency of social recommender networks,” IEEE/ACM Trans. Netw., vol. 24, no. 4, pp. 2512–2524, 2016.

[26] S. Patterson and B. Bamieh, “Consensus and coherence in fractal networks,” IEEE Trans. Control Netw. Syst., vol. 1, no. 4, pp. 338–348, Dec. 2014.

[27] Y. Qi, Z. Zhang, Y. Yi, and H. Li, “Consensus in self-similar hierarchical graphs and Sierpiński graphs: Convergence speed, delay robustness, and coherence,” IEEE Trans. Cybern., vol. 49, no. 2, pp. 592–603, Feb. 2019.

[28] Y. Yi, Z. Zhang, and S. Patterson, “Scale-free loopy structure is resistant to noise in consensus dynamics in complex networks,” IEEE Trans. Cybern., vol. 50, no. 1, pp. 190–200, Jan. 2020.

[29] J. J. Hunter, “The role of Kemeny’s constant in properties of Markov chains,” Commun. Stat.-Theory Methods, vol. 43, no. 7, pp. 1309–1321, Apr. 2014.

[30] W. Xu, Y. Sheng, Z. Zhang, H. Kan, and Z. Zhang, “Power-law graphs have minimal scaling of Kemeny constant for random walks,” in Proc. World Wide Web Conf., Taipei Taiwan, China, Apr. 2020, pp. 46–56.

[31] F. Dorfler and F. Bullo, “Kron reduction of graphs with applications to electrical networks,” IEEE Trans. Circuits Syst. I:

Regular Papers, vol. 60, no. 1, pp. 150–163, 2013.

[32] F. Dörfler, J. W. Simpson-Porco, and F. Bullo, “Electrical networks and algebraic graph theory: Models, properties, and applications,” Proc. IEEE, vol. 106, no. 5, pp. 977–1005, 2018.

[33] Y. Sheng and Z. Zhang, “Low-mean hitting time for random walks on heterogeneous networks,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 65, no. 11, pp. 6898–6910, 2019.

[34] K. Thulasiraman, M. Yadav, and K. Naik, “Network science meets circuit theory: Resistance distance, Kirchhoff index, and Foster’s theorems with generalizations and unification,” IEEE Trans. Circuits Syst. I: Regular Papers, vol. 66, no. 3, pp. 1090–1103, 2019.

[35] M. C. Choi, “On resistance distance of Markov chain and its sum rules,” Linear Algebra Appl., vol. 571, pp. 14–25, Jun.

2019.

[36] G. F. Young, L. Scardovi, and N. E. Leonard, “A new notion of effective resistance for directed graphs—part I: Definition and properties,” IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, vol. 61, no. 7, pp. 1727–1736, Jul. 2016.

[37] G. F. Young, L. Scardovi, and N. E. Leonard, “A new notion of effective resistance for directed graphs—part II: Computing resistances,” IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, vol. 61, no. 7, pp. 1737–1752, Jul. 2016.

[38] T. Sugiyama and K. Sato, “Kron reduction and effective resistance of directed graphs,” 2022. [Online]. Available:

https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.12560 [39] R. Balaji, R. B. Bapat, and S. Goel, “Resistance distance in directed cactus graphs,” Electron. J. Linear Algebra, vol. 36, pp. 277–292, May 2020.

[40] R. Balaji, R. B. Bapat, and S. Goel, “Resistance matrices of balanced directed graphs,” Linear Multilinear Algebra, vol. 70, no. 5, pp. 787–808, Apr. 2022.

[41] R. Penrose, “A generalized inverse for matrices,” Math. Proc. Camb. Philos. Soc., vol. 51, no. 3, pp. 406–413, Jul. 1955. [42] I. Erdelyi, “On the matrix equation Ax = λBx,” J. Math. Anal. Appl., vol. 17, no. 1, pp. 119–132, Jan. 1967. [43] S. L. Campbell and C. D. Meyer, Generalized Inverses of Linear Transformations. SIAM, 2009. [44] A. Ben-Israel and T. N. Greville, Generalized Inverses: Theory and Applications. New York, NY, USA: Springer, 2003, vol. 15.

[45] F. R. K. Chung, Spectral Graph Theory, 2nd ed. Providence, RI, USA: AMS, 1997. [46] R. A. Horn and C. R. Johnson, Matrix Analysis, 2nd ed. Cambridge, U.K.: Cambridge Univ. Press, 2012. [47] D. Aldous and J. A. Fill, “Reversible Markov chains and random walks on graphs,” 2002, unfinished monograph, recompiled 2014, available at http://www.stat.berkeley.edu/$\sim$aldous/RWG/book.html.

[48] M. Levene and G. Loizou, “Kemeny’s constant and the random surfer,” Amer. Math. Monthly, vol. 109, no. 8, pp. 741–745, Feb. 2002.

[49] P. De Meo, F. Messina, D. Rosaci, G. M. Sarné, and A. V. Vasilakos, “Estimating graph robustness through the Randic index,” IEEE Trans. Cybern., vol. 48, no. 11, pp. 3232–3242, Nov. 2018.

[50] J. Berkhout and B. F. Heidergott, “Analysis of Markov influence graphs,” Oper. Res., vol. 67, no. 3, pp. 892–904, Jun.

2019.

[51] A. Jadbabaie and A. Olshevsky, “Scaling laws for consensus protocols subject to noise,” IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, vol. 64, no. 4, pp. 1389–1402, Apr. 2019.

[52] R. Patel, P. Agharkar, and F. Bullo, “Robotic surveillance and Markov chains with minimal weighted Kemeny constant,” IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, vol. 60, no. 12, pp. 3156–3167, Dec. 2015.

[53] Z. Zhang, W. Xu, and Z. Zhang, “Nearly linear time algorithm for mean hitting times of random walks on a graph,” in Proc. 13th Int. Conf. Web Search Data Min., Houston, USA, Jan. 2020, pp. 726–734.

[54] N. S. Izmailian, R. Kenna, and F. Wu, “The two-point resistance of a resistor network: a new formulation and application to the cobweb network,” J. Phys. A-Math. Theor., vol. 47, no. 3, p. 035003, Jan. 2013.

[55] A. K. Chandra, P. Raghavan, W. L. Ruzzo, R. Smolensky, and P. Tiwari, “The electrical resistance of a graph captures its commute and cover times,” in Proc. 21st Annu. ACM Symp. Theory Comput., Seattle, Washington, USA, Feb. 1989, pp. 574–586.

[56] E. Bozzo and M. Franceschet, “Resistance distance, closeness, and betweenness,” Soc. Networks, vol. 35, no. 3, pp.

460–469, Jul. 2013.

[57] R. A. Horn and C. R. Johnson, Topics in Matrix Analysis. Cambridge, U.K.: Cambridge Univ. Press, 1994. [58] J. R. Norris, Markov Chains. Cambridge, U.K.: Cambridge Univ. Press, 1997.

[59] D. Boley, G. Ranjan, and Z.-L. Zhang, “Commute times for a directed graph using an asymmetric laplacian,” Linear Algebra Appl., vol. 435, no. 2, pp. 224–242, Jul. 2011.

[60] Y. Li and Z.-L. Zhang, “Digraph laplacian and the degree of asymmetry,” Internet Math., vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 381–401, Dec.

2012.

[61] Y. Li and Z.-L. Zhang, “Random walks and green’s function on digraphs: A framework for estimating wireless transmission costs,” IEEE/ACM Trans. Netw., vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 135–148, Feb. 2013.

[62] A. N. Langville and C. D. Meyer, Who’s# 1?: The Science of Rating and Ranking. Princeton, NJ, USA: Princeton Univ.

Press, 2012.

[63] L. Lü, D. Chen, X. Ren, Q. Zhang, Y. Zhang, and T. Zhou, “Vital nodes identification in complex networks,” Phys. Rep., vol. 650, pp. 1–63, Sep. 2016.

[64] G. Ranjan and Z.-L. Zhang, “Geometry of complex networks and topological centrality,” Physica A, vol. 392, no. 17, pp.

3833–3845, Sep. 2013.

[65] G. L. Nemhauser, L. A. Wolsey, and M. L. Fisher, “An analysis of approximations for maximizing submodular set functions—I,” Math. Program., vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 265–294, Dec. 1978.

[66] J. Kunegis, “Konect: the koblenz network collection,” in Proc. 22nd Int. Conf. World Wide Web, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, May 2013, pp. 1343–1350.

[67] J. Leskovec and A. Krevl, “SNAP Datasets: Stanford large network dataset collection,” http://snap.stanford.edu/data, Jun.

2014.

[68] D. J. Watts and S. H. Strogatz, “Collective dynamics of ‘small-world’ networks,” Nature, vol. 393, no. 6684, pp. 440–442, Jun. 1998.

[69] L. G. Morelli, “Simple model for directed networks,” Phys. Rev. E, vol. 67, p. 066107, Jun. 2003. [70] P. Erdös and A. Rényi, “On random graphs, I,” Publ. Math. Debrecen, vol. 6, pp. 290–297, 1959. [71] B. Bollobás, Random Graphs, 2nd ed. Cambridge, U.K.: Cambridge Univ. Press, 2001.

[72] K.-I. Goh, B. Kahng, and D. Kim, “Universal behavior of load distribution in scale-free networks,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 87, p. 278701, Dec. 2001.

[73] J. Leskovec, J. Kleinberg, and C. Faloutsos, “Graph evolution: Densification and shrinking diameters,” ACM Trans. Knowl.

Discov. Data, vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 2–es, Mar. 2007.

[74] H. Yin, A. R. Benson, J. Leskovec, and D. F. Gleich, “Local higher-order graph clustering,” in Proc. 23rd ACM SIGKDD Int. Conf. Knowl. Discov. Data Min., Halifax, NS, Canada, Aug. 2017, pp. 555–564.

[75] J. Leskovec, D. Huttenlocher, and J. Kleinberg, “Signed networks in social media,” in Proc. SIGCHI Conf. Hum. Factor Comput. Syst, Atlanta, GA, USA, Apr. 2010, pp. 1361–1370.

[76] J. Leskovec, D. Huttenlocher, and J. Kleinberg, “Predicting positive and negative links in online social networks,” in Proc.

19th Int. Conf. World Wide Web, Raleigh, NC, USA, Apr. 2010, pp. 641–650.

[77] P. Massa, M. Salvetti, and D. Tomasoni, “Bowling alone and trust decline in social network sites,” in Proc. 8th IEEE Int.

Conf. Dependable, Auton. and Secure Comput., Chengdu, China, Dec. 2009, pp. 658–663.

PLACE PHOTO HERE

Mingzhe Zhu received the B.Sc. degree in the School of Computer Science, Fudan University, Shanghai, China, in 2021. He is currently pursuing the Master degree in the School of Computer Science, Fudan University, Shanghai, China. His research interests include network science, graph data mining, and random walks.

PLACE PHOTO HERE

Liwang Zhu received the B.Eng. degree in computer science and technology, Nanjing University of Science and Technology, Nanjing, China, in 2018. He is currently pursuing the Ph.D. degree in the School of Computer Science, Fudan University, Shanghai, China. His research interests include social networks, opinion dynamics, graph data mining and network science.

PLACE PHOTO HERE

Huan Li received the B.S. degree and the M.S. degree in computer science from Fudan University, Shanghai, China, in 2016 and 2019, respectively. He is currently pursuing the Ph.D. degree in University of Pennsylvania. His research interests include graph algorithms, social networks, and network science.

PLACE PHOTO HERE

Wei Li received the B.Eng. degree in automation and the M.Eng. degree in control science and engineering from the Harbin Institute of Technology, China, in 2009 and 2011, respectively, and the Ph.D. degree from the University of Sheffield, U.K., in 2016. After being a research associate at the University of York, UK, he is currently an associate professor with the Academy for Engineering and Technology, Fudan University. His research interests include robotics and computational intelligence, and especially selforganized/ swarm systems, and evolutionary machine learning.

PLACE PHOTO HERE

Zhongzhi Zhang (M’19) received the B.Sc. degree in applied mathematics from Anhui University, Hefei, China, in 1997 and the Ph.D. degree in management science and engineering from Dalian University of Technology, Dalian, China, in 2006.

From 2006 to 2008, he was a Post-Doctoral Research Fellow with Fudan University, Shanghai, China, where he is currently a Full Professor with the School of Computer Science. He has published over 160 papers in international journals or conferences. He was selected as one of the most cited Chinese researchers (Elsevier) in 2019, 2020, and 2021. His current research interests include network science, graph data mining, social network analysis, computational social science, spectral graph theory, and random walks.

Dr. Zhang was a recipient of the Excellent Doctoral Dissertation Award of Liaoning Province, China, in 2007, the Excellent Post-Doctor Award of Fudan University in 2008, the Shanghai Natural Science Award (third class) in 2013, the CCF Natural Science Award (second class) in 2022, and the Wilkes Award for the best paper published in The Computer Journal in 2019. He is a member of the IEEE.