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Abstract

One of the interesting and important problems of inforntatdfusion over a large social net-
work is to identify an appropriate model from a limited ambohdiffusion information. There
are two contrasting approaches to model information diffusOne is a push type model, known
as Independent Cascade (IC) model and the other is a pulhtygkel, known as Linear Thresh-
old (LT) model. We extend these two models (called AsIC andTAis this paper) to incorporate
asynchronous time delay and investigate 1) how they diféanfor similar to each other in terms of
information diffusion, 2) whether the model itself is leahte or not from the observed information
diffusion data, and 3) which model is more appropriate tdaRrdor a particular topic (informa-
tion) to diffuse/propagate. We first show that there can mtrans with respect to how the time
delay is modeled, and derive the likelihood of the obsenrad theing generated for each model.
Using one particular time delay model, we show that the mpdehameters are learnable from a
limited amount of observation. We then propose a methodd@seredictive accuracy by which to
select a model which better explains the observed datanEix&evaluations were performed us-
ing both synthetic data and real data. We first show usindhsiatdata with the network structures
taken from four real networks that there are consideraltb@tieral differences between the AsIC
and the AsLT models, the proposed methods accurately ably #tarn the model parameters, and
identify the correct diffusion model from a limited amouffibdservation data. We next apply these
methods to behavioral analysis of topic propagation usiegeal blog propagation data, and show
that there is a clear indication as to which topic betteofei which model although the results are
rather insensitive to the model selected at the level ofudising how far and fast each topic prop-
agates from the learned parameter values. The correspomtletween the topic and the model
selected is well interpretable considering such factorggsncy, popularity and people’s habit.
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1. Introduction

The growth of Internet has enabled to form various kinds mjdescale social networks, through
which a variety of information including innovation, hotpios and even malicious rumors can
be propagated in the form of so-called “word-of-mouth” coomications. Social networks are
now recognized as an important medium for the spread ofrimdition, and a considerable num-
ber of studies have been made (Newman, Forrest, & Balthrof2;2Newman, 2003; Gruhl,
Guha, Liben-Nowell, & Tomkins, 2004; Domingos, 2005; Lesko, Adamic, & Huberman, 2006;
Romero, Meeder, & Kleinberg, 2011; Bakshy, Hofman, MasonWéatts, 2011; Mathioudakis,
Bonch, Castillo, Gionis, & Ukkonen, 2011).

Widely used information diffusion models in these studiestheindependent cascade (IQ%old-
enberg, Libai, & Muller, 2001; Kempe, Kleinberg, & Tardo9)(3; Kimura, Saito, & Motoda,
2009) and thdinear threshold (LTYWatts, 2002; Watts & Dodds, 2007). They have been used to
solve such problems as tlimfluence maximization problefiKkempe et al., 2003; Chen, Wang, &
Yang, 2009; Kimura, Saito, Nakano, & Motoda, 2010) and¢betamination minimization prob-
lem(Kimura et al., 2009). These two models assume differentiar@isms for information diffusion
which are based on two opposite views. In the IC model eadheanbdeindependentlynfluences
its inactive neighbors with given diffusion probabiliti@éaformation push style modelin the LT
model a node is influenced by its active neighbors if thealtateight exceeds the threshold for the
node {nformation pull style modgl Which model is more appropriate depends on the situation a
selecting the appropriate one for a particular problem isigeresting and important problem. To
answer this question, first of all, we have to understand #iabioral difference between there two
models.

Both models have parameters that need be specified in adwdifiasion probabilities for the IC
model, and weights for the LT model. However, their true galare not known in practice, which
poses a challenging problem of estimating them from a lien@geount of information diffusion
data that are observed as time-sequences of influencedafadd nodes. Fortunately this falls in a
well defined parameter estimation problem in machine legrsetting. Given a generative model
with its parameters and the independent observed data, mweataulate the likelihood that the
data are generated and can estimate the parameters by miagirthie likelihood. This approach
has a thorough theoretical background. The way the parasnate estimated depends on how the
generative model is given. To the best of our knowledge, weelee first to follow this line of
research. We addressed this problem first for the basic IGh{8aito, Nakano, & Kimura, 2008;
Kimura, Saito, Nakano, & Motoda, 2009) and then its varitat incorporates asynchronous time
delay (referred to as the AsIC model) (Saito, Kimura, Ohé&rkjotoda, 2009). We further applied
this to a variant of the LT model that also incorporates akgomous time delay (referred to as the
AsLT model) (Saito, Kimura, ohara, & Motoda, 2010a; Saitoynkira, Ohara, & Motoda, 2010c).

Gruhl et al. (2004) also challenged the same problem of asituignthe parameters and proposed
an EM-like algorithm, but they did not formalize the likedibd and it is not clear what is being
optimized in deriving the parameter update formulas. GoBahchi, and Lakshhmanan (2010)
attacked this problem from a different angle. They emplogedriant of the LT model and esti-
mated the parameter values by four different methods, alla¢h are directly computed from the
frequency of the events in the observed data. Their apprisaefiicient, but it is more likely ad
hoc and lacks in theoretical evidence. Bakshy, Karrer, addndic (2009) addressed the problem
of diffusion of user-created content (asset) and used thenmuan likelihood method to estimate
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the rate of asset adoption. However, they only modeled tteeafaadoption and did not consider
the diffusion model itself. Their focus was data analysienm@z-Rodriguez, Leskovec, and Krause
(2010) proposed an efficient method of inferring a netwodkfithe observed diffusion sequences
based on the continuous time version of the IC model, asguthprobability that a node affects
its child node is a function of the difference of the actiwattimes between the two nodes. Their
focus is inferring the structure of the network rather thafierring the best predictive model for a
known network. They fixed a model and approximated the kikeld function in such a way that
the simplified likelihood function can be maximized by adganlink in each iteration. Recent work
of Myers and Leskovec (2010) is close to ours. They used a hsaddar to but different in details
from the AsIC model and showed that the liklihood maximizatproblem can effectively be trans-
formed to a convex programming for which a global solutiogusranteetl Their focus was also
inferring the structure of the network.

In this paper, we first detail the Asynchronous Independeamtc@de Model and the Asyn-
chronous Linear Threshold Model as two contrasting infaromediffusion models. Both are exten-
sions of the basic Independent Cascade Model and LineasAdice Model that incorporate time
delay in an asynchronous way. Especially we focus on thiadikld derivation of these models. We
show that there are a few variations of time delay and diffetiene delay models result in different
liklihood formulations. We then show for a particular timelaly model how to obtain the parameter
values that maximize the respective liklihood by derivimgEaM-like iterative approach using the
observed sequence data. Indeed, being able to cope witbrasyous time delay is indispensable
to do realistic analysis of information diffusion becauisethe real world, information propagates
along the continuous time axis, and time-delays can occunglthe propagation asynchronously.
In fact, the time stamps of the observed data are not equadlyesl. This means that the proposed
learning method has to estimate not only the diffusion patars (diffusion probabilities for the
AslIC model and weights for the AsLT model) but also the tinetagl parameters from the observed
data. We identified that there are basically two types ofydelmk delay and node delay The
former corresponds to the delay associated with informgifopagation, and the latter corresponds
to the delay associated with human action which is furtheiddd into two types:non-override
andoverride We choosdink delayto explain the learning algorithms and perform the expeniimie
on this model. For the other time delay models we only detieelikelinood functions that are re-
quired for the learning algorithms. Incorporating timdagemakes the time-sequence observation
data structural, which makes the analysis of diffusion esscdifficult because there is no way of
knowing which node has activated which other node from theepkation data sequence.

Knowing the optimal parameter values does not mean thatlikereation follows the model
well. We have to decide which model better explains the alagien and select the right (or more
appropriate) model. We solve this problem by comparing ttegliptive accuracy of each model.
We use a variant of hold-out method applied to a set of se@atdta, which is similar to the
leave-one-out method applied to a multiple time sequent da., we use a part of the data, train
the model, predict the activation probability at one steprland compare it with the observation.
We repeat this by changing the size of the training data.

In summary, we want to 1) clarify how the AslC model and the RAshodel differ from or
similar to each other in terms of information diffusion, 2ppose a method to learn the model
parameters from a limited number of observed data and shatthib method is effective, and 3)

1. We discuss the difference between their model and our ho&ction 7.
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show that how the information diffuses depend on the topittae proposed method can identify
which model is more appropriate to explain for a particutgnic (information) to diffuse/propagate.

We have performed extensive experiments to verify the mepg@pproaches using both syn-
thetic data and real data. Experiments using synthetic giet@rated by the models (AsIC and
AsLT) with network structures taken from four real networksealed that there are considerable
behavioral difference between the AsIC and the AsLT modgeid, the difference can be explained
by the diffusion mechanism qualitatively. It is also sholwattthe proposed liklihood maximization
methods accurately and stably learn the model parametetsdantify the correct diffusion model
from a limited amount of observation data. Experiments dfav@ral analysis of topic propaga-
tion using the real blog data show that the results are ratisensitive to the model selected at
an abstract level of discussing how relatively far and fasthetopic propagates from the learned
parameter values but still there is a clear indication ashihvtopic better follows which model.
The correspondence between the topic and the model selsetet interpretable considering such
factors as urgency, popularity and people’s habit.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introdbiegwo contrasting information
diffusion models (AsIC and AsLT) we used in this paper, andattion 3, we detail how the
likelihood functions can be formulated for various vaoas of time delay model and in Appendix
how the parameters can be obtained using one particularlmititee delay (link delay). In Section
4, we show the detailed analysis results of behavioral réiffee between AsIC and AsLT obtained
by using four real network structures. In Section 5 we ddieillearning performance (accuracy of
parameter learning and influential node ranking) using yiithetic data obtained by the same four
real network structure. In Section 6 we focus on model selecising both synthetic data and a real
blog network data. In Section 7 we discuss some of the impbigaues regarding the related work
and those for future work. We end the paper by summarizing Wwas been achieved in Section 8.

2. Information Diffusion Models

2.1 Two Contrasting Diffusion M odels

It is quite natural to bring in the notion of information semé&nd receiver. The IC model is sender-
centered. It is motivated by epidemic spread in which theatie carrier is the information sender.
If a person gets infected, his or her neighbors also gettedgce., the information sender tries to
push information to its neighbors. The LT model is receiventered. It is based on the view that
the receiver has a control over the information flow. This giedhe way innovation propagates.
For example, a person is attempted to buy a new tablet PC ifymmfhis or her neighbors have
purchased it and said that it is goah., the information receiver tries to pull information.

Both models have respective reasons for their working nreshes, but they are quite contrast-
ing to each other. We are interested in 1) how they differ farmsimilar to each other in terms of
information diffusion, 2) whether the model itself is leale or not from the observed information
diffusion data, and 3) which model is more appropriate tdargor a particular topic (informa-
tion) to diffuse/propagate. Both models have parameiexsdiffusion probability attached to each
directional link in the IC model and weight attached to eattbational link in the LT model. As
shown later in Section 3.2, the weight is equivalent to a abdlty. Thus, intuitively both models
appear to be comparative in terms of the average influenceedghe parameter values are com-
parable. The simulation results, however, show that thesertodels behave quite differently. We
will explain why they are different in Section 4.2.
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In the following two subsections we will describe the twdasion models that we use in this
paper: theasynchronous independent cascade (AsIC) mdidst introduced by Saito et al. (2009),
and theasynchronous linear threshold (AsLT) madakt introduced by Saito et al. (2010a). They
differ from the basic IC and LT models in that they explicilgndle the time delay. The diffusion
process evolves with time. The basic models deal with timalloyving nodes to change their states
in a synchronous way at each discrete time stepno time delay is considered, or one can say that
every state change is uniformly delayed exactly by one disdime step. Their asynchronous time
delay versions explicitly treat the time delay of each nouwkependently. We discuss the notion of
time delay in more depth in Section 3.3.1.

The models we explain in the following two sub sections arelgarning algorithms we de-
scribe in Section 3 are based on a particular time-delay mathéch we calllink delay This is the
model that the time delay is caused by the communicationrefae.g., network traffic and/or some
malfunction, and as soon as the information arrives at tistirdgion, the node responds without
delay.

Before we explain the models, we give the definition of a grapth children and parents of a
node. A graph we use is a directed graph- (V, E) without self-links, wherd” andE (C V x V)
stand for the sets of all the nodes and links, respectivety. éach node in the networkG, we
denoteF'(v) as a set of child nodes of i.e.,

F(v) ={w e V;(v,w) € E}.
Similarly, we denoteB(v) as a set of parent nodes«fi.e.,
Bw) ={u e V;(u,v) € E}.

We call nodesctiveif they have been influenced with the information. In thedaling models, we
assume that nodes can switch their states only from inatttigetive, but not the other way around,
and that, given an initial active node setonly the nodes irb' are active at an initial time.

2.2 Asynchronous I ndependent Cascade M odéel

We first recall the definition of the IC model according to therkvof Kempe et al. (2003), and then
introduce the AsIC model. In the IC model, we specify a redlea, , with 0 < p,,, < 1 for each
link (u,v) in advance. Here, , is referred to as thdiffusion probabilitythrough link (u, v). The
diffusion process unfolds in discrete time-steéps 0, and proceeds from a given initial active set
S in the following way. When a node becomes active at time-stépit is given a single chance to
activate each currently inactive child nodeand succeeds with probability, ,,.. If = succeeds, then
v will become active at time-step+ 1. If multiple parent nodes af become active at time-step
then their activation attempts are sequenced in an anpitraker, but all performed at time-step
Whether or not: succeeds, it cannot make any further attempts to activatesubsequent rounds.
The process terminates if no more activations are possible.

In the AsIC model, we specify real valueg,, with r,, ,, > 0 in advance for each linku, v) € E
in addition top, ,,, wherer,, ,, is referred to as théme-delay parametethrough link (u,v). The
diffusion process unfolds in continuous-timeand proceeds from a given initial active $gin the
following way. Suppose that a hodebecomes active at time Then,« is given a single chance
to activate each currently inactive child node We choose a delay-timé from the exponential
distributior? with parameter, ,. If v has not been activated before tirhe- §, thenw attempts

2. Similar formulation can be derived for other distributosuch as power-law and Weibull.
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to activatev, and succeeds with probabilify, ,,. If u« succeeds, then will become active at time

t + 6. Said differently, whichever parent that succeeds in satisfying the activation condition
and for which the activation time is the earliest considgtihe time delay associated with each
link can actually activate the node. Under the continuonme tiramework, it is unlikely that is
activated simultaneously by its multiple parent nodes tyat timet¢ + 6. So we do not consider
this possibility. Whether or nat succeeds, it cannot make any further attempts to activate
subsequent rounds. The process terminates if no more timtisaare possible.

2.3 Asynchronous Linear Threshold M odel

Same as the above, we first recall the LT model. In this modek¥ery nodey € V, we specify a
weight(q,, , > 0) from its parent node in advance such that

> quo <1

u€B(v)

The diffusion process from a given initial active $eproceeds according to the following random-
ized rule. First, for any node € V, athresholdd, is chosen uniformly at random from the interval
[0, 1]. Attime-stept, an inactive node is influenced by each of its active parent nodesccording
to weightg, ... If the total weight from active parent nodeswois no less thamd,,, that is,

Z Qu,v > 0y,

u€ B¢ (v)

thenwv will become active at time-step+ 1. Here, B,(v) stands for the set of all the parent nodes
of v that are active at time-stép The process terminates if no more activations are possible

The AsLT model is defined in a similar way to the AsIC. In the Aghodel, in addition to
the weight sefq, .}, we specify real values, , with r,,, > 0 in advance for each linku, v).
Same as for AsIC, we refer tg, , as thetime-delay parametethrough link (v, v). The diffusion
process unfolds in continuous-timgand proceeds from a given initial active $&in the following
way. Each active parent of the nodev exerts its effect om with the time delay drawn from the
exponential distribution with the delay parametgr,. Suppose that the accumulated weight from
the active parents of nodehas become no less thépat timet for the first time. Then, the node
becomes active atwithout any delay and exerts its effect on its child with aagehssociated with
its link. This process is repeated until no more activatiarespossible.

3. Learning Algorithms

We define the diffusion parameter vecipand the time-delay parameter vectoby

p= (puvv)(u,v)eE r= (Tu,v)(uﬂ;)eE

for the AsIC model, and the weight parameter vegt@nd the time-delay parameter vectorby

q= (Qu,v)(u,v)eE r= (Tu,v)(u,y)eE

for the AsLT model. We next consider an observed data skf aidependent information diffusion
results,
{Dp; m=1,---,M}.
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Here, eachD,, is a set of pairs of active node and its activation time irvthrh diffusion result,

Dy, = {(u, tmu), (0,tmp), -}

We denote by, , the activation time of node for the m-th diffusion result. For eaclv,,, we
denote the observed initial time by

tm = min{tm,zﬁ (U7tm,v) € Dm}7
and the observed final time by
Ty > max{tm v; (V,tmp) € D}

Note thatT},, is not necessarily equal to the final activation time. Hdesafve express our obser-
vation data by
Dy ={(Dp,, Tpn); m=1,--- M}

For anyt € [t,,, T),], we set
Cr(t) ={veV; (v,tmp) € D, tmo <t}

Namely,C,, (t) is the set of active nodes before timia the m-th diffusion result. For convenience
sake, we us€’,, as referring to the set of all the active nodes in#h¢h diffusion result, i.e.,

Cm= | Cm().

tzt'm

Moreover, we define a set of non-active nodes with at leastotige parent node for each by
OCp, ={veV; (u,v) € E, u€Cp, vé¢Cyl

For each node < C,, U 9C,,, we define the following subset of parent nodes, each of wiich
a chance to activate

)

B B B(v) N Cry(tme) ifveCpy,
e B(v) N Cy, if vedCp,.

Note that the underlying model behind the observed datatiswvailable in reality. Thus, we
investigate how the model affects the information diffusresults, and consider selecting a model
which better explains the given observed data from the dates, i.e., AsIC and AsLT models. To
this end, we first have to estimate the values ahdp for the AsIC model, and the values ¢fand
r for the AsLT model for the give®;,.

3.1 Learning Parameters of AslC Model

First, we propose a method of learning the model paramatens the observed data for the AsIC
model. To estimate the values ofandp from D), for the AsIC model, we derive the likelihood
function £(r, p; Djs) to use as the objective function.

First, for them-th information diffusion result, we consider any node C,, with ¢,, ., > t,,,
and derive the probability density,, ,, that the node is activated at time,,, ,,. Note thath,,, , = 1
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if t,0 = tm. LEL X, 4, denote the probability density that a nade 3, ,, activates the node at
timet,, ,, thatis,
Xm,u,v = pu,vru,v exp(_ru,v (tm,v - tm,u))- (1)

Let Vi 4,0 denote the probability that the nodeis not activated by a node € B,, , within the
time-period[ty, , tm ), that is,

tm,v
ym,u,v = 1- pu,v/ Tu,w eXP(—Tu,u(t - tm,u))dt

m,u

= Pup exp(_ru,v(tm,v - tm,u)) + (1 - pu,v)- (2)

If there exist multiple active parents for the nadé.e.,|B,, ,| > 1, we need to consider possibilities
that each parent node succeeds in activatingtimet,,, ,,. However, in case of the continuous time
delay model, we don't have to consider simultaneous aaivatby multiple active parents due to
the continuous property. Here, for anye B,, ., let h,, ., (u) be the probability density that the
nodeu activatesv at timet,,, ,, but all the other nodes in B,, , have failed in activating within
the time-periodt,,, t,, ] for them-th information diffusion result. Then, we have

hm,v (u) = Xm,u,v H ym,z,v-
2EBm v \{u}

Since the probability density,, ., is given byhy, , = >-,cg,, , im0 (u), we have

hm,v = Z Xm,u,v( H ym,z,v) .

UGBm,v ZEB’HL,”U\{U}
- H ym,z,v Z Xm,u,v(ym,um)_l. (3)
ZEBTI’L,’U ueBmyv

Note that we are not able to know which nadactually activated the node This can be regarded
as a hidden structure.

Next, for them-th information diffusion result, we consider any lirtk, w) € E such that
v € Cy, andw ¢ C,,, and derive the probability,, , that the nodev fails to activate its child
nodes. Note thag,, , = 1if F(v) \ Cy, = 0. Let g, ., denote the probability that the node
is not activated by the nodewithin the observed time period,,, 7;,]. We can easily derive the
following equation:

Imv,w = Pv,w eXP(—Tv,w (Tm - tm,v)) + (1 - pv,w)- (4)

Here we can naturally assume that each information diffupimcess finished sufficiently earlier
than the observed final time, i.€l},, > max{tm ,; (v,tms) € Dn}. Thus, asl;,, — oo in
Equation (4), we can assume

Imow = 1 — Dv,w- (5)

Therefore, the probability,, ,, is given by

Imoy = H Im,v,w- (6)
weF (v)\Cm

8
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By using Equations (3) and (6), and the independence piepgvie can define the likelihood
function L(r, p; Djr) with respect ta- andp by

ﬁrp7DM H H mvgmv . (7)

m=1veCy,

In this paper, we focus on Equation (5) for simplicity, but ean easily modify our method
to cope with the general one (i.e., Equation (4)). Thus, @ablem is to obtain the values of
andp, which maximize Equation (7). For this estimation probleme derive a method based on
an iterative algorithm in order to stably obtain its solatioThe details of the parameter update
algorithm are given in Appendix A.

3.2 Learning Parameters of AsSLT Model

Next, we propose a method of learning the model parametems thhe observed data for the AsLT
model. Similarly to the AsIC model, we first derive the likelbd functionL(r,q;Dys) with
respect ta- andq. For the sake of technical convenience, we introduce a s\@ahtq, , for each
nodev € V such that

Qu,v + Z Qu,v = 1.
u€B(v)

Here note that we can regard each weight as a multinomial probability since a threshdlglis
chosen uniformly at random from the intery@l 1] for each node.

First, for them-th information diffusion result, we fix any nodec C,, with ¢,,, , > t,,, and
derive the probability density,, ,, that the node» is activated at time,,, ,. Note thath,, , = 1
if t,n0 = tm. Suppose any parent nodec B,, , exerts its effect on with a delayé, ,. Further
suppose that the threshdld is first exceeded when the effectwf B,, , reaches after the delay
du,v- We define the subsé,,, ,(u) of B,, , by

Bm,v(u) = {Z € Bm,v; tm,z + 6z,v < tm,u + 5u,v}-

Then, we have

Z qQzv < 0, < Qu,v Z qzv-

ZEB'UL,U (u) ZeB’Hl,U (u)

This implies that the probability tha, is chosen from this range ig, ,. Let X, ., denote the
probability density that node activates node at timet,, ,,. Then, we have

Xm,u,v = Qu,vru,v exp(_ru,v(tm,v - tm,u))- (8)

Since the probability density,,, ,, is given byh,,, , = Zuegm’v X u,ve WE have

hm,v = Z Qu,vTuv exp(_ru,v(tm,v - tm,u))- (9)

UEBm,v

Next, for them-th information diffusion result, we consider any node= 9C,,, and derive
the probabilityg,, ., that nodev is not activated within the observed time periog, 7,,,]. We can
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calculateg,, , as

Tm
Imoy = 1- Z Qu,v/t Tu,v eXp(_Tu,v(t_tm,u))dt

ueBrn,’u
= 1= > quo(l —exp(=ruy(Tn = tmu)))
ueBrn,’u
= Quut Z Quw + Z Qu,v exp(_ru,v(Tm - tm,u))- (10)
u€B(v)\Bm,v UEBm v

Therefore, by using Equations (9) and (10), and the indem®ral properties, we can define the
likelihood functionZ(r, g; Dys) with respect ta- andq by

M
ﬁ(T,q;DM) = H ( H hm,v) ( H gm,v) . (11)

m=1 \veCn v€EACm

Thus, our problem is to obtain the time-delay parameterovecaind the weight parameter vector
g, which together maximize Equation (11). The details of tammeter update algorithm are given
in Appendix B.

3.3 Alternative Time-delay models

In Section 2 we introduced one instance of time delay, irk,delay. In this subsection we discuss
time delay phenomena in more depth for both the AsIC and thd Amdels.

3.3.1 NOTION OF TIME-DELAY

Each parent: of a hodev can be activated independently of the other parents andubedhae
associated time delay from a parent to its child is diffeflentevery single pair, which parent
actually affects the nodein which order is more or less opportunistic.

To explicate the information diffusion process in a mordiséia setting, we consider two ex-
amples, one associated with blog posting and the otheriagsdavith electronic mailing. In case
of blog posting, assume that some bloggegosts an article. Then it is natural to think that it takes
some time before another bloggecomes to notice the posting. It is also natural to think that i
the bloggerv reads the article, he or she takes an action to responddtetivbecause the act of
reading the article is an active behavior. In this case, weltak that there is a delay in information
diffusion fromw to v (from u’s posting andv’s reading) but there is no delay intaking an action
(from v’s reading tov’s posting). In case of electronic mailing, assume that spree sends a mail
to someone else. It is natural to think that the mail is delivered to the reeeiv instantaneously.
However, this does not necessarily mean thatads the mail as soon as it has been received be-
cause the act of receiving a malil is a passive behavior. fndhse, we can think that there is no
delay in information diffusion from; to v (u's sending and’s receiving) but there is a delay in
taking an action (fromv’s receiving tov’s sending). Further, when notices the maily may think
to respond to it later. But beforeresponds, a new mail may arrive which needs a prompt response
andv sends a mail immediately. We can think of this as an updatetofgtime? These are just

3. Note that there are two actions here, reading and senHirnighe activation time in the observed sequence data
corresponds to the timesends a mail.

10
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two examples, but it appears worth distinguishing the ckffiee of these two kinds of time delay
and update scheme (override of decision) in a more gendtaigse

In view of the discussion above, we define two types of delak delay and node delay. It
is easiest to think that link delay corresponds to propagatielay and node delay corresponds to
action delay. We further assume that they are mutually ekau This is a strong restriction as well
as a strong simplification by necessity because the activéithe of a node we can observe is a sum
of the activation time of its parent node and the two delaysva@ cannot distinguish between these
two delays. Thus we have to choose either one of the two asrougexclusively for the likelihood
maximization to be feasible. In addition, in case of nodeagl¢here are two types of activation:
non-override and override. The former sticks to the initiatision when to activate and the latter
can decide to update (override) the time of activation rpldttimes to the earliest possible each
time one of the parents gets newly activated. In summary iethy can go with either override or
non-override, andink delaycan only go with non-override.

Since we have already derived the likelihood function fok ldelay, here we consider the like-
lihood function for node delay. In this case, the time delayameter vector is expressed as
r = (ry)vev. The likelihood functionZ(r, p; Dyy) for the AsIC in the case of node delay is given
by Equation (7), wheré,,, ,, is the probability density that nodeis activated at time,,, ,, for them-
th information result, and,, ., is the probability that node does not activate its child nodes within
the observed time peridd,,, 7,,,] for them-th information result. Note that,, , remains the same
as in the case of link delay (see Equations (5) and (6)). Keditiood functionl(r, q; D) for the
AsLT in the case of node delay is given by Equation (11), whieeedefinition ofh,, , is the same
as above, ang,, , is the probability that the nodeis not activated within the observed time period
[tm, T ] for themth information result. Note also that, , remains the same as in the case of link
delay (see Equation (10)). Therefore, our task now is: Werfjxreodev € C,,, with ¢,,, ,, > t,,,, and
present the probability density,, ,, that nodev is activated at time,,, ,, for the m-th information
result in the case of node delay, Here for simplicity, we ottie active parent node € B3, , of
nodewv according to the time, it was activated, and set

Biw = {u1,u2, ..,ug}y tmus <tmus <0 <tmou,-

3.3.2 ALTERNATIVE ASYNCHRONOUSINDEPENDENT CASCADE MODEL

First, we deriveh,, , for node delay with non-override arg, , for node delay with override in the
case of the AsIC model.

Node delay with non-override There is no delay in propagating the information to the node
from the nodeu, but there is a delay before the node gets actually activated. Assume that it
is the nodeu; that first succeeded in activating the nadémore precisely satisfying the activation
condition). Since there is no link delay and no override, uistrbe the case that all the other parents
that had become active befotg must have failed in activating (more precisely satisfying the
activation condition). Since the nodedecides when to actually activate itself at the time the node
u; succeeded in satisfying the activation condition and waolcchange its mind, other nodes which
may have been activated after the nedeyot activated could do nothing on the nodeThus, the
probability densityh,, ,, is given by

11
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J Jj—1
Z m,u;,v H 1_puz,v

whereX,, .., », is the probability density that nodg; activates node at timet,, ,, and is obtained
by
Xm,Uj,v = PujoTv eXp(_TU (tm,v - tm,Uj))a (12)

(see Equation (1)). Note that in comparison to Equationt{#) probability),, ., . is replaced by
(1 = Pusw)-

Node delay with override In this case the actual activation time is allowed to be wgdiator
example, suppose that the naddfirst succeeded in satisfying the activation condition ef tlode
v and the node decided to activate itself at timg, + J,. At some time later but beforg,, + d;,
other parent,; also succeeded in satisfying the activation condition efrtbdev. Then the node
v is allowed to change its actual activation time to time + J; if it is beforet,, + ¢;. Thus, the
probability densityh,, ,, is given by

J J
ZXm,uj,v H ym,ui,v-

i=1 i=L,ij

Here, X, ., » is the probability density that node; activates node at timet,, ,,, and is obtained
by Equation (12). AlsoY,, ., is the probability that node is not activated by node; within the
time-period[t,, v, tm,], and is obtained by

Ymuio = Pusw XP(=10(tmo = tmu;)) + (1 = Puso)

(see Equation (2)). Note that this formuig, , is equivalent to Equation (3) except that the param-
eterr,, is replaced by,.

3.3.3 ALTERNATIVE ASYNCHRONOUSLINEAR THRESHOLD MODEL

Next, we deriveh,,, , for node delay with non-override artg, ,, for node delay with override in the
case of the AsLT model.

Nodedelay with non-override As soon as the parent nodgis activated, its effect isimmediately
exerted to its childb. The delay depends on the node choice. Suppose the noddirst became
activated for the-th parent according to the timg, ordering Then by the same reasoning as in
Section 3.2, the thresholgi, is between j 1 qu; v and ] 1un,v + qu;,»,» and the probability
densityh,, ,, can be expressed as

J
= Z Xm,uj,va

J=1

whereX,, .,; », is the probability density that nodg; activates node at timet,,, ,, and is obtained
by Equation (8). Note that this formula is equivalent to Bopra(9) except that the parameter,
is replaced by-,.

12
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Node delay with override Here, multiple updates of the activation time of the node allowed.
Suppose that the nodses threshold is first exceeded by receiving the effect of taeptu;. All the
parents that have become activated after that can stilleinfle the updates. Among these parents,
let u; be the one which succeeded in activating the no@ded let{u.} be the other parents that
failed. Then, the probability density,, ., . that the node is activated at time,,, ,, by the nodeu;,
which get activated later thar; for which the threshold is first exceeded is given by

7 7 ~
Xm,Uj,v = Qujw Z Ty eXP(—TU (tm,v - tm,ui)) H \/t Ty eXp(_TU (t - tm,ug))dt
1=j ¢=j4,(Fi " Y

J
= QUj,v(J -7+ 1)rv HGXP(—Tv(tm,v - tm,ui))-

=7

Thus, we obtain

hm,v = Z Xm,uj,v'
=1

Note that this formula is substantially different from Etjaa (9).

3.3.4 SYMMARY OF DIFFERENT TIME DELAY MODELS

We note that,, , for link delayandnode delay with overridés identical for the AsIC model and
that for link delay andnode delay with non-overridis identical for the AsLT model, except for
a minor notational difference in the time delay parameter both. Thus, there are basically two
cases for each model. We omit to show how different time delaglels affect diffusion phenomena.
There are indeed some differences in transient time pefiodhe first 10 to 30 time span in unit of
average time delay).The difference becomes larger as the values for diffusioarpaters become
larger as expected. For more details, see the work of Saitout&, Ohara, and Motoda (2010Db).

We only showed the parameter learning algorithms for the oéfink delay for both AsIC and
AsLT models in Appendix. It is straightforward to derive thienilar algorithm for the other time
delay models.

3.4 AssumptionsIntroduced in Parameter Setting

The formulations so far assumed that the parameiers, ¢.,, and ru7v5) that appear both in the
AsIC and the AsLT models depend on individual lifk, v} € E. The number of parameters, thus,
is equal to the number of links, which is huge for any realisticial network. This means that we
need a prohibitively huge amount of observation data theggmeach link at least several times to
obtain accurate estimates for these parameters that dovedit ohe data. This is not realistic and
we can introduce a few alternative simplifying assumptitmnavoid this overfitting problem.

The simplest one would be to assume that each of the parapeterg, ., andr, , be repre-
sented by a single variable for the whole network. For a diffn probability, we assume a uniform
valuep,, , = p for all links. For a weight we assume a uniform coefficigeisuch thay, , = |B‘(Iv)|,

4. Note that difference in the time delay models vanisheswameequilibrium is reached.
5. To be more precise we assumed that = r, in case of node-delay. Simplification in this case can alsmbade
accordingly.

13
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i.e., the weightg, , is proportional to the reciprocal of the numberwg parents. This is the sim-
plest realization to satisfy the constrait,c 5,y ¢u,» < 1. As can be shown later in Section 6.3.2,
this is a reasonable approximation to discuss informatiffasibon for a specific topic. Next simpli-
fication would be to divideZ (or V') into subsetsv, Es, ..., Er,,, (or Vi, Vs, ..., Vz, ) and assign the
same value for each parameter within each subset. For egam@lmay divide the nodes into two
groups: those that strongly influence others and those nateanay divide the nodes into another
two groups: those that are easily influenced by others argkthot. Links connecting these nodes
can accordingly be divided into subsets. If there is somé&dracind knowledge about the node
grouping, our method can make the best use of it. Obtainiif background knowledge is also
an important research topic in the knowledge discovery fsogial networks. Yet another simpli-
fication which looks more realistic would be to focus on theilaite of each node and assume that
there is a generic dependency between the parameter véladiskoand the attribute values of the
connected nodes and learn this dependency rather tharntheaparameter values directly from the
data. In Saito, Ohara, Yamagishi, Kimura, and Motoda (20 adopted this approach assuming a
particular class of attribute dependency, and confirmetttieedependency can be correctly learned
even if the number of parameters is several tens of thousdretgning a function is much more
realistic and does not require such a huge amount of data.vildy it is possible that the parameter
values take different values for each link (or node).

4. Behavioral Difference between the AslC and the AsLT Models
4.1 Data Setsand Parameter Setting

We employed four datasets of large real networks (all badioeally connected). The first one is
a trackback network of Japanese blogs used by Kimura et @9j2and had 2,047 nodes and
79,920 directed links (the blog network). The second one is a n&twbpeople derived from the
“list of people” within Japanese Wikipedia, also used by Kimet al. (2009), and h&s481 nodes
and 245,044 directed links (the Wikipedia network). The third one is awmrk derived from the
Enron Email Dataset (Klimt & Yang, 2004) by extracting theders and the recipients and linking
those that had bidirectional communications. It Ha354 nodes andi4, 314 directed links (the
Enron network). The fourth one is a coauthorship networlduse Palla, Derényi, Farkas, and
Vicsek (2005) and hag2, 357 nodes and8, 896 directed links (the coauthorship network). These
networks are confirmed to satisfy the typical charactessdf social networkse.g, power law for
degree distribution, higher clustering coefficient, etc.

In this experiments, we set the value of diffusion probapilAsIC) and the value of the link
weight (AsLT) such that they are consistent in the followsanse under the simplest assumption
to make a fair comparisont_, ,)cp Puv = Y (up)cr Quo = [V]- ThUS,py» = 1/d andq, ., =
1/|B(v)| for any (u,v) € E, whered is the average out-degree of the network. Thus, the value of
puw ((u,v) € E)is given as 0.15, 0.04, 0.1, and 0.32 for the Blog, the Wilipethe Enron, and
the Coauthorship networks, respectively.

We compare influence degree obtained by the AsIC and the Asidets from various angles.
Here, the influence degredv) of a nodev is defined to be the expected number of active nodes
at the end of information diffusion process that starts frosingle initial activate node. Since
the time-delay parameter vecterdoes not affect the influence degree (because it is definde at t
end of diffusion process), that is(v) is invariant with respect to the value of we can evaluate
the value ofr(v) by the influence degree of the corresponding basic IC or LTehdlle estimated
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Figure 1: Comparison of influence degree between the AsIGrendsLT models

the influence degree by the bond percolation based methoaufidiet al., 2010), in which we used
300, 000 bond percolation processes according to Kempe et al. (2683ning that the expectation
is approximated by the empirical mean3d0, 000 independent simulations.

4.2 Experimental Results

First, we investigated which of the AsIC and AsLT models cpread information more widely.
Figure 1 shows the cumulative probability of influence degyg(z) = |[{v € V;0(v) > z}|/|V|,
for the AsIC and the AsLT models. At a glance we can see thafA#i€ model has by far many
more nodes of high influence degrees than the AsLT modelhéunve examined the difference
of influence degree between the two models for the respeictilieential nodes of both the AsIC
and the AsLT models. We ranked nodes according to the infauelegree of AsIC and AsLT,
respectively, and extracted the t@p0 influential nodes for each. Figures 2 and 3 display the
respective influence degree of rahkode of AsIC and AsLTX = 1, ---,200). Here, the red line
indicates the influence degree of AsIC, and the blue linecatds the influence degree of AsLT.
We can see that the difference of influence degree betwedwthmodels is quite large for these
influential nodes. This clearly indicates that the inforimratcan diffuse more widely under the
AslIC model than the AsLT model. This can be attributed to ttredesfree nature (having power-law
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Figure 2: Influence degree of AsIC and AsLT for the influentiatles of the AsIC model

degree distributions) of the four real networks used in #peaments. Itis known (Albert, Jeong, &
Barabasi, 2000) th&tub nodesdefined as those having many outgoing links, play an importde
for widely spreading information in a scale-free networl. tBe information diffusion mechanism
of the AsIC and AsLT models, it is more difficult for the ASLT ihal to transmit information to hub
nodes than the AsIC model in a scale-free network. Thergfbearesult is understandable.

Next, we compared the difference of the influential nodesvbeh the AsIC and the AsLT
models. The results are shown in Figures 4 and 5. For bothefigilne horizontal axes are node
ranking ¢ = 1,---,200), and the actual ranking depends which model we are comsies.g,
the rankk node for AsIC is different from the same rakknode for AsLT. The vertical axis are
influence degree for both figures, but it is the influence dedoe AsIC in Figure 4 and that for
AsLT in Figure 5. The red line corresponds to nodes for Asl@ dre blue line corresponds to
nodes for AsLT. Thus, by definition of node ranking, the infloe degree of AsIC (red thick line)
is non-increasing in Figure 4 and the influence degree of AblLe thick line) in Figure 5 is non-
increasing. However, the corresponding line for AsLT (Hine) in Figure 4 and that for AsIC (red
line) in Figure 5 are very irregular. This means that almésha nodes that are influential for AsIC
model are different from the nodes that are influential fot Rsand vice versa. There are small
number of influential nodes that overlap for both the modals,how similar the influential nodes
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Figure 3: Influence degree of AsIC and AsLT for the influentiatles of the ASLT model

are (degree of overlapping) depends on the characteridtite network structure, and no general
tendency can be extracted.

5. Learning Performance Evaluation
5.1 Data Setsand Parameter Setting

We used the same four datasets that are used in Section 4mghalyed also the simplest approx-
imation for the parameter setting but with a slight differeraccording to the work Saito et al.
(2009).

We setp,, = p, ryn = r for AsIC andq,, = q|B(v)| 71, rup = 7 for AsSLT. Under this
assumption there is no need for the observation sequergéadaass through every link or node at
minimum once and desirably several times. This drastigaltiuces the amount of data we have to
generate to use as the training data to learn the paramétezn, our task is to estimate the values
of these parameters from the training data. According tombrk of Kempe et al. (2003), we set
p to a value slightly smaller thah/d. Thus, the true value of was set td).2 for the coauthorship
network,0.1 for the blog and Enron networks, afd)?2 for the Wikipedia network. The true value
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Figure 4: Comparison of the influential nodes of AsIC and Ashdasured in the influence degree
of AsIC

of ¢ was set td).9 for every network to achieve reasonably long diffusion ltssand the true value
of r was set tal.0.6

Using these parameter values, we generated a diffusioresegurom a randomly selected
initial active node for each of the AsIC and the AsLT modelfour networks. We then constructed
a training dataset such that each diffusion sequence hassit10 nodes. Parameter updating is
terminated when either the iteration number reaches itsrmar (set to 100) or the following
condition is first satisfiedr(s*1) — ()| 4 [p(s+D) — p(*)| < 1076 for AsIC and|r(+1) — ()| 4
lg*+1) — ¢(9)| <1076 for AsLT, where the superscrift) indicates the value for theth iteration.

In most of the cases, the above inequality is satisfied intkeess 100 iterations. The converged
values are rather insensitive to the initial parameteregland we confirmed that the parameter
updating algorithm stably converges to the correct valugshwve assumed to be the true values.
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Figure 5: Comparison of the influential nodes of AsIC and Ashdasured in the influence degree
of AsLT

Table 1. Parameter estimation error of the learning methothe AsIC model in four networks

Network | Number of active nodes &, Ep
1,163 0.019| 0.026

Blog 5,151 0.018| 0.014
10,322 0.011| 0.011

1,275 0.060| 0.032

Wikipedia 5,386 0.013| 0.009
10,543 0.006 | 0.007

1,456 0.031| 0.030

Enron 5,946 0.011| 0.011
10,468 0.005| 0.006

1,203 0.028| 0.022

Coauthorship 5,193 0.009 | 0.007
10,132 0.006 | 0.006
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Table 2: Parameter estimation error of the learning methothe AsLT model in four networks

Network Number of active nodes &, E

\*2J

q
1,023 0.020| 0.020
Blog 5,018 0.012]| 0.020
10,037 0.012| 0.020
1018 0.032| 0.024
Wikipedia 5,038 0.015]| 0.020
10,025 0.006| 0.017
1,017 0.023| 0.014
Enron 5,054 0.013]| 0.011
10,024 0.007| 0.010
1,014 0.017| 0.034
Coauthorship 5,023 0.017]| 0.029
10,023 0.006 | 0.027

5.2 Parameter Estimation

We generated the training set for each of the AsIC and the Asadels as follows to evaluate the
proposed learning methods as a function of the number ofrebdeactive nodesd,e., amount of
the training data. First we specified the target numi§esf the active nodes we want to have, and
the training set is generated by increasing the sequencéynae such that the total number of
active nodes reachds with each sequence starting from a randomly chosen initaeanode,
skipping very short ones (those in which the number of nosléssis than 10). In the experiments,
we investigated the cases &f = 1, 000, 5, 000, 10, 000. Letr*, p* andq* denote the true values of
r, p andg, respectively, and, p andg the estimated values of p andg, respectively. We define
the parameter estimation errdis &, and&, by

) gp:

Tables 1 and 2 show the parameter estimation errors of thgea learning methods for the AsIC
model and the AsLT model in four networks as a function of tamher of observed active nodes,
respectively. Here, the results are averaged over five ertignt experiments. As can be expected,
the error is progressively reduced as the number of actides\becomes larger. The algorithm
guarantees to converge but does not guarantee the glolmbbpblution. In most of the cases, the
number of iterations is less than 100. These results irelitett it converges to the correct solution
in practice for all the parameters and for all the networkisictv demonstrate the effectiveness of
the proposed methods.

Next, we investigated the performance of the proposed ilegamethod when the training set
is a single diffusion sequence. Table 3 shows the resultbotornetworks, where the results are
averaged ovet00 independent experiments. Compared with Tables 1 and 2,rtbesédecome
larger. The average error pfandr for AsIC is 6% and 8%, and the average erroiyandr for

6. Note that a different value of corresponds to a different scaling of the time axis undeagsimption of uniform
value.

20



LEARNING ASYNCHRONOUSTIME INFORMATION DIFFUSION MODELS

Table 3: Parameter estimation error of the learning metrard & single observed sequence for four
networks (Values in parentheses are standard deviations.)

Network | Blog | Wikipedia | Enron | Coauthorship
AsIC | &, | 0.091 (0.121)[ 0.088 (0.132)] 0.029 (0.020)] 0.119 (0.173)
£, | 0.064 (0.085) 0.043 (0.056) 0.022 (0.019) 0.121 (0.255)
ASLT | &, | 0.188 (0.219)| 0.192 (0.272)| 0.143 (0.140)| 0.214 (0.194)
£, | 0.078 (0.049)| 0.069 (0.043) 0.077 (0.053) 0.086 (0.054)
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Figure 6: Influence curve and the learned parameter valoasdrsingle observed sequence in case
of AsIC (There are 100 sequences and 100 points in each figure.

AsLT is 8% and 18%, respectively. The best results for AslE€rison network (2% fop and 3%

for r), and the best results for AsLT is Wikipedia network (7% §pand Enron network (14% for
r). The worst results for AslC is Coauthorship network (12%f@nd 11% forr), and the worst
results for AsLT is Coauthorship network (9% tpand 21% for-). In general the accuracy is better
for AsIC than for AsLT. This is because the lengths of the seges are larger for AsIC. Further,
r is more difficult to correctly estimate thanandgq. In order to see the difference in the learning
result for each sequence in more depth, we plotted the nudfilaetive nodes as a function of time
(the influence curve),and the values of the parameters learrigdy) for AsIC and(q, ) for AsLT,

in Figures 6 and 7. The length of each sequence varies coablgeSome sequences are short and
some others are long. The color of the dots for the learneahpeters is determined in such a way
that it goes from true blue to true red in proportion to theusege length, i.e., the shortest sequence
is true blue and the longest sequence is true red. From thesktswe can see the algorithm learns
the parameter values within 10% of the correct values iféngth is reasonably long. For example,
Enron network generates long sequences from all the ranyddmbken initial active nodes in case of

7. This is different from the influence degreedescribed in Section 4.1 which is the expected value of tmebeu of
active nodes at the final time.
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Figure 7: Influence curve and the learned parameter valoasdrsingle observed sequence in case
of AsLT (There are 100 sequences and 100 points in each figure.

AsIC and the learning accuracy is very good. We draw a commiubat although it is not desirable
we can still estimate the parameter values from a singleressen sequence if this is the only
choice available.

5.3 Node Ranking

We measure the influence of nodéy the influence degree(v) for the diffusion model that has
generatedD,,;. We compared the result of the high ranked influential nodegHe true model
that uses the assumed true parameter values with 1) thegawpuoethod that uses the learned
parameter values, 2) four heuristics widely used in soadvark analysis (all computed by the
network topology alone) and 3) the same proposed method ichvetm incorrect diffusion model
is assumedi.e., data generated by AsIC but learning assumed AsLT and viayveHere again
the influence degree is estimated by the bond percolatiohad€Kimura, Saito, & Nakano, 2007;
Kimura et al., 2010), where we usé@, 000 bond percolation processes according to Kimura et al.
(2009) and Kimura et al. (2010).

We call the proposed method the model based method. We ttedl AsIC model based method
if it employs the AsIC model as the information diffusion nehdWe then learn the parameters of the
AsIC model from the observed dafa,;, and rank nodes according to the influence degrees based
on the learned model. The AsLT model based method is defintekisame way. Among the four
heuristics we used, the first three are “degree centralitfdseness centrality”, and “betweenness
centrality”. These are commonly used as influence measusediology (Wasserman & Faust,
1994), where the out-degree of nodas defined as the number of links going out framthe
closeness of nodeis defined as the reciprocal of the average distance betwaed other nodes in
the network, and the betweenness of nodedefined as the total number of shortest paths between
pairs of nodes that pass through The fourth is “authoritativeness” obtained by the “PageiRa
method (Brin & L.Page, 1998). We considered this measursasatternative since this is a well
known method for identifying authoritative or influentiages in a hyperlink network of web pages.
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Figure 8: Performance comparison in extracting influemgaes for the AsIC model

This method has a parameteiwhen we view it as a model of a random web surferprresponds
to the probability with which a surfer jumps to a page pickadfarmly at random (Ng, Zheng, &
Jordan, 2001). In our experiments, we used a typical setfimg= 0.15.

In terms of extracting influential nodes from the netw6ik= (V| E), we evaluated the perfor-
mance of the ranking methods mentioned above byahking similarity 7 (k) = |L*(k) N L(k)|/k
within the rankk(> 0), whereL*(k) and L(k) are the true set of top nodes and the set of top
k nodes for a given ranking method, respectively. We focusethe performance for high ranked
nodes since we are interested in extracting influential slo&tgures 8 and 9 show the results for
the AsIC and the AsLT models, respectively. For the diffasinodel based methods, we plotted
the average value of (k) at k for five independent experimental results. We see that thegsed
method gives better results than the other methods for thetseorks, demonstrating the effective-
ness of our proposed learning method. It is interesting te that the model based method in which
an incorrect diffusion model is used is as bad as and in generae than the heuristic methods.
The results imply that it is important to consider the infatran diffusion process explicitly in dis-
cussing influential nodes and also to identify the correat@hof information diffusion for the task
in hand, same observation as in Section 4.
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Figure 9: Performance comparison in extracting influemaes for the AsLT model

6. Model Selection

Now we have a method to estimate the parameter values frombservation for each of the as-
sumed models. In this section we discuss whether the prdplesening method can correctly
identify which of the two models: AsIC and AsLT the observedadcome fromi.e., Model Selec-
tion problem. We assume that the topic is the decisive factor taerdening the parameter values
and place a constraint that the parameters depend only @s oyt not on nodes and links of the
networkG, and differentiate different topics by assigning an inéléxtopic!.

Therefore, we set; ,,,, = r; andp; ,, , = p; for any link (u, v) € E in case of the AsIC model
andry ., = r; andg .., = | B(v)|~! for any nodev € V and link (u, v) € E in case of the AsLT
model. Note thad < ¢; < 1 andg,, = 1 — ¢;. Since we normally have a very small number of
observation for eacli, u, v), often only one, without this constraint, there is no wayearh the
parameters.

6.1 Model Selection based on Predictive Accuracy

We have to select a model which is more appropriate to the hiodéhe observed diffusion se-
guence. We decided to use predictive accuracy as the ontéor selection. We cannot use an
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information theoretic criterion such as AIC (Akaike Infaation Criterion)(Akaike, 1978) or MDL
(Minimum Description Length)(Rissanen, 1978) because aexrio select the one from models
with completely different probability distributions. Mewover, for both models, it is quite difficult
to efficiently calculate the exact activation probabilifyeach node for more than two information
diffusion cascading steps ahead. In order to avoid theBeudifes, we propose a method based on a
hold-out strategy, which attempts to predict the activapoobabilities at one step ahead and repeat
this multiple times.

We now group the observed data sequengsinto topics. Assume that each togibasM;
sequences of observation, i.&, = {D; ,, m = 1,---, M}, where eactD, ,,, is a set of pairs of
active node and its activation time in theth diffusion result in thé-th topic. Accordingly we add
a subscripf to other variablese.g, we denoté; ,, , to indicate the time that a node is activated
in the m-th sequence of thith topic.

We learn the model parameters for each topic separately ddes not exclude treating each
sequence in a topic separately and learn from each Milge+ 1, which would help investigating
if the same topic propagate similarly or not. For simpliciye assume that for eadh, ,,,, the
initial observation time; ,,, is zero, i.e.f; , = 0 form = 1,---, M;. Then, we introduce a set of
observation periods

I, = {[0>Tl,n); n=1--- 7Nl}>
whereV; is the number of observation data we want to predict secalgntind eachr; ,, has the
following property: There exists sonte, ;) € D;, such thal < 7, < t; 4. LEUD) s,
denote the observation data in the perjodr ,,) for them-th diffusion result in théth topic, ie.,

Dl,m;nm = {(’Uytl,m,v) € Dl,m; tl,m,v < Tl,n}-

We also seDyy,.r, ,, = {(Dimin,.> Tin); m =1, -+, M;}. Let © denote the set of parameters for
either the AsIC or the AsLT models, i.€9 = (r,p) or ® = (r,q). We can estimate the values
of © from the observation da@,,,.-, ,, by using the learning algorithms in Sections 3.1 (Appendix
A.) and 3.2 (Appendix B.). Le@nm denote the estimated values@f Then, we can calculate the
activation probabilityqn’n (v,t) of nodev at timet (> 7,,,) using(:)n’n.

For eachr, ,,, we select the node(r; ,) and the timé; ..+, ) v(r,.,.) BY

m=1

M,
tl,m(Tlm),v(Tl,n) = min {tl,m,v; (Ua tl,m,v) € U (Dl,m \ Dl,m;nm)} .

Note thatv(7; ) is the first active node ih > 7; ,,. We evaluate the predictive performance for the
nodev(r; ,,) at timet; (7, ) . Approximating the empirical distribution by

’U(Tl,n)

pnm (U7 t) = 51},1}(777,1) 5(t - tl,m(n’n),v(n’n))

with respect tqv(,), tl,m(n’n)w(n’n)), we employ the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence
oo 4r,, (v,1)
KL(p. |lq, = — / p, (v,t)log —"— dt,
ol = =0 J o008,

whered, ,, andd(t) stand for Kronecker's delta and Dirac’s delta function pesdively. Then, we
can easily show

KL(p;,  N:,,) = —10ghum(n ) 0(m.)- (13)
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Table 4: Accuracy of the model selection method for four meks

Network | Blog | Wikipedia| Enron | Coauthorship

AsIC 92 100 100 93
(370.2)| (920.8) | (1500.6)|  (383.5)

AsLT 79 86 99 76
(28.2) | (54.0) | (47.7) (19.0)

By averaging the above KL divergence with resped;tave propose the following model selection
criterion £ (see Equation (13)):

N,

1 l

S(Aa Dl,l U e U Dl,Ml) = _Nl : : log hm(Tl,7L)7v(Tl,7L)’ (14)
n=1

where A expresses the information diffusion model (i.e., the AsitGhe AsLT models). In our
experiments, we adopted

Il = {[Oatl,m,v); (Uatl,m,v) € Dl,l u---u Dl,Mp tl,m,v > TO}»

wherery is the median time of all the observed activation time points

6.2 Evaluation by Synthetic Data

Our goal here is to evaluate the model selection method th@&eaccurately it can detect the true
model that generated the data, using topological structfeur large real networks described in
Section 4.1. We assumed the true model by which the data aezajed to be either AsLT or AsIC.
We have to repeatedly estimate the parameters using thegeoparameter update algorithms. In
actual computation the learned values for observatioroggoi 7 ,,] are used as the initial values
for observation perio¢h, 7; ,,1 ;| for efficiency purpose.

The average KL divergence given by Equation (14) is the nredsuthe goodness of the model
A for a training setD; of M; sequences with respect to topicThe smaller its value is, the better
the model explains the data in terms of predictability. Thus can estimate the true model from
which D, is generated to be AsIC §(AsIC; D;) < E(AsLT; D), and vice versa. Using each
of the AsIC and the AsLT models as the true model, we genekategining setD;. Here we set
M; = 1, i.e., we generated a single diffusion sequence, learneddzlnand performed the model
selection. We repeated this 100 times independently fofahenetworks mentioned before. We
could have sel; = 100 and learned a single parameter set. This is more reliabteyduvanted
to know whether the model selection algorithm works well ot msing only a single sequence of
data.

Table 4 summarizes the number of times that the model sefentiethod correctly identified
the true model. The number within the parentheses is thagedength of the diffusion sequences
in the training set. From these results, we can say that thygoped method achieved a good ac-
curacy, 90.6% on average. Especially, for the Enron netwitslkestimation was almost perfect.
To analyze the performance of the proposed method moreyjeeplinvestigated the relation be-
tween the length of sequence and the model selection resigitre 10 shows the results for the
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Figure 11: Relation between the length of sequence and theary of model selection for a single
diffusion sequence generated from the AsLT model (Therd @depoints.)

case thatD; is generated by the AsIC model. Here, the horizontal axiowsnthe length of se-
guence in each dataset and the vertical axis is the differehthe average KL divergence defined
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by J(AsIC; AsLT) = E(AsLT; D;) — E(AsIC; Dy). Thus,J(AsIC; AsLT) > 0 means that the
proposed method correctly estimated the true model Asl@usecit means

E(AsIC, Dy) is smaller thar€ (AsLT; D;). From the figure, we can see that there is a correla-
tion between the length of sequence and the estimation anguand that the misselection occurs
when the length of the sequence is short. In particular, peittia and Blog networks have no mis-
selection. Figure 11 shows the results for the casefthas generated by the ASLT model. Here,
J(AsLT; AsIC) = E(AsIC; D) — E(AsLT; D;). We notice that the overall accuracy becomes
95.5% when considering only the sequences that containssatthen 20 nodes. This means that
the proposed model selection method is highly reliable flang sequence and its accuracy could
asymptotically approach to 100% as the sequence gets loiMgeran also see from Figures 10 and
11 that the results for the AsIC model are better than thoséh&AsLT model. We note that the
plots for the diffusion sequences generated from the Asl@ehare shifted to the right in all net-
works, meaning that the diffusion sequences are longer $4€ Ahan for AsLT. The better accuracy
is attributed to this.

6.3 Evaluation by Real World Blog Data

We analyzed the behavior of topics in a real world blog da&relHagain, we assumed the true model
behind the data to be either the AsIC model or the AsLT modsingyeach pair of the estimated
parameters(r;, p;) for AsIC and(r;, ¢;) for AsLT, we first analyzed the behavior of people with
respect to the information topics by simply plotting themaagoint in2-dimensional space. We
next estimated the true model for each topic by applying tbdehselection method described in
Section 6.1.

6.3.1 DATA SETS AND PARAMETER SETTING

We employed the real blogroll network used by Saito et al0O@20which was generated from the
database of a blog-hosting service in Japan caeblog @ In the network, bloggers are connected
to each other and we assume that topics propagate from bleggeanother bloggey when there

is a blogroll link fromy to x. In addition, according to the work of Adar and Adamic (2Qdb)s
assumed that a topic is represented as a URL which can betraldevn from blog to blog. We
used the propagation sequences of 172 URLSs for this anabeih of which has at least 10 time
steps. In these 172 URLs some of them are the same, meanindpeha are multiple sequences
for the same topic, i.e)d; > 1. However, as in the analysis of Section 6.2, we treated them a
if M; = 1 and used each sequence independently. The main reasorisfig that we want to
investigate whether the same topic propagates in the samevhen there are multiple sequences
as well as to test whether the model selection is feasibla &®single sequence data in case of the
real data.

6.3.2 RARAMETER ESTIMATION

We ran the experiments for each identified URL and obtainecplrameterg andr for the AsIC
model based method amgdandr for the AsLT model based method. Figures 12a and 12b are the
plots of the results for the major URLSs (topics) by the Asl@ &sLT methods, respectively. The
horizontal axis is the diffusion parametefor the AslC method and for the AsLT method, while

8. Dobloghttp://www.doblog.com/), provided by NTT Data Corp. and Hotto Link, Inc.
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Figure 12: Results for the Doblog database

the vertical axis is the delay parametefor both. The latter axis is normalized such that 1
corresponds to a delay of one day, meaning 0.1 corresponds to a delay of 10 days. In these
figures, we used five kinds of markers other than dots, to sepidive different typical URLSs: the
circle (o) stands for a URL that corresponds to the musical baton wkialkind of telephone game
on the Internet (the musical batohjhe square) for a URL that corresponds to articles about a
missing child (the missing child), the cross)(for a URL that corresponds to articles about fortune
telling (the fortune telling), the diamond>} for a URL of a certain charity site (the charity), and
the plus ¢) for a URL of a site for flirtatious tendency test (the flirtat). All the other topics are
denoted by dots), which means they are a mixture of many topics.

The results indicate that in general both the AsIC and AsL@emcapture reasonably well the
characteristic properties of topics in a similar way. Weerihiat the same topic behaves similarly
for different sequences except for the fortune telling.sEhipports the assumption we made in Sec-
tion 6.1. Careful look at the URLSs used to identify the tofifostune telling indicates that there are
multiple URLs involved and mixing them as a single topic mayédnbeen a too crude assumption.
Other interpretation is that people’s perception on thisctas not uniform and varies considerably
from person to person and should be viewed as an exceptidreddsumption. Behavior of the
other topics is interpretable. For example, the resultsucaghe urgency of the missing child,
which propagates quickly with a meaningful probability éoout of 80 persons responds). Musical
baton which actually became the latest craze on the Intatsetpropagates quickly (less than one
day on the average) with a good chance (one out of 25 to 100mseresponds). In contrast non-
emergency topics such as the flirtation and the charity gaigavery slowly. We further note that
the dependency of topics on the parametisralmost the same for both AsIC and AsLT, but that on
the parameterg andyq is slightly different, e.g., relative difference of muditaton, missing child
and charity. Althoughpy andgq are different parameters but both are the measures thaseyrhow
easily the diffusion takes place. As is shown in Section th&,nfluential nodes are very sensitive
to the model used and this can be attributed to the diffeseatthese parameter values.

9. It has the following rules. First, a blogger is requestedtspond to five questions about music by some other blogger
(receive the baton) and the requested blogger replies tqubstions and designates the next five bloggers with the
same questions (pass the baton).
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Table 5: Results of model selection for the Doblog dataset

Topic Total | AsSLT | AsIC
Musical baton 9 5 4
Missing child 7 0 7
Fortune telling 28 4 24
Charity 6 5 1
Flirtation 7 7 0
Others 115 11| 104
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Figure 13: The relation between the KL difference and segeiéength for the Doblog database

6.3.3 RESULTS OFMODEL SELECTION

In the analysis of previous subsection, we assumed thaitd follow the same diffusion model.
However, in reality this is not true and each topic shouldpgate following more closely to either
one of the AsLT and AsIC models. We attempt to estimate thelyidg behavior model of each
topic by applying the model selection method described oti&@6.1. As explained, we treat each
sequence independently and learn the parameters from eaobrge, calculate its KL divergences
by Equation (14) for both the models, and compare the gosdieble 5 and Figure 13 summarize
the results. From these results, we can see that most offthsidin behaviors on this blog network
follow the AsIC model. Itis interesting to note that the mbegtimated for the musical baton is not
identical to that for the missing child although their dgfon patterns are very similar (see Section
6.3.2). The missing child strictly follows the AsIC modelhi$ is attributed to its greater urgency.
People would post what they know if they think it is useful aitit influenced by the behaviors
of their neighbors. For musical baton Table 5 indicates thathumbers are almost tie (4 vs. 5),
but we saw in Section 6.2 that the longer sequence giveser laetturacy, and the models selected
in longer sequences are all AsLT in Figure 13 for musical afbhus, we estimate that musical
baton follows more closely to AsLT. This can be interpreteak people follow their friends in this
game. Likewise, it is easy to imagine that people would betsmilarly to their neighbors when
requested to give a donation. This explains that charitgvicd AsLT. The flirtation clearly follows
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AsLT. People are attempted to do bad things when their neigtid so. Note that there exists one
dot at near the top center in Figure 13, showing the greadestency to follow AsLT. This dot
represents a typical circle site that distributes onegioal news article on personal events.

7. Discussion

Myers and Leskovec (2010) have recently proposed a methuadhich the liklihood is described
in somewhat generic way with respect to a given diffusioraskit for a wide class of IC type in-
formation diffusion models. Their purpose is to infer theetda network structure. On the other
hand, our interest is to explore the salient charactesisifdwo contrasting information diffusion
models assuming that the structure is known. Although éipose is substantially different from
ours, we share with them the common idea of estimating pasamim information diffusion mod-
els. However, there exist some mathematically notablemdifices. The main difference comes
from the derivation of the probability density,, , that one or more active parent nodes of a node
v succeed(s) in activating at timet,, ,, for the m-diffusion sequence (see Equation (3)). In order
to clarify this point, we denote the corresponding formwadiin Myers and Leskovec (2010) by
.o, thenh,, ., is expressed as follows:

hmw = 1= J] (1= wtme — tmu)Aij)- (15)
uecm(tm,’u)

where, according to their terminology;(t) and A4, ; stand for the transmission time model and
the conditional probability of infection transmissionspectively. Here note that the product term
W(tm,o — tmu)A; j is equivalent to our formuld’, . ., wherex,, ., , is defined as the probability
density that a node activates the node at timet,,, ,,. (See Equation (1)).

For an active parent node, the term(1 — w(tm,. — tm.u)A;, ;) appearing in Equation (15)
conceptually corresponds to our formo#g, ., ., where),, ., ., is defined as the probability that the
nodev is not activated by the node within the time-periodt,, ., tm ) (See Equation (2)). Here
note that from the observed-th diffusion sequence, we know for sure that the nadmuld not
succeed in activating during the time intervat € [t,, ., tm,). Namely, our formulation reflects
this observation explicitly in probability estimationtiar than just subtracting the probability from
1, as in the expressiofl — w(tm,, — tm.u)Ai ;). Furthermore, we can transform Equation (2) as
follows:

S
ym,u,v = (1 - pu,v) + /t PuvTuw eXp(_Tu,v(t - tm,u)) dt. (16)

Here we can naturally interpret this formula as follows: fhist term of right-hand-side is the
probability that the node fails to activatev, and the second term corresponds to the probability
that the node: succeeds in activating after thet,, ., i.e., the fact that the node is not activated

by the nodeu within the time-periodt,, ., tm,) Means that it has either failed to activatat all

or succeeded to activatebut the activation time is outside of the observed timegakriT he basic
interpretation oﬂ}mw is that at least one active parent node activates timet,, ,. Namely, the
formulation allows thaw is activated simultaneously by its multiple parent nodescty at time
tm,v» While our formulation does not consider this possibilityhen the diffusion process unfolds in
continuous-time, the probability measure of such simultaneous activas@eio. Thus, we employ
our h,, , formulation as described in Equation (3)). Of course, ireazghe discrete-time modeling,
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the situation of simultaneous activation by multiple aetparents must be considered adequately.
The objective function for this case under the discreteetl@ model has been derived in Kimura,
Saito, Ohara, and Motoda (2011). The major advantage of thethod is that it guarantees a
unique optimal solution, whereas ours only guaranteesitl@inverges to a stationary solution
which is not necessarily a global maximum. However, it isclear that a similar approach can be
applied to Linear Threshold type diffusion models. In aiddit as discussed above and also shown
in Section 3.3, we need to elaborate on the formulaZfgr, in order to model the information
diffusion process more accurately reflecting subtle notbulifferent time delay models and as
much information of observed data as possible. It is alscleatr that the above advantage of their
formulation still holds when the formula fozrm,v is modified accordingly. Our view is that their
formulation can be a useful technique for inferring latestwork structure, but it has limitation if
we use it to explore the salient characteristics of diffedgffiusion models. In this sense, we believe
that our approach based on the EM-like learning algorithmmaias vital and useful for a wide class
of information diffusion models.

We started with general description for the parameter edbug had to introduce drastic simpli-
fication in experimental evaluations both for syntheticadats and real world datasets. The results
in Section 6.3.2 implies that the assumption of topics baidgcisive factor for diffusion parameter
values seems to be plausible, which in turn justifies the fidesame parameter values for multiple
sequence observation data if they are talking on the sane tdpwever, as one counter example
is observed (fortune telling), this is definitely not truegieneral. Finding a small number of factors,
e.g, important node attributes, from which the parameter &b be estimated in good accuracy
is a crucial problem. Learning such dependency is easy aspified in Saito et al. (2011) once
such factors are identified and the real world data for suctofa ara available as part of observed
information diffusion data.

As we explained in Section 5.3, the ranking results thatlue/detailed probabilistic simulation
are very sensitive to the underlying model which is assurnggtherate the observed data. In other
words, it is very important to select an appropriate modettie analysis of information diffusion
from which the data has been generated if the node chastzierre the main objective of analysis,
e.g., such problems as the influence maximization probleremiye et al., 2003; Kimura et al.,
2010), a problem at a more detailed level. However, it is alse that the parameters for the topics
that actually propagated quickly/slowly in observatiomwerged to the values that enable them to
propagate quickly/slowly on the model, regardless of the@hohosen. Namely, we can say that the
difference of models does not have much influence on theweldifference of topic propagation
which indeed strongly depends on topic itself. Both modedsveell defined and can explain this
property at this level of abstraction. Nevertheless, theeheelection is very important if we want
to characterize how each topic propagates through the netwo

One of the objectives of this paper is to understand the betadifference between the AsIC
model and the AsLT model. The analysis in Section 4.2 is basetihe network structures taken
from real world data. We feel more mathematical-orientezatment is needed to qualitatively
understand the behavior difference of these two models feida class of graphs from various
perspectivese.g, types of graphs: regular vs random, graphs with differ&atracteristics: power-
law, small-worldness, community structure, etc.

There are other studies that deal with topic dependentrirdton diffusion. Recent study by
Romero et al. (2011) discusses differences in the diffusienhanism across different topics. They
experimentally obtain from the observation data the proibaty (k) that a node gets activated after
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its active parents failed to activatekt— 1 times in succession, and model the diffusion process
usingp(k) under the SIR (Susceptible/Infectious/Recover) settlitgpir finding is that the shape of
p(k) differs considerably from one topic to another, which isreleterized by two factors, stickness
(maximum value op(k)) and persistency (rate pfk)’s decay after the peak), and that the repeated
exposures to a topic are particularly crucial when it is imsowvay controversial or contentious.
Another recent study on Twitter by Bakshy et al. (2011) afitsmio quantify a node’s influence
degree (the number of nodes that a seed node (initial nodegdatavate by learning a regression tree
using various node’s attributes such as no. of followersofifriends, no. of tweets, past influence
degree and content related features. To their surprise ofotie content related attributes are se-
lected in the learned regression tree. They attribute dhtise fact that most explanations of success
tend to focus only on observed success, which invariablyessmt a small and biased sample of
the total population. They conclude that individual leviedgictions of influence is unreliable, and
it is important to rely on average performance. Both studjggroach the similar problem from
different angles. There are many factors that need be aanesicand much more work is needed to
understand this problem.

8. Conclusion

We deal with the problem of analyzing information diffusiprocess in a social network using
probabilistic information diffusion models. There are teamtrasting fundamental models that have
been widely used by many people: Independent Cascade mutlelrsear Threshold model. These
are modeled based on two different ends of the spectrum. Cimeddel is sender-centereithfor-
mation push style modelvhere the information sender tries to push informationtdaneighbors,
whereas the LT model is receiver-centeradarmation pull style modelhere the information re-
ceiver tries to pull information. We extended these two @sting models (called AsIC and AsLT)
by incorporating asynchronous time delay to make themati@aknabling effective use of observed
information diffusion data. Using these as the basic tostschallenged the following three prob-
lems: 1) to clarify how these two contrasting models difi@mi or similar to each other in terms
of information diffusion, 2) to devise effective algoritlsnto learn the model itself from the ob-
served information diffusion data, and 3) to identify whinlodel is more appropriate to explain for
a particular topic (information) to diffuse/propagate.

We first showed that there can be variations to each of thesaredels depending on how
we treat time delay. We identified there are two kinds of tirkag: link delay and node delay,
and the latter is further divided into two categories: owdgrrand non-override. We derived the
liklihood function, the probability density to generate thbserved data for each model. Choosing
one particular time delay model, we showed that the modameters are learnable from a limited
amount of observation by deriving the parameter updaterittigo for both AsIC and AsLT that
maximizes the likelihood function which is guaranteed tovawge and performs stably. We also
proposed a method to select a model that better explainshisenation based on its predictive
accuracy. To this end, we devised a variant of hold-out imgimlgorithm applicable to a set of
sequential data and a method to select a better model by cimgphe predictive accuracy using
the KL divergence.

Extensive evaluations were performed using both syntlugtia and real data. We first showed
using synthetic data with the network structures taken fimum real networks that there are consid-
erable behavioral difference between the AsIC and the Astdlets, and gave a qualitative account
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of why such difference is brought. We then experimentallgficoned that the proposed parameter
update algorithm converges to the correct values veryystaid efficiently, it can learn the param-
eter values even from a single observation sequence ifritgHds reasonably long, it can estimate
the influential nodes quite accurately whereas the fretyuaséd centrality heuristics performs very
poorly, the influential nodes are very sensitive to the model, and the proposed model selection
method can correctly identify the diffusion models by whtble observed data is generated. We
further applied the methods to the real blog data and andlifze behavior of topic propagation.
The relative propagation speed of topics,, how far/near and how fast/slow each topic propagates,
that are derived from the learned parameter values is ratbensitive to the model selected, but the
model selection algorithm clearly identifies the differeraf model goodness for each topic. We
found that many of the topics follow the AsIC model in genghait some specific topics have clear
interpretations for them being better modeled by eitherairibe two, and these interpretations are
consistent with the model selection results. There are nomsefactors that affect the information
diffusion process, and there can be a number of differentedssodJnderstanding the behavioral
difference of each model, learning these models efficidmiy the available data and selecting the
correct model are a big challenge in social network anabsisthis work is the first step towards
this goal.
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Appendix A. Learning Algorithm for AslC model

Maximizing L(r, p; D) is equivalent to maximizing its logarithm. Let = (7,,) andp =
(Pu,w) be the current estimates ofand p, respectively. Takindog of h,, , involveslog of sum
of Xm,u7v(ym7u,v)—1, which is problematic. To get around this problem, we defipg, ,, for each
(v, tmw) € Dy, andu € By, ,, by

am,u,v = Xm,u,v(ym,u,v)_l Z Xm,z,v(ym,z,v)_l-
ZGBm,v
Let Xonwws Vimwws R, @NA&, 4, denote the values ot,, . v, Yinuw, Pm.vy @Nday, .., calcu-
lated by using® andp, respectively.
From Equations (3), (5) and (7), we can transform our ohjediinction£(r, p; Dy) as fol-
lows:

log L(r,p;Dy) = Q(r,p;7,p) — H(r,p; 7, p), (7)
whereQ(r, p; 7, p) is defined by

M
Q(r.p;7,p) = Y (Z Qmot+ . > 10g(1—pv,w)>,

m=1 \veCn VECH weF (v)\Crm,

Qm,v = Z IOg (ym,u,v) + Z am,u,v 10g (Xm,u,v(ym,u,v)_l)

U/EB’HL,”U ueB’HL,U

34



LEARNING ASYNCHRONOUSTIME INFORMATION DIFFUSION MODELS

andH (r, p; 7, p) is defined by

M
H(’r,p; 7_"71_)) = Z Z Z @m,u,v log Om - (18)

m=1veCp uEBm v

Since H(r, p; 7, p) is maximized atr = 7 andp = p from Equation (18}° we can increase

the value ofL(r, p; Dys) by maximizingQ(r, p; 7, p) (see Equation (17)). Note here th@tis a
convex function with respect te andp, and thus the convergence is guaranteed. Here again we
have a problem ofog of sum forlog YV, ..,. In order to cope with this problem, we transform
log Ym0 in the same way as we introduceg, ., ., and defines,,, ,, , by

B = Dusw XP(=Tu0 (o = tm,u)) | Vimyu,-

Finally, we obtain the following update formulas of our esdtion method as the solution which
maximizesQ(r, p; 7, p):

ZmEMiU Am v

T = = s
“r Zme./\/it[’u (dm,u,v + (1 - dm,u,v)ﬂm,u,v)(tm,v - tm,u)
1 B B _
Pupy = |M1tv| n |quv| Z (Oém,u,v + (1 - Oém,u,v)ﬁm,u,v)a

mEMiU
where M, and M., , are defined by

Mztv = {me{l,"',M};UGCm,’LLGBmw},
My, = {me{l,---,M}; ueCp, vedlp}

Note that we can regard our estimation method as a variartieoEM algorithm. We want to
emphasize here that each time iteration proceeds the vite likelihood function never decreases
and the iterative algorithm is guaranteed to converge dtlgetoonvexity ofQ).

Appendix B. Learning Algorithm for AsLT model

An iterative parameter update algorithm similar to the Agh@Gdel can be derived for the AsSLT
model, too. We first define,,, ., for eachw € C,,, andu € By, o, m v fOr eachv € 0C,, andu

€ {v} U B(v) \ B, andiy, , , for eachv € 0C,, andu € B,, ,, respectively by the following
formulas.

¢m,u,v = QuoTuw eXp(_ru,U (tm,v - tm,u)) / hm,m
Pmuv = Guu /gm,va
T;Z)m,u,v = Quu exp(—ru,v (Tm - tmm)) /gmﬂ}‘

Letr = (7,) andg = (Gu,») be the current estimates ofandgq, respectively. Similarly, Ie&ﬁmvu,v,
Gm,ue, aNdYy, o, denote the values @, 40, Ym,uw, @aNdy, ., calculated by using andgq,
respectively.

10. This can be easily verified using the Lagrange multilieethod with the constraift’

ueBy, , Y = 1.
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From Equations (9), (10) and (11), we can transfd(w, q; D,,) as follows:
log L(r,q;Dy) = Q(r,q;7,q) — H(r,q; 7,q), 19

whereQ(r, q; 7, @) is defined by

m=1 \veCp, veEICm,

M
Qrasr ) = 3 (z oy @553@), 0)

Q%?v = Z Q_bm,u,v IOg(QU,UTU exp(—rv (tm,v - tmm)))
ueBm,’u

Qg?v = Z Qbm,u,v log(QU,v) + Z &m,u,v IOg(QU,v eXp(_rv(Tm - tm,u)))-
ue{vIUB((v)\Bm,v UEBm v

It is easy to see th&(r, g; 7, q) is convex with respect te andq, andH (r, p; 7, q) is defined by

H(r,q;7,q) Z (Z HY + > Hr(r%,)v)> (21)

vECH v€ICH

H}T}’)U = Z Q_Sm,u,v 10g(¢m7u7v)7

UEBm,’U
HT(Y%,)U = Z Pmu,v IOg(SDm,u,v) + Z &m,u,v 10g(¢m,u,v)-
ue{v}UB(v)\Cm uEBm, v

Since H (r, q; 7, q) is maximized at- = # andg = g from Equation (21), we can increase the
value of L(r, g; Dys) by maximizingQ(r, g; 7, q) (see Equation (19)).

Thus, we obtain the following update formulas of our estioratnethod as the solution which
maximizesQ(r, g; 7, ) with respect ta- :

Tupw = Z Z (Em,u,v

mem(D u€Bm.v

X Z Z (Z;m,u,v(tm,v - ZL/m,u) + Z Z &m,u,v(Tm - ZL/m,u)

mEMS,l) UEBm v mer) UEBm,v

wherer}) ande?) are defined by

MY = {me{l,--,M}; veCy),
MP = {me{l,--,M}; vedCy}.

As for g, we have to take the constrainis, +3_,c p(v) qu,» = 1 into account for each, which can
easily be made using the Lagrange multipliers method, anabtaen the following update formulas
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of our estimation method:
QU,U X Z (bm,u,v + Z @m,u,v + Z wm,u,va
memP), mem?), meMP),

Quoy X Z Pm,v,v
mEMS,Q)

whereM(ul,z,, M(ﬁ andMq(ff)v are defined by

Mv(},% = {me{lv"WM}; ’UECm, ueBm,v}a
MBZ, = {me{l,,M}; v€dCpm, uc B®)\ By},
M(u321 = {m € {17 e >M}; v E acmy U € Bm,v}-

)

The actual values are obtained after normalization. Heatmathe convergence is guaranteed.
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