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ABSTRACT

Social hierarchy (i.e., pyramid structure of societiesa ifunda-
mental concept in sociology and social network analysise ifi
portance of social hierarchy in a social network is that theot
logical structure of the social hierarchy is essential ithtshaping
the nature of social interactions between individuals anfdlding
the structure of the social networks. The social hierarcuné in

a social network can be utilized to improve the accuracy mf li
prediction, provide better query results, rank web pages study
information flow and spread in complex networks. In this pape
we model a social network as a directed graghand consider the
social hierarchy as DAG (directed acyclic graph)afdenoted as
Gp. By DAG, all the vertices inG can be partitioned into differ-
ent levels, the vertices at the same level represent a migjodup

in the social hierarchy, and all the edges in DAG follow onech
tion. The main issue we study in this paper is how to find DAG
Gp in G. The approach we take is to fi@dp by removing all
possible cycles front: such thatG' = U(G) U Gp whereld(G)

is a maximum Eulerian subgraph which contains all possifgle ¢
cles. We give the reasons for doing so, investigate the piepef
Gp found, and discuss the applications. In addition, we devalo
novel two-phase algorithm, called Greedy-&-Refine, whiobegl-
ily computes an Eulerian subgraph and then refines this grezd
lution to find the maximum Eulerian subgraph. We give a bound
between the greedy solution and the optimal. The qualityuf o
greedy approach is high. We conduct comprehensive expeténe
studies over 14 real-world datasets. The results show thatlgo-
rithms are at least two orders of magnitude faster than theline
algorithm.

1. INTRODUCTION

Social hierarchy refers to the pyramid structure of soegetivith
minority on the top and majority at the bottom, which is a pitent
and universal feature in organizations. Social hierarstsiso rec-
ognized as a fundamental characteristic of social intenastbeing
well studied in both sociology and psycholo@y][11]. In reicggars,
social hierarchy has attracted considerable attentiorgandrates
profound and lasting influence in various fields, especisdlgial
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networks. This is because the hierarchical structure offaulpe
tion is essential in shaping the nature of social interastizetween
individuals and unfolding the structure of underlying sbaiet-
works. Gould in[[11] develops a formal theoretical model todel
the emergence of social hierarchy, which can accuratebjigirthe
network structure. By the social status theory[inl [11], vitli-
als with low status typically follow individuals with hightatus.
Clauset et al. in[8] develop a technique to infer hierarahstruc-
ture of a social network based on the degree of relatednésséae
individuals. They show that the hierarchical structure eaplain
and reproduce some commonly observed topological pregeofi
networks and can also be utilized to predict missing linkgei
works. Assuming that underlying hierarchy is the primargtda
guiding social interactions, Maiya and Berger-Wolf [in][d&fer
social hierarchy from undirected weighted social netwdr&sed
on maximum likelihood. All these studies imply that sociarh
archy is a primary organizing principle of social networkapable
of shedding light on many phenomena. In addition, socialdnie
chy is also used in many aspects of social network analysis an
data mining. For instance, social hierarchy can be utilizenin-
prove the accuracy of link prediction [21], provide betteery re-
sults [15], rank web page§ [12], and study information flowd an
spread in complex networkis![1, 2].

In this paper, we focus on social networks that can be modled
directed graphs, because in many social networks (e.g.gl&6o
Weibo, Twitter) information flow and influence propagateldal
certain directions from vertices to vertices. Given a daugwork
as a directed grap8y, its social hierarchy can be represented as a
directed acyclic graph (DAG). By DAG, all the vertices Ghare
partitioned into different levels (disjoint groups), artithe edges
in the cycle-free DAG follow one direction, as observed iciab
networks that prestige users at high levels are followed $Brsu
at low levels and the prestige users typically do not folltwit
followers. Here, a level in DAG represents the status of &exdn
the hierarchy the DAG represents.

The issue we study in this paper is how to find hierarchy as a
DAG in a general directed grapfi which represents a social net-
work. Given a graplty, there are many possible ways to obtain a
DAG. First, converting grapli’ into a DAG, by contracting all ver-
tices in a strongly connected componentiras a vertex in DAG,
does not serve the purpose, because all vertices in a stroogt
nected component do not necessarily belong to the sameittezel
hierarchy. Second, a random DAG does not serve the purpese, b
cause it heavily relies on the way to select the vertices astdrt
to traverse and the way to traverse. Therefore, two randoi@DA
can be significantly different topologically. Third, findithe maxi-
mum DAG ofG is not only NP-hard but also NP-approximadtel[14].
The way we do is to find the DAG by removing all possible cycles
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from G following [13]. In [13] Gupte et al. propose a way to de-
compose a directed gragh into a maximum Eulerian subgraph
U(G) and DAGGp, such thatZ = U(G) U Gp. Here, all possi-
ble cycles inG are inl/(G), and all edges id7p do not appear in
U(G). We take the same approach to find DAG for a graphG
by finding the maximum Eulerian subgrapti{G) of G such that
G =U(G) UGp, as given in[[18].

Main contributions : We summarize the main contributions of our
work as follows. First, unlike[[13] which studies a measuee b
tween 0 and 1 to indicate how close a given directed graph is to
a perfect hierarchy, we focus on the hierarchy (DAG). In tddi

to the properties investigated in_|13], we show thigs found is
representative, exhibits the pyramid rank distributiamaddition,

G'p found can be used to study social mobility and recover hidden
directions of social relationships. Here, social mobilgya fun-
damental concept in sociology, economics and politics, refets

to the movement of individuals from one status to anothecoBe,

we significantly improve the efficiency of computing the nraxim
Eulerian subgrapl{(G). Note that the time complexity of theF-

U algorithm [13] isO(nm?), wheren andm are the numbers of
vertices and edges, respectively. Such an algorithm isdatioal,
because it can only work on small graphs. We propose a new algo
rithm with time complexityO(m?), and propose a novel two-phase
algorithm, called Greedy-&-Refine, which greedily computn
Eulerian subgraph i®(n + m) and then refines this greedy solu-
tion to find the maximum Eulerian subgraph@{cm?) wherec

is a very small constant less than 1. The quality of our gregdy
proach is high. Finally, we conduct extensive performariadiss
using 14 real-world datasets to evaluate our algorithmd, cam-
firm our findings.

Further related work : Ball and Newman[[3] analyze directed
networks between students with both reciprocated and ijpmeec
cated friendships and develop a maximume-likelihood mettwod
infer ranks between students such that most unreciproaded-
ships are from lower-ranked individuals to higher-rankeds cor-
responding to status theofy |11]. Leskovec et al[if [19,id83s-
tigate signed networks and develop an alternate theoryabfist
in replace of the balance theory frequently used in undicteind
unsigned networks to both explain edge signs observed aulicpr
edge signs unknown. Influence has been widely stulied [@linfin
social hierarchy provides a new perspective to explorertthegnce
given the existence of a social hierarchy.

Eulerian graphs have been well studied in the theory compuni
[O.[10[5[7[2D]. For example, inl[9], Fleischner gives a cozhpn-
sive survey on this topic. In[10], the same author surveysrsé
applications of Eulerian graphs in graph theory. Anothesely
related concept is super-Eulerian graph, which contaipaarsng
Eulerian subgrapH ][5, 7._20], here a spanning Eulerian syibgr
means an Eulerian subgraph that includes all vertices. Tdig p
lem of determining whether or not a graph is super-EulesaxR-
complete[[7]. Most of these work mainly focus on the progsrtf
Eulerian subgraphs. There are no much related work on cemput
ing the maximum Eulerian subgraphs for large graphs. To ésé b
of our knowledge, the only one in the literature is done by ®Bup
et al. in [13]. However, the time complexity of their algduwit is
O(nm?), which is clearly impractical for large graphs.

Organization: In Sectior 2, we focus on the properties of the so-
cial hierarchy found after giving some useful concepts onxima
mum Eulerian subgraph, and discuss the applications. H0BER;

we discuss an existing algorithBF-U [13]. In Sectiori#, we pro-
pose a new algorithrS-U of time complexityO(m?), and treat

it as the baseline algorithm. We present a new two-phaseitigo

(1))

Figure 1: lllustration of the maximum Eulerian subgraph

GR-Ufor finding the maximum Eulerian subgraph, as well as its
analysis in Sectiofl5. Extensive experimental studieseperted
in Sectior 6. Finally, we conclude this work in Sectidn 7.

2. THE HIERARCHY

Consider an unweighted directed gragh = (V, E), where
V(G) and E(G) denote the sets of vertices and directed edges of
G, respectively. We use = |V(G)| andm = |E(G)| to de-
note the number of vertices and edges of gréphhrespectively.

In G, a pathp = (v1,v2,--- ,v) represents a sequence of edges
such that(v;,vi41) € E(G), for eachv; (1 < i < k). The
length of pathp, denoted aden(p), is the number of edges in
p. A simple path is a patffvi, v, -+ ,vx) with & distinct ver-
tices. A cycle is a path where a same vertex appears more than
once, and a simple cycle is a patt, vz, - - - ,vk—1, vr) Where
the firstk — 1 vertices are distinct while,, = v1. For simplic-

ity, below, we useV and E to denoteV (G) and E(G) of G,
respectively, when they are obvious. For a vertexe V(G),

the in-neighbors ofv;, denoted asV;(v;), are the vertices that
link to v;, i.e., Nr(vi) = {v; | (vj,vs) € E(G)}, and the out-
neighbors ofv;, denoted asVo (v;), are the vertices that; links

to, i.e., No(vi) = {v; | (vi,v;) € E(G)}. The in-degreel; (v;)
and out-degredo (v;) of vertexv; are the numbers of edges that
direct to and fromw;, respectively, i.e.d;(vi) = |Nz(vs)| and

do (vi) = |No (vi)-

A strongly connected componer§(C) is a maximal subgraph
of a directed graph in which every pair of verticesandv; are
reachable from each other.

A directed graphG is an Eulerian graph (or simply Eulerian) if
for every vertex; € V(G), dr(vi) = do(vi). An Eulerian graph
can be either connected or disconnected. An Eulerian spbgra
of a graphG is a subgraph of¥, which is Eulerian, denoted as
Gu. The maximum Eulerian subgraph of a graglis an Eulerian
subgraph with the maximum number of edges, denoted (a).
Given a directed grapty, we focus on the problem of finding its
maximum Eulerian subgrapl/(G), which does not need to be
connected. Note that the problem of finding the maximum Earer
subgraph{(G)) in a directed graph can be solved in polynomial
time, whereas the problem of finding the maximum connected Eu
lerian subgraph is NP-hardl[4]. The following example ilases
the concept of maximum Eulerian subgraph.

Example 2.1: Fig.[ shows a grapli: = (V, E) with 14 ver-
tices and 22 edges. Its maximum Eulerian subgrépty) is a
subgraph of@, where its edges are in solid lineg (U(G))
{(’01,’02), ('02,'04), (1)4,'03), (1)3,1)5), ('05,1)1), ('04,'06), (1)671)4)7
(U37 'U6)7 (U67 03)7 (U67 'U8)7 ('U87U11)7 (12117 1212)7 (U127 U13)7 (12137
v14), (v14,v7), (v7,v6)}, andV (U(G)) is the set of vertices that
appear inE(U(Q)).

The main issue here is to find a hierarchy of a directed g@ph
as DAGG p by finding the maximum Eulerian subgrafiG) for
a directed grapliz. With U (G) found, G p can be efficiently found
duetoG = U(G)UGp,andE(U(G))NE(Gp) = 0. We discuss



the properties of the hierarclly, and the applications.
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The representativenessThe maximum Eulerian subgraph(G) 0} o iz -6 ik -

for a general grapltz is not unique. A natural question is how
representativés p is as the hierarchy. Note thé&tp is only unique
w.r.tU/(G) found. Below, we showZp identified by an arbitrary
U(G) is representative based on a notiorstictly-higherdefined
between two vertices it p, over a ranking(-) wherer(u) <
r(v) for each edggu,v) € Gp. Here, for two vertices. and

(a) The hierarchy
Figure 2: Rank Distribution
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| Kirmoll is in 2 high i 2 vod [Graph T TVI] [E] [ VUG)] [ [EUG)I ]
v, a larger rank implies a vertex is in a higher status in a ¥odo Splus0 | 100,000 115,090 2833 6071
relationship, and. is strictly-higherthanv if r(u) > r(v) andu is Gplus1 | 100,000 512,281 14,797 70,537
reachable from, i.e. there is a directed path fromto v in Gp. Gplus2 | 100,000 2,867,781 51,605 770,854

_ Gplus3 | 100,000 8,289,203 87,941 3,644,147
Theorem 2.1: Let Gp, and Gp, be two DAGs forGG such_ that WeiboO | 100.000] 2431525 96,765 850 136
G = Ui(G) U Gp, = Ux(G) U Gp,. There are no vertices Weibol | 100,000 | 2,446,002 96,833 855,131
and v such thatu is strictly-higherthan v in Gp, whereasv is Weibo2 | 100,000 | 2,463,050 96,902 861,729
strictly-higherthanw in G p, . Weibo3 | 100,000 | 2,479,140 96,969 868,044
Proof Sketch: Assume the opposite. We can construct an auxiliary Table 1: To study social mobility

graphG’ = G U {(u,v)}. Then finding the maximum Eulerian
subgraph foii’ can be done in two steps. In the first step, find the
maximum Eulerian subgrapghi(G), and in the second step, find
the maximum Eulerian subgraph f6f plus the additional edge
(u,v). SinceG = Ui(G) U Gp, = U(G) U Gp,, there are
supposed to be at least two corresponding relaxing orddrsnw
the first phase terminates, namely, identifyidg G) andi(G).

For one relaxing order, we can show that the added édge) can

be relaxed, which results in findidg(G’) such that E(U(G"))| >
|[E(U(G))|. For the other relaxing order, we can also show that
the added edgéu, v) cannot be relaxed and(G’) = U(G). It
leads to a contradiction, because it can find two differentimam
Eulerian subgraphs fa&’ with different sizes.

Alternatively, let the ranking inGp, and Gp, be r1(-) and
r2(+). Assume there are two verticeandv such that is strictly-
higherthanv by r; whereasv is strictly-higherthanw by ro. We
prove this cannot achieve based on the findind in [13].1n,[it3]
gives a total score oty which measures how is different from
DAG Gp based on a ranking(-). The total score, denoted as

11,331,061 edges. &, we label a vertex: as a celebrity, ifu is

a celebrity and has at least 100,000 follower&in There are 430
celebrities inG including Britney Spears, Oprah Winfrey, Barack
Obama, etc. We compute the hierarcliy) of G' using our ap-
proach and rank vertices i@ . The hierarchy reflects the truth:
88% celebrities are in the top 1% vertices and 95% celebritie
the top 2% vertices. In consideration of efficiency, we caoraxi-
mate the exact hierarchy with a greedy solution obtaineGteedy

in Sectior{b. In the approximate hierarchy, 85% celebriiesin
the top 1% vertices and 93% celebrities in the top 2% vertices

The pyramid structure of rank distribution is one of the most
fundamental characteristics of social hierarchy. We testsocial
networks: wiki-Vote, Epinions, Slashdot0902, Pokec, Getg
Weibo. The details about the datasets are in Table 1 and [Bable
The rank distribution derived from hierarctip, shown in Fig[ 2(d),
indicates the existence of pyramid structure, while thé idistri-
butions derived from a random DAG (F{g. (b)) and by contract

A(G,r), is obtained by summing up the weights assigned to edges, ing SCCs (Fig.[2(c)) are rather random. Here, the x-axis is the

max{r(u)—r(v)+1,0} for edge(u, v). The finding in[I3] is that
the minimum total score equals to the number of edges in the ma
imum Eulerian subgraphnin,{A(G,r)} = |E(U(G))|. Choose
r1 andr satisfying thatd(G,r1) = |E(U(G))| andA(G, ) =
|E(U2(G))|. Sinceuw is strictly-higherthanv in Gp,, there is a
directed path from to v in Gp,. We can construct an auxiliary
graphG’ = G U {(u,v)}, then|EU(G"))| > |E(U:i(G))|. On
the other hand, over the sami€, sincev is strictly-higherthanu, in
Gp,, we can showE(U(G"))| < A(G',r2) = A(G,r2), which
leads to a contradiction.

A case study With the hierarchy (DAGG p) found, suppose we

assign every vertex a minimum non-negative rank(v) such that
r(u) < r(v) for any edge(u,v) € Gp, wherer(-) is a strictly-

rank where a high rank means a high status, and the y-axig is th
percentage in a rank over all vertices. By analyzing theicest

u, in G over the difference between in-degree and out-degree, i.e.
dr(u) — do(u), it reflects the fact that those verticeswith neg-
ative d;(u) — do(u) are always at the bottom a¥p, whereas
those vertices in the higher rank are typically with largsifiee
dr(u) — do(u) values.

The social mobility: With the DAG Gp found, we can further
study social mobility over the social hierarcy represents. Here,
social mobility is a fundamental concept in sociology, emoits
and politics, and refers to the movement of individuals frone
status to another. It is important to identify individualfejump
from a low status (a level iG7p) to a high status (a level i&'p).

higher rank. To show whether such ranking reflects the ground We conduct experimental studies using the social netwodges-

truth, as a case study, we conduct testing using Twitter,revhe
the celebrities are known, for instance, refer to Twittep Td0
(http://twittercounter.com/pages/100). We sample

a subgraph among 41.7 million users (vertices) and 1.4ipite-
lationships (edges) from Twitter social graghcrawled in 200916].
In brief, we randomly sample 5 vertices in the celebrity deéry

in Twitter, and then sample 1,000,000 vertices startingnftbe 5
vertices as seeds using random walk sampling [17]. We agststr
an induced subgrapt’ of the 1,000,000 vertices sampled from
G, and we uniformly sample about 10,000,000 edges fédnto
obtain the sample grapff, which contains 759,105 vertices and

(http://plus.google.com) crawled from Jul. 2011 to Oct.
2011 [27]26], and Sina Weibthttp://weibo.com) crawled
from 28 Sep. 2012 to 29 Oct. 2012]24]. For Google+ and Weibo,
we randomly extract 100,000 vertices respectively, and #xéract

all edges among these vertices in 4 time intervals duringénied

the datasets are crawled, as shown in Table 1.

We show social mobility in Fid.]3. We compare two snapshots,
G1 andG., and investigate the social mobility fro64 to G». For
Google+,G1 and G4 are Gplus0 and Gplusl, and for Weil@;
andG- are WeiboO and Weibol. Fé#,, we divide all vertices into
5 equal groups. The top 20% go into group 5, and the second 20%
go to group 4, for example. In Figl 3, the x-axis shows the bigso
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Figure 3: Social mobility result from hierarchy
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Algorithm 1 BF-U (G)

Input: A graphG = (V, E)
Output: Two subgraphs oG, U(G) and Gp (G

U(G) U Gp)

. G p is a subgraph that contains all edges with weight -1;
: U(Q) is a subgraph containing the reversed edges with weight +1;

1: w(v;,v;) « —1 for each edgév;,v;) € E;

2: while there is a negative cycje. in G do

3:  for every edg€v;, v;) in the negative cycle. do

4: w(vs, vj)  —w(vi,vy);

5: Reverse the direction of the edge;, v;) to be(v;, v;);
6: end for

7: end while

8

9

for G1. Consider the number of vertices in a group as 100%. In
Fig.[d, we show the percentage of vertices in one group maves t
another group irG2. Fig.[3(a) and Fig_3(b) show the results for

Algorithm 2 DS-U(G)

Input: A graphG = (V, E)
Output: Two subgraphs oG, U(G) and Gp (G

= U(G) U Gp)
1: for each edgév;, v;) in E(G) dow(v;,v;) < —1;
2: for each vertexu in V(G) do dst(u) < 0, relax(u) < true,
pos(u) < 0;
3: while there is a vertex. € V(G) such thatrelaz(u) = true do
Sy +0,Sg + 0, NV + 0
if FindNC(G, ) then
while Sy, .top()# NV do
Sy .pop(); (vi, vj) + SE.pop();
w(vi,vj)  —w(vi,vy);
Reverse the direction of the edge;, v;) to be(v;, v;);
end while
Sy .pop(); (v, v;) = SE.pop();
w(vi,v;) < —w(vi,vj);
: Reverse the direction of the edge;, v;) to be(v;, v;);
14:  endif
15: end while
16: G p is a subgraph that contains all edges with weight -1;
17: U(G) is a subgraph containing the reversed edges with weight +1;

4
5
6
7
8
9:

10:

11:

12

13

Algorithm 3 FindNC(G, w)

1: Sy .pushg);
2: for each edgéu,v) starting atpos(u) in E(G) do

3. pos(u) « pos(u) + 1;

4:  if dst(u) + w(u,v) < dst(v) then

5: dst(v) + dst(u) + w(u,v);

6: relazx(v) « true, pos(v) < 0;

7: if visnotinSy then

8: Sg.push(u,v));

9: if FindNC(G, v) then return true; endif
10: else

11: Sg.push(u,v)); NV + v; return true;
12: end if

13:  endif

14: end for

15: relaxz(u) < false;

Google+ and Weibo. Some observations can be made. Google+16: Sy, .pop();Sg.pop() if Sk is not emptyreturn false;

is a new social network when crawled since it starts from 2®.
2011, and Weibo is a rather mature social network since iitssta
from Aug. 14, 2009. From Fifj. 3(a), many vertices move frora on
status to another, whereas from [fig. B(b), only a very smetitver

of vertices move from one status to another. Similar resdrs
be observed from approximate hierarchies, by our greedytisol
Greedygiven in Sectiof b, as shown in Figl 3(c) and Hily. 3(d).
Those moved to/from the highest level deserve to be inwastiy

Recovering the hidden directionsis to identify the direction of
an edge if the direction of the edge is unknown![25]. The direc
tionality of edges in social networks being recovered isangmt

in many social analysis tasks. We show that our approachdias a
vantage over the semi-supervised approach (SM-ReDire{Z5i.
Here, the task is using the given 20% directed edges asrtgaini
data to recover the directions for the remaining edges. trapu
proach, we construct a gragh from the 20% training data, and
identify Gp by G = U(G) U Gp. With the rankingr(-) over
the vertices, we predict the direction of an edgev) is from u

to v if r(v) > r(u). Take Slashdot and Epinion datasets used
[25], our approach outperforms the matrix-factorizatiaiséd SM-
ReDirect both in terms of accuracy and efficiency. For Slaghd
our prediction accuracy is 0.7759 whereas SM-ReDirectiSZ0.
For Epinion, ours is 0.8285 whereas SM-Redirect is 0.7118: U
ing approximate hierarchy, our accuracy is 0.7682 for Slashnd
0.8277 for Epinion, respectively.

3. THE EXISTING ALGORITHM

To find the maximum Eulerian subgraph, Gupte, et allid [13]
propose an iterative algorithm based on the Bellman-Fagd-al
rithm, which we callBF-U (Algorithm [d). Letw(v;,v;) be a
weight assigned to an ed@e;, v;) in G. Initially, BF-Uassigns an
edge-weight with a value of -1 to every edge in grapiiLine 1).

Let a negative cycle be a cycle with a negative sum of edgehigig
In every iteration (Lines 2-7)BF-U finds a negative cycle. re-
peatedly until there are no negative cycles. For every édge; )

in the negative cyclg. found, it changes the weight ¢b;, v;)

to be —w(v;i, v;) and reverses the direction of the edge (Lines 4-
5). As a result, it finds a maximum Eulerian subgrap{G) and

a directed acyclic graph (DAG) aff, denoted a<p, such that
G = U(G) U Gp. Since the number of edges with weight +1
increases by at least one during each iteration, there amesit
O(m) iterations (Line 2-7). In every iteration it has to invoketh
Bellman-Ford algorithm to find a negative cycle (Line 2), @de-
termine whether there is a negative cycle. The time comfyl@fi
Bellman-Ford algorithm i$)(nm). Therefore, in the worst case,
the total time complexity oBF-Uis O(nm?), which is too expen-
sive for real-world graphs.

4. ANEW ALGORITHM

To address the scalability problemBF-U, we propose a new al-
gorithm, calledDS-U. Different from BF-U which starts by finding



a negative cycle using the Bellman-Ford algorithm in evésyar
tion, DS-Ufinds a negative cycle only when necessary with condi-
tion. In brief, in every iteration, when necessabs-Uinvokes an
algorithm FindNC (short for find a negative cycle) to find a nega-
tive cycle while relaxing vertices followin@FSorder. Applying
amortized analysi$ [23], we prove the time complexityD8-U, is
O(m?) to find the maximum Eulerian subgrapt{G).

The DS-U algorithm is outlined in Algorithni 12, which invokes
FindNC (Algorithm [3) to find a negative cycle. HerdindNC

—1,relax(vs) = false,pos(vs) = 1. In the following iterations
(FindNC(G, v3), FindNC(G, v1), andFindNC(G, v2)), all return
false. Finally, for vertexs, sincerelax(vs) = false, FindNC
(G, vg) is unnecessary, adS-U(G) terminates. It finds the max-
imum Eulerian subgrapt(G) = {(vs,v1), (v1,v2), (v2,v3)}.

Lemma 4.1: In Algorithm(2, if there is a negative cyale, relaz (u)
= true holds for at least one vertaxe V (C).

Proof Sketch: Assume the opposite, i.e., there exists a negative

is designed based on the same idea of relaxing edges as used igycle C' such that for every vertex ¢ V(C), relax(u) = false.

the Bellman-Ford algorithm. In addition to edge weigh(w;, v; ),
we use three variables for every vertexrelaxz(u), pos(u), and
dst(u). Here,relax(u) is a Boolean variable indicating whether
there are out-going edges fromthat may need to relax to find a
negative cycle. It will try to relax an edge from further when
relaz(u) = true. When relaxing fromu, pos(u) records the next
vertexv in No(u) (maintained as an adjacent list) for the edge
(u,v) to be relaxed next. It means that all edges frorto any
vertex beforepos(u) has already been relaxedlst(u) is an es-
timation on the vertex. which decreases when relaxing. When
dst(u) decreases;elaz(u) is reset to berue andpos(u) is re-
set to be 0, since all its out-going edges can be possiblxeéla
again. Initially, inDS-U, every edge weight(v;, v;) is initialized

to -1, and the three variableselaz(u), pos(u), anddst(u), on
every vertexu are initialized totrue, 0, and0, respectively. All
w(vs,v5), relax(u), pos(u), anddst(u) are used inFindNC to
find a negative cycle following the main idea of Bellman-Faid
gorithm in DFS order. A negative cycle, found ByndNC while
relaxing edges, is maintained using a vertex sté¢gkand an edge
stack Sk together with a variabléVV, where NV maintains the
first vertex of a negative cycle. IRS-U, by popping vertex/edges
from S,/SE until encountering the vertex iV, a negative cycle
can be recovered. As shown in AlgoritHth 2, in the while state-
ment (Lines 3-15), for every vertexin V (G), only when there is

a possible relaxrelaz(u) = true) and there is a negative cycle
found by the algorithnFindNG it will reverse the edge direction
and update the edge weight(v;, v;), for each edgév;, v;) in the
negative cycle (Lines 6-13).

G~~~

Figure 4: A subgraph G of Fig.[l

Example 4.1: We explainDS-U (Algorithm[2) using an example
graphG in Fig.[4. For ever vertex, there is an adjacent list to
maintain its out-neighbors. Initially, for every vertexdst(u) =
0,relax(u) = true,pos(u) = 0; and for every edgév;,v;),
w(vs,v;) = —1. Suppose we processg, vs, v1, vz, vs iN such an
order. In the first iteratiom;elaz(vs) = true andFindNC(G, ve)
returns true, which implies a negative cycle is found. Héreall
vertices inG, we havelst(vs) = 0, relaz(ves) = true, pos(ve) =

1; dst(vs) = —4,relax(vs) = true,pos(vs) = 0; dst(v1) =
—2,relax(v1) = true, pos(vi) = 0; dst(v2) = —3, relax(vs) =
true, pos(v2) = 0; dst(vs) = 0,relax(vs) = true,pos(vs) =
0.In addition,NV =3, Sy = {Uﬁ, V3, V1, ’Uz} SE = {('067713)7
(v3,v1), (v1,v2), (v2,v3)}. Following Lines 6-13 in Algorithril2,
we find and reverse negative cy¢le;, v1, v2, v3) and makew(vs,
v2) = w(vz,v1) = w(vi,v3) = 1. Inthe second iteration, the out-
neighbors ofs are relaxed frompos(ve) = 1 in ve's adjacent list,
i.e. from edge(ve,vs). FindNC (G, vg) returns false. We have,
dst(vs) = 0,relax(vs) = false,pos(vg) = 2, anddst(vs) =

LetC = (vo,v1,...,Vk—1,0k = Vo), thenZi.:Ol w(vi, vig1) <
0. Sincerelaz(v;) = false holds fori = 0,1,...,k — 1, then
dst(vig1) < dst(vi) + w(vs, vig1). It leads to a contradiction,
if summing both sides from = 0to: = k — 1, thendst(vo) =
dst(vi) < dst(vo) + S8 w(vi, vit1) < dst(vo). O

Theorem 4.1: Algorithm[2 correctly finds the maximum Eulerian
subgraphi/(G) when it terminates.

Proof Sketch: It can be proved by Lemnia4.1. O

Lemma 4.2: Given an Eulerian graplZ, whenDS-U (G) termi-
nates, for each vertex, dst(u) € [—2m, 0], wherem = |E(G)].

Proof Sketch: We do mathematical induction on the maximum
number of cycles the Eulerian graphcontains.

1. If G contains only one cycle, i.€7 is a simple cycle itself,
it is easy to see that for each vertexdst(u) > —m €
[—2m,0].

2. Assume Lemmp4.2 holds whéi contains no more than
k cycles, we prove it also holds whe# contains at most
k + 1 cycles. We first decompogs@ into a simple cycle”
which is the last negative cycle found duribg-U (G) and
the remaining is an Eulerian grajglf containing at mosk
cycles. We explain the validation of this decomposition as
follows. If the last negative cycle found contains some pos-
itive edges, then the resulting maximum Eulerian subgraph
U(G) will contain some negative edges, it is against the fact
thatG itself is given as Eulerian. Next, we decomp@ss-U
(@) into two phases, it find&”’ as an Eulerian subgraph in
the first phase while cycl€'is identified in the second phase.
According to the assumption, when the first phase completes,
for each vertex. € G, dst(u) € [—2|E(G")| — |E(C)|,0],
where—2|E(G’)|is by DS-U(G’) and—| E(C)| is the result
by relaxingC'. There are two cases for the second phase.

(@ If V(C)NV(G") = 0, the two phases are indepen-
dent. Therefore, when the second phase terminates, for
each vertex, € V(C), dst(u) € [-2|E(C)|,0], and
for each vertexu € V(G'), dst(u) € [-2|E(G")), 0],
Lemmd4.2 holds.

(b) fV(C)NV(G') # 0, supposev € V(C) NV (G'),
thendst(w) € [-2|E(G")| - |E(C)|, 0] when the first
phase completes. During the second phake(w)
decreases byE(C)|, thendst(w) > —2|E(G")| —
2|E(C)| € [—2m,0]. For any vertexo € V(G') \
V(C), dst(v) can only change along a path= (wo, w1,
e WE—1, Wi = v), Wherewy € V(C) and(w;, w;—1)
€ E(G"), fori = 1,...,k. Thend(v) = d(wo) +
Sy w(wi, wig1) > d(wo) > —2m € [~2m,0).
Therefore, Lemmg4]2 holds.

O



Figure 5: Example graph to explain 2(b) in Lemma[4.2

Example 4.2: We explain the proof of 2(b) in Lemnia 4.2 using
Fig.[3. Fig.[[® shows an Eulerian gragh containing simple cy-
cles. Suppose the first negative cycle foun@'is= (v1, vz, v3, v4,
v1), with the resultingdst(v1) = —4,dst(v2) = —1,dst(vs) =
—2,dst(vs) = —3. In a similar way, suppose the second negative
cycle found isCs = (v1,vs, ve, v3, v2,v1) by relaxingdst(v1)
—5,dst(vs) = —5,dst(vg) = —6,dst(vs) = —7,dst(v2)
—6, and the third negative cycle 85 = (vs3,v7,vs, v1, V4, v3)
with dst(v1) = —10,dst(vs) = —9,dst(vs) = —8,dst(vr) =
—8,dst(vs) = —9. By reversing these three negative cycles, we
have a cycl&® = (v1, v2, v3,v4), and a graplé’ which is a simple
cycle with (v1,vs, vs, v3, v7,v8,v1). AS can be seen, the current
min{dst(u)} = dst(v1) = —10is in the range of—2|E(G")| —
|E(C)]|,0]. WhenDS-U(G) terminatesmin{dst(u)|u € V(C)}

= dst(v1) = —14isintherage of—2| E(G)|, 0], andmin{dst(u)|

u e V(G\V(C)} = dst(vs) = —13isintherange of-2|E(G)],
0]. It shows that Lemm@a4.2 holds for this example.

Lemma 4.3: Given a general grapli?, whenDS-U(G) terminates,
for each vertex, dst(u) € [—4m, 0], wherem = |E(G)|.

Proof Sketch: For a general grapf¥, we can add edgés., v) from
verticesu with d;(u) > do (u) to verticesv with d; (v) < do(v)
and (u,v) ¢ E(G). Obviously, the resulting augment gragh'
has at mos2m edges.

Based on Lemmb&4.2, whedS-U (GA) terminates, each ver-
tex u satisfiesd(u) € [~4m,0]. On the other handDS-U (G*)
can be decomposed into two phasBs§-U (G) and further relax-
ations exploitingE(G*) \ E(G), implying that for each vertex,
dst(u) € [—4m, 0] holds whenDS-U(G) terminates. O

Lemma 4.4: For each value ofist(u) of every vertex, the out-
neighbors ofu, i.e. No (u), are relaxed at most once.

Proof Sketch: As shown in Algorithm[[Bdst(u) is monotone de-
creasing, angos(u) is monotone increasing for a particutést (u)
value. So Lemmg4l4 holds. O

Theorem 4.2: Time complexity oDS-U(G) is O(m?).

Proof Sketch: Given Lemmd 4R, Lemma4.3, and Lemmal 4.4,

since every edgéu, v) is checked at mostist(u)| 4 |dst(v)| <

8m times for relaxations. By applying amortized analysis [28¢

time complexity ofDS-U(G) is O(m?). ]
Consider AlgorithnR. During each iteration of the while ipo

troduce an important observation which can be used to pramy m
unpromising edges. Then, we will present our new algorithms
well as theoretical analysis.

Let S be a set of strongly connected componeSt6(s) of G,
such thatS = {G1, G2, - - - }, whereG; is anSCC of G, G; C G,
andG; N G; = 0 fori # j. We show that for any edge, if it is
not included in anysCC G, of G, then it cannot be contained in
the maximum Eulerian subgrapf{G). Therefore, the problem of
finding the maximum Eulerian subgraph @fbecomes a problem
of finding the maximum Eulerian subgraph of edghe S, since
the union of the maximum Eulerian subgraphtgfe S,1 <i <
|S|, is the maximum Eulerian subgraphGf

Lemma 5.1: An Eulerian graph can be divided into several edge
disjoint simple cycles.

Proof Sketch: It can be proved if there is a process that we can
repeatedly remove edges from a cycle found in an Eulerigphgra
G, andG has no edges after the last cycle being removed. Note that
dr(u) = do(u) for everyu in G. Let a subgraph of?, denoted as

G, be such a cycle found i&. G. is an Eulerian subgraph, and

G © G, is also an Eulerian subgraph. The lemma is established.

Theorem 5.1:LetG be a directed graph, and = {G1,G2, --- }
be a set ofSCCs of G. The maximum Eulerian subgraph 6f,
UG) = Ug,esU(G).

Proof Sketch: For each edge = (u,v) € U(G), there is at least
one cycle containing this edge, given by Lenimd 5.1. Theeefor
andv belong to the sam8CC, i.e., for any edge’ € G — S, it
cannot be included itY(G). The theorem is established. O

Below, we discuss how to find the maximum Eulerian subgraph
for each strongly connected componefC(C) G; of G. In the
following discussion, we assume that a grapls anSCC itself.

We can uséS-Uto find the maximum Eulerian subgraph for an
SCC G. However,DS-Uiis still too expensive to deal with large
graphs. The key issue is that the number of iteration®$U
(Algorithm[2, Lines 3-15), can be very large when the grapti an
its maximum Eulerian subgraph are both very large. Sinceastm
iterations, the number of edges with weight +1 increaseg oyl
and thus it takes almog#/ (G)| iterations to get the optimal number
of edges in the maximum Eulerian subgrapf=).

In order to reduce the number of iterations, we propose a two-
phase Greedy-&-Refine algorithm, abbreviated@Ry-U. Here, a
Greedyalgorithm computes an Eulerian subgraplthidenoted as
U(G), and aRefinealgorithm refines the greedy solutioh(G) to
get the maximum Eulerian subgrapt{G), which needs at most
|EU(G))| — |EU(G))] iterations. TheGR-Ualgorithm is given
in Algorithm[4, and an overview is shown in Fig. 6. In Algoritid,
it first computes al6CCs (Line 1). For eacCC G, it computes
an Eulerian subgraph usir@greedy denoted aSN{(Gi) (Line 3). In
Greedy in every iteration (1 < I < lmaz), it identifies a sub-

only a small part of the graph can be traversed and most edgesgraph by an-Subgraptalgorithm, and further deletes/reverses all

are visited at most twice. Therefore, each iteration canpipec-
imately bounded a®)(m), and the time complexity oDS-U is
approximated a® (K - m), whereK is the number of iterations,
bounded by E(U(G))| < m. In the following discussion, we will
analyze the time complexity of algorithms based on the nurabe
iterations.

5. THE OPTIMAL: GREEDY-&-REFINE

DS-Ureduces the time complexity &F-Uto O(m?), but it is
still very slow for large graphs. To further reduce the rungniime
of DS-U, we propose a new two-phase algorithm which is shown
to be two orders of magnitude faster thags-U. Below, we first in-

specific length- paths calledpn-paths which we will discuss in
details by DFS Note l,,,q. is a small number. After computing
U(G:), G; — U(G;) is near acyclic, and it moves all cycles from
Gi — U(G;) to U(G;) (Line 4). Finally, it refines/(G;) to ob-
tain the optimal{ (G;) by calling Refine(Line 5). The union of all
U(G;) is the maximum Eulerian subgraph f6t. Below, we first
list some important concepts introduced in the algorithieh amal-
ysis parts in Tabl€.]2, and then we shall detail the greedyridign
and refine algorithm, respectively.

5.1 The Greedy Algorithms

Given a graphz, we propose two algorithms to obtain an ini-



[ Used-In | Symbol | Meaning

Greedy | label(u) label(u) = do (u) — dr(u)
pn-path (u,v) | pathu = v1,v2, -+, v = v), label(u) > 0, Tabel(v) <0, andlabel(v;) = 0for1 <7 <1
G (I-Subgraph) subgraph 6f contains allpn-paths of lengthl
G* V(GT) =V(G), B(G") ={(u,v) [ (v,u) € E(G)}
level(v) the shortest distance from any vertexvith a positive labellabel(u) > 0, in G
rlevel(v) the shortest distance to any vertexvith a negative labelabel(u) < 0,In G

Refine | G V(G) = V(G),Y(vi,v;) € E(G), (vj,v;) € E(G), andw(vj,v;) = —w(v;, vj)

Analysis | p-path/n-path | a path where every edge is with a positive/negative weight
k-cycle (vf7 vy, U;r, e vlj, v, Ufr), Where(v;r,v;) aren-paths, and(v; , U;Zrl) plus (v, , vf) arep-paths
Ap, the total weight oh-edges for ak-cycle (A, = >, , w(v; ,v; ))
A the t(ﬂweight ob-edges for ak-cycle (A}, =>",_, . w(v; , v:fH) +w(vg ,v7))
g G=Gp®dGn,Gp =GoU(G)andGy = GSU(G)

Table 2: Notations

Algorithm 4 GR-U(G)

Algorithm 5 Greedy-D(G)

1: ComputeSCCs of G, S = {G1,G2,- - };

2: for eachG; € S do

3. U(G;) < GreedUG,);

4:  Move all cycles found itG; —U(G;) toUd (G;); {Make G; —U(G;)
acyclic}
U(G;) < Refine(UU(G;), Gi);

end for

. return U,‘i‘lz,{(Gi);

Noa

‘ Greedy ‘ Refi |
B y efin

‘ O(n+m) ~ r(;cmz),(’<< 1 ‘

e U(G) UG)

SRy ! ) B
delete/reverse pnpaths of length [ one iteration

‘ 1-Subgraph . DFS

O(n+m) O(n+m)

Figure 6: An Overview of Greedy-&-Refine

tial Eulerian subgrapiﬂ(G). The first algorithm is denoted as
Greedy-D(Algorithm [H), which deletes edges fro to make
dr(v) = do(v) for every vertexv in U(G). The second algo-
rithm is denoted a&reedy-R(Algorithm[8), which reverses edges
instead of deletion to the same purpose. We Gseedywhen we
refer to either of these two algorithms. By definition, theule
ing H(G) is an Eulerian subgraph of. The more edges we have
in (@), the closer the resulting subgraph{G) is to(G). We
discuss some notations below

The vertex label For each vertex in GG, we define a vertex label
onu, label(u) = do(u) — d;(u). If label(u) = 0, it means that
can be a vertex in an Eulerian subgraph without any modi€inati
If label(u)
makelabel(u) being zero.

The pn-path: We also define a positive-start and negative-end path
between two vertices; andv, denoted apn-path (u,v). Here,
pn-path (u,v) is a pathp = (v1,v2,--- ,v;), whereu = v; and

v = v; with the following conditionsiabel(u) > 0, label(v) < 0,

and alllabel(v;) = 0for 1 < ¢ < [. Clearly, by this defini-
tion, if we delete all the edges ipn-path (u,v), thenlabel(u)
decreases by label(v) increases by 1, and all intermediate ver-
tices inpn-path (u,v) will have their labels as zero. To make all
vertex labels being zero, the total number of spakpaths to be
deleted/reversed i = 3, . ()~ label(u).

The transportation graph G”': A transportation grapti” of G is
agraph suchthdf (G7) = V(G) andE(G") = {(u,v) | (v,u) €
E(G)}.

# 0, it needs to delete/reverse some adjacent edges to be G (Line 1). In thewhile loop (Lines 2-4),

Tl 1, G G

. while some vertexu € G’ with label(u) > 0 do
G’ + PN-path-D(G’, 1); | < 1 + 1;

. end while

Dreturn G/

arwNPE

Algorithm 6 PN-path-D(G, 1)

1: G| + 1-SubgrapHG, l);

2: Enqueue all vertices € V(G;) with label(u) > 0 into queueQ);

3: while Q # 0 do

4:  u <+ Q.top();

5:  Following DFS starting fromu over G, traverse unvisited edges
and mark them “visited”; let the path fromto v bepn-path (u, v),
when it reaches the first vertexin G; with level(v) = I;

6: if pn-path (u,v) # 0 then

7. delete all edges ipn-path (u,v) from G;

8 label(u) < label(u) — 1; label(v) < label(v) + 1;

©..

: if label(u) = 0 then Q.dequeue();
10: else
11: Q.dequeue();
12:  endif
13: end while
14: retun G;

The level and rlevel: level(v) is the shortest distance from any
vertex v with a positive label,label(u) > 0, in G. rlevel(v)

is the shortest distance from any vertexwith a positive label,
label(u) > 0, in GT. Note rlevel(v) is the shortest distance to
any vertexu with a negative labelabel(u) < 0, in G.

5.1.1 The Greedy-D Algorithm

Below, we first concentrate oGreedy-D(Algorithm[H). LetG’

it repeatedly deletes
all pn-paths starting from length = 1 by calling an algorithmPN-
path-D(Algorithm[8) until no vertex: in G’ with a positive value
(label(u) > 0).

Example 5.1: Consider graplty in Fig.[4. Three verticesys, v4,
and vg, in double cycles, have mbel +1, and three other ver-
tices, v1, vz, andwvz, in dashed cycles, havelabel-1. Initially,

I = 1, Greedy-D(Algorithm[5) deletepn-path (v2, v3), making
label(vz) = label(vz) = 0. Whenl = 2, pn-path (v4,v1) =
(v4,v3,v1) is deleted. Finally, whelh = 5, pn-path (vs,v7) =
(vs,v11,v12,v13, V14, v7) Will be deleted. In Fid.17, the graph with
solid edges i8/(G) or the graph’ returned by Algorithnib. It is
worth mentioning that for the same gragh DS-Uneeds 10 itera-
tions. From the Eulerian subgrapNI(G) obtain byGreedy it only
needs at most 2 additional iterations to get the maximumrtaume
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Figure 7: An Eulerian subgraph obtained by Greedyfor graph
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Figure 8: BFSTrees used for constructingl-Subgraph

subgraph.
Itis worth noting that/(G) is not optimal. Some edgesinG)

may not be in the maximum Eulerian subgraph, while some edges 11:

deleted should appear in the maximum Eulerian subgraphexh n
section, we will discuss how to obtain the maximum Eulerialp-s
graphi/(G) from the greedy solutiott (G).

Finding all pn-paths with length I: The PN-path-Dalgorithm is
shown in Algorithm®. In brief, for a given grapty, PN-path-
D first extracts a subgrapff; C G which contains alpn-paths
of length [ that are possible to be deleted fraghby calling an
algorithm-SubgrapHAlgorithm[Z) in Line 1. In other words, all
edges inE(G) but not in E(G,) cannot appear in anyn-paths
with a length< [. Based onF; obtained,PN-path-Ddeletespn-
paths fromG (not from ;) with additional conditions (in Lines 2-
13). LetGj be a subgraph af; that includes all edges appearing
in pn-paths of lengthl to be deleted ilPN-path-D PN-path-Dwill
return a subgrapt’ \ G as a subgraph af, which will be used in
the next run inGreedy-Dfor deletingpn-paths with lengthl + 1.

We discuss thé-Subgraphalgorithm (Algorithm[T), which ex-
tractsG, from G by BFS(breadth-first-search) traversidgtwice.
In the firstBFS(Lines 4-6), it adds a virtual vertex and adds an
edge(s, u) to every vertexu with a positive labellgbel(u) > 0)
in G. Then, it assigns &vel to every vertex inG as follows. Let
level(s) be—1. By BFS itassigngevel(u) to belevel (parent(u))+
1, whereparent(u) is the parent vertex of. following BFS In
the secondBFS (Lines 7-10), it conceptually considers the trans-
position graphG” of G by reversing every edge,u) € E(G)
as(u,v) € E(GT) (Line 7). Then, it assigns a differenfevel
to every vertex inG using the transposition grapi”. Like the
first BFS it adds a virtual vertex, and adds an edge, u) to ev-
ery vertexu with a negative labell§bel(u) < 0) in GT. Then,
it assignsrlevel to every vertex inG™ as follows. Letrlevel(t)
be —1. By BFS it assignsrlevel(u) to berlevel(parent(u)) + 1,
whereparent(u) is the parent vertex of in G” following BFS
The resulting subgrapty; to be returned froni-Subgraptis ex-
tracted as follows. Herel (G;) contains all vertices: in G if
level(u) + rlevel(u) = [ for the given length, and E(G;) con-
tains all edgesu, v) if both v andv appear iV (Gi), (u,v) is an
edge in the given grapf¥, andlevel(u) + 1 = level(v) (Lines 11-
13). The following example illustrates hawSubgraphalgorithm
works.

Example 5.2:Fig.[d illustrates thé&, returned byl-SubgrapHAl-

Figure 9: An [-SubgrapHor length [ = 2
Algorithm 7 [-SubgrapHG, )

. for each vertexu in V(G) do

level(u) < oo, rlevel(u) < oo;

. end for

 Add a virtual vertexs and an edgés, u) from s to every vertex: in G

if label(u) > 0;

tlevel(s) + —1;

. level(u) <« level(parent(u)) + 1 for all verticesu in G following

BFSstaring froms;

. Construct a graptG” where V(GT) = V(G) and E(GT) =

{(u,0)|(v,u) € E(G)}:

: Add a virtual vertext and an edgét, u) from s to every vertexu in
GT if label(u) < 0;

9: rlevel(t) + —1;

10: rlevel(u) < rlevel(parent(u)) + 1 for all verticesu in G following

BFSstaring fromt;

Extract a subgrapty;;

12: V(Gy) = {u| level(u) + rlevel(u) =

13: B(G)) = {(u,v) | u € V(G),v

level(u) + 1 = level(v)};
14: retun Gy

© N ou AWNPE

1}
e V(Gy), (u,v) € E(G),

gorithm[1) when = 2. It is constructed using twBFS i.e., BFS
(@, s) and BFS (GT, t), and the associateBFStrees with level

< 2 andrlevel < 2 are shown in Fig_8(&) and Fig. 8[b), respec-
tively. In Fig.[8(@), vertices); andvr are the only vertices with
label < 0. In Fig.[8(B), vertexv, is the only one withabel > 0.
Therefore,G; contains only four edges, in dashed lines, which is
much smaller than the original graghto be handled.

Lemma 5.2: Byl-Subgraphthe resulting subgrapty’; includes all
pn-paths of lengthl in G.

Proof Sketch: Recall thatl-Subgraphreturns a grapit:; where
V(Gy) = {u]level(u)+rlevel(u) = I} andE(G;) = {(u,v) |u €
V(Gi),v € V(Gy), (u,v) € E(G), level(u) + 1 = level(v)}. It
implies the following. All vertices in; are on at least one shortest
path from a positive label vertex (label(uw) > 0) to a negative la-
bel vertexv (label(v) < 0) of lengthl. All edges are on such short-
est paths. No any edge inpa-path of lengthl will be excluded
from G;. In other words, there does not exist an edgev’) on
pn-path (u, v) of lengthl, which does not appear ii(G;). O
We explain PN-path-D(Algorithm [d). Based ony; obtained
from G usingl-SubgrapHAlgorithm[7), in PN-path-D we delete
all possiblepn-paths of lengthl from GG (Lines 2-13). The deletion
of all pn-paths of length! from the given grapi is done using
DFSoverG, with a queu&?. It first pushes all vertices in V (G;)
with a positive label label(u) > 0) into queue@, because they
are the starting vertices of gbh-paths with lengthl. We check
the vertexu on the top of queu€). With the vertexu, we doDFS
starting fromu over Gy, traverse unvisited edges @#;, and mark
the edges visited as “visited”. Lgtbe the firsipn-path (u, v) with
lengthl along DFS We delete all edges gn and adjust the labels
as to reducéabel(u) by 1 and increaskbel(v) by 1. We dequeue
u from queue? until we cannot find any mongn-paths of lengthl
starting fromw, i.e. p returned byDFS(u) is empty. It is important
to note that we only visit each edge at most once. There are two
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2: Assign an initial value of-1 to the weightw(v;,v;) for every edge
(vi,v;) € E;

3: while some vertexu € G with label(u) > 0 do

4. G « PN-path-R(G, l); { PN-path-Ris the same aPN-path-D(Al-

gorithm[@) except that in Algorithial 6, Line 7 is changed to be-*

verse all edges ipn-paths (u,v) in G, both weights and direc-

tions"}

l+—1+4+1;

: end while

: Remove edgeév;, v;) from G if w(v;,v;) = +1;

I return G,

o~NoOu

cases. One is that the edges visited will be deleted and ithere
need to revisit. The other is that they are marked as “visied
not included in anypn-paths with lengthl. For this case, these
edges will not appear in any othgii-paths starting from any other
vertices.

Lemma 5.3: By PN-path-D all pn-paths of lengthl are deleted.

Proof Sketch: It can be proved based dDFSover GG; obtained
from [-Subgraph

Lemma 5.4: By PN-path-D the resultingG does not include any
pn-paths of length< [.

Proof Sketch: Let (& be the resulting graph dPN-path-Dafter
deleting allpn-paths of lengthi from G. It is trivial wheni = 1.
Assume that it holds fo&’; wheni < [. We prove thati; holds
wheni = [. First, there are npn-paths of length< [ — 1 in graph
G_, as aresult oPN-path-Doy assumption. Second, C G;_,
becaus&7; is obtained by deletingn-paths of lengthl from G;_,
as given in theGreedy-Dalgorithm (Algorithm[®). Furthermore,
in PN-path-D) every vertexu with label(u) = 0 in G;_; keeps
label(u) = 0 in Gj. If there is apn-path (u,v) of length< [ — 1
found inG, then it must be id7;_ ;, which contradicts the assump-
tion. Therefore G} does not include angn-paths of length< .
O

Theorem 5.2: The PN-path-Dalgorithm correctly identifies a sub-
graph G; which contains allpn-paths of lengthi and returns a
graph includes n@n-paths of length< [.

Proof Sketch: It can be proved by Lemnia .2 and Lemmd 5.4.

We discuss the time complexity of ti@reedy-Dalgorithm. In
our experiments, we show that more than 99.98%paths deleted
in most real-world datasets are with a length less than oaleiqu
6. We take the maximum length,... in the Greedy-Dalgorithm,
which is equivalent to the iterations of calliftN-path-D as a con-
stant, since it is always less than 100 in our extensive @xgeis.
Here, bothPN-path-Dandi-SubgraphcostO(n + m), becauseé-
Subgraphinvokes BFStwice andPN-path-DperformsDFS once
in addition. Givenl.,.... as a constant, the time complexity of the
Greedy-Dalgorithm isO(n + m).

5.1.2 The Greedy-R Algorithm

The Greedy-Ralgorithm is shown in Algorithrfil8. Lik&reedy-
D, Greedy-Ruwill result in an Eulerian subgraph. Unlikereedy-D
it reverses the edges @n-paths of lengthl from ! = 1 until there
does not exist a vertexin G with label(u) > 0. Initially, Greedy-
R assigns every edgéy;, v;), in G with a weightw(v;, v;) = —1.
Then, in the while loop, it call®N-path-R PN-path-Ris the same
as PN-path-D(Algorithm [d) except that in Algorithni]6 Line 7
is changed to be “reverse all edgespimpath (u,v) in G, both
weights and directions”. As a resulBreedy-Ridentifies an Eule-

()
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Figure 10: An example to explainPN-path-R

rian subgraph ofy, 1(G). Here, E(U(G)) contains all edges with

aweight= —1 andV (U(G)) contains all the vertices iB (U(G)).
Below, we give two lemmas to prove the correctnes&éedy-R

Lemma 5.5: By PN-path-R the resultingG does not include any
pn-paths of length< 1.

Proof Sketch: Let G be the resulting graph d?N-path-R(G, i),
i.e. after reversing alpn-paths of length: from G. It is triv-
ial wheni = 1. Assume that it holds fo6;, wheni < I. We
prove thatG’; holds wheni = [. Otherwise, suppose that there is
a pn-path (v1,v2) of length< [ in Gj, then there exists at least
one edgee = (v,v’) in pn-path (v1,v2) that has been reversed
during PN-path-R(G, ), otherwise pn-path (v1, v2) will be fully
included inG;_,. Without loss of generality, assume that edge
(v',v) is a part ofpn-path (u1,u2) = (u1,v’,v,u2) of lengthl.
Fig.[10 shows’;_, (before callingPN-path-R(G,1)). Then, we
can easily construgin-path (u1,v2) = (u1,v’,v2) andpn-path
(v1,u2) = (v1,v,u2), and at least one of them is of lengthl — 1,
contradicting the assumption. In addition, there can nitteny
pn-path of lengthl in G;. As a consequence, BYN-path-R the
resultingG does not include angn-paths of length< . |
Similar to Theorem[_5]2PN-path-Ralgorithm correctly iden-
tifies a subgraplty; which contains alpn-paths of length/ and
returns a graph includes pm-paths of length< [.

Theorem 5.3: ThePN-path-Ralgorithm correctly identifies a sub-
graph G; which contains allpn-paths of lengthi and returns a
graph includes n@n-paths of length< [.

We omit the proof of Theoreni. 3.3 since it can be proved in a
similar manner like Theorerf. 8.2 using Lemimd 5.5.
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(a) G’ returned byGreedy-D

() —()—)

(b) G returned byGreedy-R

Figure 11: U(G) returned by Greedy-Dand Greedy-R

It is worth noticing that{/(G) obtained byGreedy-Ris at least
as good as that obtained I3reedy-D If each edge irG' — u (G)
is reversed once, then tla?a(G) obtained byGreedy-Ris equiva-
lent to that obtained b{reedy-0) as each edge appears in at most
onepn-path. On the other hand, if there are some edges being re-
versed more than onc&reedy-Rperforms better. Fig. 11 shows
the difference betwee@reedy-DandGreedy-R Sincepn-paths of
length 1 and 2 are the same, we only show the last deletetdesl/e
pn-path. In Flgm, we deletpn-path (’Ug7 U7) = (’Ug7 V11, V12,
v1s, v14, v7). ON the other hand, in Fif. II{b), we revepsepath
(vs,v7) = (vs, v10, V3, V4, vy, v7). Here edg€uva, v3) is reversed
twice. U (G) returned byGreedy-Reonsists of solid lines, which is
better than that returned Wyreedy-D

5.2 The Refine Algorithm
With the greedy Eulerian subgraﬁ(G) found, we have insight



Algorithm 9 Refine(/(G), G)

Input: A graph@, and the Eulerian subgraph obtained@l;eedyl?(G)
Output: Two subgraphs o7, U(G) and Gp (G = U(G) U Gp)

for each edgév;,v;) in E(G) do
if (vi,vj) € U(G) then
reverse the edge to e, v;) in G; w(vj, v;) < +1,
else
w(vg,vj) — —1;
end if
7: end for
8: Assigndst(u) for everyu € V(G) based on Eq[{1);
9: for each vertexu in V(G) do relaz(u) < true, pos(u) <+ 0;
10: Enqueue every vertex in V(G) into a queuel;

1:
2:
3:
4.
5:
6:

11: u «+ Q.front();

12: while Q # ( do

13: Sv<—@,SE<—@,NV<—@;

14:  if relaz(u) = true andFindNC(G, u) then

15: Reverse negative cycle and change the edge weights 35ing
andSg (refer to Algorithni2);

16: Q+ QU Sy;

17. else

18: Q.pop();u «+ Q.front();

19:  endif

20: end while

21: G p is a subgraph that contains all edges with a weight of -1;

22: U(G) is a subgraph that contains the edges reversed for all edtfes w

a weight of +1;

on G because we know? = U(G) U Gp whereGp is a DAG
(acyclic), and can designRefinealgorithm based on such insight,
to reduce the number of times to upddig(u), which reduces the
cost of relaxing. TheRefinealgorithm (Algorithm[®) is designed
based on the similar idea given DS-U using FindNC with two
following enhancements.

First, we utilizeG = U(G) U G to initialize the edge weight
w(vs,v;) for every edge(v;,v;) and dst(u) for every vertexu
in G. The edge weights are initialized in Line 1-7 in Algoritfiin 9
based orﬂ(G) which is a greedy Eulerian subgraph. We also make
use ofG p to initialize dst(u) based on Eq[{1) in Line 8.

0 if dy(u)in Gpis 0,
dst(u) = { min{dst(v) — 1|(v,u) € Gp} u € Gp,
0 otherwise
1)

Some comments on the initialization are made below. Fotigwi
Algorithm [2, dst(u) can be initialized asglst(u) = 0. In fact,
consider Lemm&4]1. No matter whait(v;) is for a vertexv;

(1 <4 <k —1)inanegative cycl&€ = (vi,v2,...,v5 = v1),
the negative cycle can be identified because there is at deast
edge(vi, vi+1) that can be relaxed. Based on it, if we initialize
dst(u) in a way such thatlst(u) < dst(v) + w(v,u), thenu
cannot be relaxed throudh, «) before updatingst(v). It reduces
the number of times to updatit (), and improves the efficiency.
We explain it further. Because for any edge,v) € Gp, u can
never be relaxed through ed@e «) beforedst(v) being updated,
FindNC (G, u) will relax edges along a path with a few branches
to identify anegative-cycle. The variables such aslax(u) and
pos(u) are initialized in Line 9 as done in Algorithinh 2.

Second, we use a queu2 to maintain candidate vertices,
from which there may exisiegative-cycles, if relax(u) = true.
Initially, all vertices are enqueued int@. In each iteration, when
invoking FindNC(G, v), letV’ be the set of vertices relaxed. Among
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V', for any vertexw € Sy \ {v}, dst(w) has been updated and

it has only relaxed partial out-neighbors when finding thgatiee
cycle. On the other hand, for any vertexc V' \ Sy, all of the
out-neighbors ofv have been relaxed and cannot be relaxed before
updatingdst(w). We excludew € V' \ Sy from Q implicitly by
settingrelaz(w) = false in FiNdNC(G, w).

Example 5.3: Suppose we have a greedy Eulerian subgliﬁﬁ)
(Fig.[@) of G (Fig.[) by Greedy-D and will refine it to the opti-
mal U (G) using Refine Initially, all edges (solid lines) im?(G)
are reversed with initial +1 edge weight, and all remainidges in
Gp are initialized with -1 edge weightlst(v1) = —2, dst(vs) =
—1,dst(vy) = —=5,dst(vi1) = —1,dst(viz) = —2,dst(vi3) =
—3,dst(vi4) = —4, and other vertices, havedst(u) = 0. In
the while loop,FindNC (G, v1) relaxesdst(vs) = —1 and returns
false. This makeselaz(vi) = relax(vs) = false by whichv;
andwvs are dequeued fron®. Afterwards, none obq, vs, v4, vs
can relax any out-neighbors, and all are dequeued fPorRindNC
(G, v7) relaxes all vertices, finds a negative cy@le, vo, v4, v2, vs,
v10, Us, V11, V12, V13, V14, U7), and add&;z, V3, V4 into Q as new
candidates. Then, no vertices fram to v14 can relax any out-
neighbors untiFindNC(G, v2) finds the last negative cycle:, vs,
v3,v2). For most casesindNC (G, u) relaxes a few oli’s out-
neighbors.

We discuss the time complexity d®efine The initialization
(Lines 1-9) isO(n 4 m). Sincel/(G) approximated/(G), the
number ofnegative-cycles found byRefinewill be no more than
|EU(G))| — |E(U(G))|, and vertices, will have dst(u) updated
less than E(U(G))| — |E(U(G))| times. This implies the while
loop costsO(|E(U(G))| — |EU(G))| - m). Time complexity of
Refineis O(cm?), wherec < 1, as confirmed in our testing.

5.3 The Bound between Greedy and Optimal

We discuss the bound betweb](G) obtained byGreedyand
the maximum Eulerian subgragii(G). To simplify our discus-
sion, below, a graplt’ is a graph with multiple edges between two
vertices but without self loops, and every edgg v; ) is associated
with a weightw(v;, v;), which is initialized to be -1. Given a graph
G, we use’ to represent the reversed graptth$uch thatl’ (G) =
V(G) and E(G) contains every edg@;,v;) if (vi,v;) € E(G),
andw(vj,v;) = —w(vi,v;). In addition, we use two operations,
@ ando, for two graphs&; andG;. Here,G;; = G; @ G is an
operation that constructs a new gra@h; by union of two graphs,
Gy ande, such thatV(Gz-j) = V(Gz) U V(Gj), andE(Gij) =
E(G;)UE(G;). AndG’ = G;©G; is an operation that constructs
a new graphG’ by removing a subgrapf’; from G; (G; C G5)
such thatV’ (G') = V(G;) and E(G") = E(G;) \ E(G;). Given
two Eulerian subgraphsgy; andG;, itis easy to show that; & G
andG; © G; are still Eulerian graphs. Given any graghG & G
is an Eulerian graph. Note that assume that there is a cydke wi
two edges|v;,v;) and (vj, v;), between two vertices;; andv;,
in G. there will be four edges i6' © G, i.e., two edges are frod
and two corresponding reversed edges fiegm

We discuss the bound using an Eulerian grgps Gp & G,
whereGpr = GoU(G) andGn = GOU(G). We call every edge
in Gy a negative edgenfedge), and a path irG x a negative path
(n-path). We also call every edge i&r a positive edgep-edge),
and a path irGp a positive path{-path). It is important to note
thatp-edges are given folG'p but not forGp, all n-edges are with
a weight of -1, while alp-edges are with a weight of +1, because
they are the reversed edgesi®. Here,G is a graph with multiple
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Figure 13: G = Gp @ Gy whereGp = G o U(G) and Gy =
G OUG).

edges between a pair of vertices.

Example 5.4: Consider the example graghin Fig.[d. The Eule-
rian subgraph obtained iyreedyi.e. 2/ (G) is shown in Fig 12(2).
Itis worth noting that we make use of the resulting grap&odedy-
D, since that obtained bgreedy-Rs actually the maximum Eule-
rian subgraph in this case. Fig. I2(c) shows the maximumrianle
subgraphi/(G). As observed, some edgesfij) do not appear
in (@), while some edges that do not appeat/fifG) appear in
U(G). Fig.[T2(B) and Fig I2{}) sho@r = G & U(G) and
Gy = G 6 U(G), respectively. Fig13 showg = Gp ® Gn.
In Fig.[13, the solid edges represent fhedges fromG p, and the
dashed edges represent thedges fromG .

Sinceg is Eulerian, it can be divided into several edge disjoint
simple cycles as given by Lemrhab.1. Among these cyclese ther
are no cycles iy with only n-edges, because they must belif{GG)
if exist. And there are no cycles hwith only p-edges, because all
such cycles have been moved irﬂQGz-) in GR-U (Algorithm[4,
Line 4).

Next, let a cycle be ositive-cycle if the total weight of the
edges in this cycle> 0, and let it be anegative-cycle if its total
weight of edges< 0. We show there are ntegative-cycles inG.

Lemma 5.6: There does not existreegative-cycle in G.

Proof Sketch: Assume there is aegative-cycle in G, denoted as
Gcye. Since there are no cycle with onpyedges orn-edges, there
are p-edges andn-edges in Gcy.. We divide Gy into two sub-
graphs,GG, andG,,. HereG,, consists of alp-edges, where each
p-edge is with a +1 weight, andx,, consists of alh-edges, where
eachn-edge is with a -1 weight. Clearly|E(G,)| < |E(Gn)|,
since it assumes that.,. iS anegative-cycle. Note that/(G) ©
G, & G, which is equivalent t6/(G) & Geye © (Gp B Gp), is
Eulerian, and it contains more edges th&it), resulting in a con-
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(@) k-cycle (b) 2-cycle (c) 3-cycle

Figure 14: k-cycle
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Figure 15: k-cycle generated byGreedy-R

tradiction. Therefore, there does not existegative-cycle in G.
m]

Lemmd5.6 shows all cycles i are non-negative. Since there
are no cycles with only-edges or n-edges, each cycle i can
be partitioned into an alternating sequencekop- pathS andk
n-paths, and represented &8, v; ,vs, ..., v}, v 0] ) where
(v, v7), fori = 1,2,...,k, aren- pathS and(v; v}, ), for
i =2, ..., k—1,k, plus (v, ,v1) arep-paths. We call such
cycle ak-cycle. Fig.[I4(@) shows an example kfcycle, and an
arrow presents a patlp-paths are in solid lines whil@-paths are
in dashed lines. _

The difference| E(U(G))| — |[E(U(G))| is equal to|E(G ©
UG - E(GeU(G))| = |[E(Gp)| - |E(GN)| = |E(GP)| -
|E(Gn)|, becomes the total number of edgesGip minus the
total number of edges it". On the other hand, the difference
|EU(G))| — |EU(G))| can be considered as the total weight of
all k-cycles inG. Recall that all edges i6' are with weight -1 and
the edges irG are with weight +1 by our definition. Assume that

= {C1,Cy,---}, whereC; is ak-cycle. The total weight of
G regarding alk-cycles isw(G) = >, w(C;). Below, we bound
|[E(U(G))| — |EU(G))| usingk-cycles.

ConsidergG in Fig.[13, there are B-cycles. C1 = (vs, v1,v3)
andC’g = (’Ug7 V2, ’Ug) with Weight 0, anng = (1]87 V11, V12, V13,
v14, V7, Vg, V4, V3, V10, Vs ) With weight 2. This means that it needs
at most 2 more iterations to get the maximum Eulerian sulbgrap
from the greedy solution.

For ak-cycle (v, o1, 05, ..., v, , we use/\;, andA,
to represent the total weight medge@ andp edges, i.e. A\ =
Diet,. kw(v;rv”;) and Ay = 3., o wiv, vl) +

w(vy, , vy ). Because) is determined by the optimal i (G )|

= |E(G e U(Q))|, the bound is obtained when getting the maxi-
mum of A,

Theorem 5.4: The upper bound of the total weightpldges in a
k-cycle with specifick is k times that oh-edges, i.e.,A), < k- A\

Proof Sketch: The proof is based on the waycycles constructed
by Greedy-R For simplicity, we first assume that eaetpath and
p-path is apn-path itself, and we will deal with general cases
later. Based orGreedy-R a k-cycle is constructed as shown in
Fig.[I8, which is a 4-cycle. Initially, there arken-paths, n; =

'Forn-edges, we take the absolute value of total weight.



(vf,v7), i = 1,2,...,4, as Fig[I5() showsGreedy-Rdeals
with pn-paths of lengthl from a smalll to a largel. First, Greedy-
Rfinds a pathp: = pn-path (vs,v;), and combineg; with two
separateah-paths, n; andn. into a newn-path n}. Here,len(p1)

is no larger than anyen(n;). Greedy-Rwill repeat this process
to add allp-paths, p; into k- cycle in an ascending order of their
lengths. The lasp-path (v} ,v;") to be added td-cycle should
be the Iongest one among @lpaths. Then its upper bound is
Simp w0 v ) 2 Lokt WV vi,). Otherwise, its
upper bound should bmm:{w( v; ,v;,,)}. Below, we prove The-

orem[5.4.

e For 2- cycle (Fig[T4M)): Sincer(v;,v3) < w(vl,v),
w(vy ) < w(vg vy ), andw(vy ,of ) < wvy,v;) +
w(vy ,vy) +wvy, v, ) we have,

Ay = wlvy o)) +w(vy o))

w(“fﬂfl ) +2- w(vl » U2 ) +w(v;7v2 )

2Ny

e For 3-cycle (Fig[ I4(¢)): Since

IN A

w(’U;,”U2 ) S w(vavf) w(v;,v;) ('U;F,'U;)
w(vy,vy) < wl,vr) +wr,vd) +wy,vy)
w(vy,vy) < w(v:?’vS)
w(v;foﬁ) S w(vavf) + w(vl ,U;) + w(v2 y U ) +
w(v;7 v‘;k) + w(v;7 U3 )
we have,
Ay = wlvy,vy) +w(vy,v3) +wlvg, o))
< Az +2- (wvr,vg) +wlvs,vy)
< 2-N3+3- w(vl,v2)<3 YAV

e Assume that it holds fok-cycles whenk < [, we prove
that it also holds whek = [. Suppose that the shortgst
pathis (v, , v ), comblne(vl 1), (vy ;v ) and(vg, vy)
into a singlep-path (v}, v, ), then we get &-cycle ask =
I—1. AsaresultA), < (k—1) - (Ar + w(vy,vd)) +

w(U17U2)<k AV o

Let A, and A¢, denote the total weight of-edges andn-
edges in ak-cycle C;. Bounding|E(U(G))|- |E(U(G))]| can be
formulated as an LP (linear programming) problem.
max Z(A,Q — Ag;)

C;
(Cond-1)Ag, > Ag,, Vi,
(Cond-2)A¢, < ki - Ag,, for ak-cycle C; with k-valuek;,

(Cond-3)) (AL, + Lc,) < |E(G)] < |B]
C;

s.t.

In Fig.[I6(a),B: at y-axis illustrates the theoretical upper bound
of |[EU(G))| — |EU(G))| = £=2|E| by solving the LP prob-
lem, where the three solid lines represent the three coandith the
above LP problem, respectively. Hel,is the maximum among
all & values. The theoretical upper bound is far from tight. First
|E(G)| < |E|, which is a tighter upper bound 9f . (A¢, +
Ac,), moving Cond-3 towards the origin. Second, for mhst
cycles, A}, = (1 +¢€) - Ay, 0 < € < 1, since mosp-paths in a

k-cycle are far from the upper bound it can get. This leads Cond-2

moving towards x-axis. Therefore, a tighter empirical ugpeund
is B, at y-axis in Fig[ I6(8). We will show it in the experiments.
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Figure 16: Upper Bounds

(5
Figure 17: General p-paths

We have proved Theorein 5.4 for the caspaths andn-paths
are pn-paths, which shows that eaghpath in a k-cycle has an
implicit upper bound. In general, there are cases whasaths are
not pn-paths. In fact, eachp-path in a k-cycle can be classified
into two classes. (a) Av-path is a part of apn-path, including
the case that the-path is a pn-path. (b) A p-path can be di-
vided into several sub-paths, eachis a partmﬁ{path In Fig.[17,
there are thre@-paths in thek-cycle, (vi , v, ) is a part ofpn-
path (vy ,va), (vq, vy ) itself is pn-path (v, ,v3) and (v, v}")
consists of two sub-path$v; , vs) and(vs, v;), and each of them
is a part of gon-path or itself is apn-path.

For the cases whenppath in ak-cycle is not apn-path, we use
w, andw,, to denote its practical weight and the theoretical upper
bound it can reach when itself ispn-path, respectively. Since
we concentrate on weight @fpaths, we treat such p-path as a
pn-path with weight w,, if w, < w,, and treat it as g@n-path
with weightw,, if w, > w, and add the difference, — w, to a
global variablelV. We will show in Sectiofi6 thaltl is very small
compared with E(U(G))|.

Time complexity: Revisit GR-U (Algorithm [4), it includes four
parts:SCC decomposition (Line 1)Greedy(Line 3), cycle moving
(Line 4) andRefine(Line 5). SCC decomposition can be accom-
plished in 2DFS in time O(n + m). As analyzed in Sectidnl 5,
Greedyinvokes .. times PN-path and eachPN-pathneeds 2
BFS (I-Subgraph and 1 DFS (remove/reversgn-paths). Since
Imaz is small (< 100 in our extensive experiments), the time com-
pIeX|ty of Greedyls O(n + m). Regarding moving cycles from
Gi —U(Gy) tolU(Gy), itis equivalent to moving cycles from non-
trivial SCCs of G; — U(G:) to U(G;). Based on the fact that
G, —U(G;) is near acyclic, there are a few cyclestin — U(G,),
cycle moving is inO(n + m). The time complexity oRefine as
given in Sectiol 512 i§)(cm?), because mostindNC(G, u) relax
edges along a path with a few branches and verticesll have
dst(u) updated less thal? (U (G))| — |E(U(G))| times.

6. PERFORMANCE STUDIES

We conduct extensive experiments to evaluate two propGsed
U algorithms. One i$GR-U-D using Greedy-D(Algorithm[5) and
Refine(Algorithm [9), and the other iSR-U-R using Greedy-R
(Algorithm[8) andRefine(Algorithm[g). We do not compare our
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Figure 18: |[E(U(Q))|/|EWU(Q))]

[ Graph | V1 ] [E] [ [VWUG)] [ [EUG))] ]
wiki-Vote 7,115 103,689 1,286 17,676
Gnutella 62,586 147,892 11,952 18,964
Epinions 75,879 508,837 33,673 264,995
Slashdot0811 77,360 828,159 70,849 734,021
Slashdot0902 82,168 870,159 71,833 748,580
web-NotreDame|| 325,729 1,469,679 99,120 783,788
web-Stanford 281,903 | 2,312,497 211,883 691,521
amazon 403,394 | 3,387,388 399,702 1,973,965
Wiki-Talk 2,394,385| 5,021,410 112,030 1,083,509
web-Google 875,713 | 5,105,039 461,381 1,841,215
web-BerkStan 685,230 | 7,600,595 478,774 2,068,081
Pokec 1,632,803 30,622,560] 1,297,362 20,911,934

Table 3: Summary of real Datasets

[Graph [[ Refine [GR-U-D ]| Refine[GR-U-R ]| DS-U || c |
wiki-Vote 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 1.0 [[ 0.100
Gnutella 05 05 0.4 0.4 1.6 || 0.250
Epinions 159 161 152 | 154 || 4144 0.037
Slashdot0811 80.6 | 80.8 70.9 | 71.0 [[12,748.6] 0.006
Slashdot0902 873 8/5 76.6 | 76.8 |[14,324.5| 0.005
web-NotreDanfg 2.6 3.0 2.4 2.7 || 3704 0.007
web-Stanford 215 257 16.7 | 24.9 |[2,780.0][ 0.009
amazon 1265 133.5| 124.8| 1305 |[#4,865.0| 0.003
Wiki-Talk 504.3 | 5049 [ 487.3| 487.9 | 9,120.1 || 0.053
web-Google 100.2 | 110.3 78.6 | 84.6 [|35,271.7] 0.002
web-BerkStan || 129.7 | 137.7 67.8| 759 7,853.9] 0.010
Pokec [30,954.5 [30,983.7 [[30,120.4 [30,140.5 - -
Gplus2 3635 | 3642 360.5| 361.2[39,083.8]] 0.009
WeiboO 206.5 | 207.3 | 2024 203.3]| 8,004.6 | 0.025

Table 4: Efficiency of GR-U-D, GR-U-Rand DS-U

algorithms withBF-U in [13], becauseBF-U is in O(nm?) and
is too slow. We use oubS-U as the baseline algorithm, which is
O(m?). We show thaiGreedyproduces an answer which is very
close the the exact answer. In order to confiBreedyis of time
complexityO(n + m), we show the largest iteratidp,.. used in
Greedyis a small constant by showing that the longespath (the
same ad,,q) deleted/reversed bgreedyis small. In addition,
we confirm the constant of O(c - m?) for Refineis very small
by showing statistics ofj, W, andk-cycles. We also confirm the
scalability of GR-Uas well asGreedyand Refine

All these algorithms are implemented in C++ and complied by
gcc 4.8.2, and tested on machine with 3.40GHz Intel Coreriid4
CPU, 32GB RAM and running Linux. The time unit used is second.

Datasets: We use 14 real datasets. Among the datasets, Epin-
ions, wiki-Vote, Slashdot0811, Slashdot0902, Pokec, Gagoand
Weibo are social networks; web-NotreDame, web-Stanforeh-w
Google, and web-BerkStan are web graphs; Gnutella is atpeer-
peer network; amazon is a product co-purchasing networl; an
Wiki-Talk is a communication network. All the datasets aogvd-

[ Graph I IRD [ISD% ] IRR [ISR% [[IR_DSU |
wiki-Vote 659 | 95.4 629 | 95.6 14,361
Gnutella 2,504 [ 69.5 1,410 | 828 8,202
Epinions 5,466 [ 97.4 5,334 [ 97.4 | 207,124
Slashdot0811 11,464 | 97.9 9,990 [ 98.2 [| 541,970
Slashdot0902 12,036 | 97.8 10,426 | 98.1 || 554,163
web-NotreDanmfe 9,030 | 98.1 6,119 [ 98.7 [| 486,240
web-Stanford 23,427 | 94.8 15,721 | 96.5 || 448,960
amazon 75,104 | 94.1 61,818 | 95.2 [[1,282,326
Wiki-Talk 37,662 | 95.7 36,139 | 95.9 || 871,020
web-Google 90,375 | 92.4 59,387 | 95.0 1,196,616
web-BerkStan 69,078 | 95.2 41,703 | 97.1 |[1,437,188
Pokec 686,765 - || 635,286 - -
Gplus2 18,766 | 96.9 18,721 | 96.9 || 613,008
WeiboO 25991 | 96.2 24,550 | 96.4 || 686,765

Table 5: The numbers of Iterations

It is important to note that botBR-U-Dand GR-U-Rsignificantly
outperformDS-U. In most large dataset§R-U-DandGR-U-Rare
two orders of magnitude faster th@sS-U. For instance, in web-
Stanford datasetGR-U-Rtakes 25 seconds to find the maximum
Eulerian subgraph, whilBS-Utakes 2,780 seconds, which is more
than 100 times slower. In addition, it is worth mentioningttin
Pokec datasetDS-U cannot get a solution in two weeks. In the
6th column,c is thec value in Refines time complexityO(cm?),

by comparing running time oGR-U-Rand DS-U. In all graphs,

¢ < 1. Note BF-U is very slow, for exampleBF-U takes more
than 30,000 seconds to handle the smallest dataset wiki-\diile
our GR-Utakes only 0.1 second.

Effectiveness oiGreedy To evaluate the effectiveness of the greedy
algorithms, we first study the size of Eulerian subgraph inbth

by Greedy-Dand Greedy-R Fig.[18 depicts the results. In F[g.]18,
|E(U(G))| denotes the size of Eulerian subgraph obtained by the
greedy algorithms|E(U/(G))| denotes the size of the maximum
Eulerian subgraph, andz(1/(G))|/|E(U(G))| denotes the ratio
between them. The ratios obtained by b@tteedy-Dand Greedy-
Rare very close to 1 in most datasets. That is to say, Gogedy-D

and Greedy-Rcan get a near-maximum Eulerian subgraph, indi-
cating that bothGreedy-Dand Greedy-Rare very effective. The

loaded from Stanford large network dataset collecfiontp : //snap . stapfrehcs 32 Ris slightly better than that oGreedy-D

except for Google+ and Weibo. The detailed information & th
datasets are summarized in Table 1 and Table 3. In the tdbtes,
each graph, the 2nd and 3rd columns show the numbers ofegrtic
and edges respectively, and the 4th and 5th columns show the
numbers of vertices and edges of its maximum Eulerian spbgra
respectively.

Efficiency: Tablel4 shows the efficiency of these three algorithms,
i.e., GR-U-D, GR-U-R andDS-U, over 14 real datasets. FGR-
U-D, the 2nd column shows the running timeRéfineand the 3rd
column shows the total running time &R-U-D. As can be seen,
for GR-U-D, the running time oRefinedominates that oGreedy-

D. The 4th and 5th columns show the running timeReffineand

the total running time oGR-U-R respectively. Likewise, th&e-
fine algorithm is the most time-consuming procedureGR-U-R

2for each dataset, we delete all self-loops if exist.

13

which supports our analysis. The ratio of Gnutella datasetgu
Greedy-Dis slightly lower than others. One possible reason is that
Gnutella is much sparser than other datasets, thus sony@apap
atepn-path deletions may result in enlarging othet-paths, and
this situation can be largely relieved Greedy-R

Second, we investigate the numbers of iterations us€siRiU-
D, GR-U-R andDS-U. Tabld® reports the results. In Table 5, the
2nd and 4th columns ‘IRD’ and ‘IRR’ denote the numbers of-iter
ations used in the refinement procedure (Refine Algorithm[9)
of GR-U-Dand GR-U-R respectively. The last column ‘IR_DSU’
reports the total number of iterations usedr$-U. From these
columns, we can see that in large graphs (e.g., web-NotreDam
dataset), the numbers of iterations use®efineof GR-U-D and
GR-U-R are at least two orders of magnitude smaller than those
used inDS-U. In addition, it is worth mentioning that in Pokec
datasetDS-Ucannot get a solution in two weeks. The 3rd and 5th


http://snap.stanford.edu/data

[ Graph [ [EUGCHI [ EQ@I] W |
wiki-Vote 17,676 3,214 20
Gnutella 18,964 6,906 10
Epinions 264,995 30,997 129
Slashdot0811 734,021 45,315 118
Slashdot0902 748,580 | 46,830 145
web-NotreDamje 783,788 | 10,439 | 3,963
web-Stanford 691,521 35,402 | 6,168
amazon 1,973,965 202,513 [12,994
Wiki-Talk 1,083,509 | 158,848 | 331
web-Google 1,841,215 149,425 |22,361
web-BerkStan 2,068,081 | 105,569 (16,991
Pokec 20,911,934 (3,003,797 | 8,964
Gplus2 770,854 | 117,641 80
weibo0 850,136 | 124,395 384

Table 6: Statistics of|G| and W
+ +
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Figure 19: Distributions of k-cycles for eachk

columns report the percentages of iterations save@M®yU-Dand
GR-U-R respectively. BottGreedy-Dand Greedy-Rcan reduce at
least 95% iterations in most datasets. Similarly, the tesldtained
by GR-U-Rare slightly better than those obtained BiR-U-D.

The largest iteration l,,,..: We show the largest iteratidp, .. in
Greedyby showing the longesgin-paths deleted/reversed, which is
the numbers oPN-path-DPN-path-Rnvoked byGreedy-DGreedy-
R using the real datasets. Below, the first/second numbereis th
longestpn-paths deleted/reversed. wiki-Vote (9/9), Gnutella (29/22),
Epinions (12/10), Slashdot0811 (6/6), Slashdot0902 (8i&b-
NotreDame (96/41), web-Stanford (275/221), amazon (5748ki-
Talk (9/7), web-Google (93/37), web-BerkStan (123/85)kd%o
(14/13), Gplus2 (9/8), and WeiboO (12/10). The longasipaths
deleted or reversed are always of small size, especiallypaocea
with |E|. Therefore, the time complexity dbreedycan be re-
garded a®)(n + m).

The support to a small ¢: We show the support that given in
O(em?) for Refineis small by giving statistics off, W, and k-
cycles. We first show the statistics ¢§| (= Gp © Gn) andW
discussed in Sectidn3.3. Table 6 reports the results. Faite®,
we can find that for each grapl# (G)| andWW are small compared
with |E(U(G))|. These results confirm our theoretical analysis in
Sectiori5.B. Second, we study the statistick-ofcles. The results
of Epinions and web-Stanford datasets are depicted il Bigarid
similar results can be observed from other datasets. IfIBigy-
axis denotes the ratio between the total weights-efiges and the
total weights ofh-edges (i.e.,A}, /A, defined in Sectioh 5l3), and
the x-axis denotes for k-cycles, wherek = 2,3,--- ,>=10. As
can be seen, for alk-cycles, the ratios are always smaller than 2
in both Epinions and web-Stanford datasets. These resuifgm
our analysis in Sectidn §.3.

Scalability: We test the scalability fo6R-U-R GR-U-D, andDS-

U. We report the results for web-NotreDame and web-Stanford i
Fig.[20. Similar results are observed for other real dasas&b

test the scalability, we sample 10 subgraphs starting fro#n bf
edges, up to 100% by 10% increments. [Fig. 20(a) andFig.|20(b)
show bothGR-U-Rand GR-U-Dscale well. For web-NotreDame,
we further show the performance GfeedyandRefinein Fig.[20(c)

and Fig[20(d). In Fid. 20(t)Greedyseems to be not really linear.
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We explain the reason below. Revisit Algorittith 4, the efficie

of Greedyis mainly determined by two factors, the graph size (or
more precisely the size of the larg&€iC) and the number of times
invoking PN-patHh(i.e. I,,.z). When a subgraph is sparse, b6tC
size and,... tend to be small (the smallest sample graph with 10%
edges contains a largeS€C with 1,155 vertices and 4,317 edges,
andlm,.. = 30/16 for Greedy-DGreedy-B, whereas, both the
size of the largesSCC and/,.... tend to be large in dense subgraphs
(the entire graph contains a larg&siC with 53,968 vertices and
296,228 edges, angh.. = 96/41 for Greedy-DGreedy-R.

CONCLUSION

In this paper, we study social hierarchy computing to find-a so
cial hierarchyG p as DAG from a social network represented as
a directed grapltz. To find Gp, we study how to find a maxi-
mum Eulerian subgrapt(G) of G such thatG = U(G) U Gp.

We justify our approach, and give the properties(h and the
applications. The key is how to comput§ G). We propose a
DS-Ualgorithm to computé/ (&), and develop a novel two-phase
Greedy-&-Refine algorithm, which greedily computes an Eate
subgraph and then refines this greedy solution to find the -maxi
mum Eulerian subgraph. The quality of our greedy approach is
high which can be used to support social mobility and rectiver
hidden directions. We conduct extensive experiments tdircon
the efficiency of our Greedy-&-Refine approach.
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