arXiv:1101.1359v1 [stat.ME] 7 Jan 2011

Exponential-Family Random Graph Models
for Valued Networks

Pavel N. Krivitsky

July 21, 2022

Abstract

Exponential-family random graph models (ERGMs) provide a prin-
cipled and flexible way to model and simulate features common in
social networks, such as propensities for homophily, mutuality, and
friend-of-a-friend triad closure, through choice of model terms (suf-
ficient statistics). However, those ERGMs modeling the more com-
plex features have, to date, been limited to binary data: presence
or absence of ties. Thus, analysis of valued networks, such as those
where counts, measurements, or ranks are observed, has necessitated
dichotomizing them, losing information.

In this work, we generalize ERGMs to valued networks. Using
the concept of reference measures, we describe a rigorous yet intuitive
framework that retains many of the inferential and interpretability
properties of the binary case, and discuss additional issues and caveats
that emerge. Focusing on modeling counts, we introduce terms that
generalize and model common social network features for count data,
while avoiding degeneracy. We apply these methods on a commonly
analyzed dataset whose values are counts of interactions.
Keywords: p-star model; transitivity; weighted network; count data;
maximum likelihood estimation

1 Introduction

Networks are used to represent phenomena ranging from sexual partnerships,
of interest in epidemiology, to similarity between products in an online store,



of interest in marketing, to advice giving in an office, of interest in organi-
zation management. More often than not, the relations of interest are not
strictly dichotomous in the sense that all present relations are effectively
equal to each other. For example, in sexual partnership networks, some ties
are short-term while others are long-term or marital; and while a particular
individual seeking advice might seek it from some office-mates but not others,
he or she will likely do it in some specific order.

Exponential-family random graph models (ERGMs) are generative mod-
els for networks which postulate an exponential family over the space of net-
works of interest (Holland and Leinhardt, (1981} [Frank and Strauss, |1986),
specified by their sufficient statistics. These sufficient statistics typically em-
body the features of the network of interest that are believed to be significant
to the social process which had produced it, such as degree distribution (e.g.
propensity towards monogamy in sexual partnership networks), homophily
(i.e. “birds of a feather flock together”), and triad-closure bias (i.e. “a friend
of a friend is a friend”) (Morris, Handcock, and Hunter, |2008)).

However, a major limitation of ERGMs to date has been that they had
been primarily applied to binary relations: a relationship between a given
actor ¢ and a given actor j is either present or absent. This is a serious
limitation: valued network data have to be dichotomized for ERGM analysis,
which typically leads to loss of information.

Some extensions of ERGMs to specific forms of valued ties have been
formulated: to networks with polytomous tie values, represented as a con-
strained three-way binary array by Robins, Pattison, and Wasserman| (1999))
and more directly by Wyatt, Choudhury, and Bilmes| (2009, 2010)); to mul-
tiple binary networks by [Pattison and Wasserman (1999); and the authors
are also aware of some preliminary work by [Handcock| (2006) on ERGMs for
signed network data. [Rinaldo, Fienberg, and Zhoul (2009) discussed binary
ERGMs as a special case and a motivating application of their developments
in geometry of discrete exponential families.

A broad exception to this limitation has been a subfamily of ERGMs that
have the property that the ties and their values are stochastically indepen-
dent given the model parameters. The likelihoods for these models have can
often be expressed as generalized linear models (GLMs) or generalized non-
linear models (GNLMs). To represent common properties of social networks,
such as triad-closure bias and clustering, latent class and position models
have been used and extended to valued networks. (Hoff, 2005; Krivitsky,
Handcock, Raftery, and Hoff, |2009; Mariadassou, Robin, and Vacher, 2010)

2



In this paper, we generalize the ERGM framework to directly model val-
ued networks, while retaining much of the flexibility and interpretability of
binary ERGMs, including the above-described property in the case when tie
values are independent under the model, particularly focusing on count data.
In Section 2l we review conventional ERGMs and describe their traits that
valued ERGMs should inherit. In Section [3| we describe a framework that
extends the model class to valued networks that permits a natural generaliza-
tion to univariate exponential families and discuss additional considerations
that emerge when the dyad sample space is no longer binary. In Section
we give some details and caveats of our implementation of these models. In
Section [o, we further elaborate on ERGM modeling of count data, describ-
ing an approach to interpreting model terms and parameters, and proposing
terms to represent features commonly found in social networks, and Section [0]
we analyze a dataset with count tie values that has previously been studied
primarily by dichotomizing its ties.

2 ERGMs for binary data

In this section, we define notation, review the (potentially curved) exponential-
family random graph model and identify those of its properties that we wish
to retain when generalizing.

2.1 Notation and binary ERGM definition

Let N be the set of actors in the network of interest, assumed known and
fixed for the purposes of this paper, and let n = | N| be its cardinality, or the
number of actors in the network. For the purposes of this paper, let a dyad be
defined as a (usually distinct) pair of actors, ordered if the network of interest
is directed, unordered if not, between whom a relation of interest may exist,
and let Y be the set of all dyads. More concretely, if the network of interest is
directed, Y C N x N, and if it is not, Y C {{i, 5} : (4,j) € N x N}. In many
problems, a relation of interest cannot exist between an actor and itself (e.g.
a friendship network), or actors are partitioned into classes with relations
only existing between classes (e.g. bipartite networks of actors attending
events), in which case Y is a proper subset of N x N, excluding those pairs
(7,7) between which there can be no relation of interest.

Further, let the set of possible networks of interest (the sample space
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of the model) Y C 2Y, the power set of the dyads in the network. Then a
network y € ), can be considered a set of ties (7, 7). Again, in some problems,
there may be additional constraints on ). For example, in the high-school
networks analyzed using ERGMs by |Goodreau, Kitts, and Morris| (2008b),
each student was limited to nominating at most five male and five female
friends, so ) could be defined as a proper subset of 2¥, excluding those
networks where any student has outdegree toward male students or outdegree
toward female students that exceeds five.

Using notation similar to that of Hunter and Handcock| (2006]) and Kriv-
itsky, Handcock, and Morris| (2010), define an exponential family random
graph model to have the form

for random network variable Y and its realization y; model parameter vector
0 € ©, ©® = R? and its mapping to canonical parameters n : ® — R?; a
vector of sufficient statistics g :  — RP, which may also depend on data x,
assumed fixed and known; and a normalizing constant (in y) k4 : R? = R
which ensures that sum to 1, and thus has the value

king(0;@) = exp(n(0) - g(y';x)).

Here, we have given the most general case defined by [Hunter and Handcock
(2006): a frequently used special case is ¢ = p and n(0) = 6, so the ex-
ponential family is linear. For notational simplicity, we will omit x for the
remainder of this paper, as g incorporates it implicitly.

2.2 Properties of binary ERGM

2.2.1 Conditional distributions and change statistics

Hunter, Handcock, Butts, Goodreau, and Morris (2008b) and others define
change statistics, which emerge when considering the probability of a single
dyad having a tie given the rest of the network and provide a convenient
local interpretation of ERGMs. To summarize, define the p-vector of change
statistics

A ig(y) =gy +(i,5) — gy — (i, 7)),
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where y + (7, j) is the network y with edge or arc (i, j) added if absent (and
unchanged if present) and y — (4, j) is the network y with edge or arc (i, j)
removed if present (and unchanged if absent). Then, through cancellations,

Promg(Yi; = 1Y — (i,7) =y — (i, 7)) = logit™ (n(0) - A, ;9(y)).

Hunter et al.| (2008b)) and Krivitsky et al. (2010) offer a further discussion
of change statistics and their uses, and it desirable for a generalization of
ERGM to valued networks to facilitate similar local interpretation.

Furthermore, the conditional distribution serves as the basis for maximum
pseudo-likelihood estimation (MPLE) for these models. (Strauss and Ikeda,
1990)

2.2.2 Relationship to logistic regression

If the model has the property of dyadic independence discussed in the Intro-
duction, or, equivalently, the change statistic A, ;g(y) is constant in y (but
may vary for different (4,7)), the model trivially reduces to logistic regres-
sion. In that case, the MLE and the MPLE are equivalent. (Strauss and
[keda, [1990) Similarly, it may be a desirable trait for valued generalizations
of ERGMs to also reduce to GLM for dyad-independent choices of sufficient
statistics.

3 Valued ERGMs

We now define ERGMs for valued network data, and discuss some general
properties and special cases of particular interest.

3.1 Measure-theoretic model formulation

Define N, n, and Y as above. Let S be the set of possible values any dyad
may have. Since S may have more states than presence and absence, instead
of defining the sample space ) as a subset of a power set, define it as ) C SY,
a subset of the function space of mappings that assign to each dyad (i,j) € Y
a value in S. Let y, ; = y(i,7) € S be the value associated with dyad (4, 7).

Given a o-finite measure space (), Y, P,) with reference measure Py, the
probability measure P,y g, dominated by P, is a (potentially curved) ERGM
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if the Radon-Nikodym derivative of Py., 4, with respect to Py,

dPomg, . exp(n(0)-g(y))
ap, Y= kng0) 2)

where the normalizing constant

b o(68) = /y exp (1(0) - 9(y)) APy ().

with 1, g, and @ as defined above, and
O C {0 eR: k,4(0") < o0} (3)

(Barndorff-Nielsen| (1978, pp. 115-116; Brown, |1986, pp. 1-2).
Constraint is trivial for binary networks, since their sample space is
finite.

3.2 Reference measures

In addition to the specification of the sufficient statistics g and, for curved
families, mapping m of model parameters to canonical parameters, P,y 4
depends on the specification of the reference measure P,. In this section, we
describe some univariate reference measures and their effects.

3.2.1 Binary data

As [Rinaldo et al.| (2009) discuss, the binary ERGM is a special case of
@), with S = {0,1}, Y = 2¥, and P, = p, a counting measure. There
is little motivation to explicitly use reference measures other than this for
binary networks, but ERGMs that use offset terms (Krivitsky et al., 2010)
and profile likelihood calculations of Hunter et al.| (2008b)) use non-counting
measures implicitly: a model of the form

_ exp (1,(05) - 9,(y) + n(6) - 9(y))
Kony.goma (0o, 0) ’

for some offset terms 1 (0,) - g,(y) with 6, assumed fixed and known could
be expressed as

Pro., (Y =y)

Pong \y _ P (n(6) - 9(y))
dPh K”rlovgov'n:g<007 H)
4P,

i (y) = exp (n,(0,) - g,(y)) -



3.2.2 Count data

The domain of count data, such as when Y ; is defined as the number of ob-
served interactions of interest between actor i and actor j, is S = Ny (natural
numbers, including 0), and the reference measure gains importance. For the
remainder of this section, define h = %, the derivative of the reference mea-
sure with respect to the counting measure p on a measure space (J,Y, ),
with Y = 2%,

Consider a p = ¢ = 1, n(@) = 0 (linear ERG) model with g(y) =
>tjey Yij- U h(y) =1 (Le. Py is the counting measure), the resulting

family has the pmf (or %(y))

exp (0 Z(z‘,j)ey yi,j)

Pr@;n,g(Y = y) - K (0)
7.9
1
= 0 H exp (Hyi,j)a
Fing )(@J')EY

giving the dyadwise distribution Yi,ji'rix'sl "Geometric(p = 1 — exp (0)), with 6
constrained by (3)) to ® C {8 € R: 6" < 0}.
On the other hand, suppose that, instead, h(y) = H(i,j)ey(ym!)*l. Then,

1 exp (9 Z(m’)ey yi,j)

Pro, (Y =y) = H (vi,!)

(i.4)EY King(0)
_ 1 H exp (Oym)
King(0) yi,j! ’

(i,9)€Y

giving Yi,jl'rl'\sl' Poisson(u = exp (0)), with @ C R.

The reference measure P, thus determines the support and the basic
shape of the ERGM distribution. For this reason, we define a geometric-
reference ERGM to have the form with dyadwise support S = Ny and

reference measure having %(y) = 1 and a Poisson-reference ERGM to have

o) =TT, ey (Y1) 7"
an \Y (ig)ey\Yij)
Note that this does not mean that any Poisson-reference ERGM will, even

under dyadic independence, be dyadwise Poisson. We discuss the sufficient
conditions for this in Section [5.1.3



3.2.3 Rank data

A sample space of complete rankings of every actor in a network by every
other actor can be represented by a directed network with no self-loops and
S={1,2,...,n— 1}, with a complex constraint structure for }:

y = {y/ - SY : leNvTESH']GN\{Z}y;J = r}.

With a finite reference measure space (), 2%, 1), the sufficient statistics in
the kernel of the model can be used to represent associations, such as pop-
ularity, mutuality, and triadic effects. If ranks are coded so that the lowest
rank is 1 and the highest is n — 1, many of the statistics for count data,
described in Section [5.2], could be used to model these properties, although
their interpretations are likely to be very different. A looser definition of )
could be used to model data where orderings were not complete.

3.2.4 Continuous data

If S C R and is an open set, some care must be taken in defining the reference
measure. In particular, the o-algebra generated as a power set of possible
networks, Y = 2¥ may not be Lebesgue-measurable. Thus, Y may instead be
defined as B()), the Borel algebra on the set of possible networks. Starting
from the o-finite measure space (), B()), A), where A is the Lebesgue mea-
sure, reference measure can then be specified with respect to this space for
univariate continuous dyad values.

Many reference measures are possible, and can be tailored to the specific
application and structure of the data. In the remainder of this paper, we
focus on count data.

4 Inference and implementation

As exponential families, valued ERGMs inherit the inferential properties of
exponential families in general and binary ERGMs in particular, and with
similar caveats, including calculation of standard errors and analysis of de-
viance. At the same time, the constraint means that some valued ERGMs
do not fulfill regularity conditions, and we give an example of this in Sec-

tions [B] and [6l



The greatest practical difficulty associated with inference on these mod-
els is usually that the normalizing constant k,q(@) is intractable, its ex-
act evaluation requiring integration over the sample space ). However, the
exponential-family nature of model also means that, provided a method ex-
ists to simulate realizations of networks from the model of interest given a
particular €, the methods of (Geyer and Thompson (1992)) for fitting expo-
nential families with intractable normalizing constants and, more specifically,
their application to ERGMs by Hunter and Handcock! (2006), apply. These
methods rely on network sufficient statistics rather than networks themselves,
and can thus be used with little modification.

Furthermore, because the normalizing constant (if it is finite) is thus
accommodated by the fitting algorithm, we may focus on the unnormalized
density for the purposes of model specification and interpretation. Therefore,
for the remainder of this paper, we specify our models up to proportionality,
as |Geyer| (1999)) suggests.

We base our implementation on the R package ergm for fitting binary
ERGMs. (Handcock, Hunter, Butts, Goodreau, Krivitsky, and Morris, 2010))
The design of this package separates the specification of model sufficient
statistics from the specification of the sample space of networks (Hunter et al.|
2008b), and so we implement our models by substituting in a Metropolis-
Hastings sampler that implements our reference measure of interest. (A
simple sampling algorithm for realizations from a Poisson-reference ERGM
is described in Appendix ) This implementation will be incorporated into
a future public release.

5 Statistics and interpretation for count data

In this section, we develop sufficient statistics for count data to represent
network features that may be of interest, and discuss their interpretation.
In particular, we focus on the Poisson-reference ERGM without complex
constraints: Y = N{.

At the same time, because the normalizing constant is incorporated into
the fitting algorithm, this discussion is equally valid for some over- and under-
dispersed generalizations of the Poisson distribution, such as the Conway—
Maxwell-Poisson (CMP) distribution, which would have the reference mea-

sure % = 1 (same as a Geometric-reference ERGM), but also a sufficient
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statistic

9,(y) = Z log(y; ;!) (4)

(1,5)€Y

with 1,(6) < 0 constrained by (3)). (Shmueli, Minka, Kadane, Borle, and
Boatwright, [2005)) If this statistic is instead used in a Poisson-reference
ERGM, it also becomes a CMP distribution, but one where n,(0) < 1,
with 1,(0) = 0 inducing a Poisson distribution (in the presence of a dyad
sum term), 1,(0) < 0 indicating underdispersion relative to Poisson and
1,(0) > 0 indicating overdispersion.

5.1 Interpretation of model parameters

Just as sufficient statistics of the binary ERGM embody the structural prop-
erties of the network that are of interest, those of a valued ERGM embody
properties of interest. Similarly, as binary ERGM statistics have a “local”
interpretation in the form of change statistics summarized in Section [2.2.1]
the conditional dyadwise distribution provides a local interpretation. We
elaborate on these interpretations here.

5.1.1 Expectations of sufficient statistics

If ® is an open set, then, for some k for which 1, (8) = 6} and holding 1,/ (),
k' # k fixed, it is a general exponential family property that Eg., 4(g,(Y"))
is strictly increasing in 0. (Barndorff-Nielsen) 1978, pp. 120-121) Thus,
if the statistic g, is a count or measure of some feature of interest of the
network (e.g. edges, ties between /within a group, isolates, triadic structures),
a greater value of 1,(0) results in a distribution of networks with more of
the feature counted by g,.

5.1.2 Discrete change statistic

Define the set of networks

Vii(y) =1y €V Vujev\(i Yoy = Y jr}-

That is, V; ;(y) is the set of networks such that all dyads but the focus dyad
(i, 7) are fixed to their values in y while (7, j) itself may vary over its possible
values; and define y(; ;. € {y' € Vi;(y) : y;; = k} (a singleton set) to
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be the network with non-focus dyads fixed and focus dyad set to k. Then,
define the discrete change statistic

AP g(y) = gy jmks) — I Y g)—k)-

This statistic emerges when taking the ratio of probabilities of two net-
works that are identical except for a single dyad value:

h’(y(i,j):kQ) exp("l(e)‘g(y(i,j):k2))

Promg(Yij = Yii—r!Y €Vii(¥)) _ s
Prgm’g(Yi’j = y(i,j):kl ‘Y c yi,j (y)) h(y(i,j):kl)eXp(n(e)'g(y(i,j):kl))
_ luglhn) ’ -
— 2] ,A'l'ﬁ 2

where h; ; : S — R is the component of h = % associated with dyad (3, j), if
the reference measure can be thus factored. For a Poisson-reference ERGM,
h;;(k) = (k!)~'. This may be used to assess the effect of a particular ERGM
term on the decay rate of the ratios of probabilities of successive values of
dyads (Shmueli et al., 2005) and on the shape of the dyadwise conditional
distribution.

5.1.3 Conditional distribution

The conditional distribution of a dyad (7, j) € Y, given all other dyads (¢, j') €

YA{(,5)},

Pl"g; , (Y = ’y)
Pro., ¢(Yi; =y, ;Y € Vi;(y)) = g

Zy’eyi,j(y) Prom (Y =y

h(y) exp(n(0)-g(y))
— KaegtO)
h(y") exp(n(0)-g9(y"))
Zy Eyz (W)

K.
y

_ i) exp (n(6) - g(y))
D yev,w MY exp (n(0) - g(y'))

For a Poisson-reference ERGM, the sum in the denominator has a closed
form if g(y’) is linear in y; ; and y; ; is not constrained. That is, if both of

vy;JESA yz] (y) yZJAO—H (y) (5&)
Yy, jesTy ey, Y = Yigo (5b)
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hold, then

Promg(Yij =v:;1Y € Vi;(y))
(i) e (n(6) - (9(yg=0) +¥i,A0,79(v)))
Dy (Wi texp (n(0) - g(y)
_exp (n(6) - 9(yi=0)) exp (n(6) - y;, 805 9(y))
yi,jlzyey”( )<y;,j') exp (n(0 ) a(y'))
Lo (m0) -y, A7 9(y))
yi,j'

Y

with the terms that do not depend on y, ; itself omitted, giving
Yi; = y;|Y € Vi;(y) ~ Poisson (u = exp (n(0) - A} 'g(y))) -

That is, the conditional distribution the focus dyad’s value given the rest
of the network is Poisson. If holds, but not , a censored Poisson
distribution may result.

5.2 Model specification statistics
5.2.1 Poisson regression model

As a binary ERGM reduces to a logistic regression model under dyadic in-
dependence, a Poisson-reference ERGM may reduce to a Poisson regression
model. Unlike a binary ERGM, however, dyadic independence is a necessary,
but not a sufficient condition for this: only if hold, giving a conditional
Poisson distribution; dyadic independence holds, so marginal distribution is
same as the conditional distribution; and 1(€) = 6, to give a linear ERGM,
does a Poisson regression model result. Then, with Ag;’lg(y) = A?fl g (ie.
constant in y),

ind. o .
Y; ;' ~ Poisson (1 = exp (6 - A)}'g))
and the discrete change statistic AO_>1 g may be viewed as the covariate vector
for dyad (i,7). This facilitates modehng of such structural properties as

assortative and disassortative mixing (e.g. homophily) and degree/intensity
heterogeneity. Rather than enumerate them here, we borrow from the binary
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ERGM literature and show how the sufficient statistics developed there may
be directly adapted to count data and the interpretation that results.

Morris et al.| (2008) describe many dyad-independent sufficient statistics
for binary ERGMs, that could be used to model a variety of patterns for
degree heterogeneity and mixing among actors over (assumed) exogenous
attributes. By virtue of being dyad-independent, each statistic can be ex-
pressed as

gy) = > v,z (6)

(4,7)€Y

where x; ; = A, ;g. For example, for a uniform homophily model, x; ; may
be an indicator of whether ¢ and j belong to the same group. If y,; are
counts, these statistics induce a Poisson regression type model (for a Poisson-
reference ERGM), where the effect of a unit increase in some 1,(0) on dyad
(i,7) is to increase its expectation by a factor of exp (x; ;).

Nonlinear models Nonlinear (i.e. 1(0) # ) ERGMs with similar con-
straint on g may produce nonlinear Poisson regression. An example of this is
the likelihood component of some latent space network models: for example,
the likelihood of the Poisson model of Hoff| (2005)) is a special case of such
an ERGM, with n(0) = (')7Z-J(6’))(i7j)EY and g(y) = (;yl~7j)(m)e,Y (i.e. the suf-
ficient statistic is the network), and m, ;(6) mapping latent space positions
and other parameters contained in 6 to the logarithms of dyad means (i.e.
the dyadwise canonical parameters).

5.2.2 Threshold counts

Consider a Poisson-reference ERGM with p = ¢ =2, n(0) = 6, and

g(y) = Z Yig Z Ly, ;>0

(i,5)€Y (1.4)€Y
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Its dyadwise distribution is

, P (91 2 ipyey Yig T 022 jyev 1y¢,j>°>
Fing(0)

exp (Olyi,j + 921ym>0>
yi,j!

Pro, (Y =y) = H (yz‘,j!)_

(i,7)€Y

1
B ting(6) (1._[

i,j)€Y

This is a variant of a zero-modified Poisson distribution and may be useful for
modeling count data known to be sparser than Poisson. (Dietz and Bohning,
2000) More generally, any statistic developed for features of binary graphs
can be used directly to model features of sparsity of the count graph.

5.2.3 Mutuality

Many directed networks, such as friendship nominations, exhibit mutuality
— that, other things being equal, if a tie (i, j) exists, a tie (j,7) is more likely
to exist as well — and binary ERGMs can model this phenomenon using
a sufficient statistic g(y) = > jievic; Yi,;¥5: = min(y;;, y;,), counting
the number of reciprocated ties. Other sufficient statistics that can model
it include g(y) = Z(i,j)eY,i<j Ly, j#y;, and 9(y) = Z(m)eY,Kj ly, ;=y,,» the
counts of asymmetric and symmetric dyads, respectively. (Morris et al., 2008])

In the presence of an edge count term g(y) = >_; jjcy ¥i;» these three
are simply different parametrizations of the same distribution family:

. (yi,j + yg;z‘) - 1yi,j7éyj,i _ (yi,j + yaz) -1+ 1yi,j:yapi
Yi;Y;i = 5 = 5 .

Nevertheless, these three different statistics suggest two major ways to gen-
eralize the terms to count data: by evaluating a product or a minimum of
the values, or by evaluating their similarity or difference. We compare the
effects of these terms in Figure [T}

Product It is tempting to model mutuality for count data in the same
manner as for binary data, with y, ; and y,, being values rather than indi-
cators. For example, a simple model with overall dyad mean and reciprocity
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terms, with p = ¢ =2, (@) = 6, and

Q('!/): Z Yij Z Yi;Y;i

(1,5)eY (4,)€Y i<

would have a conditional Poisson distribution:

Yij =y;|Y € Vi;(y) ~ Poisson (n = exp (6 - A7}g(y)))

~ Poisson (,u = exp (011 + Ogyj,i)) ,
a desirable property. However, because for any ¢ > 0, lim, ., exp(cy?)/(y!)? =
+o00, for @ > 0, representing positive mutuality, (3) is not fulfilled. (Note
that the expected value of Y;; is exponential in the value of Y}, and vice

versa.) A Strauss point process exhibits a similar problem. (Kelly and Rip-
ley|, 11976)

Geometric mean This problem can be alleviated by using the geometric
mean of y, ; and y; ; instead of their product, although this changes the shape
of the distribution in ways that are difficult to interpret: if

T

g(y) = Z Yij» Z VYiiYi )

(i,5)€Y (1,5)€Y,i<j
then

exp (Hlym- + (92\/2%,1)\/%,3‘)

yi,j!

Y

Pro., (Yi; = yi,j|Y € Vij(y))

and, with nonzero y,;, the probabilities of greater values of Y; ; are inflated
by more.

Minimum An alternative generalization is to take the minimum of the two
values. For example, if

T

g = > vy Y. min(yy) |

(i,5)€Y (1,9)€Y,i<j
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Effect of the mutuality term on —
Pr@;mg(Yi,j = yz’,j|Yj,z' = yj,i) ....... I

Yij = Yji min(y; ;,Y;,)

.~

. Yi,j

Figure 1: Effect of proposed mutuality statistics with parameter 6. > 0
on y,; with respect to the reference measure and other terms. Note how
whereas the min(y, ;,y;,) statistic deflates the probabilities of those values
of y, ; that are less than y;;, thus inflating all of those of y, ; above it, the
— Y — yjﬂ-‘ statistic deflates the probabilities in both directions away from
Y, j» thus inflating those that are the closest. ,/y; ¥, inflates greater values
of y, ; in general, inflating by more if | /y;; is greater.
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then

exp (Olyi,j + 921yi,j<yj,i(yi,j - yj,z‘))
yz’,j! .

Pro., (Yi; = yi,jly € Vij(y))
(7)

Thus, a possible interpretation for this term is that the conditional proba-
bility for a particular value of Y ;, y, ; is deflated by exp (6,) for every unit
difference between y, ; and y,;, but only when y, ; < y,;;. In a sense, y;;
“pulls up” y, ; to its level and vice versa.

Negative difference Generalizing the concept of similarity between y, ;
and y,; leads to a statistic of difference between their values. We negate it
so that a positive coefficient value leads to greater mutuality. Then,

T

g(y) = Z Y Z - ’yi,j - ym" ) (8)

(i,5)eY (1,9)€Y i<y
and

exp (Olym — 020y, — ygz|)
yi,j!

Pro.¢(Yi; =y ;1Y € Vi ;(y)) <

Y

so the conditional probability of a particular y, ; is deflated by exp (6,) for
every unit difference from y,;, in either direction. Thus, y;,; “pulls in” y, ;
and vice versa. Of course, other differences (e.g. squared difference) are also
possible.

While the conditional distributions, and hence the parameter interpre-
tations for the minimum and the negative difference statistic are different,
models induced by @ and are also reparametrizations of each other:

min(i‘/@jy y]z) = % ((yi,j + y]z) - }yi,j - y]z|)

5.2.4 Triad-closure bias

We now turn to the question of how to represent triad-closure bias — friend-
of-a-friend effects — in count data. The same concerns apply as with mu-
tuality: merely multiplying values of the dyads in a triad leads to a model
which cannot have positive triad closure bias. In addition, ERGM sufficient
statistics that take counts over triads often exhibit degeneracy (Handcock,
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2003; Rinaldo et al.l 2009; Wyatt et al 2010), which must be addressed in
the valued case as well. For these reasons, we describe a family of statistics
that sum over dyads instead. Wyatt et al.| (2010]) use a generalization of the
curved geometrically-weighted edgewise shared partners (GWESP) statistic
(Hunter and Handcock, [2006)) and we describe a similar but different statistic
here.

Minimum of the greatest two-path value One term used to model
triad closure in binary dynamic networks by [Snijders, van de Bunt, and
Steglich! (2010) is the transitive ties effect, a simple special case of the
GWESP statistic (having fixed o = 0). Here, we adapt it to cross-sectional
count data. Let

g(y)= > min <yi,j,gg§< (min(yi,k,yk,j)))- (9)

(4,9)€Y

Intuitively, define the value of a path of length 2 (two-path) from i to j to
be the minimum of the values along the path. The statistic is then the sum
over the dyads (7, j) of the minimum of the value of (7, j) and the value of the
two-path between them with the greatest value. The interpretation is thus
somewhat analogous to that of the minimum mutuality statistic, with y;;
replaced by maxgexn (min(y; ;, ¥ ;). The motivation for using minimum, as
opposed to negative absolute difference to combine the two-path value with
the focus dyad value is that the intuitive notion of friend-of-a-friend effect
that this statistic embodies suggests that while the presence of a mutual
friend may increase the probability or expected value of a particular friend-
ship (i.e. “pull it up”), it should not limit it (i.e. “pull it in”) as an absolute
difference would. These interpretations are somewhat oversimplified: it is
just as true that a positive coefficient on this statistic results in y, ; “pulling
up” the potential two-paths between 7 and j.

In a directed network, ([9) would model transitive (hierarchical) triads,
while

9(y) = Z min <yi,j7%1€%{ (min(yj,kvyk,i)))

(4,7)€Y

would model cyclical triads.
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6 Application to a network of social relations
in a karate club

As an application, we use a Poisson-reference ERGM to compare impacts of
social forces — transitivity and homophily — on the structure of a valued
network of interactions between members of a university karate club. Zachary
(1977)) reported observations of social relations in a university karate club
with membership that varied between 50 and 100. The actors — 32 ordinary
club members and officers, the club president (“John A.”); and the part-time
instructor (“Mr. Hi”) — were the ones who consistently interacted outside of
the club. Over the course of the study, the club divided into two factions, and,
ultimately, split into two clubs, one led by Hi and the other by John and the
original club’s officers. The split was driven by a disagreement over whether
Hi could unilaterally change the level of compensation for his services. We
pose a similar question to (Goodreau et al| (2008b): is the structure at the
time of observation driven by faction allegiance or by transitivity (“friend-
of-a-friend” effects)?

Zachary identifies the faction with which each of the 34 actors was aligned
and how strongly and reports, for each pair of actors, the count of social con-
texts in which they interacted. The 8 contexts considered were academic
classes at the university; Hi’s private karate studio in his night classes; Hi’s
private karate studio where he taught on weekends; student-teaching at Hi’s
studio; the university rathskeller (bar) located near the karate club; a bar
located near the university campus; open karate tournaments in the area;
intercollegiate karate tournaments. The highest number of contexts of inter-
action for a pair of individuals that was observed was 7.

We begin with a Poisson-reference ERGM. Empirically, this network is
sparser than Poisson, and because the interaction for a given pair of individ-
uals is likely to be dependent across the social contexts counted, the counts
are likely to be over- or under-dispersed. Thus, as a baseline, the values are
modeled as a zero-modified Conway-Maxwell-Poisson (Shmueli et al., 2005)
distribution using the following sufficient statistics:
baseline propensity to have ties: number of dyads with value greater

than 0;
baseline intensity of interactions: sum of dyad values; and
CMP dispersion: a statistic of the form .

In modeling the structure of the interactions, we represent differential
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Table 1: Results from fitting the models to Karate Club data

Estimates (Std. Errors)

Term Faction Transitivity Full

Dispersion —2.55 (0.57) —1.87 (0.61) —2.33 (0.60)
Ties ~7.76 (0.99) —7.29 (1.04) —7.54 (1.01)
Baseline intensities  3.97 (0.68)  2.88 (0.75)  3.64 (0.74)
Hi’s intensities 0.80 (0.15)  0.50 (0.12)  0.71 (0.15)
John'’s intensities ~ 0.80 (0.14)  0.54 (0.12)  0.72 (0.16)
Faction similarity 0.27 (0.04) 0.25 (0.04)
Transitivity 0.21 (0.09) 0.11 (0.09)

Coefficients statistically significant at a = 0.05 are bolded.
Standard errors include uncertainty due to MCMCMLE approximation
(Hunter and Handcockl [2006)).

propensity of the faction leaders to interact, the effect of differences in faction
membership, and triad-closure bias using the following sufficient statistics:
intensity of Hi’s interaction: sum of dyad values incident on Hi;
intensity of John’s interaction: sum of dyad values incident on John;
similarity (negative difference) in faction membership: a statistic of
the form ([6) with «;; = — [m; — m;|, where m; is the faction member-
ship code of actor i; and
transitivity of intensities: the statistic (9).
Faction memberships m; are coded as follows: strongly Hi’s as —2, weakly
Hi’s as —1, neutral as 0, weakly John’s as +1, and strongly John’s as +2. We
fit three models: the full model, with all of the above-described terms, the
model excluding transitivity (“Faction”), and the model excluding faction
membership (“Transitivity”).

Table [1] gives the results for the three fits. MCMC diagnostics, described
by |Goodreau, Handcock, Hunter, Butts, and Morris (2008a)), show adequate
mixing and networks simulated from these fits have, on average, statistics
equal to the observed sufficient statistics. The CMP family is neither regular
nor steep, but the dispersion estimates for all three models are negative and
highly significant, very far from the non-open boundary of the parameter
space at 1,(0) < 1, so this lack of steepness is unlikely to be problematic.
The estimated value of the dispersion parameter for the full model (—2.33)

20



suggests strong underdispersion relative to zero-modified Poisson and the rest
of the model: it implies that the estimated “denominator” is (y; ;)= (233
(y,,;!)>%, rather than Poisson’s (y,;!)'. Highly negative CMP coefficients
may also be interpreted as the model being an overfit.

There is a highly significant negative coefficient on the baseline propensity
for ties. An interpretation for this is that, from the point of view of a single
dyad, the probability of a given pair of actors having a tie is deflated, but
if they do have a tie, it is likely to be across multiple social contexts. Both
faction leaders appear to have greater overall propensities to interact than
the other club members, and, interestingly, they appear to have similar effect
sizes to each other.

Taken separately, both the transitivity effect and the faction similarity
effect are statistically significant and positive, the former indicating transitiv-
ity in social contexts of interaction and the latter indicating a positive faction
cohesion. However, put together, the transitivity loses its significance. (No-
tably, the estimated correlation between their parameter estimates is —0.34.)
This suggests that they are explaining the same aspect of the network struc-
ture, but that faction allegiance is the stronger explanation. Though factions
may themselves be endogenous due to influence through social relations or,
as |Zachary| concludes, the two processes reinforced each other over time, at
observation time, faction allegiance explains network structure better than
transitivity.

7 Discussion

We have generalized the exponential-family random graph models to net-
works whose relationships are not restricted to binary data. We have pro-
posed ways to model several common network features for count data and
interpret these models, and we have applied it to compare the effects of tran-
sitivity and faction cohesion to a valued social network of counts of social
contexts within which actors interacted, while controlling for such factors
as sparsity, dispersion, and heterogeneity in activity level over observed at-
tributes.

This work focuses on models for cross-sectional networks, where a single
snapshot of relationship states or relationships aggregated over a time period
are observed. For longitudinal data, comprising multiple snapshots of net-
works over the same actors over time, binary ERGMs have been used as a ba-
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sis for discrete-time models for network tie evolution by Robins and Pattison
(2001), Wyatt et al. (2009, [2010), [Hanneke, Fu, and Xing (2010), and |Kriv-
itsky and Handcock| (2010). The longitudinal model of [Wyatt et al. (2009)
combined a model for cross-sectional structural properties with a model for
transition between the dyad states. Valued ERGMs can be directly ap-
plied to the discrete temporal ERGMs of [Hanneke et al| (2010) although
their adaptation to the work of Krivitsky and Handcock| (2010) may be less
straightforward.

In practice, networks are not always observed completely. |[Handcock and
Gile (2010)) develop an approach to ERGM inference for partially observed
or sampled binary networks. It would be natural to extend this approach to
valued networks and valued ERGMs.

Some methods for assessing a network model’s fit, particularly MCMC
diagnostics Goodreau et al.| (2008a)) can be used with little or no modification.
Others, like the goodness-of-fit methods of Hunter, Goodreau, and Handcock
(2008a) may require development of characteristics meaningful for valued
networks.

One notable property of the network analyzed in Section [6]is that both the
network and the dyad values on it are small. This suffices for a demonstration,
but inference on larger networks with greater interaction counts would, at
the very least, require more efficient schemes for drawing samples of networks
from the model than that described in Appendix [A]l
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A A simple sampling algorithm for a Poisson-
reference ERGM

We use a Metropolis-Hastings sampling algorithm (Algorithm (1)) to sample
from a Poisson-reference ERGM. Because a dyad at 0 can only be incre-
mented, the proposals between 0 and 1 are not symmetric (i.e. Figure [2)).

A possible improvement to this algorithm would be to adapt to it the
tie-no-tie (TNT) proposal (Morris et al., 2008), which optimizes sampling in
sparse networks by focusing on proposing jumps for dyads which have ties,
rather than at random.

Algorithm 1 Sampling from a Poisson-reference ERGM with no constraints

Require: Arbitrary y©) € Y and S sufficiently large
1: for s+ 1..5 do

2: (i,7) < RandomChoose(Y) {Select a dyad at random.}

3. if ygfj_l) =0 then

4: d + +1 {Starting with 0, only increasing is possible.}

5: q < % {Adjust the Hastings ratio.}

6: else

7 d < RandomChoose({—1,+1}) {Propose a jump.}

8: if yfjfl) =1Ad= —1 then

9: q < 2 {Adjust the Hastings ratio. (This is the reverse of the
“forced” 0 — 1 jump.)}

10: else

11: g+ 1

(s—1) —d ygsj71>_>y§sj71)+d (s—1)
1227« <<y” + Lg—t1) ‘J> exp (n(6) - A} ’ (y )

13:  u < Uniform(0, 1)
14:  if uw <r then

s s—1
15: y®) yEi,j)iyEfj’”M {Accept the proposal.}
16: else
17: y®) « y=1) {Reject the proposal.}

18: return y(s)
Then, y) is a draw from a Poisson-reference ERGM.
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Figure 2: Proposal probabilities for Algorithm [l Note that proposals be-
tween 0 and 1 are not symmetric.
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