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(Dated: May 24, 2022)
In this paper, we present a framework to compare the evolution of states of two diffusive processes
on networks. We explore a dissimilarity measure defined in terms of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors
of the normalized Laplacian of each process. This formalism is implemented to examine differences
in the dynamics described by circulant matrices, the effect of new edges, and the rewiring in networks
as well as to evaluate divergences in the transport in degree biased random walks and random walks
with stochastic reset. Our results provide a general tool to compare dynamical processes on networks
considering the evolution of states and capturing the complexity of these structures.

I.

INTRODUCTION

Random walks are present at different scales in nature and find applications to a broad range of fields. In
particular, stochastic trajectories represented as a succession of discrete steps naturally describe varied processes
like diffusion, chemical reactions, animal movements, and
search processes in general. In several applications in the
study of complex systems it is convenient to explore all
these dynamical processes when the activity takes place
on a network. Random walks that transit between nodes
are relevant to many problems and constitute the natural
framework to study diffusive transport in regular and irregular structures [1–4]. Network exploration by random
walks can be defined through hops to nearest neighbors
[5–7] or with long-range jumps between distant nodes
[5, 8–10]. The understanding of the relation between
the random walk dynamics and the network topology requires a particular treatment in terms of matrices and
spectral methods [11–13].
The complexity present in networks and the different dynamical processes that may occur in these structures motivates the exploration of measures to quantify the differences between two dynamics. For example, to characterize the effect of a modification in the network’s connectivity or to evaluate how changes in the strategy followed
by a random walker affect the exploration of the structure. Recent efforts include distances between networks
that usually fall in one of two general categories defining
structural and spectral distances, often considered mutually exclusive [14]. The first one captures variations
in the local structure, as examples of this metric are the
Hamming [15] and, Jaccard distances [16, 17] characterizing the number of edge deletions and insertions necessary
to transform one network into another. In contrast, the
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spectral approach assesses the smoothness of the evolution of the overall structure by tracking changes in functions of the eigenvalues of the graph Laplacian, the normalized Laplacian or simply the adjacency matrix [14].
As examples of spectral measures, we have the spanningtree similarity [14] and several distances based on the
eigenspectrum distributions [14, 18]. A different possible
perspective focuses on the use of graph kernels to define
similarities between graphs [19–21].
In this contribution, we present a framework to compare
diffusive transport on networks in terms of the evolution
of states. The measure introduced is defined using the
eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the normalized Laplacian
of each process to examine differences generated by modifications in the networks or the dynamics. The paper is
organized as follows. In Sec. II we introduce different
quantities to describe diffusive transport on networks; in
particular, the normalized Laplacian of a graph L̂ that
defines the process and the continuous-time evolution of
states describing the diffusion. We also introduce a general definition for the dissimilarity of states to compare a
dynamical process defined by L̂ and a modified dynamics
described by L̂′ . In Sec. III, we apply the general formalism to cases where the L̂ and L̂′ are defined by circulant
matrices. We explore analytically the evolution of dissimilarity between states for random walks with bias on
rings and the effect of adding weighted edges in interacting cycles. In Sec. IV, we illustrate the consequences of
rewiring a network. Mainly, the effect of an additional
link in a ring and the stochastic reorganization of links in
the Watts-Strogatz model. In Sec. V, we examine processes for which the network is the same but considering
modifications in the definition of the random walker. We
explore degree biased random walks [5, 22] and dynamics
with stochastic reset to the initial node [23, 24]. This last
case is explored analytically to measure the effect of reset
when compared with the case without restart in different
types of structures including random and complex networks. Our findings show how the measures implemented
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allow quantifying differences in diffusive transport. The
methods developed in this research are general and open
the doors to a broad spectrum of tools applicable to different random walk strategies and dynamical processes
on networks.
II.

GENERAL THEORY

In this section, we present general definitions for the
diffusion on networks and introduce a dissimilarity measure to compare two diffusive processes on these structures.
A.

Diffusive transport on networks

We consider connected networks with N nodes i =
1, . . . , N described by the adjacency matrix A with elements Aij = 1 if there is a link between the nodes i,
j, and Aij = 0 otherwise; also Aii = 0 to avoid loops
in the network. The degree of the node i is given by
P
ki = N
l=1 Ail .

In addition, we have a Markovian random walk on the
network where at each time t = 0, ∆t, 2∆t, . . . the random walker hops from node i to node j with a transition
probability wi→j in a process without memory of the visited sites. All the elements wi→j define the dynamics on
the network through a transition matrix W [2, 6], in
general, this is a stochastic matrix due to the condition
PN
j=1 wi→j = 1.

The occupation probability pij (t) to start at time t = 0
on node i and to reach the node j at time t satisfies the
master equation [2, 6, 10]
pij (t + ∆t) =

N
X

pil (t)wl→j .

the operator Û(t) = exp[−L̂ t]. Using Dirac’s notation,
pij (t) is given by
pij (t) = hi| exp[−L̂ t]|ji.

Here |ii denotes the vector with all its components equal
to 0 except the i-th one, which is equal to 1, hi| = |iiT
where T denotes the transpose of vectors.
Let us now introduce the state hψ̄i (t)| that evolves with
Û(t) and is given by
hψ̄i (t)| ≡ hi| exp[−L̂ t].

hψ̄i′ (t)| ≡ hi| exp[−L̂′ t].

|ψi′ (t)i ≡ exp[−L̂′ t]|ii. (7)

|ψi (t)i ≡ exp[−L̂ t]|ii,
B.

A measure of dissimilarity

In order to establish a “dissimilarity” between the two
dynamical processes defined by the modified Laplacians
L̂ and L̂′ , we apply the equation for the cosine dissimilarity to compare the states of the systems generated for
each operator and given by
hψ̄i (t)|ψi′ (t)i
.
Di (L̂, L̂′ ; t) ≡ 1 − q
hψ̄i (t)|ψi (t)ihψ̄i′ (t)|ψi′ (t)i

(8)

In particular, to evaluate Eq. (8), we require the spectral
decomposition of the matrices L̂, L̂′ .

l=1

N

(2)

l=1

where δij denotes the Kronecker delta. In this manner,
for continuous-time, the dynamics of the random walker
is defined in terms of the normalized Laplacian matrix L̂
with elements Lij = δij − wi→j . Therefore, we have the
master equation [1]:

For ergodic random walks, the transition matrix W can
be diagonalized. For right eigenvectors of W we have
W |φi i = λi |φi i for i = 1, . . . , N , where for the set of
eigenvalues λ1 = 1 is unique and |λm | ≤ 1 for m =
2, . . . , N . On the other hand, from right eigenvectors we
define a matrix Z with elements Zij = hi|φj i. The matrix
Z is invertible, and a new set of vectors φ̄i is obtained
by means of (Z−1 )ij = φ̄i |j , then
δij = (Z−1 Z)ij =

N
X
l=1

N

X
dpij (t)
=−
pil (t)Llj ,
dt

(6)

The state vectors hψ̄i (t)| and hψ̄i′ (t)| have the counterpart
as column vectors

(1)

For ∆t small is valid the approximation
#
"
N
X
dpij (t)
1
pij (t) −
pil (t)wl→j
≈−
dt
∆t
1 X
pil (t) [δlj − wl→j ] ,
∆t

(5)

Similarly, we have a second process that occurs on a network with N nodes. The process is described by the matrix L̂′ . The differences between L̂ and L̂′ can be caused
by network alterations as for example the addition of one
or multiple edges or by modifications in the strategy that
each random walker follows. The temporal evolution of
the second process is given by

l=1

=−

(4)

(3)

(9)

and

l=1

where we express the time t in units ∆t. Integrating Eq.
(3), all the temporal evolution of pij (t) is determined by

φ̄i |l hl|φj i = hφ̄i |φj i

I = ZZ−1 =

N
X
l=1

|φl i φ̄l ,

(10)
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where I is the N × N identity matrix (see Refs. [5] for a
detailed description). The sets of left and right eigenvectors of W are the same for the normalized Laplacian L̂.
The respective eigenvalues ξl of L̂ are given by ξl = 1−λl .
In a similar way, we can deduce the eigenvalues ξl′ and
eigenvectors |φ′i i, φ̄′l of L̂′ , satisfying the conditions in
Eqs. (9) and (10). Therefore, in terms of the sets of
eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the matrices L̂, L̂′ , we
have
exp[−L̂ t] =
′

exp[−L̂ t] =

N
X
l=1

N
X

However, hi|φ1 i is constant and, as a consequence, p∞
j (L̂)
is independent of the initial condition. A similar result
is valid for the dynamics with L̂′
′
′
′
p∞
j (L̂ ) = hi|φ1 i φ̄1 |j .

Therefore, considering the limit t → ∞ for Di (L̂, L̂′ ; t) in
Eq. (8), we have
lim hψ̄i (t)|ψi (t)i = hi|φ1 i φ̄1 |i = p∞
i (L̂),

(20)

′
lim hψ̄i′ (t)|ψi′ (t)i = hi|φ′1 i φ̄′1 |i = p∞
i (L̂ )

(21)

t→∞

exp[−ξl t] |φl i φ̄l ,

(11)

t→∞

and
exp[−ξl′

l=1

t] |φ′l i

φ̄′l

.

(12)

lim hψ̄i (t)|ψi′ (t)i = hi|φ1 i φ̄1 |φ′1

t→∞

Then, by using the definitions in Eqs. (5)-(7), we obtain

=

N
X
l=1

hψ̄i (t)|ψi′ (t)i

=

N
X

e

hi|φ1 i φ̄1 |l

′
= p∞
i (L̂ )

′
−(ξl +ξm
)t

hl|φ′1 i

φ̄′1 |i

=

φ̄′1 |i
N
X
l=1

∞
′
p∞
l (L̂)pi (L̂ ),

(22)

to obtain

l,m=1

× hi|φl i φ̄l |φ′m

φ̄′m |i . (13)

In this relation, the values φ̄l |φ′m quantify the differences between the two bases associated to L̂, L̂′ . In a
similar manner, we have
hψ̄i (t)|ψi (t)i =

N
X

e−2ξl t hi|φl i φ̄l |i ,

hψ̄i′ (t)|ψi′ (t)i

N
X

e−2ξl t hi|φ′l i φ̄′l |i .

=

l=1

l=1

′

(14)

(15)

Then, the introduction of Eqs. (13)-(15) in Eq. (8) allows the calculation of the cosine similarity Di (L̂, L̂′ ; t)
considering the initial node i. In addition, it is convenient
to calculate the global value
D̄(t) ≡

(19)

N
1 X
|Di (L̂, L̂′ ; t)|
N i=1

(16)

and the maximum global dissimilarity given by
|D̄|max ≡ max{D̄(t)∀t ≥ 0}.

(17)

Finally, it is worth mentioning that in the temporal evolution given by Eq. (3) for random walks defined in such
a way that the walker can reach any node from any initial
condition, the eigenvalue ξ1 = 0 is unique. The eigenvector associated to ξ1 = 0 defines the stationary distribution p∞
j (L̂) that describes the probability for t → ∞ and
takes the form
p∞
j (L̂) = hi|φ1 i φ̄1 |j .

(18)

′
p∞
i (L̂ )
.
Di (L̂, L̂′ ; t → ∞) = 1 − q
∞
′
p∞
i (L̂) pi (L̂ )

(23)

We see that Di (L̂, L̂′ ; t → ∞) is a comparison of the stationary probability distributions associated to the processes defined by L̂ and L̂′ . In particular, if the stationary distributions of these processes coincide, we have
Di (L̂, L̂′ ; t → ∞) = 0.
III.

DYNAMICS ON CIRCULANT NETWORKS

In this section, we apply the general theory in Sec. II
to the study of processes defined in terms of circulant
matrices. The results are illustrated with the analysis
of diffusive transport on interacting cycles and biased
random walks on rings.
A.

Circulant matrices

Let us now apply the general definition in Eq. (8)
to the particular case where L̂ and L̂′ are defined by
circulant matrices. A circulant matrix C is a N × N
matrix defined by [13]


c0 cN −1 cN −2 . . . c1
c0 cN −1 . . . c2 
 c1
 c
c1
c0 . . . c3 
,
2
C=
(24)
 .
..
..
. . .. 
 ..

. .
.
.
cN −1 cN −2 cN −3 . . . c0
with entries denoted by Cij . Then, each column has real
elements c0 , c1 , . . . , cN −1 ordered in such a way that c0
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describes the diagonal elements and Cij = c(i−j)mod N .
In addition, the elementary circulating matrix E is defined, with all its null elements except c1 = 1. From
E, the integer powers El for l = 0, 1, 2, . . . , N − 1 are
also circulant matrices with null elements except cl = 1.
Therefore, Eq. (24) can be expressed as [13]
C=

N
−1
X

cm E m ,

because, when L̂ and L̂′ are circulant matrices, the symmetry of the dynamics allows each node to be seen as
equivalent. This is the case, for example, when we define
a standard random walker in a regular network.
As particular limits of D(t), we have D(0) = 0 and
limt→∞ D(t) = 0; then, it is convenient to define a maximum dissimilarity given by

(25)

|D|max ≡ max{|D(t)|∀t ≥ 0}.

m=0

where I = E0 . Furthermore, the relation EN = I requires
that the eigenvalues ν of E satisfy ν N = 1; therefore,
those eigenvalues are given by [13]

In the following, we evaluate two particular cases in which
the values of D(t) and |D|max are studied.
B.

2π(l−1)

νl = e i N
for
l = 1, . . . , N,
(26)
√
with i ≡ −1. The respective eigenvectors {|Ψm i}N
m=1
2π
have the components hl|Ψm i = √1N e−i N (l−1)(m−1) and
2π

hΨl |mi = √1N ei N (l−1)(m−1) [13]. Now, considering Eq.
(25), the eigenvectors |Ψl i satisfy C|Ψl i = ηl |Ψl i, where
the eigenvalues ηl are given by (see Ref. [13] for details)
ηl =

N
−1
X

2π

cm ei N (l−1) m

(27)

m=0

for l = 1, 2, . . . , N . All these analytical results show
that the eigenvectors of circulant matrices are the same,
whereas the respective eigenvalues include the values of
the coefficients c0 , c1 , . . . , cN −1 .
Then, if both matrices L̂ and L̂′ are circulant, in the
expressions in Eqs. (13)-(15), we have φ̄l |φ′m = δlm ,
hi|φl i φ̄l |i = hi|φ′l i φ̄′l |i = 1/N , therefore
hψ̄i (t)|ψi′ (t)i =

N
1 X −(ξl +ξl′ ) t
e
,
N

(28)

l=1

hψ̄i (t)|ψi (t)i =

N
1 X −2ξl t
e
,
N

hψ̄i′ (t)|ψi′ (t)i =

N
1 X −2ξl′ t
e
.
N
l=1

As a consequence, Eq. (8) takes the form
PN

′

e−(ξl +ξl )t
D(t) = 1 − qP
PN
′ t
N
−2ξm
−2ξl t
m=1 e
l=1 e
l=1

For the dynamics with L̂′ , we consider a modification of
the initial ring with N nodes to add a set of edges with a
weight ǫ > 0 linking each node with nodes at distance 2 in
the original ring. The new edges are an extension of the
local neighborhood with interactions weighted with the
parameter ǫ. In this structure, a random walker moving
through the links and considering the weights is defined
by a circulant matrix L̂′ with non-null elements c0 = 1,
c1 = cN −1 = −1/(2 + 2ǫ), c2 = cN −2 = −ǫ/(2 + 2ǫ).
Therefore, the application of Eq. (27) allows to deduce
the eigenvalues for L̂′ given by
ξl′

(30)

(31)

where the eigenvalues ξl , ξl′ are given by Eq. (27) considering the respective entries defining L̂ and L̂′ . In contrast
with the general definition in Eq. (8), in Eq. (31) we see
that D(t) is independent of the initial node i. This is

Diffusion on interacting cycles

In this section, we explore the dynamics of a standard
random walker with transition probabilities defined by
wi→j = Aij /ki [5, 6]. The random walker hops between
nodes with equal probability from one node to one of
its neighbors. For the dynamics on a finite ring with N
nodes, the modified Laplacian L̂ is a circulant matrix defined by c0 = 1, c1 = −1/2, cN −1 = −1/2, therefore,
through the application of Eq. (27) we have the eigenvalues of L̂


2π
(l − 1) .
(33)
ξl = 1 − cos
N

(29)

l=1

(32)



2π
1
cos
(l − 1)
=1−
1+ǫ
N


ǫ
4π
−
cos
(l − 1)
1+ǫ
N

(34)

with ǫ ≥ 0. In particular, the limit ǫ → 0 recovers the
result in Eq. (33) for a ring. Then, from the analytical
results for the eigenvalues in Eqs. (33) and (34), we can
evaluate the dissimilarity D(t) in Eq. (31) between the
dynamics on the ring and the case with weighted links.
The results are reported in Fig. 1 for different values of
ǫ and sizes N .
In panels 1(a)-(c), we present D(t) as function of t using 0.1 ≤ ǫ ≤ 10, the numerical results are shown with
curves with ǫ codified in the colorbar for networks with
N = 10, 100, 200. If ǫ ≪ 1, the results show that D(t) is
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FIG. 1. Dissimilarity between the standard diffusion on a ring and on weighted interacting cycles. D(t) as a function of t for
networks with sizes: (a) N = 10, (b) N = 100, (c) N = 200, the weights ǫ are codified in the colorbar. The results are obtained
with the numerical evaluation of Eq. (31) with the eigenvalues (33) and (34). (d) |D|max in Eq. (32) as a function of ǫ for
networks with different sizes N .

relatively small for all t. On the other hand, for ǫ > 0,
D(t) presents two relative maximums, this is clear for the
cases with ǫ ≫ 1 and N large [Figs. 1(b)-(c)]; however,
for N = 10 [Fig. 1(a)] the two peaks overlap. In the
results, a first maximum is found at small times t ≈ 2
because the two random walk dynamics initially differ
due to the effect of the weighted links with ǫ. However, this modification is local, the global effect at large
times produces a second peak, something that is clear
in cases where ǫ ≫ 1. For t very large, D(t) → 0 since
the two processes have the same stationary probability
∞
′
p∞
j (L̂) = pj (L̂ ) = 1/N .
In Fig. 1(d) we depict |D|max that gives the the maximum |D(t)| for t > 0. We represent |D|max as a function of ǫ for N = 10, 50, 100, 150, 200. The results show
that |D|max increases monotonically with ǫ, the observed
values are similar for large rings (with N ≥ 50), some
differences appear for the network with N = 10.

C.

Biased transport on rings

A second example for the dissimilarity between dynamical processes defined with circulant matrices is obtained
when we compare the standard random walk on a ring
with a matrix L̂ with non-null elements c0 = 1, c1 =
cN −1 = −1/2 and eigenvalues given in Eq. (33) with the
biased transport on a ring defined by a modified Laplacian L̂′ with non-null elements c0 = 1, c1 = −(1 − ρ),
cN −1 = −ρ with 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1. In this case, ρ and 1 − ρ define the probabilities to pass from one node to one of the
two neighbors on a ring (on a circular layout, at each node
the walker chooses to move clockwise with probability ρ

and counterclockwise with probability 1 − ρ). Therefore,
the application of Eq. (27) leads to the eigenvalues of L̂′


2π
ξl′ = 1 − (1 − ρ) exp i (l − 1)
N


2π
− ρ exp −i (l − 1) .
N

(35)

The unbiased dynamics defined by L̂ is recovered when
ρ = 1/2. In particular, using ϕl ≡ 2π
N (l − 1), we can
rewrite Eq. (35) to have
ξl′ = ξl + i(2ρ − 1) sin ϕl .

(36)

The value ∆l = (2ρ−1) sin ϕl quantifies the modifications
in the eigenvalues ξl of L̂ in Eq. (33). In particular, the
asymmetry of the transport produces complex eigenvalues generating an oscillatory behavior in the values of
D(t), in particular in Eq. (31) the two sums including
information of L̂′ take the form
N
X

′

e−(ξl +ξl )t =

l=1

N
X
l=1

N
X
l=1

′

e−2ξl t =

N
X
l=1

e−2ξl t cos[(2ρ − 1)t sin ϕl ],

(37)

e−2ξl t cos[2(2ρ − 1)t sin ϕl ].

(38)

In Fig. 2 we explore the numerical values of D(t) and
|D|max for 0.5 ≤ ρ < 1. In Fig. 2(a), we show D(t) as a
function of t for ρ = 0.5, 0.55, . . . , 0.75. The results illustrate the oscillatory behavior of D(t) for different values
of ρ. For ρ = 1/2, D(t) = 0. In Fig. 2(b), we depict
the maximum value of |D(t)| as a function of ρ for rings
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FIG. 2. Dissimilarity between the standard diffusion and the biased transport on rings. (a) D(t) as a function of t for different
bias ρ, the results are obtained with the numerical evaluation of Eq. (31) with the eigenvalues in Eqs. (33) and (36) for
networks with N = 100. (b) |D|max in Eq. (32) as a function of ρ for rings with sizes N = 50, 100, 150, 200.

with sizes N = 50, 100, 150, 200. The results for |D|max
increase monotonically in the interval 0.5 < ρ < 1 and
for large rings |D|max ≫ 1 for ρ > 0.9 showing that these
cases differ significantly when compared with the unbiased transport. In particular ρ = 1 produces a deterministic case where the walker moves only clockwise (or only
counterclockwise) visiting one of the nearest neighbors at
each step, this deterministic limit is completely different
of the random dynamics generated with ρ = 1/2.

IV.

CHARACTERIZING THE EFFECT OF
REWIRING

In the cases aforementioned for circulant matrices in
Sec. III, all the nodes suffered the same modifications in
the second process defined by L̂′ . In this manner, D(t)
in Eq. (31) captures the differences between the two
dynamical processes analyzed. However, other modifications of the Laplacian L̂′ may be due to heterogeneous
alterations in the nodes. In this section, we explore two
cases where we compare the effect of introducing a new
edge in a ring and the differences generated by random
rewiring in a regular network.

A.

Ring with an additional link

In this case, we compare the dynamics generated by L̂
for a standard random walk on a ring with N nodes as
defined in Sec. III B. The second process generated by L̂′
describes the same dynamics but on a different network
defined by a ring with an additional edge connecting two
nodes at a distance ℓ = 2, 3, . . . , ⌊N/2⌋ in the original

ring. In the graph theory literature this type of edge is
called a chord [25].
In the following, we explore the effect of ℓ when we compare the diffusive dynamics in the ring and the ring with
a chord. Here, it is worth mentioning that in all the cases
the matrices L̂ and L̂′ differ
P in particular entries. However, for any ℓ, we have i,j |Lij − L′ij | = 4/3, showing
that the direct comparison of the matrical elements does
not capture the differences between the dynamics generated by L̂ and L̂′ .
Therefore, for a comparison of L̂ and L̂′ in the context of
diffusive transport, we use the average value D̄(t) in Eq.
(16) and its maximum value |D̄|max in Eq. (17). The
numerical results for networks with N = 50, 100, 200 are
shown in Fig. 3. In panels 3(a)-(c) we depict D̄(t) as a
function of t, the results are presented as different curves
generated for ℓ = 2, 3, . . . , ⌊N/2⌋. The numerical values
of D̄(t) show that D̄(t) ≈ 0 for t small, then D̄(t) gradually increases; in particular, for ℓ = 2, the increments
are monotonic until reaching a plateau. For ℓ ≫ 2 we
observe a peak that rises with ℓ. The results are in good
agreement with the fact that introducing a chord with
small ℓ, the average of |Di (L̂, L̂′ ; t)| over all the nodes i
are small since the chord only produces little variations
affecting the global dynamics, these differences reduce
when we increase the size of the network N . Furthermore, ℓ large creates greater connectivity that substantially changes the dynamics with respect to the original
ring. The results show that for ℓ large, the time t where
is produced the maximum of D̄(t) increases with the size
of the network.
On the other hand, in the limit t → ∞, D̄(t) shows a
comparison between the two stationary distributions of
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FIG. 3. Dissimilarity between the standard diffusion on a ring and on a ring with an additional edge. D̂(t) as a function of t
for different values of ℓ = 2, 3, . . . , ⌊N/2⌋, codified in the colorbar. The results are obtained with the numerical evaluation of
Eqs. (8) and (16) for networks with: (a) N = 50, (b) N = 100, (c) N = 200. (d) |D̂|max in Eq. (17) as a function of ℓ/N for
networks with N = 50, 100, 200.

the random walk dynamics generated with L̂, L̂′ . Using
Eq. (23)
D̄(∞) ≡ lim D̄(t)
t→∞
s
r
(N − 2)
2
N
3N
=
1−
+
1−
N
N +1
N
2(N + 1)
r
√
N
6+2
4
=1−
−
+p
,
(39)
N
N +1
N (N + 1)

therefore, D̄(∞) decreases with N for N ≥ 3. In particular, for N = 50, 100, 200, D̄(∞) takes the values
0.01797, 0.009237, 0.004683, respectively. These results
agree with the numerical values obtained for t large in
Figs. 3(a)-(c).
In Fig. 3(d) we present the values of the maximum dissimilarity |D̂|max in Eq. (17) in terms of the value ℓ/N .
The results allow us to compare the dynamics on the ring
and the effect of the chord. For the different sizes of the
networks, we see |D̂|max increases monotonically with ℓ.
B.

Rewiring using the Watts-Strogatz model

Let us now consider the effect of random rewiring on
networks. To this end, we define L̂ describing the standard random walk on a regular network and L̂′ for the
same dynamics on a new structure generated with the
stochastic rewiring of multiple links. The networks are
obtained with the Watts-Strogatz model [26]. In this
case, a random network is generated as follows: a ring is
connected to the same number J of nearest neighbors on

each side, 2J is the degree of each node. This network resembles a one-dimensional lattice with periodic boundary
conditions. Then, a Watts–Strogatz network is created
by removing each edge with uniform, independent probability p and rewiring it to yield an edge between a pair
of nodes that are chosen uniformly at random [26].
We analyze the effect of rewiring for networks described
by J = 2 and the probability p comparing a random
walker in the structure obtained for p = 0 and the dynamics with 0 ≤ p ≤ 1. For p = 0, the network is regular
and L̂ is a circulant matrix defined by non-null elements
c0 = 1, c1 = c2 = cN −1 = cN −2 = −1/4. The second process defined by L̂′ takes place on the modified
network generated with rewiring p and transition probabilities wi→j = Aij /ki .
In Fig. 4, we explore |D̂|max obtained numerically for
networks with N = 100, 200, 300 and different values of
p. Since, for each p the rewiring produces a different network, we evaluate the results for 100 realizations. We
present the ensemble average h|D̄|max i over realizations
and the error bars show the respective standard deviation. The results show that for a fixed p, h|D̄|max i increases with the size N , this relation is reasonable since
although p is the same, the number of rewired links increase with N producing larger differences with the transport on the regular network for the dynamics with L̂. On
the other hand, for networks with the same size, the values of h|D̄|max i increase monotonically with p. However,
the rate of increase is greater in the interval 0 < p < 0.2
showing that a little fraction of rewiring produces significant changes in the diffusive transport. This is a consequence of the emergence of the well known small-world
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The random walk in Eq. (40) is also defined in terms of
a symmetric matrix of weights Ω with elements Ωij =
Aij (ki kj )β with transition probabilities [5]
Ωij
Ωij
=
.
wi→j = PN
Si
l=1 Ωil

PN
Here Si = l=1 Ωil and represents the total weight of the
node i (see Ref. [5] for a review of different random walks
defined using a symmetric matrix of weights). In terms
of this formalism, in connected undirected networks, degree biased random walks are ergodic for β finite and the
stationary distribution is given by [5]

FIG. 4. Comparison of the diffusive transport on a regular
network and Watts-Strogatz random networks with rewiring
probability p. Ensemble average h|D̄|max i over 100 realizations of the random networks generated for each value of p,
the error bars represent the standard deviation of the results,
the sizes of the network are N = 100, 200, 300.

property in the Watts-Strogatz model [26].

V.

COMPARING DIFFERENT RANDOM
WALK STRATEGIES

In the applications described in Secs. III and IV, we
compared the dynamics of random walkers to see the
effect of modifications in the network through the introduction of new edges, changes in weights, and rewiring.
In the following part, we describe two cases where the
network is the same but the random walker is modified
with a particular parameter.

A.

(41)

Degree biased random walks have been studied extensively in the literature in different contexts as varied
as routing processes [27], chemical reactions [28], extreme events [29, 30], multiple random walks on networks
[31, 32], among others [22, 33, 34]. Recently, degreebiased random walks have been generalized to include
multiple biases [35], in potential-driven random walks
[36], to examine the influence of damage and aging in
complex systems [37, 38] and, to incorporate a particular
bias in each node [39].
Once defined the transition matrix for degree biased random walks, we can use this information in the definition of a normalized Laplacian matrix associated to the
continuous-time dynamics
L̂(β) = I − W(β).

(42)

Here β is a given value of the bias parameter that serves
as a reference to compare it with a second process
L̂′ (β ′ ) = I − W(β ′ ).

(43)

In this manner, we can compare the dynamics with bias
parameter β ′ with a particular reference given by β.

Degree biased random walks

In this section, we discuss degree-biased random walks.
For this case, the random walker hops with transition
probabilities wi→j depending on the degrees of the neighbors of the node i. Degree-biased random walks are defined by a transition matrix W(β) with elements [22]
Aij kjβ
wi→j (β) = PN
,
β
l=1 Ail kl

PN
(ki kl )β Ail
= PN l=1
.
β
l=1 Sl
l,m=1 (kl km ) Alm

Si
p∞
i = PN

(40)

where β is a real parameter. In Eq. (40), β > 0 describes the bias to hop to neighbor nodes with a higher
degree, whereas for β < 0 this behavior is inverted and,
the walker tends to hop to nodes less connected. When
β = 0, the normal random walk with wi→j = Aij /ki is
recovered.

In Fig. 5, we calculate numerically |D̄|max in Eq. (17)
as a function of β ′ considering three particular values
of the reference value β for degree biased random walks
on a scale-free Barabási-Albert network with power-law
distributed node degrees, generated with the preferential
attachment rule [40]. In this network the degrees present
different values with the existence of some hubs and a
high fraction of nodes with few neighbors. Due to this
heterogeneity, the degree biased random walk strategy
differs from the unbiased case. In a first analysis, we
compare the unbiased case with β = 0 with the dynamics with −5 ≤ β ′ ≤ 5, in particular |D̄|max = 0 when
β ′ = 0. We also implement the formalism for β = 2
and β = −2 as references. In particular, se see that for
β = 2, the maximum dissimilarity |D̄|max remains relatively small for β ′ > 2 in comparison with the values for
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γ = 0 (see a detailed discussion in Refs. [23, 24, 41, 42]).
The connection between the eigenvalues λl of W and
ζl (r; γ) for Π(r; γ) is obtained from the relation [23]
Π(r; γ) = (1 − γ)W + γΘ(r),

(45)

where the elements of the matrix Θ(r) are Θlm (r) =
δmr . Namely, Θ(r) has entries 1 in the rth -column and
null entries everywhere else, therefore (see Ref. [23] for
details)

ζl (r; γ) =

FIG. 5. Maximum dissimilarity |D̂|max for degree biased random walks in Eq. (40) defined by β ′ using as a reference
the dynamics with β = −2, 0, 2 in a complex network of the
Barabási-Albert type with N = 100 nodes.

(

1
(1 − γ)λl

The results also show that the dissimilarity measure implemented in Eq. (8) depends on the order of the reference L̂ and the second process L̂′ . In the general case,
Di (L̂, L̂′ ; t) 6= Di (L̂′ , L̂; t) with the exception of cases
where L̂L̂′ = L̂′ L̂ as, for example, when L̂ and L̂′ are
circulant matrices.

B.

Random walks with reset

In this section we consider a random walk with stochastic reset to a particular node [23]. The walker performs
two types of steps: with probability 1−γ, a random jump
from the node currently occupied to a different node of
the network, or, with probability γ, a resetting to a fixed
node r. Without resetting (γ = 0), the probability to
hop to m from l is wl→m , the random walk is ergodic
and described by the transition matrix W.
The dynamics with stochastic reset is defined by the transition probability matrix Π(r; γ) with elements
πl→m (r; γ) ≡ (1 − γ)wl→m + γ δrm ,

(44)

PN
where m=1 πl→m (r; γ) = 1. The matrix Π(r; γ) completely entails the process with resetting, which is able
to reach all the nodes of the network if the resetting
probability γ is < 1. The matrices W and Π(r; γ) are
stochastic matrices: knowing their eigenvalues and eigenvectors allows the calculation of the occupation probability at any time, including the stationary distribution at
t → ∞, as well as the mean first passage time to any
node. The eigenvalues and eigenvectors of Π(r; γ) are
related to those of W, which is recovered in the limit

(46)

This result reveals that the eigenvalues are independent
of the choice of the resetting node r. On the other hand,
the left eigenvectors of Π(r; γ) are given by [23]
N
X

γ
hr|φm i
φ̄m
1
−
(1
−
γ)λ
m hr|φ1 i
m=2
(47)
whereas ψ̄l (r; γ) = φ̄l for l = 2, . . . , N . Similarly, the
right eigenvectors are given by: |ψ1 (r; γ)i = |φ1 i and [23]
ψ̄1 (r; γ) = φ̄1 +

β ′ < 0 evidencing marked differences between the respective processes.

for l = 1,
for
l = 2, 3, . . . , N.

|ψl (r; γ)i = |φl i −

γ
hr|φl i
|φ1 i ,
1 − (1 − γ)λl hr|φ1 i

(48)

for l = 2, . . . , N .
Once described the dynamics with resetting and modifications that the stochastic restart introduces in the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of Π(r; γ), let us now to compare
the process defined in continuous time by the matrix
L̂ = I − W

(49)

with eigenvalues ξl = 1−λl and right and left eigenvectors
|φl i, φ̄l and a second process with resetting given by
L̂′ = I − Π(r; γ)

(50)

with eigenvalues ξl′ = 1 − ζl (r; γ) where ζl (r; γ) is given
by Eq. (46) and eigenvectors |ψl (r; γ)i, ψ̄l (r; γ) in Eqs.
(47)-(48).
Here, it is important to notice that using the definitions
in Eqs. (49) and (50): L̂ − L̂′ = γ [Θ(r) − W]. Therefore
the direct comparison of the elements of L̂ and L̂′ gives
N
X

i,j=1

|Lij − L′ij | = γ

N
X

i,j=1

|δrj − wi→j |.

(51)

Showing that this particular comparison of elements is
proportional to γ and does not give more information of
the differences between the two dynamics.
For the processes defined by L̂ and L̂′ , we evaluate the relations in Eqs. (13)-(15) to express the results in terms of
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FIG. 6. Maximum dissimilarity |D̄|max between standard random walks and random dynamics with reset to the node r with
probability γ for networks with N = 100 nodes: (a) Barbell, (b) Watts-Strogatz, (c) Erdös-Rényi and, (d) Barabási-Albert,
where each newly introduced node connects to m previous nodes (m = 1). We depict the values of |D̂|max as a function of γ
for all the nodes r = 1, . . . , N . To identify the effects of resetting, we colored each node r and the curves with results using
respective closeness centrality Cr ≡ PNN d of node r = 1, . . . , N .
j=1

rj

|φl i, φ̄l for the dynamics without resetting. We obtain
hΨi (t)|Ψ′i (t)i =

N
X
l=1

+γ

N
X



′
1
hr|φm ihφ̄m |ii 1 − e−ξm t ,
′
ξ
m=2 m

hΨi (t)|Ψi (t)i =

hΨ′i (t)|Ψ′i (t)i =

N
X
l=1

+γ

′

hi|φl ihφ̄l |iie−(ξl +ξl )t

N
X
l=1

hi|φl ihφ̄l |iie−2ξl t ,

′

hi|φl ihφ̄l |iie−2ξl t

N


X
′
1
−2ξm
t
.
hr|φ
ih
φ̄
|ii
1
−
e
m
m
ξ′
m=2 m

Using this information, we can evaluate Di (L̂, L̂′ ; t) in
Eq. (8) to obtain the maximum dissimilarity |D̄|max in
Eq. (17).
In Fig. 6, we present the numerical values of |D̂|max as
a function of γ for networks with N = 100 considering
all the values of r for the resetting node, each network is
presented as an inset. The node r and the curves with
results are colored the using respective closeness centrality Cr ≡ PNN d of node i = 1, . . . , N . In Fig. 6(a)
j=1

rj

we analyze a Barbell graph (constructed by connecting
two fully connected networks with 45 nodes with a line
of 10 nodes) [43]. In Fig. 6(b) a Watts-Strogatz network [26] with rewiring probability p = 0.01. In panel
Fig. 6(c) an Erdös-Rényi network [44] with average degree hki = 2.72, and in 6(d) a scale-free Barabási-Albert
network with power-law distributed node degrees, generated with the preferential attachment rule [40].
In general, our findings in Fig. 6 show the global differ-
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ence between the diffusion and the diffusion with stochastic reset on networks. The characterization given by
|D̄|max goes beyond what can be obtained by a direct
comparison of the matrical elements in Eq. (51) revealing the dependence with the node r where the reset is
produced. These particularities are observed in all the
networks analyzed but are more evident in the case of
the Barbell graph in Fig. 6(a).
VI.

CONCLUSIONS

We explore the comparison between diffusive transportation processes on networks. The implemented measure quantifies the dissimilarity of states that evolve with
the information consigned in normalized Laplacians L
and L′ for two dynamical processes. We use the dissimilarity Di (L̂, L̂′ ; t) defined in terms of eigenvalues and
eigenvectors of L and L′ to compare the states at time t
of the systems considering the initial node i. In particular, Di (L̂, L̂′ ; t = 0) = 0 and Di (L̂, L̂′ ; t → ∞) establishes
a comparison of the respective stationary distributions.
A global quantity D̄(t) and its maximum |D̄|max are also
introduced.
We illustrated all the mathematical framework implemented with the exploration of several cases as follows:
First, we analyze dynamics where L̂ and L̂′ are circulant

matrices. In this case, the comparison between the two
processes depends exclusively on the eigenvalues of each
matrix. Secondly, we explore the effect of the addition of
a new edge in a ring and the effect of stochastic rewiring
using the Watts-Strogatz model. In a third case, we compare the transport when the network is the same but the
way a random walker hops between nodes changes. We
explored degree-biased random walks and local random
walks with stochastic reset to the initial node.
For all the dynamics explored, we observed that the
quantities analyzed provide a method to compare matrices defining diffusive transport on networks considering
the evolution of states and capturing the complexity of
the diffusion on these structures. A similar approach using other dynamical processes can be useful to evaluate
the effect of modifications in a complex system, for example, the introduction of a new route in a public transportation system, the reduction of the functionality in a
system due to aging, among many others.
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