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Preface

The proliferation of social media such as real time micrglgiag and online rep-

utation systems facilitate real time sensing of socialgrat and behavior. In
the last decade, sensing and decision making in social neti@ve witnessed
significant progress in the electrical engineering, compatience, economics,
finance, and sociology research communities. Researchsiautba involves the
interaction of dynamic random graphs, socio-economicyagland statistical in-
ference algorithms. This monograph provides a surveyidtdevelopment, and
discussion of four highly stylized examples: social leagnfor interactive sens-
ing; tracking the degree distribution of social networksnsing and information
diffusion; and coordination of decision making via gameetetic learning. Each
of the four examples is motivated by practical examples,camaprises of a litera-
ture survey together with careful problem formulation aratmematical analysis.
Despite being highly stylized, these examples provide la variety of models,

algorithms and analysis tools that are readily accesstke gignal processing,
control/systems theory, and applied mathematics audience
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Chapter 1

Introduction and Motivation

Research in social networks involves the interplay of caxpletworks (dynam-
ics of random graphs) and social analysis (stemming fronatbas of economics
and sociology). There are seminal books in this area inetu{ll32,/249]. In
comparison, this monograph deals wsmsing and decision-makimgsocial net-
works. The proliferation of social media such as real-timerablogging services
(Twitteﬂ), online reputation and rating systems (Yelp) togethehajip-enabled
smartphones, facilitate real time sensing of social a@; social patterns, and
behavior.

Sensing and decision making in social networks is an areéd#sawitnessed
remarkable progress in the last decade in electrical eagimg computer science,
economics, finance, and sociology. Itis the aim of this moaplg to survey some
important topics in this area and present highly stylizeaheples that are readily
accessible to a signal processing, control/systems thaadyapplied mathematics
audience. Indeed, the main tools used in this monographyar@ngic program-
ming, Bayesian estimation (filtering), stochastic appmadion (adaptive filter-
ing) and their convergence analysis (weak convergence aad sguare analysis),
game-theoretic learning, and graph theory. There has beeh necent activity
in the signal processing community in the area of social agts “How global
behavior emerges from simple local behavior of boundedipmal agents” has
been an underlying theme of an NSF/UCLA workshop in 2010¢ispsessions
at ICASSP 2011 and 2012 and the ICASSP 2011 expert summa2y @j. [Also,
the recent special issues [227, 268] deal with signal peig®f social networks.

10n US Presidential election day in 2012, there were 15 thulisseets per second resulting
in 500 million tweets in the day. Twitter can be considered asal-time sensor.

3



4 CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

1.1 Motivation

Social sensingb), [41,[44,[75] is defined as a process where physical sensors
present in mobile devices such as GPS are used to infer selatibnships and
human activities. In this monograph, we work at a higherlle¥abstraction. We
use the ternsocial sensowor human-based sensto denote an agent that pro-
vides information about its environment (state of natureaocial network after
interaction with other agents. Examples of such social@snisclude Twitter
posts, Facebook status updates, and ratings on onlinatepusystems like Yelp
and Tripadvisor. Such social sensors go beyond physicabseifior social sens-
ing [221]. For example, user opinions/ratings (such as tladity of a restaurant)
are available on Tripadvisor but are difficult to measurep¥igsical sensors. Sim-
ilarly, future situations revealed by the Facebook stafasuser are impossible to
predict using physical sensors.

Statistical inference using social sensors is relevant vargety of applica-
tions including localizing special events for targetedextiging [59/ 171], mar-
keting [245], localization of natural disasters [222], gorddicting sentiment of
investors in financial markets [33, 208]. It is demonstrateflL3] that models
built from the rate of tweets for particular products canpestorm market-based
predictors. However, social sensors present unique clggkefrom a statistical
estimation point of view. First, social sensors interadhvand influence other
social sensors. For example, ratings posted on onlineagpntsystems strongly
influence the behaviour of individullls Such interactive sensing can result in
non-standard information patterns due to correlationséhiced by the structure
of the underlying social network. Second, due to privacyoea and time con-
straints, social sensors typically do not reveal raw olzems of the underlying
state of nature. Instead, they reveal their decisionsn@atirecommendations,
votes) which can be viewed as a low resolution (quantizeatian of their raw
measurements and interactions with other social sensors.

As is apparent from the above discussion, there is strongvatian to con-
struct mathematical models that capture the dynamics efantive sensing in-
volving social sensors. Such models facilitate understeithe dynamics of in-
formation flow in social networks and, therefore, the desafjalgorithms that
can exploit these dynamics to estimate the underlying sthteature. In this
monographsocial learning[23,31,/50],game-theoretic learnin§f2,(121], and

2|t is reported in[[130] that 81% of hotel managers regulahigak Tripadvisor reviews. It is
reported in[[187] that a one-star increase in the Yelp ratiiags to 5-9 % revenue increase.
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Figure 1.1: Main results and organization of the monograph.

stochastic approximatiofl67, 263] serve as useful mathematical abstractions for
modelling the interaction of social sensors.

1.2 Main Results and Organization

As can be seen from Figure 1.1, this monograph is organizedanr chapters
(excluding this introductory chapter) that provide a syretorial development,
and discussion of four highly stylized examples: sociafrieay for interactive
sensing; tracking the degree distribution of social nekapsensing and informa-
tion diffusion; and coordination of decision-making viangatheoretic learning.
Each of the four chapters is motivated by practical examped comprises of
a literature survey together with careful problem formiglatand mathematical
analysis. The examples and associated analysis are readigsible to a signal
processing, control/systems theory, and applied mathesratdience.

In terms of information patterns, Chapiér 2 considers Bayesstimation and
sequential decision making with sequential informatiomvfend then informa-
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tion flow over small directed acyclic graphs. In comparis@mapter B con-
siders stochastic approximation algorithms for large camdjraphs that evolve
with time. Chaptef4 considers the asymptotics of large lggapith fixed de-
gree distribution but where the state of individual nodehie graph evolve over
time—this models information diffusion. The mean field as& in Chaptef 4
results in a stochastic approximation type recursion, &edeistimation prob-
lems are Bayesian (nonlinear filtering). Finally, Chaptesteals with learning
in non-cooperative repeated games comprising networkshitrary size—the
algorithms are of the stochastic approximation type. Ithate cases, sensors in-
teract with and influence other sensors. It is the undersigraf this interaction
of local and global behaviors in the context of social nekgsdhat constitutes the
unifying theme of this monograph.

Below we give a brief synopsis of these four chapters.

1. Social Learning Approach to Interactive Sensing

Chapter 2 presents models and algorithms for interactinsisg in social net-
works where individuals act as sensors and the informatiohange between in-
dividuals is exploited to optimize sensing. Social leagnsmused as a mathemat-
ical formalism to model the interaction between individutlat aim to estimate
an underlying state of nature.

Social learning in multi-agent systems seeks to answepll@ing question:

How do decisions made by agents affect decisions made bg-subs
guent agents?

In social learning, each agent chooses its action by optgis local utility
function. Subsequent agents then use their private oligargaogether with the
decisions of previous agents to estimate (learn) the uyidgrstate of nature. The
setup is fundamentally different to classical signal pssagg in which sensors use
noisy observations to compute estimates.

In the last decade, social learning has been used widelyimosaics, market-
ing, political science, and sociology to model the behawiofinancial markets,
crowds, social groups, and social networks; see [1, 2, 2356,1180] and nu-
merous references therein. Related models have beendindiee context of
sequential decision making in information thecdry![65, 126§ statistical signal
processing [51, 162] in the electrical engineering literat

Social learning models for interactive sensing can preaictsual behavior.
Indeed, a key result in social learning of an underlying candsariable is that
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rational agents eventually herd [31]; that is, they evehtuand up choosing the
same action irrespective of their private observationsa Aesult, the actions con-
tain no information about the private observations and e®tyesian estimate of
the underlying random variable freezes. For a multi-agensimg system, such
behavior can be undesirable, particularly if individuadéschand make incorrect
decisions.

In this context, the following questions are addressed iapBd 2: How can
self-interested agents that interact via social learnacigesxve a trade-off between
individual privacy and reputation of the social group? Ham @rotocols be de-
signed to prevent data incest in online reputation blogsrevireividuals make
recommendations? How can sensing by individuals thatantewvith each other
be used by a global decision maker to detect changes in therlyimg) state of
nature? Chaptél 2 presents an overview, insights and giscusf social learning
models in the context of data incest propagation, changetien, and coordina-
tion of decision making.

Several examples in social networks motivate Chdpgter 2igdex protocols
to prevent data incest are motivated by the design of fainemeputation systems
such as Yelp or Tripadvisor. In Online reputation systenmgctvmaintain logs of
votes (actions) by agents, social learning takes place initiimation exchange
over a loopy graph (where the agents form the vertices of thphg. Due to
the loops in the information exchange graplata incest(misinformation) can
propagate: Suppose an agent wrote a poor rating of a restaura social media
site. Another agent is influenced by this rating, visits #staurant, and then also
gives a poor rating on the social media site. The first agesitisine social media
site and notices that another agent has also given the rastaupoor rating—this
double confirms her rating and she enters another poor rdtirgyfair reputation
system, such “double counting” or data incest should haen lpgevented by
making the first agent aware that the rating of the secondtaggsinfluenced by
her own rating.

As an example of change detection, consider measuremehe adoption
of a new product using a micro-blogging platform like Twittd he adoption of
the technology diffuses through the market but its effeets anly be observed
through the tweets of select members of the population. & kekected members
act as sensors for the parameter of interest. Suppose theoftaature suddenly
changes due to a sudden market shock or presence of a newttompgased
on the local actions of the multi-agent system that is perfng social learning,
a global decision maker (such as a market monitor or teclyyateanufacturer)
needs to decide whether or not to declare if a change hasredcudow can the
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global decision maker achieve such change detection tamizaia cost function
comprised of false alarm rate and delay penalty? The lodhigéwbal decision
makers interact, since the local decisions determine tlséegor distribution of
subsequent agents which determines the global decisiom ¢stcontinue) which
determines subsequent local decisions.

2. Tracking Degree Distribution of Social Networks

Chaptet B considers dynamical random graphs. The degreeoafeain a network
(also known as the connectivity) is the number of connesttbe node has in that
network. The mostimportant measure that characterizestitheture of a network
(specially when the size of the network is large and the coimres—adjacency
matrix of the underlying graph—are not given) is ftihegree distributiorof the
network. Chapterl3 considers a Markov-modulated dupbeatieletion random
graph where, at each time instant, one node can either jdeage the network
with probabilities that evolve according to the realizataf a finite state Markov
chain (state of nature). This chapter deals with the follmquestions:

How can one estimate the state of nature using noisy obsensabf
nodes’ degrees in a social networkdhd How good are these esti-
mates?

Chapter B comprises of two results. First, motivated by aawetwork appli-
cations, we analyze the asymptotic behavior of the degrsgitwition of the
Markov-modulated random graph. From this degree disiobutnalysis, we can
study the connectivity of the network, the size and the erist of a large con-
nected component, the delay in searching such graphs|8étc182, 204, 202].
Second, a stochastic approximation algorithm is presewotédck the empirical
degree distribution as it evolves over time. We further slioat the stationary
degree distribution of Markov-modulated duplicationeat&n random graphs de-
pends on the dynamics of such graphs and, thus, on the stat&tw®. This
means that, by tracking the empirical degree distributiba,social network can
be viewed as a social sensor to track the state of nature rdtienig performance
of the algorithm is analyzed in terms of mean square errormunktional central
limit theorem is further presented for the asymptotic traglerror.

An important associated problem discussed in Chdgter 3usthaactually
construct random graphs via simulation algorithms. Inipalar, for large social
networks, only the degree sequence is available, and n@djaeency matrix.
(The degree sequence is a non-increasing sequence of dexgexes.) Does a
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simple graph exist that realizes a particular degree seg®eHow can all graphs
that realize a degree sequence be constructed? Chaptesedizra discussion of
these issues.

3. Sensing and Information Diffusion in Social Networks

Chaptef # considers the following questions:

How does a behavior diffuse over a social network comprising
population of interacting agentséhdHow can an underlying stochas-
tic state be estimated based on sampling the population?

As described in[184], there is a wide range of social phemanseich as diffusion
of technological innovations, cultural fads, and econocoiaventions [50], where
individual decisions are influenced by the decisions of sth€haptelr4 considers
two extensions of the widely used Susceptible-Infectese8ptible (SIS) models
for diffusion of information in social networks [183, 18432,[212| 24D9]. First, the
states of individual nodes evolve over time as a probatailishction of the states
of their neighborg&ndan underlying target process. The underlying target psoces
can be viewed as the market conditions or competing techreddhat evolve
with time and affect the information diffusion. Second, times in the social
network are sampled randomly to determine their state. ©hdpreviews recent
methods for sampling social networks such as social samplivd respondent-
driven sampling. As the adoption of the new technology difsi through the
network, its effect is observed via sentiment (such as syedtthese selected
members of the population. These selected nodes act a$ sesrs. In signal
processing terms, the underlying target process can becdi@s a signal, and
the social network can be viewed as a sensor. The key differeampared to
classical signal processing is that the social networks@gras dynamics due to
the information diffusion. Our aim is to estimate the ungiad target state and the
state probabilities of the nodes by sampling measuremémisdes in the social
network. In a Bayesian estimation context, this is equivigie a filtering problem
involving estimation of the state of a prohibitively largeale Markov chain in
noise. The key idea is to usaean field dynamicas an approximation (with
provable bounds) for the information diffusion and, thetetbtain a tractable
model.
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4. Coordination of Decisions as Non-cooperative Game-Thegtic Learning

Chaptef b studies game-theoretic learning in the contesa@cfl networks. Game

theory has traditionally been used in economics and soci@hses with a focus

on fully rational interactions where strong assumptiores raade on the infor-

mation patterns available to individual agents. In congmanrj social sensors are
agents with partial information and it is the dynamic intéi@ns among such

agents that is of interest. This, together with the inteethelence of agents’

choices, motivates the need for game-theoretic learningefsdor agents inter-

acting in social networks.

Chaptef b deals with the question:

When individuals are self-interested and possess limigediag and
communication capabilities, can a network of such indigidiachieve
sophisticated global behavior?

We discuss a non-cooperative game-theoretic learningpapprfor adaptive de-
cision making in social networks. This can be viewed as nageBian social
learning. The aim is to ensure that all agents eventuallpsha@ctions from a
common polytope of randomized strategies—namely, the fssbroelated equi-
libria [18,20] of a non-cooperative game. The game-théoincept of equi-
librium describes a condition of global coordination whatkedecision makers
are content with the social welfare realized as the consenuef their chosen
strategies.

We consider two examples of information exchange amongichaials. The
first example comprises of fully social agents that can comicaie with ev-
ery other agent in the network. This provides a simple fraorkwo present
the “regret-matching®[117, 121] decision making procegtirat ensures conver-
gence of the global behavior of the network to the correlagudilibria set. In
the second example, we confine the information flow to soci@ljgs—each in-
dividual can only speak with her neighbors. Accordinglye tiegret-matching
procedure is revised to adapt to this more practical so@ahork model. Fi-
nally, we consider the case of homogeneous social grougsaudividuals share
and are aware of sharing the same incentives. The regretimgtprocedures is
then adapted to exploit this valuable piece of informatigailable to individu-
als within each social group. The final result in this chaptersiders the scenario
where the non-cooperative game model evolves with timerdoupto the sample
path of a finite-state Markov chain. It is shown that, if thees of the Markovian
jumps and the learning rate of the regret-matching algaritmatch, the global be-



1.2. MAIN RESULTS AND ORGANIZATION 11

havior emerging from a network of individuals following theesented algorithms
properly tracks the time-varying set of correlated equigib

One of the main ideas in this chapter is that the limit systeshtepresents the
game-theoretic learning algorithms constitutes a diffea¢ inclusion. Differen-
tial inclusions are generalization of ordinary differahg&quations (ODEE) and
arise naturally in game-theoretic learning, since theegias according to which
others play are unknown. This is highly non-standard in theyesis of stochastic
approximation algorithms in which the limit system is usyiah ODE.

Chaptef b ends with an example that shows how the presemedtams can
be applied in a social sensing application. We consider tbielem of estimating
the true value of an unknown parameter via a network of sen3drere have been
a lot of recent works that study diffusion of information ogeaphs linking a mul-
titude of agents; seé [226, 225] and numerous referencesinh&\Ve particulary
focus on diffusion least mean square (LMS) algorithms[183aFh sensor decides
whether to activate, and if activates, (i) it will exchangtimate with neighbors
and fuse the collected data; (ii) it will use the fused data lacal measurements
to refine its estimate via an LMS-type adaptive filter. Usirgpane-theoretic for-
mulation, an energy-aware activation mechanism is dewisai taking into ac-
count the spatial-temporal correlation of sensors’ meaments, prescribes sen-
sors when to activate. We first show that, as the step-siZeeidiffusion LMS
approaches zero, the analysis falls under the unifyingidakstochastic approx-
imation theme of this chapter and, therefore, can be domguke well-known
ODE method[[167]. It is then shown that the proposed algariémsures the es-
timate at each sensor converges to the true parameter, e/gldhal activation
behavior along the way tracks the set of correlated eqialibf the underlying
activation control game.

5. Appendices

The two appendices at the end of this monograph presentaiagy, a mean-
square error analysis and weak convergence analysis of iffevedit types of
stochastic approximation algorithms used to track timgdwg behavior in so-
cial networks. These analysis are crucial in allowing usregt the asymptotic
dynamics of such algorithms. The chapters provide suffidietaition behind
the theorems and the reader can skip the appendices wittggibf continuity.

3A generic differential inclusion is of the formiX/dt € F(X,t), whereF(X,t) specifies
a family of trajectories rather than a single trajectory mghe ordinary differential equations
dX/dt = F(X,t). See§5.4.3 and AppendixB for more details.
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Appendix[A.1 generalizes the asymptotic analysis of dapilin deletion ran-
dom graphs in[[61] to the case of Markov-modulated graphaisdts the con-
cept of perturbed Lyapunov functions. The weak converganedysis presented
in Appendix(B generalizes the convergence analysis providéhe seminal pa-
pers [117, 119] to the case where the game-theoretic lepahgorithm can track
a time-varying correlated equilibrium. The convergencalysis in both appen-
dices are presented in a tutorial fashion and are readilgsadale to researchers
in adaptive filtering, stochastic optimization, and ganmentiy.

Out-of-Scope Topics

Other important problems that have been extensively sdudiéhe literature, but
are outside the scope of this monograph include: conseasuafion [132, Chap-
ter 8], [149,[240], metrics for measuring networks (otheanttdegree distribu-
tion) [132, Chapter 2]/[253], small world [144, 254, 255poperative models of
network formation([131, Chapter 1], [132, Chapter 12], [R®&havior dynamics
in peer-to-peer media-sharing social networks [112} 287, privacy and security
modeling [169] 179]. The interested reader is referred ¢oathove cited works
and references therein for extensive treatment of the $opic

1.3 Perspective

The social learning and game-theoretic learning formaismnsidered in this
monograph can be used either as descriptive tools, to ptédioutcome of com-
plex interactions amongst agents in sensing, or as préseriols, to design
social networks and sensing systems around given interactiles. Informa-
tion aggregation, misinformation propagation and privayimportant issues in
sensing using social sensors. In this monograph, we treagtissues in a highly
stylized manner so as to provide easy accessibility to actredal engineering
audience. The underlying tools used in this monograph adelwiused by the
electrical engineering research community in the areagagsprocessing, con-
trol, information theory and network communications. Thadamental theory
of network science is well-documented in seminal books &6, 132] and
involves the interplay of random graphs and game theory.

In Bayesian estimation, the twin effects of social learnfimjormation ag-
gregation with interaction amongst agents) and data irffo@stnformation prop-
agation) lead to non-standard information patterns inrestng the underlying
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state of nature. Herding occurs when the public belief agdesrthe private obser-
vations and, thus, actions of agents are independent offiheate observations.
Data incest results in bias in the public belief as a consarpief the unintentional
re-use of identical actions in the formation of public bliesocial learning—the
information gathered by each agent is mistakenly consitierdoe independent.
This results in overconfidence and bias in estimates of dte sf nature.

Tracking a time-varying parameter that evolves accordirgfinite-state Markov
chain (state of nature) is a problem of much interest in digracessing [30, 87,
259]. In social networks, sometimes the parameter undely ggiate of nature)
cannot be sensed by pervasive sensors, e.g., the level pinleap in a commu-
nity, the tendency of individuals to expand their netwotksg strength of social
links between individuals, etc. In such cases, social ssrsan do much better
than pervasive sensors. A social network with a large nuraberdividuals can
be viewed as an interactive sensing tool to obtain inforomesibout individuals or
state of nature; this is a social sensor. Motivated by se@élork applications,
a social sensor based framework is presented in CHapteractothe degree dis-
tribution of Markov-modulated dynamic networks whose dyizs evolve over
time according to a finite-state Markov chain.

Privacy issues impose important constraints on socialossngypically, in-
dividuals are not willing to disclose private observatio@ptimizing interactive
sensing with privacy constraints is an important problemivaey and trust pose
conflicting requirements on human-based sensing: Privagqyirements result in
noisier measurements or lower resolution actions, whiletaming a high degree
of trust (reputation) requires accurate measurementgtyltinctions, noisy pri-
vate measurements, and quantized actions are essentidliengts of the social
and game-theoretic learning models presented in this nrapbghat facilitate
modelling this trade-off between reputation and privacy.

In social sensor systems, the behavior is driven by thersctida large num-
ber of autonomous individuals, who are usually self-irde¥d and optimize their
respective objectives. Often, these individuals form alocontacts (i.e. links)
by choice, rather than by chance. Further, there are alwaialsand economic
incentives associated with forming such social contactetbaon the informa-
tion obtained about the state of the nature or contributiothé diffusion of in-
formation across the network. The social network analysiagithe common
graph-theoretic techniques, however, fails to capturebtgavior of such self-
interested individuals and the dynamics of their inteacti This motivates the
use of game-theoretic methods. Game-theoretic learnipig@ies how coordina-
tion in the decisions of such self-interested individualghh arise as a conse-
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guence of a long-run process of adaptation and learning intaractive environ-
ment [94]. Interestingly enough, while each individual hiastations in sensing
and communication, the coordinated behavior amongstithas can lead to the
manifestation of sophisticated behavior at the networkllev

The literature in the areas of social learning, sensing,retdorking is ex-
tensive. In each of the following chapters, we provide afbregiew of relevant
works together with references to experimental data. Thak f©80] contains a
complete treatment of social learning models with severalarkable insights.
For further references, we refer the reader to [151] 153,163, 191]. In[[115],
a nice description is given of how, if individual agents agpsimple heuristics,
the global system behavior can achieve “rational” behavibe related problem
of achievingcoherencgi.e., agents eventually choosing the same action or the
same decision policy) among disparate sensors of decigientswithout coop-
eration has also witnessed intense research; see [215P&@&H [Non-Bayesian
social learning models are also studied in/ [79, 80].

There is also a growing literature dealing with the inteypdé technological
networks and social networks [55]. For example, social netw overlaid on
technological networks account for a significant fractiémndernet use. Indeed,
as discussed in [55], three key aspects of that cut acrosd sod technological
networks are the emergence of global coordination throoghl lactions, resource
sharing models and the wisdom of crowds (diversity and efficy gains). These
themes are addressed in the current paper in the contextiaf Earning.



Chapter 2

Social Learning Approach to
Interactive Sensing

2.1 Introduction

This chapter comprises of three p@rts

1. Survey and Review of Social Learningection 2.2 presents a brief de-
scription of the classical social learning model. We usaaddearning as the
mathematical basis for modelling interaction of socialssgs. A key result in
social learning is that rational agents eventually herdt i, they pick the same
action irrespective of their private observation and dde@rning stops. To de-
lay the effect of herding, and thereby enhance social lagri€hamley([50] (see
also [235] for related work) has proposed a novel constdanpéimal social learn-
ing protocol. We describe how self-interested agents pmiifay social learning
can achieve useful behavior in terms of optimizing a socefave function. Such
problems are motivated by privacy issues in sensing. If amageveals less in-
formation in its decisions, it maintains its privacy; on thteer hand, as part of a
social group, it has an incentive to optimize a social welfanction that helps
estimate the state of nature. We review this protocol whicformulated as a
sequential stopping time problem. We show that the coms&daoptimal social
learning proposed by Chamley |50] has a threshold switchurge in the space
of public belief states. Thus, the global decision to staplmaimplemented effi-
ciently in a social learning model.

1The chapter is an extended version of the paperi[163].

15
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2. Data Incest in Online Reputation Syster@ectiori 2.8 deals with the ques-
tion: How can data incest (misinformation propagation) bevented in online
reputation blogs where social sensors make recommendation

In the classical social learning model, each agent actsiarecpre-determined
order. However, in online reputation systems such as Yelfripadvisor, which
maintain logs of votes (actions) by agents, social leartakgs place with infor-
mation exchange over a loopy graph (where the agents formetiees of the
graph). Due to the loops in the information exchange gragaita incest(mis-
information) can propagate: Suppose an agent wrote a ptiog 1&f a restaurant
on a social media site. Another agent is influenced by thisgavisits the restau-
rant, and then also gives a poor rating on the social mediaBite first agent visits
the social media site and notices that another agent hagiatsothe restaurant a
poor rating—this double confirms her rating and she entevghan poor rating.

In a fair reputation system, such “double counting” or dataest should have
been prevented by making the first agent aware that the ratiting second agent
was influenced by her own rating. Data incest results in aibihe estimate of the
state of nature. How can automated protocols be designeevemqt data incest,
and thereby maintain a fair online reputation system? &e@i3 describes how
the administrator of a social network can maintain an urdalg$air) reputation
system.

3. Interaction of Local and Global Decision Makers for Changeté&ction
Sectior 2.4 deals with the question: In sensing, where iddal agents perform
social learning to estimate an underlying state of natuse; ¢an changes in the
state of nature be detected? Such sensing problems ariseaiiety of applica-
tions such as financial trading, where individuals reactrarfcial shocks [21];
marketing and advertising [183, 184], where consumers teag new product;
and localization of natural disasters (earthquakes artbiyps) [222].

Consider measurement of the adoption of a new product usitigra-blogging
platform like Twitter. The new technology diffuses throutjle market but its ef-
fects can only be observed through the tweets of select marmobthe population.
Suppose the state of nature suddenly changes due to a suddkest shock or
presence of a new competitor. Based on the local actionseahtiiti-agent sys-
tem that is performing social learning, a global decisiorkengsuch as a market
monitor or technology manufacturer) needs to decide whetheot to declare if
a change has occurred. How can the global decision makesvechuch change
detection to minimize a cost function comprised of falseralaate and delay
penalty? The local and global decision makers interactesihe local decisions
determine the posterior distribution of subsequent agehish determines the
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global decision (stop or continue), which in turn determsisabsequent local de-
cisions. We show that this social learning based changetitetgoroblem leads to
unusual behavior: The optimal decision policy of the stogdime problem has
multiple thresholds. This is unusual since, if it is optirtmtleclare that a change
has occurred based on the posterior probability of changeay not be optimal
to declare a change when the posterior probability of chagigher!

2.2 Multi-Agent Social Learning

This section starts with a brief description of the cladsscaial learning model.
We review Chamley’s novel constrained optimal social leayrprotocol, which
is formulated as a sequential stopping time problem, aralydehe effect of herd-
ing [50,1235].

2.2.1 Motivation: What is social learning?

We start with a brief description of the ‘vanilla’ social te@ng modéi. In social
learning [50], agents estimate the underlying state ofreatot only from their
local measurements, but also from the actions of previoaestag(These previous
actions were taken by agents in response to their local measnts; therefore,
these actions convey information about the underlyingit#ts we will describe
below, the state estimation update in social learning hasastidally different
structure compared to the standard optimal filtering recarand can result in
unusual behavior.

Consider a countable number of agents performing socialilegto estimate
the state of an underlying finite-state Markov chainLet X = {1,2,..., X}
denote a finite state spade the transition matrix and, the initial distribution of
the Markov chain.

Each agent acts once in a predetermined sequential ordexaeddyk =
1,2,.... The indexk can also be viewed as the discrete time instant when agent
k acts. A multi-agent system seeks to estimagte Assume at the beginning of

2In typical formulations of social learning, the underlyiatate is assumed to be a random
variable and not a Markov chain. Our description below isegiin terms of a Markov chain
since we wish to highlight the unusual structure of the dde&xning filter to a signal processing
reader who is familiar with basic ideas in Bayesian filterifgso, we are interested in change
detection problems in which the change time distributiom lsea modelled as the absorption time
of a Markov chain.
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iteration k, all agents have access to the public betigf; defined in Stefiv)
below. The social learning protocol proceeds as follows/581:

(i) Private ObservationAt time &, agentk records a private observatigp
Y from the observation distributioB;, = P(y|z = i), ¢ € X. Throughout
this chapter, we assume that= {1,2,..., Y} is finite.

(i) Private Belief Using the public beliefr,_, available at timek — 1 (de-
fined in Step (iv) below), agertupdates its private posterior beligf(i) =
P(zy, = ilas,...,ax_1,yx) a@s the following Bayesian update (this is the
classical Hidden Markov Model filter [81]):

B, P'm
1 B,P't’
Here,1x denotes the& -dimensional vector of ones, is an X -dimensional
probability mass function (pmf), anll’ denotes transpose of the matix

(iii) Myopic Action Agentk takes actioru, € A = {1,2,..., A} to minimize
its expected cost

ap = argminE{c(z,a)lar,...,ap_1,yx} = argmin{c,m}. (2.2)
acA acA

Herec, = (c(i,a),i € X) denotes anX-dimensional cost vector, and
¢(1,a) denotes the cost incurred when the underlying statansl the agent
chooses action.

Agentk then broadcasts its actian to subsequent agents.

(iv) Social Learning Filter Given the actionu;, of agentk and the public belief
mr—1, €ach subsequent agént> & computes the public belief, according
to the following “social learning filter”:

RTP'm

o(m, a)

7 = T(mp_1,ax), where T'(m,a) = (2.3)

ando(m,a) = 1 RT P'm is the normalization factor of the Bayesian up-
date. In[(2.B), the public belief, (i) = P(x; = ilas,...ax), and RT =
diagP(a|z =i, 7),i € X) has elements

Play = alzy =i, mp1 = 7) = Zp(a|y>W)P(y|$k = 1)
yeY

1, if ¢, B,P'mr <c.B,P'm, a € A,

0, otherwise.

(2.4)
Pla = aly,7) = {
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The derivation of the social learning filtér (2.3) is giverthre discussion be-
low.

2.2.2 Discussion

Let us pause to give some intuition about the above sociatilegprotocol.

1. Information Exchange Structur@ he information exchange in the above
social learning protocol is sequential. Agents send thaid ldecisions (actions)
to subsequent agents. Further, we have assumed that eatthaatpeonce. An-
other way of viewing the social learning protocol is thatréhare finitely many
agents that act repeatedly in some pre-defined order. If ageht chooses its
local decision using the current public belief, the settivily be identical to the
social learning setup. We also refer the reader to [2] foesdvecent results in
social learning over several types of network adjacencyioget

2. Filtering with Hard Decisions Social learning can be viewed as agents
makinghard decision estimates at each time and sending these estitoaek-
sequent agents. In conventional Bayesian state estimaisoftdecision is made,
namely, the posterior distribution (or equivalently, alvs¢ion) that is sent to sub-
sequent agents. For example Af = X and the costs are chosen@s= —e¢,
wheree, denotes the unitindicator within thea-th position, thermrgmin, ¢, 7 =
argmax, 7(a), i.e., the maximum aposteriori probability (MAP) stateimstte.
For this example, social learning is equivalent to agentslisg the hard MAP
estimates to subsequent agents.

Note that rather than sending a hard decision estimatecif agent chooses
its actiona, = y, (that is, agents send their private observations), the-hghd
side of [2.4) becomes_ _y I(y = yx)P(y|zx = i) = P(yx|zx = i) and, thus, the
problem becomes a standard Bayesian filtering problem.

It is also important to note that the filtered distributiorigained via social
learning are not commutative in the actions. ThaPig|a; = a,ay = @) #
P(z|ay =@, ay = a). In comparison, for Bayesian estimation of random variable
x with conditionally independent observatiodt¥z|y; = y, y» = 7) # P(x|y1 =
Y, Y2 = y)

3. Dependence of Observation Likelihood on Pridhe most unusual fea-
ture of the above protocol (to a signal processing audieisdbe social learning
filter (2.3). In standard state estimation via a Bayesiaerfithe observation like-
lihood given the state is completely parameterized by thseontation noise dis-
tribution and is functionally independent of the currenbpdistribution. In the
social learning filter, the likelihood of the action givertstate (which is denoted
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by R7) is an explicit function of the priofr! Not only does the action likelihood
depend on the prior, but it is also a discontinuous functilue, to the presence of

theargmin in (2.2).
4. Derivation of Social Learning FilterThe derivation of the social learning
filter (2.3) is as follows: Define the posterior ag(j) = P(zx = jlai,...,ax).
Then,
1
o (-1, ax)

X ZIP’(xk = jlan1 = )P(ze_y = ilag, . . ., ax_1)

m(j) = P(ag|zy = j,a1,. .., ax_1)

- (ﬂ-kz 1 ak Zpak‘yk_y7al7---,ak_l)

x Py, = y\xk =7 ZP xy, = jlog—1 = 0)m—1 (i)
1 . .
= ———— > Plalys = v, e 0)P(ys = ylow = 5) Y Pymeali) (2.5)
Yy 7

0'<7Tk—1> ak)

where the normalization term is

7Tk 1,% ZZP ak\yk—yﬁk 1)
X P(yr = ylog = j Z Pyjmy—1(i). (2.6)

The above social learning protocol and social learningr (&) result in in-
teresting dynamics in state estimation and decision makiegwill illustrate two
interesting consequences that are unusual to an elearigateering audience:

e Rational Agents form herds and information cascades amdlliglifollow
previous agents. This is discussedZh2.3 below.

e Making global decisions on change detection in a multi-aggatem per-
forming social learning results in multi-threshold belwavi This is dis-
cussed irj2.4 below.

2.2.3 Rational Agents form Information Cascades

The first consequence of the unusual nature of the socialitenfilter (2.3) is
that social learning can result in multiple rational agdaatsng the same action
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independently of their observations.

Throughout this subsection, we assume thata finite state random variable
(instead of a Markov chain) with prior distributior. We start with the following
definitions; see also [50]:

¢ Anindividual agent herdson the public beliefr,_; if it chooses its action
ar = a(m,_1, yx) in (2.2) independently of its observatigp.

e A herd of agentsakes place at timg, if the actions of all agents after time
k are identical, i.e.q; = a; for all time k > k.

e An information cascadeccurs at time, if the public beliefs of all agents
after timek are identical, i.em;, = m; forall & > &.

Note that if an information cascade occurs, then since thdigpbelief freezes,
social learning ceases. Also, from the above definitions, gétear that an infor-
mation cascade implies a herd of agents, but the reversé tsuep see§2.3 for
an example.

The following result, which is well known in the economidgfature[[31], 50],
states that if agents follow the above social learning paitdhen after some finite
time &, an information cascade ocdrsThe proof follows via an elementary
application of the martingale convergence theorem.

Theorem 2.2.1([31]). The social learning protocol described §2.2.1 leads to
an information cascade in finite time with probability 1. Ths there exists a
finite time k after which social learning ceases, i.e., public beligf , = 7,
k > k, and all agents choose the same action, ug,; = ay, k > k.

3A nice analogy is provided iri [50]. If | see someone walkingvdahe street with an um-
brella, | assume (based on rationality) that he has chediedveather forecast and is carrying
an umbrella since it might rain. Therefore, | also take an taid. Now, there are two people
walking down the street carrying umbrellas. A third perseasstwo people with umbrellas and,
based on the same inference logic, also takes an umbreka though each individual is rational,
such herding behavior might be irrational since the firssperwho took the umbrella may not
have checked the weather forecast.
Another example is that of patrons who decide to choose aursit. Despite their menu prefer-
ences, each patron chooses the restaurant with the mostrearst Therefore, all patrons eventu-
ally herd to one restaurant. The paper [245] quotes thevilip anecdote on user influence in a
social network which can be interpreted as herding: “... m&@opular blogger left his blogging
site for a two-week vacation, the site’s visitor tally fedind content produced by three invited
substitute bloggers could not stem the decline.”
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Instead of reproducing the proof, let us give some insightoashy Theo-
rem[2.2.1 holds. It can be shown using martingale methods @haome finite
time k = k, the agent’'s probability®(a, |y, 7x_1) becomes independent of the
private observationy,. Then, clearly from[(214)P(ar = a|zy, = i, m_1) =
P(ar, = a|m). Substituting this into the social learning filtér (2.3), see that
7, = Tr_1. Thus, after some finite timk, the social learning filter hits a fixed
point and social learning stops. As a result, all subseqagentsk > k com-
pletely disregard their private observations and take #meesactioniz, thereby
forming an information cascade (and therefore a herd).

2.2.4 Constrained Interactive Sensing: Individual Privay vs
Group Reputation

The above social learning protocol can be interpreted dswisl Agents seek
to estimate an underlying state of nature; however, thegaletheir actions by
maximizing their privacy according to the optimizatignZR. This leads to an
information cascade and social learning stops. In othedsyaagents are inter-
ested in optimizing their own costs (such as maximizinggmy and ignore the
information benefits their action provides to others.

Partially Observed Markov Decision Process Formulation

We now describe an optimized social learning procedure dettys herdir@
This approach is motivated by the following question: How egents assist so-
cial learning by choosing their actions to trade off indivadlprivacy (local costs)
with optimizing the reputaticﬁnf the entire social group? (See [50] for an excel-
lent discussion.)

Suppose agents seek to maximize the reputation of theilsgp@up by min-
imizing the following social welfare cost involving all ages in the social group

“4In the restaurant problem, an obvious approach to prevediritgis as follows. If a restaurant
knew that patrons choose the restaurant with the most cestmmen the restaurant could delib-
erately pay actors to sit in the restaurant so that it appgeapslar, thereby attracting customers.
The methodology in this section, where herding is delayetdryevolent agents, is a different
approach.

5The papers [197. 110] contain lucid descriptions of quatiti models for trust, reputation
and privacy.
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(compared to the myopic objectivie (R.2) used in standarklearning):

k—1
J“<7TO) - Ego {Zp C;(Wklvykvﬂ(ﬂkl))nk} ) (2.7)
k=1

In @2.14), a(m,y, u(m))) denotes the decision rule that agents use to choose their
actions as will be explained below. Alsp, € [0,1) is an economic discount
factor, andm, denotes the initial probability (prior) of the state Finally, P%,
andEZ denote the probability measure and expectation of the guolof the
observations and underlying state, respectively, whielstiategy dependent.

The key attribute ofi(2]7) is that each agénthooses its action according to
the privacy constrained rule

ap = a(Tp—1, Yi, 1(Tr—1))- (2.8)

Here, the policy
g — {1,2..., L}

maps the available public belief to the setlofrivacy values. The higher the
privacy value, the less the agent reveals through its actidns is in contrast
to standard social learning_(2.2) in which the action chaserir, y), namely, a
myopic function of the private observation and public bielie

The above formulation can be interpreted as follows: Irdilial agents seek
to maximize their privacy according to social learnihg §2t&it also seek to max-
imize the reputation of their entire social grolp {2.7).

Determining the policy:* that minimizes[(2.7), and thereby maximizes the
social group reputation, is equivalent to solving a stotbasntrol problem that is
called a partially observed Markov decision process (POMw&blem [48| 153].
A POMDP comprises of a noisy observed Markov chain and theushycs of the
posterior distribution (belief state) is controlled by dipp (1. in our case).

Structure of Privacy Constrained Sensing Policy

In general, POMDPs are computationally intractable to es¢209] and, there-
fore, one cannot say anything useful about the strutof¢he optimal policy

6Characterizing the structure of the optimal policy of a POMB a difficult problem. We
refer the reader to [186, 185, 218, 157, 153] for sufficiemtditions (based on supermodularity
that yield a monotone optimal policy for a POMDP in terms of thonotone likelihood ratio
stochastic order.
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w*. However, useful insight can be obtained by considerindgdhewing extreme
case of the above problem. Suppose there are two privacgsald each agent
k chooses action

: : : (2.9)
argmin, ¢, mp—1, if u(m;) = 2 (full privacy).

. {yk, if u(mp) = 1 (no privacy)
P =

That is, an agent either reveals its raw observation (naapyivor chooses its
action by completely neglecting its observation (full pigy). Once an agent
chooses the full privacy option, then all subsequent agemb®se exactly the
same option and therefore herd—this follows since eachtsgaction reveals
nothing about the underlying state of nature. ThereforetHis extreme exam-
ple, determining the optimal poligy*(r) is equivalent to solving a stopping time
problem: Determine the earliest time for agents to herd ritaai full privacy)
subject to maximizing the social group reputation.

For such a quickest herding stopping time problem, one caradat about
the structure ofu*(7). Suppose the sensing system wishes to determine if the
state of nature is a specific target state (say state 1). Th&8) shows that, un-
der reasonable conditions on the observation distribwtrmhsupermodular con-
ditions on the costs[([193] discusses supermodularity fidience in social net-
works), the dynamic programming recursion has a supermowucturjé (see
also [154/ 155, 157, 186, 218] for related results). Thisliespthat the optimal
policy * has the following structure: There exists a threshold cthraepartitions
the belief space such that, when the belief state is on omedsithe curve, it is
optimal for agents to reveal full observations; if the bigdigate is on the other side
of the curve, then it is optimal to herd. Moreover, the tagfate 1 belongs to
the region in which it is optimal to hefid This threshold structure of the optimal
policy means that if individuals deploy the simple heucist

“Choose increased privacy when belief is close to targetesta

then the group behavior is sophisticated—nherding is delared accurate esti-
mates of the state of nature can be obtained.

"The seminal book on supermodularitylis [243], also 5eé [a0flucid tutorial presentation.

8In standard POMDPs where agents do not perform social legritiis well known [185] that
the set of beliefs for which it is optimal to stop is convex.cBweonvexity of the herding set does
not hold in the current problem. But it is shown [n [153] thlaé tset of beliefs for which it is
optimal to herd constitute a connected set and so does tloé Iseliefs for which it is optimal to
reveal full observations.
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Agent 1 Agent | Agent |
at time 1 at time 2 at time 3

N
® > @ > @
Agent 2 Agent 2 Agent 2
at time 1 at time 2 at time 3

Figure 2.1: Example of the information flow in a social netwaith two agents
over three event epochs. The arrows represent exchangewohation.

2.3 Data Incest in Online Reputation Systems

This section generalizes the previous section by consigesocial learning in a
social network. How can multiple social sensors interactiver a social network
estimate an underlying state of nature? The state coulddgeatition coordinates
of an event[222] or the quality of a social parameter suchuatity of a restaurant
or political party.

The motivation for this section can be understood in termgheffollowing
sensing example. Consider the following interactions inudtiragent social net-
work where agents seek to estimate an underlying state oferdach agent vis-
its a restaurant based on reviews on an online reputatiositeefhe agent then
obtains a private measurement of the state (e.g., the gwdliood in a restau-
rant) in noise. After that, he reviews the restaurant on #meesonline reputation
website. The information exchange in the social networkasleted by a directed
graph. As mentioned in Chapter 1, data incest [160] arisestduhe loops in
the information exchange graph. This is illustrated in FéjR.1: Agents 1 and 2
exchange beliefs (or actions). The fact that there existdistnct paths between
Agent 1 attime 1 and Agent 1 at time 3 (depicted in red in Figuf® implies that
the information of Agent 1 at time 1 is double counted, thgrglading to a data
incest event.
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How can data incest be removed so that agents obtain a fdira@ed) esti-
mate of the underlying state? The methodology of this sea#@n be interpreted
in terms of the recerfimearticle [247], which provides interesting rules for on-
line reputation systems. These include: (i) review theawers, and (ii) censor
fake (malicious) reviewers. The data incest removal aloriproposed in this
section can be viewed as “reviewing the reviews” of othenégo see if they are
associated with data incest or not.

The rest of this section is organized as follows:

1. Sectiori 2.3]1 describes the social learning model thagesl to mimic the
behavior of agents in online reputation systems. The inébion exchange
between agents in the social network is formulated on a jaofiltime-
dependent directed acyclic graphs.

2. In§2.3.2, a fair reputation protocol is presented and theraitéor achiev-
ing a fair rating is defined.

3. Section 2.3]3 presents an incest removal algorithm gdhbaonline repu-
tation system achieves a fair rating. A necessary and siriticiondition is
given on the graph that represents exchange of informagbomden agents
S0 as to achieve fair ratings.

Related works Collaborative recommendation systems are reviewed amf stu
ied in [4,[147]. In [136], a model of Bayesian social learnisgconsidered in
which agents receive private information about the stateatire and observe ac-
tions of their neighbors in a tree-based network. Anothpetgf misinformation
caused by influential agents (agents who heavily affecoastof other agents
in social networks) is investigated inl[2]. Misinformatiamthe context of this
section is motivated by sensor networks where the term ‘idatst” is used [39].
Data incest also arises in belief propagation (BP) algor#[L98| 213], which are
used in computer vision and error-correcting coding theBByalgorithms require
passing local messages over the graph (Bayesian netwoekchtiteration. For
graphical models with loops, BP algorithms are only apprate due to the over-
counting of local messages [258], which is similar to datzst in social learning.
With the algorithms presented in this section, data incastle mitigated from
Bayesian social learning over non-tree graphs that saisfpological constraint.
The closest work to the current sectionlis [160]. Howevefl860], data incest is
considered in a network where agents exchange their phedieef states—that is,
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no social learning is considered. Simpler versions of thisrmation exchange
process and estimation were investigated in [19, 36, 97].

2.3.1 Information Exchange Graph

Consider an online reputation system comprised of soci@e{1,2,..., 5}
that aim to estimate an underlying state of nature (a randamalle). Letr €
X ={1,2,..., X} represent the state of nature (such as the quality of a hotel)
with known prior distributionr,. Letk = 1,2,3,... represent epochs at which
events occur. These events involve taking observatioreduating beliefs and
choosing actions as described below. The inkewarks the historical order of
events, and not necessarily absolute time. However, foplgiity, we refer tok
as “time”.

To model the information exchange in the social network, Weuse a family
of directed acyclic graphs. It is convenient also to redheecbordinates of time
k and agens to a single integer index as follows:

defn
n —=

s+Sk—-1), se{l,...,8} k=1,2,3,.... (2.10)
We refer ton as a “node” of a time-dependent information flow graphthat we
define below.

Some Graph Theoretic Definitions

Let
Gn= Vo, E,), n=12 ... (2.11)

denote a sequence of time-dependent graphs of informabanifi the social
network until and including timé wheren = s + S(k — 1). Each vertex in/,
represents an agestin the social network at tim&’, and each edgé’,n”) in
E, C 'V, x V, shows that the information (action) of node(agents’ at timek’)
reaches node” (agents” at timek”). It is clear that the communication graph)
is a sub-graph of7,, ;. This means that the diffusion of actions can be modelled
via a family of time-dependent directed acyclic grﬁ)hs

The algorithms below will involve specific columns of the acgncy matrix
and transitive closure matrix of the graph,. The adjacency matrid,, of G,, is

%Directed acyclic graphs are directed graph with no directetes.
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ann x n matrix with elementsi,, (i, j) given by

1, if (vj,v;) € E

A, (i,i) = 0. 2.12
0, otherwise (3,9) ( )

An(iJ) = {

The transitive closure matrik, is then x n matrix
T, =sgn(I, — A,)™ 1) (2.13)
where for any matrix\/, the matrix sgf/) has elements

0, if M(i,7)=0,

Lo (2.14)
1, if M(i,j) #0.

sgn(M)(i, j) = {

Note thatA, (i, 7) = 1 if there is a single-hop path between nodemd ;. In
comparisony,, (i, 7) = 1 if there exists a (possibly multi-hop) path between node
iandj.

The information reaching nodedepends on the information flow gragh,.
The following two sets will be used to specify the incest rgal@lgorithms be-
low:

Hy,={m: A,(m,n) =1}, (2.15)
Fo={m:T,(m,n)=1}. (2.16)

Here, H,, denotes the set of previous nodesthat communicate with node
in a single-hop. In comparisotf,, denotes the set of previous nodeswhose
information eventually arrive at node Thus,F,, contains all possible multi-hop
connections by which information from a nogeeventually reaches node

Note that classical social learning of $ec.2.2.1, is a spease with adjacency
matrix A, (i,j) = 1 for j =i+ 1 andA,(i,j) = 0 elsewhere.

Example 2.1. To illustrate the above notation consider a social netwarkgist-
ing of S = 2 agents with the following information flow graph for thremé points
k =1,2,3. Figure[2.2 depicts the nodes= 1,2, ...,6, wheren = s+ 2(k — 1).
Note that, in this example, each node remembers all its pusvactions as is
apparent from Figuré€ 2]1. The information flow is characted by the family of
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G—E—=

G

Figure 2.2: Example of an information flow network with twoeags 6 = 2),
namely,s € {1,2} and time instantg& = 1,2,3. Circles represent the nodes
indexed byn = s + S(k — 1) in the social network, and each edge depicts a
communication link between two nodes.

directed acyclic graph$G1, Gy, Gs, G4, G5, Gg} with adjacency matrices

0 0 0 01
Alz[o},Azz{O O],A3:001,
00 0f
00 1 1 00111
00 1 1 00111
A4: ,A5:00001
00 0O
000 0 00 0O01
0000 0]

Since nodes 1 and 2 do not communicate, cledrlyand A, are zero matrices.
Nodes 1 and 3 communicate as do nodes 2 and 3, hehckas two ones, etc.

Finally from (2.15%) and[(2.16),
H5:{1727374}7 f5:{1727374}
whereH ; denotes all single-hop links to node 5, whergasienotes all multi-hop

links to node 5.
Note thatA,, is always the upper left x n submatrix ofA4,,.;. Also due
to causality with respect to the time indexthe adjacency matrices are always

upper triangular.

2.3.2 Fair Online Reputation System

The aim is to provide each nodewith an unbiased estimate
™ (i) = P(x = i|{am, m € F,}) (2.17)

n—
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subject to the followingsocial influence constraintThere exists a fusion algo-
rithm A such that
T = AT, m € Hy). (2.18)

We callr?_ in (2.17) thetrue or fair online ratingavailable to node.. Recall
that 7,,, defined in[(2.16), denotes all information (multi-hop Ejlkavailable to
noden. By definition,7_ is incest free since it is the desired conditional proba-
bility that we want.

The procedure summarized in Protdcol 1 aims to evaluate eefautation that
uses social learning over a social network by eliminatiroggt.

If algorithm A is designed so that, (i) satisfies[(2.17), then the computa-

tion (2.20) and Step (v) yield

T}n(l) :P(x:i‘{amam Efn}7yn)7 .
1li) = Pz = i|{amm € Fol,an), ' C (2.22)
which are, respectively, the correct private belief for @adand the correct after-
action public belief.

Discussion of Protocol 1L

(i) Data Incest It is important to note that without careful design of aligfam A,
due to loops in the dependencies of actions on previousragtibe public rat-
ing 7, computed usind (2.19) can be substantially different fromfair online
rating7¥_ of (2.17). As a resulty, computed via[(2.20) will not be the correct
private belief and incest will propagate in the network. they words,,, 7, _,
andr, are defined purely in terms of their computational expressia Proto-
col[I—at this stage, they are not necessarily the desireditimmal probabilities
unless algorithmd is designed to remove incest.

Note that, instead of (2.19), nodecould naively (and incorrectly) assume
that the public beliefsr,,,m € H,, that it received are independent. It would
then fuse these public beliefs as

HmGHn Tm

RET (2.23)

T

This, of course, would result in data incest.
(i) How much does an individual remember?he above protocol has the
flexibility of modelling cases where either each node remensilsome (or all)
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Protocol 1 Incest Removal for Social Learning in Online ReputationtSys
(i) Information from Social Network

1. Recommendation from friendsoden receives past actiof{s,,,, m € H,}
from previous nodes: € H,, in the social network#,, is defined in[(2.15).

2. Automated Recommender Systdfor these past actiong,,,m € H,},
the network administrator has already computed the publiets(r,,, m €
H,,) using Step (v) below.

The automated recommender system fuses public béligfsm € H,,),
into the single recommendation belief_ as

T = A(Tm, m € Hy). (2.19)
The fusion algorithm4 will be designed below.

(if) Observation Noden records private observatiap from distributionB,;, =
P(y|lx =1),1 € X.

(i) Private Belief Noden then useg,, and public beliefr,,_ to update its private
belief via Bayes formula as

By, m,—

, = 2.20
= B (2.20)
(iv) Myopic Action Noden takes action

a, = argmin ¢, 1, (2.21)

and inputs its action to the online reputation system.

(v) Public Belief Update by Network Administrat@ased on action,,, the net-
work administrator (automated algorithm) computes thdipielief 7,, using the
social learning filter (2]3) withP? = 1.
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of its past actions or none of its past actions. This fatdgamodelling cases in
which people forget most of the past except for specific ljdts.

(iii) Automated Recommender SysteBteps (i) and (v) of Protocél 1 can be
combined into an automated recommender system that magsysections of
agents to a single recommendation (ratimg) of (2.19). This recommender
system can operate completely opaquely to the actual usele(r). Noden
simply uses the automated rating_ as the current best available rating from the
reputation system.

(iv) Social Influence. Informational Message vs Social MgasIn Proto-
colld, itis important that each individualdeploys AlgorithmA to fuse the beliefs
{mm,m € H,}; otherwise, incest can propagate. Hé¥g, can be viewed as the
“social message”, i.e., personal friends of nadgnce they directly communicate
to noden, while the associated beliefs can be viewed as the “infaonat mes-
sage”. The social message from personal friends exertgadacial influence—it
provides significant incentive (peer pressure) for indrald, to comply with Pro-
tocol[d, and thereby prevent incest. Indeed, a remarkabtntestudy described
in [35] shows that social messages (votes) from known fadmaks significantly
more influence on an individual than the information in thessages themselves.
This study includes comparison of information messagessan@l messages on
Facebook and their direct effect on voting behavior. To qU8§],

“The effect of social transmission on real-world voting wgreater
than the direct effect of the messages themselves...”

(v) Agent ReputatianThe cost function minimization in Step (iv) can be in
terpreted in terms of the reputation of agents in online tagpn systems. If an
agent continues to write bad reviews for high quality restats on Yelp, his rep-
utation declines among the users. Consequently, othelgappre reviews of
that (low-reputation) agent in evaluating their opiniomabthe social unit under
study (restaurant). Therefore, agents minimize the pgdlitvriting inaccurate
reviews (or equivalently increase their reputations) byashing proper actions.

(vi) Think and act Steps (ii), (iii), (iv), and (v) of Protocdll1 constituteast-
dard social learning as describedih2.1. The key difference with standard social
learning is Step (i) that is performed by the network adntiater. Agents receive
public beliefs from the social network with arbitrary ramidelays. These delays
reflect the time an agent takes between reading the publeljahle reputation
and making its decision. It is typical behavior of peopledad published ratings
multiple times and then think for an arbitrary amount of tinefore acting.
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2.3.3 Incest Removal Algorithm in Online Reputation System

Below we design algorithmi in Protocol1 so that it yields the fair public rating

70 of 2.17).

Fair Rating Algorithm

It is convenient to work with the logarithm of the un-nornza beligfd. Accord-
ingly, define

(i) < logm, (i), 1,—(i) xlogm,_(i), ieX. (2.24)

The following theorem shows that the logarithm of the fatima.7®_ defined
in (2.117) can be obtained as linear weighted combinatiorheflbgarithms of
previous public beliefs.

Theorem 2.3.1(Fair Rating Algorithm) Consider the online reputation system
running Protocol 1. Suppose the following algorith4tl,,,, m € H,,) is imple-
mented in[(2.119) of Protocbl 1 by the network administrator:

(i) = w), l_1(i), where w, =T, " t,. (2.25)

Then/, (i) o< log7%_(i). Thatis, algorithm4 computes the fair ratintpg 7°_ (7)
defined in[(Z.117).

In (2.25),w, is ann — 1 dimensional weight vector. Recall thigt denotes the
firstn — 1 elements of theth column of transitive closure matrik,.

Theoreni2.3]1 says that the fair ratinf) can be expressed as a linear func-
tion of the action log-likelihoods in terms of the transiti|osure matrix;, of the
information flow graph,,. This is intuitive sincer’ _ can be viewed as the sum
of information collected by the nodes such that there arespaetween all these
nodes anch.

10The un-normalized belief proportional to, (i) is the numerator of the social learning fil-
ter (Z.3). The corresponding un-normalized fair ratingesponding tar® (i) is the joint distri-
butionP(z = ¢, {a,,, m € F,}). By taking logarithm of the un-normalized belief, Bayesifiora
merely becomes the sum of the log likelihood and log prioisBfiows us to devise a data incest
removal algorithm based on linear combinations of the Idgfse
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Achievability of Fair Rating by Protocol [

We are not quite done!

¢ On the one hand, algorithmt at noden specified by[(2.19) has access only
to beliefsi,,,m € H,—equivalently, it has access only to beliefs from
previous nodes specified by, (:,n), which denotes the last column of the
adjacency matrixd,,.

e On the other hand, to provide incest free estimates, algorid specified
in (2.28) requires all previous belieffs, (i) that are specified by the non-
zero elements of the vectar,.

The only way to reconcile the above points is to ensure th&g, n) = 0 implies
w,(j) =0forj =1,...,n— 1. This condition means that the single hop past es-
timatesl,,, m € H,,, available at node according to[(2.19) in Protocbl 1 provide
all the information that is required to computé /,.,_; in (2.28). This is essen-
tially a condition on the information flow grapH,,. We formalize this condition

in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.3.2(Achievability of Fair Rating) Consider the fair rating algorithm
specified by((2.25). For Protocbl 1 with available infornwati(r,,, m € H,), to
achieve the estimatés_ of algorithm [2.25), a necessary and sufficient condition
on the information flow graphy,, is

An(Gin) =0 = wu(j) = 0. (2.26)

Therefore, for Protocdlll to generate incest free estimfdesodesn = 1,2, . . .,
condition [2.26) needs to hold for eagh (Recallw,, is specified in[{2.25).)

Note that the constraint (2.26) is purely in terms of the egljgy matrixA,,
since the transitive closure matrix (2113) is a function lué fidjacency matrix.
Therefore, Algorithm[(2.25), together with conditidn (@)2ensures that incest
free estimates are generated by Protocol 1.

Example 2.2. Let us continue with Example 2.1, where we already specified t
adjacency matrices of the graplis,, G, G5, G4, and G5. Using [Z.I8), the
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transitive closure matrice$, obtained from the adjacency matrices are given by:

Lo 101
le[l],T2:{0 1},1}):011,
001
1011 10111
01 11 01111
T) = T5=10 010 1
0010
00 0 1 00011
00001

Note that7,, (i, ) is non-zero only foi > j due to causality—information sent
by an agent can only arrive at another agent at a later timeans The weight
vectors are then obtained from (2125) as

wgz[O},,
wy=[1 1],
wy=1[1 1 0],

wy=[-1 -1 1 1]".

Let us examine these weight vectors,; means that node does not use the
estimate from nodeé. This formula is consistent with the constrained inforrmati
flow because estimate from nodlés not available to node; see Figure 2.R.
ws means that nodé uses estimates from nodeand 2. w, means that nodé
uses estimates only from notl@and node2 since the estimate from nodas not
available at nodet. As shown in Figuré 212, the mis-information propagation
occurs at nodé. The vectorw; says that nodé adds estimates from nodgsind

4 and removes estimates from nodeand 2 to avoid double counting of these
estimates that are already integrated into estimates fraher3 and 4. Indeed,
using the algorithm(2.25), incest is completely preveintetiis example.

Let us now illustrate an example in which exact incest rerhisvianpossible.
Consider the information flow graph of Figure 2.2, but witke ttdge between
nodes2 and 5 deleted. ThenA;(2,5) = 0, while w;(2) # 0; therefore, the
condition [2.26) does not hold. Hence, exact incest rem@vabt possible for
this case.

2.3.4 Summary

In this section, we have outlined a controlled sensing @mbbver a social net-
work in which the administrator controls (removes) data@sicand thereby main-
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tains an unbiased (fair) online reputation system. Thessthhature could be
geographical coordinates of an event (in a target locatimairoblem) or quality
of a social unit (in an online reputation system). As disedsgbove, data incest
arises due to the recursive nature of Bayesian estimatidman-determinism in
the timing of the sensing by individuals. Details of proastensions and further
numerical studies are presented.in [113,/160].

How useful are Bayesian social learning models? Humans aftskemono-
tonedecisions - the more favorable the private observationhitjeer the recom-
mendation. In addition, humans typically convert numérataributes to ordinal
scales before making a decision. For example, it does notraakifference if
the cost of a meal at a restaurant is $200 or $205; an individoald classify
this cost as “high”. Also credit rating agencies use ordayahbols such as AAA,
AA, A. Itis shown in [154] that if the cost(z, a) satisfies a single crossing con-
ditiorf:] and the observation likelihoods satisfy a totally posittemdition, then
the recommendatiom, made by node is monotone increasing in its observation
y, and ordinal. In this sense, even if an agent does not exalbnf a Bayesian
social learning model, its monotone ordinal behavior impthat such a model is
a useful idealization.

2.4 Interactive Sensing for Quickest Change Detec-
tion

In this section, we consider interacting social sensorgercontext of detecting a
change in the underlying state of nature. Suppose a mudtiagystem performs
social learning and makes local decisions as describgd.th Given the public
beliefs from the social learning protocol, how can quickdsinge detection be
achieved? In other words, how can a global decision makathedecal decisions
from individual agents to decide when a change has occuiteg3hown below
that making a global decision (change or no change) basedcahdecisions of
individual agents has an unusual structure resulting innragomvex stopping set.
A typical application of such social sensors arises in thasugeement of the
adoption of a new product using a micro-blogging platforike liTwitter. The
adoption of the technology diffuses through the market tsueffects can only
be observed through the tweets of select individuals of theufation. These

The single crossing condition can be viewed as an ordinatmgdimation of supermodularity
[1Q]. Supermodularity is a sufficient condition for a singtessing condition to hold.
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selected individuals act as sensors for estimating thasigh. They interact and
learn from the decisions (tweeted sentiments) of other neesnénd, therefore,
perform social learning. Suppose the state of nature sigldbanges due to a
sudden market shock or presence of a new competitor. Thefgioal market

analyst or product manufacturer is to detect this changeiaklg as possible by
minimizing a cost function that involves the sum of the fedé®rm and decision
delay.

Related works The papers [183, 184] model diffusion in networks over a ran-
dom graph with arbitrary degree distribution. The resgltitiffusion is approxi-
mated using deterministic dynamics via a mean-field apprda@]. In the semi-
nal paperl[75], a sensing system for complex social system®sented with data
collected from cell phones. This data is used to recognizeakpatterns, iden-
tify socially significant locations, and infer relationphi In [222], people using
a microblogging service such as Twitter are considered@sose. A particle fil-
tering algorithm is then used to estimate the centre of gaekes and trajectories
of typhoons. As pointed out in [222], an important charasti&r of microblog-
ging services such as Twitter is that they provide real-em@sing—Twitter users
tweet several times a day, whereas standard blog userseuipdiatmation once
every several days.

Apart from the above applications in real-time sensingngeadetection in
social learning also arises in mathematical finance mo#elsexample, in agent
based models for the microstructure of asset prices in higguency trading in
financial systems [21], the state denotes the underlyingt aatue that changes at
arandomtime®. Agents observe local individual decisions of previoussageia
an order book, combine these observed decisions with tbh&y private signals
about the asset, selfishly optimize their expected locéties, and then make
their own individual decisions (whether to buy, sell or ddmiog). The market
evolves through the orders of trading agents. Given thisrdodok information,
the goal of the market maker (global decision maker) is toes@guickest change
point detection of when a shock occurs to the value of thet §ES€].

2.4.1 Classical Quickest Detection

The classical Bayesian quickest time detection problem][&las follows: An
underlying discrete-time state procesgump-changes at a geometrically dis-
tributed random time". Consider a sequence of discrete time random measure-
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ments{y,, £ > 1} such that, conditioned on the event = ¢}, y;, k < t, are in-
dependent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) randomaiales with distribution3;
andyy, k > t, are i.i.d. random variables with distributi@®y. The quickest detec-
tion problem involves detecting the change tinfewith minimal cost. That is, at
eachtime: = 1,2, ..., adecision, € {1 (stop and announce changejcontinue}
needs to be made to optimize a tradeoff between false ala@guéncy and linear
delay penalty.

To formalize this setup, let

1 0
P= 2.27

L e P22} (2.27)
denote the transition matrix of a two state Markov chaim which state 1 is
absorbing. Then, it is easily seen that the geometricafiyriduted change time
70 is equivalent to the time at which the Markov chain entertestaThat is,

7" =min{k : 2, = 1}, and E{7°} = 1/(1 — Py).

Let 7 be the time at which the decisian = 1 (announce change) is made. The
goal of quickest time detection is to minimize the KolmogetShiryaev criterion
for detection of a disorder [231]:

Ju(mo) = dEE {(T—7°)T} + fPE (7 < 7°). (2.28)

Here,x™ = z if > 0, and0 otherwise. The non-negative constatnd f de-
note the delay and false alarm penalties, respectivelyeftwe, waiting too long
to announce a change incurs a delay penalty each time instant after the sys-
tem has changed, while declaring a change before it happeussia false alarm
penalty f. In (2.28), . denotes the strategy of the decision makef, andEX
are the probability measure and expectation of the evaludidhe observations
and Markov state which are strategy dependent. Finallydenotes the initial
distribution of the Markov chain.

In classical quickest detection, the decision pojicig a function of the two-
dimensional belief state (posterior probability mass fiom) (i) = Pz, =
Yty Yy Uty -y Uug—1), © = 1,2, with m(1) + m,(2) = 1. It thus suffices
to consider one element, say/(2), of this probability mass function. Classi-
cal quickest change detection (see for exaniple![214]) detgste policyu* (),
which optimizes[(2.28), has the following threshold stanet There exists a
threshold pointr* € [0, 1] such that

2, (continue ifr,(2) > 7*,
M*(m:{ ( ) m(2) >

: (2.29)
1, (announce change) if.(2) < 7*.
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2.4.2 Multi-agent Quickest Detection Problem

With the above classical formulation in mind, consider nbe following multi-
agent quickest change detection problem: Suppose thattaageht system per-
forms social learning to estimate an underlying state atingrto the social learn-
ing protocol of§2.2.1. That is, each agent acts once in a predeterminedraéjue
order indexed byt = 1,2,... (Equivalently, as pointed out in the discussion
in §2.2.1, a finite number of agents act repeatedly in some diredkorder and
each agent chooses its local decision using the currenicthddlef.) Given these
local decisions (or equivalently the public belief), theagof the global decision
maker is to minimize the quickest detection objectlve (p.ZBhe problem now
is a non-trivial generalization of classical quickest ddten. The posteriorr is
now the public belief given by the social learning filter (PirSstead of a standard
Bayesian filter. There is now interaction between the local global decision
makers. The local decisiof), from the social learning protocol determines the
public belief stater, via the social learning filtef (2.3), which determines the
global decision (stop or continue), which determines tlcalldecision at the next
time instant, and so on.

The global decision maker’s poligy* : = — {1, 2} that optimizes the quick-
est detection objectivé (2.28) and the cdgt(r,) of this optimal policy are the
solution of “Bellman’s dynamic programming equation”:

p*(m) = argmin {fﬂ'(2), d(1 —m(2)) + Z V(T(m,a))o(m, a)} ,

acA

2.30
V(m) = min {fﬂ‘(2), d(1—=m(2)) + Z V(T(r,a))o(m, a)} , (2.30)

acA
JH* (7‘1’0) = V(ﬂ'o).

Here,T'(7,a) ando(m, a) are given by the social learning filtér (2.3)—recall that
a denotes the local decisiort/ () is called the “value function”—it is the cost
incurred by the optimal policy when the initial belief stépeior) is 7. The above
problem is more complex than a standard partially observak® decision pro-
cess (POMDP) since the belief state upd@ate, a) now involves the social learn-
ing filter instead of the standard hidden Markov model filtém. particular, as
we will illustrate in the numerical example below, unlike ROMDPSs,V () is

no longer concave. Also the optimal poligy(7) has a very different structure
compared to the classical quickest detection.
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Example 2.3.We now illustrate the unusual multi-threshold propertynaf ¢lobal
decision maker’s optimal policy* () in multi-agent quickest detection with so-
cial learning.

Consider the social learning model §2.2.1 with the following parameters:
The underlying state is a 2-state Markov chaiwith state spac& = {1, 2} and
transition probability matrix

10
b= {0.05 0.95}

Therefore, the change timé (i.e., the time the Markov chain jumps from state 2

into absorbing state 1) is geometrically distributed wit§°} = 1/0.05 = 20.
Social Learning Parametergndividual agents observe the Markov chain

in noise with the observation symbol §ét= {1,2}. Suppose the observation

likelihood matrix with elementB;, = P(y, = y|zx = 1) iS

0.9 0.1
b= {0.1 0.9} '

Agents can choose their local actionsfrom the action setd = {1,2}. The
state-dependent cost matrix of these actions is

. . 4.57 5.57

c=(c(i,a),i€ X,ae A) = [2.57 0 }

Agents perform social learning with the above parametefse ifitervals|0, 77|
and 3, 1] in Figure[2.3a are regions where the optimal local actionkeia by
agents are independent of their observations. k@) < [r}, 1], the optimal
local action is 2 and, forr(2) € [0,n7], the optimal local action is 1. There-
fore, individual agents herd for belief states in theservaés (see the definition
in §2.2.3) and the local actions do not yield any information atbihhve underly-
ing state. Moreover, the intervald, ;] depicts a region where all agents hetd
(again see the definition if2.2.3), meaning that once the belief state is in this
region, it remains so indefinitely and all agents choose #raeslocal action 1.
Global Decision Making Based on the local actions of the agents perform-
ing social learning, the global decision maker needs to grenfquickest change

2Note that even if the agerit herds so that its action;, provides no information about its
private observation, the public belief still evolves according to the predictqr.; = P'mg.
Therefore, an information cascade does not occur in thisipla



2.4. INTERACTIVE SENSING FOR QUICKEST CHANGE DETECTIOM1

0 ]
® <
e = 02 g

0 0.1 0.2 03 0.4 05 0.6 0.7 0. 0.9 1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 08 09 1

7 (2) ™(2)
(a) Optimal global decision policy (b) Value function for global decision
w* () policy

Figure 2.3: Optimal global decision policy for social leignbased quickest time
change detection for geometric distributed change time. gdrameters are spec-
ified in §2.3. The optimal policy.*(7) € {1 (announce change} (continue)}

is characterized by a triple threshold—that is, it switcliem 1 to 2 three times
as the posteriof(2) increases. As explained in the text, fof2) € [0, 7}], all
agents herd, while for(2) € [r3, 1] individual agents herd.

detection. The global decision maker uses the delay pedaltyl.05 and false
alarm penaltyf = 3 in the objective function (2.28). The optimal poljcy(7) of
the global decision maker where= [1 — 7(2),w(2)]" is plotted versusr(2) in
Figure[2.3a. Noter(2) = 1 means that no change has occurred with certainty,
while(2) = 0 means a change has occurred with certainty. The pelicy ) was
computed by constructing a uniform grid of 1000 pointsi#@2) < [0, 1] and then
implementing the dynamic programming equation (2.30) vixed point value
iteration algorithm for 200 iterations. The horizontal axi(2) is the posterior
probability of no change. The vertical axis denotes therogltidecision:u = 1
denotes stop and declare change, while: 2 denotes continue.

The most remarkable feature of Figurel2.3a is the multighedd behavior
of the global decision maker’s optimal poligy (7). Recall7(2) depicts the
posterior probability of no change. Consider the region vehe*(7) = 2 and
sandwiched between two regions wherér) = 1. Then, asr(2) (posterior
probability of no change) increases, the optimal policytshes fromy*(7) = 2
to u*(m) = 1. In other words, the optimal global decision policy “chasgiés
mind”"—it switches from no change to change as the postenobability of a
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change decreases! Thus, the global decision (stop or caslils a non-monotone
function of the posterior probability obtained from locaasions.

Figure[2.3b shows the associated value function obtainadstachastic dy-
namic programming{2.30). Recall that the value functiofr) is the cost in-
curred by the optimal policy with initial belief state Unlike standard sequential
detection problems, in which the value function is concéwe figure shows that
the value function is non-concave and discontinuous. Tarsanme, Figurd 2.3
shows that social learning based quickest detection resalfundamentally dif-
ferent decision policies compared to classical quickesetdetection (which has
a single threshold). Thus, making global decisions (stopamtinue) based on
local decisions (from social learning) is non-trivial. 11%4], a detailed analysis
of the problem is given together with the characterizatibthes multi-threshold
behavior. More general phase-distributed change timesfarther considered
in [154].

2.5 Closing Remarks

In this chapter, we used social learning as a model for inteasensing with
social sensors. We summarize here some extensions of tia¢ Isacning frame-
work that are relevant to interactive sensing.

Wisdom of Crowds Surowiecki’s book([238] is an excellent popular piece that
explains the wisdom-of-crowds hypothesis. The wisdonarofwvds hypothesis
predicts that the independent judgments of a crowd of iddi&is (as measured
by any form of central tendency) will be relatively accuradgen when most of
the individuals in the crowd are ignorant and error pronee Bbbok also studies
situations (such as rational bubbles) in which crowds atewser than individu-
als.

Collect enough people on a street corner staring at the shgl, ev-
eryone who walks past will look up.

Such herding behavior is typical in social learning.

In which order should agents act? In the social learning protocol, we assumed
that the agents act sequentially in a pre-defined order. Mewen many social
networking applications, it is important to optimize theder in which agents
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act. For example, consider an online review site where iddal reviewers with
different reputations make their reviews publicly avaiéabf a reviewer with high
reputation publishes its review first, this review will umglaffect the decision of a
reviewer with lower reputation. In other words, if the mosh®r agent “speaks”
first, it will unduly affect the decisions of more junior aden This could lead
to an increase in bias of the underlying state estitBat®n the other hand, if
the most junior agent is polled first, since its varianceligdaseveral agents will
need to be polled in order to reduce the variance. We refenetider to[[207] for
an interesting description of who should speak first in aipLdﬂbat@. It turns
out that, for two agents, the seniority rule is always optifoeany prior—that is,
the senior agent speaks first followed by the junior aget]2@7] for the proof.
However, for more than two agents, the optimal order depend¥e prior and
the observations in general.

Global Games for Coordinating Sensing Inthe classical Bayesian social learn-
ing model of§2.2, agents act sequentially in time. The global games ntbdél
has been studied in economics during the last two decadasidess multiple
agents that act simultaneously by predicting the behaviatiter agents. The
theory of global games was first introducediin/[45] as a tootédining equilibria

in economic game theory; see [192] for an excellent expmsitilobal games are
an ideal method for decentralized coordination amongsttagd hey have been
used to model speculative currency attacks and regime ehargpcial systems;
seel[12, 138, 192].

The most widely studied form of a global game is a one-shoeBay game
which proceeds as follows: Consider a continuum of agentgich each agent
i obtains noisy measurementsof an underlying state of nature Assume all
agents have the same observation likelihood dengigyz); however, the indi-
vidual measurements obtained by agents are statisticapendent of those ob-
tained by other agents. Based on its observagigoreach agent takes an action
a' € {1,2} to optimize its expected utilitfi{U (a*, )|y'}, wherea € [0, 1] de-

13To quote a recent paper from Haas School of Business, U.®ReRsr[11]: “In 94% of cases,
groups (of people) used the first answer provided as thelirdimawer... Groups tended to commit
to the first answer provided by any group member.” People ddtiminant personalities tend to
speak first and most forcefully “even when they actually leckpetence”.

Y¥As described in[[207], seniority is considered in the rulesebate and voting in the U.S.
Supreme Court. “In the past, a vote was taken after the nquatste to the Court spoke. With
the justices voting in order of ascending seniority largiélwas said, to avoid the pressure from
long-term members of the Court on their junior colleagues.”



44 CHAPTER 2. SOCIAL LEARNING APPROACH

notes the fraction of all agents that take action 2. Typycdle utility U(1, «) is
set to zero.

For example, suppose(state of nature) denotes the quality of a social group
andy’ denotes the measurement of this quality by agenthe actiona® = 1
means that agerntdecides not to join the social group, while = 2 means that
agent; joins the group. The utility functio®/(a* = 2, «) for joining the social
group depends on, whereq« is the fraction of people that decide to join the
group. In [138], the utility function is chosen as follow$:.dl ~ 1, i.e., too many
people join the group, then the utility to each agent is ssiatte the group is too
congested and agents do not receive sufficient individuaicge On the other
hand, ifa ~ 0, i.e., too few people join the group, then the utility is atsoall
since there is not enough social interaction.

Since each agent is rational, it uses its observagioto predictc, i.e., the
fraction of other agents that choose action 2. The main oureit then: What is
the optimal strategy for each agenb maximize its expected utility?

It has been shown that, for a variety of measurement noiseslmddbser-
vation likelihoodsp(y|z)) and utility functionslU, the symmetric Bayesian Nash
equilibrium of the global game is unique and has a threshtolattsire in the ob-
servation. This means that, given its observaijqrit is optimal for each agenit
to choose its actions as follows:

g b M=y (2.31)
2, ify*>y*

where the thresholg* depends on the prior, noise distribution, and utility func-
tion.

In the above example of joining a social group, this resulansethat, if agent
i receives a measuremeyitof the quality of the group angl exceeds a thresh-
old y*, then it should join. This is yet another example of simplealdoehavior
(act according to a threshold strategy) resulting in glcdmghisticated behavior
(Bayesian Nash equilibrium). As can be seen, global gan®sd® a decentral-
ized way of achieving coordination amongst social senstrd12], the above
one-shot Bayesian game is generalized to a dynamic (rmatie$ game operat-
ing over a possibly infinite horizon. Such games facilitatalelling the dynamics
of how people join, interact, and leave social groups.

The papers[151, 152] use global games to model networksisbsgand cog-
nitive radios. In[[138], it has been shown that the abovesthot structurd (2.31)
for the Bayesian Nash equilibrium breaks down if the utifityctionU (2, «) de-
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creases too rapidly due to congestion. The equilibriunctire becomes much
more complex and can be described by the following quot4fid8]:

“Nobody goes there anymore. It's too crowdedYogi Berra



Chapter 3

Tracking Degree Distribution in
Dynamic Social Networks

3.1 Introduction

Social networks can be viewed as complex sensors that @raviokmation about
interacting individuals and an underlying state of naturén this chapter, we
consider a dynamic social network where at each time instamtode can join or
leave the network. The probabilities of joining or leavinglke according to the
realization of a finite state Markov chain that represengsstiate of nature. This
chapter presents two results. First, motivated by socialaor applications, the
asymptotic behavior of the degree distribution of the Markwodulated random
graph is analyzed. Second, using noisy observations ofshad@nectivity, a
“social sensdris designed for tracking the underlying state of nature asalves
over time.

3.1.1 Motivation

Why analyze the degree distribution? The degree distribution yields useful
information about the connectivity of the random graph [80,1203]. The de-
gree distribution can further be used to investigate thiusliin of information
or disease through social networks [184,1249]. The exigt&ia “giant com-

1For example, real-time event detection from Twitter posisvestigated in [222] or the early
detection of contagious outbreaks via social networksauidistl in [60].
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ponent@ in complex networks can be studied using the degree disivibuThe
size and existence of a giant component has important iatpits in social net-
works in terms of modeling information propagation and agref human dis-
easel[86, 202, 204]. The degree distribution is also useddtyze the Search-
ability” of a network. The $Searchi problem arises when a specific node in a
network faces a problem (request) whose solution is at atbde, namely, des-
tination (e.g., delivering a letter to a specific person, ndifig a web page with
specific information) [B, 249]. The searchability of a sbciatwork [249] is the
average number of nodes that need to be accessed to readksthmation. De-
gree distribution is also used to investigate the robustaesl vulnerability of a
network in terms of the network response to attacks on itegsodlinks[[43], 128].
The papers [252, 253] further use degree-dependent taotsfssification of so-
cial networks.

Social sensors for tracking a Markovian target: Tracking a time-varying
parameter that evolves according to a finite-state Markawnchas several appli-
cations in target trackin@ [87], change detection [30], trmuser detection in wire-
less systems [259], and economics [164]. In this chaptecamsider a dynamic
social network where the interactions between nodes ewleetime according
to a Markov process that undergoes infrequent jumps (the sftaature). An ex-
ample of such social networks is the friendship network agrresidents of a city,
where the dynamics of the network change in the event of & lesfival. (Fur-
ther examples are provided in Chagter 4.) In this chapteintweduce Markov-
modulated random graphs to mimic social networks wherentieedactions among
nodes evolve over time due to the underlying dynamics (stateature). These
social networks can be used asacial sensoffor tracking the underlying state
of nature. That is, using noisy measurements of the degsgghdition of the
network, the jumps in the underlying state of nature can deked.

3.1.2 Main Results

Markov-modulated random graphs are introduced3tP. We then provide a
degree distribution analysis for such graphi#a3 that allows us to determine the
relation between the structure of the network (in terms ahextivity) and the un-
derlying state of nature. Indeed, it will be showrf13 that there exists a unique

2A giant component is a connected component with §ize), wheren is the total number
of vertices in the graph. If the average degree of a randophggastrictly greater than one, then
there exists a unique giant component with probability @&1,[and the size of this component
can be computed from the expected degree sequence.
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Figure 3.1: Tracking the underlying state of nature usingakdv-modulated
random graph as a social sensor.

stationary degree distribution for the Markov-modulateapdy for each state of
the underlying Markov chain. It thus suffices to estimatedbgree distribution
in order to track the underlying state of nature. Next, alsigtic approximation
algorithm is proposed to track the empirical degree distrdm of the Markov-

modulated random graph. In particular, we address thewollg two questions

in §3.5:

e How can a social sensor estimate (track) the empirical degfestribu-
tion using a stochastic approximation algorithm with no wihedge of the
Markovian dynamics?

e How accurate are the estimates generated by the stochggtio=aimation
algorithm when the random graph evolves according to thelidafon-
deletion model with Markovian switching?

By tracking the degree distribution of a Markov-modulataddom graph, we
can design a social sensor to track the underlying statetafenasing the noisy
measurements of nodes’ connectivity; see Figure 3.1.

3.1.3 Related Works

For the background and fundamentals on social and econ@Morks, we refer
to [132]. The reader is also referred to [167] for a comprshendevelopment
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of stochastic approximation algorithms. Adaptive aldans and stochastic ap-
proximations are used in a wide range of applications sudystem identifica-

tion, control theory, adaptive filtering, state estimatiand wireless communica-
tions [188/ 196, 69]. Tracking capability of regime switehistochastic approx-
imation algorithms is further investigated in [260] in teyrof the mean square
error. Different applications of social sensors in detatind estimation are in-
vestigated in[[222, 60,/ 7]. The differences between soeiasars, social sensing,
and pervasive sensors along with challenges and open areasial sensors are
further presented in [221].

Here, the related literature on dynamic social networksisewved briefly.
The book [74] provides a detailed exposition of random gsapfihe dynam-
ics of random graphs are investigated in the mathematastiire, for example,
see|[61] 84, 178] and the reference therein! In[211], a dafin model is pro-
posed where at each time step a new node joins the network evowthe dy-
namics of this model do not evolve over time. [Inl[61], it is wimathat the degree
distribution of such networks satisfiepawer law In random graphs which sat-
isfy the power law, the number of nodes with an specific degeggends on a
parameter called “power law exponerit” [133, 250]. A gerizeal Markov graph
model for dynamic social networks along with its applicatia social network
synthesis and classification is also presented in/ [253].

Experimental Studies:

1) Degree distribution analysisThe degree distribution analysis of real-world
networks has attracted much attentions recently, [6, 6410%,[204| 201, 148].
A large network dataset collection can be found.in [174],chhincludes datasets
from social networks, web graphs, road networks, intereéwarks, citation net-
works, collaboration networks, and communication networkhe paper [201]
investigates the structure of scientific collaborationnmeks in terms of degree
distribution, existence of giant component, and the avedmgree of separation.
In the scientific collaboration networks, two scientists eaonnected if they have
co-authored a paper. Another example is the degree distnbaf the affiliation
network of actors.

2) Social Networks as Social Sensovéith a large number of rational agents,
social networks can be viewed as social sensors for extgastformation about
the world or people. For example, the paper [222] presentsialssensor (based
on Twitter) for real-time event detection of earthquakedapan, namely, the tar-
get event. They perform semantic analysis on tweets (whielrelated to the
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target event) in order to detect the occurrence and theidwcef the target event
(earthquake). Another example is the use of the social mkta® a sensor for
early detection of contagious outbreaks! [60]. Using thetfaat central individu-
als in a social network are likely to be infected sooner thieis, a social sensor
is designed for the early detection of contagious outbr&ak€0]. The perfor-
mance of this social sensor was verified during a flu outbréélaavard College
in 2009—the experimental studies showed that this socre@@eprovides a sig-
nificant additional time to react to epidemics in the society

3.2 Markov-Modulated Random Graphs

To mimic dynamic social networks, we consider Markov-madiedl random graphs
of the duplication-deletion type. Let= 0, 1,2, ... denote discrete time. Denote
by 6,, a discrete-time Markov chain with state space

M={1,2.. M}, (3.2)
evolving according to thé/ x M transition probability matrix
AP =T+ pQ, (3.2)

and initial probability distributionry. Here,I is anM x M identity matrix,p is a
small positive real number, ar@d is an irreducible generator of a continues-time
Markov chain satisfying

¢; >0, for i#j, and Q1 =0 (3.3)

where1 and 0 represent column vectors of ones and zeros, respectivdig T
transition probability matrixA” is therefore close to identity matrix. Here and
henceforth, we refer to such a Markov chéjnas a “slow” Markov chain.

A Markov-modulated duplication-deletion random graphasgmeterized by
the 7-tuple(M, A? 7, 1, p, q, Go). Here,p andq are M -dimensional vectors with
element(i) andq(i) € [0,1],7 = 1,..., M, wherep(i) denotes the connection
probability, andg(i) denotes the deletion probability. Alsp,< [0, 1] denotes
the probability of duplication step, ar@, denotes the initial graph at tinte In
generalG, can be any finite simple connected graph. For simplicity, 8sime
thatG, is a simple connected graph with sixg.

The duplication-deletion random grﬁjb constructed via Algorithrin] 2.

3For convenience in the analysis, assume that a node gemérates duplication step cannot
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Algorithm 2 Markov-modulated Duplication-deletion Graph parametsdi by
(M, AP 79,7, p,q, Go)

At time n, given the grapltr,, and Markov chain staté,, simulate the following
events:

Step 1: Duplication step With probabilityr implement the following steps:

e Choose node from graphd,, randomly with uniform distribution.
e \ertex-duplicationGenerate a new node
e Edge-duplication

— Connect node: to nodev. (A new edge between andv is added to
the graph.)

— Connect each neighbor of nodewith probability p(6,,) to nodeuw.
These connection events are statistically independent.

Step 2: Deletion Step With probability¢(¢,,) implement the following steps:

e Edge-deletion Choose nodev randomly fromG,, with uniform distribu-
tion. Delete nodev along with the connected edges in gragh

e Duplication StepImplement Step 1.

Step 3 Denote the resulting graph lay,, ;.

Generatd,, ., (Markov chain) using transition matrix”.

Step 4: Network Manager’s Diagnostics The network manager computes the
estimates of the expected degree distribution.

Setn — n + 1 and go to Step 1.
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The Markov-modulated random graph generated by Algorithmirdics so-
cial networks where the interactions between nodes evolee time due to the
underlying dynamics (state of nature) such as seasonatizans (e.g., the high
school friendship social network evolving over time witlffelient winter/summer
dynamics). In such cases, the connection/deletion prbotedp, ¢ depend on the
state of nature and evolve with time. Algoritiiin 2 models ¢hise variations as
a finite state Markov chaif, with transition matrixA”.

Discussion:

The connection/deletion probabilitigsg can be determined by the solution of
a utility maximization problem. Let/’*™ : [0,1] x M — R denote a utility
function that gives payoff to an individual who considergxpand his neighbors
in “Edge-duplication step” of Algorithrhl2 as a function @f, ¢). Similarly, let
Uleave - 10,1] x M — R denote a utility function that pays off to an individ-
ual who considers to leave the network in “Deletion step” ¢dakithm[2 as a
function of (¢, #). With the above utility functions, the probabilities of cwac-
tion/deletion when the state of naturefigan be viewed as the solutions of the
following maximization problems:

p(0) = argmax { U™ (p,6) }
p

q(0) = argmax {U"***(¢,0)} .

q

(3.4)

These utility functions can be interpreted in terms of mub@mefits and privacy
concerns. One example could B&™(p, ) = b (p, §) — v, whereb*"(p, 0) is
the benefit one obtains by expanding his network with prditgabhi when the un-
derlying state of nature & andv is the cost incurred by sacrificing his “privacy”.
In this example, when an individual decides to leave the agwthe utility he
obtains will bel/'*®¢(q, ) = b'°*>°(q, v) — c(6), whereb'*®°(q, v) is the benefit he
earns by preserving privacy an@) is the benefit he loses by leaving the network
when the underlying state of naturejis

be eliminated in the deletion step immediately after itsegation—that is, the new node, which

is generated in the vertex-duplication step of Step 2, resmanchanged in Step 3. Also, the

nodes whose degrees are changed in the edge-deletion [@#emB, remain unchanged in the

duplication part of Step 3 at that time instant. To prevestiolated nodes, assume that the
neighbor of a node with degree one cannot be eliminated idetegion step. The duplication step

in Step 2 ensures that the graph size does not decrease.
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3.3 Degree Distribution Analysis of
Markov-modulated Random Graphs

This section presents degree distribution analysis dixled size Markov-modulated
duplication-deletion random grapbenerated according to Algorithnh 2. As we
will show shortly, the expected degree distribution of sacraph depends on
the underlying dynamics of the model that follow the stateatiure. Therefore,
the expected degree distribution of the graph generatedearsed to track the
state of nature. Therefore, the entire social network faarescial sensor. Before
proceeding, let us introduce some notation.

Notation. At each timen, let N, denote the number of nodes of gragh.
Also, let f,,(i) denote the number of vertices of graph with degreei. Clearly,
> i1 fn(i) = N,,. Define the “empirical vertex degree distribution” as

_ fuld)
=

Gn (1) forl1 <i<N,. (3.5)
Note thatg, (i) can be viewed as a probability mass function singe) > 0 and

> 9n(i) = 1. Letg, = E{g,} denote the “expected vertex degree distribution,”
whereg, is the empirical degree distribution defined[in {3.5).

Consider the sequence of finite duplication-deletion ramdpaphs{G,},
generated by Algorithrh]2 with = 0. Clearly, the number of vertices in the
graph satisfiesv,, = N, forn = 1,2,..., i.e., size of the graph is fixed. The
following assumption characterizes the Markovian dynanatthe state of the
nature.

Assumption 3.1. The slow Markov chaid,, evolves according to the transition
matrix A? = I + pQ, wherep is a small positive real number ar@@d = [¢;;] is an
irreducibled generator matrix satisfying

M
gi; >0, if i#j, and Y g; =0, Vi.

i=1

The initial distributionr is further independent of.

4The irreducibility assumption implies that there existsmique stationary distribution €
RM*1 for this Markov chain such that' = 7/ A”.
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Theoren 3.3]1 below asserts that the expected degredoditsin of the fixed
size Markov-modulated duplication-deletion random graptisfies a recursive
equation. Using this recursive equation, one can solvehfereixpected degree
distribution.

Theorem 3.3.1.Consider the fixed size Markov-modulated duplication-itate
random graph generated according to Algorithin 2, whdre = I + pQ and

r = 0. Letg’ = E{g,|0,, = 0} denote the expected degree distribution of nodes
when the state of the underlying Markov chaifijs= 6. Then,g’ satisfies the
following recursion

1, _
Goyn =+ FL (0))7, (3.6)
0

whereC’ denotes transpose of a matiix and L(¢) is a generator matrBkwith
elementgfor 1 <i,j < Ny):

0, Jj<i—1,
q(0)p(0)" +q(6)(1 +p(0) (i — 1)), j=i-1,

Lii(0) = < a(@)p(0) (1 = p(0)) — q(0) (i + 2+ p(0)i), j =1, (3.7)
q( )(’“) @)1 =p0)* +a@)(i+1), =i+l
q(0)(;2,)p(0)' (1 — p(0))'~*, j>i+1.

Proof. The proof is presented in AppendixA.1. O

Theoren3.3]1 shows that evolution of the expected degmghdition in a
fixed size Markov-modulated duplication-deletion randoraplp satisfies (316).
One can rewrite (316) as

Tns1 = B, ()70, (3.8)

whereBy,(0) = I + NLOL(Q). Since L(0) is a generator matrix3y,(6) can be
considered as the transition matrix of a slow Markov chdims &lso straightfor-
ward to show that for each € M, By, (0) is irreducible and aperiodic. Hence,
for each state of the Markov chaihe M, there exists a unique stationary distri-
butiong(#) such that

g(0) = By, (0)3(0). (3.9)
Note that the underlying Markov chaiff,,} depends on the small parameter

p. The main idea is that, although is time-varying but it is piecewise con-
stant (sincep is small parameter)—it changes slowly over time. Furthelight

SThat is, each row adds to zero and each non-diagonal elerhé&ii@pis positive.
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of (3.6), the evolution of’ depends or?l%. Our assumption throughout this chap-
teristhaty <« NLO Therefore, the evolution @f is faster than the evolution 6f,.

That is, g’ reaches its stationary distributigii9) before the state af, changes.
From (3.9), the expected degree distribution of the fixed BMlarkov-modulated
duplication-deletion random graph can be uniquely conpfdeeach state of the
underlying Markov chair,, = #. This allows us to track the state of natérevia
estimating the expected degree distribution as will be shiovi3.5.

3.4 Case Study: Power Law Analysis of Infinite Graph

So far in this chapter, a degree distribution analysis iviged for the fixed size
Markov-modulated random graph generated according torlgo[2 withr = 0.
Motivated by applications in social networks, this sectettends this analysis
to theinfinite duplication-deletion random graphs without Mavian dynamics
Here, we investigate the random graph generated accordiAtgbrithm[2 with
r = 1, and when there are no Markovian dynamigé$ & 1). Sincer = 1 for
n > 0, G,1 has an extra vertex as comparedigp In particular, since is an
empty set(7,, hasn nodes, i.e.)V,, = n. In the rest of this section, employing the
same approach as in the proof of Theofem 8.3.1, it will be shibvt the infinite
duplication-deletion random graph without Markovian dynes satisfies a power
law. An expression is further derived for the power law exgrun

Let us first define the power law:

Definition 3.1 (Power Law) Consider the infinite duplication-deletion random
graph without Markovian dynamics generated according tgoAithm[2. Letn,
denote the number of nodes of degkga a random graph,,. Then,G,, satisfies

a power law distribution ifz;, is proportional tok=* for a fixeds3 > 1, i.e.,

logng, = a — Blogk
wherea is a constant/ is called thepower law exponent

The power law distribution is satisfied in many networks sashWWW-
graphs, peer-to-peer networks, phone call graphs, coesltip graph and var-
ious massive online social networks (e.g. Yahoo, MSN, Fackb|[24, 34, 63,
88,/145] 232, 236]. The power law exponent describes asyioplegree distri-
bution of networks from which characteristics of networkstsas maximum de-
gree, searchability, existence of giant component, anchelier of the graph can
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be investigated [61, 249]. The following theorem states tihve graph generated
according to Algorithmi 2 with = 1 and M = 1 satisfies a power law.

Theorem 3.4.1.Consider the infinite random graph with Markovian dynandi¢s
obtained by Algorithr]2 with 7-tuplg, 1, 1, 1, p, g, Go) with the expected degree
distributiong,,. Asn — oo, G, satisfies a power law. That is,

lim logg, (i) = a — Blogi (3.10)

n—o0

where the power law exponemt, can be computed from

1+ )" ' +pB8—p) =1+ pBqg. (3.11)

Here,p and ¢ are the probabilities defined in duplication and deletioeps, re-
spectively.

Proof. The detailed proof is provided in [114]. Here, we only presemnoutline of
the proof that comprises of two steps: (i) finding the power éxponent, and (ii)
showing that the degree distribution converges to a powewldéh the computed
compnent ass — oo. To find the power law exponent, we derive a recursive
equation for the number of nodes with degiee 1 at timen + 1, denoted by
far1(i 4+ 1), in terms of the degrees of nodes in graph Then, rearranging this
recursive equation yields an equation for the power law egpt To prove that
the degree distribution satisfies a power law, we define a reeanpeter, (i) =
LS E{fu(k)} and show thatim,,_,« h,(i) = 3_,_, Ck~?, whereg is the
power law exponent computed in the first step. O

Theoreni 3.4]1 asserts that the infinite duplication-dehetandom graph with-
out Markovian dynamics generated by Algorithin 2 satisfiesvagr law and pro-
vides an expression for the power law exponent. The signifeaf this theorem
is that it ensures, with use of one single parameter (the ptave exponent),
we can describe the degree distribution of large numberedés in graphs that
model social networks. The above result slightly exten@s/#.1], where only
a duplication model is considered. However, a graph geeetay any arbitrary
pure duplication step may not satisfy the power%aWheorerTiﬂll allows us
to explore characteristics (such as searchability, ddfusand existence/size of
the giant component) of large networks which can be modeldd the infinite
duplication-deletion random graphs.

6Bebek et al. in[[25] provide conditions on the dynamics ofdglication process such that
the resulting graph satisfies a power law.



3.5. SOCIAL NETWORK AS A SOCIAL SENSOR 57

10

Ral
g
g Q=0
o
O .
; q=0.1
K S
2 al q=05 R A R
6l q=0.6 B
q=0.8
_8 - _
10 ' i

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
probability of connection in Algorithm 1, p

Figure 3.2: The power law exponent for the non-Markoviardoan graph gener-
ated according to Algorithin 2 obtained thy (3.11) for difierealues ofp andq in
Algorithm[2.

Remark 3.1 (Power Law Exponent)Let 5* denote the solution of (3.111). Then,
the power law exponent is defined @s= max{1, 5*}. Figure[3.2 shows the
power law exponent ang" versusp for different values of probability of deletion
g. As can be seen in Figure_ 3.2, the power law exponent is isargan ¢ and
decreasing imp.

3.5 Social Network as a Social Sensor

In §3.3, a degree distribution analysis has been provided é&dfithd size Markov-
modulated duplication-deletion random graph generatedlggrithm[2. It was
further shown in§3.3 that there exists a unique stationary degree distabdar
each state of the underlying Markov chdify,} which represents state of nature.
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In this section, we assume that the empirical degree digioib of the graph,
Jn, IS Observed in noise. Motivated by social sensor appticati the aim here
is to track the unknown state of nature—without knowing tlyaammics of the
graph—using noisy observations of degree distributionc&the expected degree
distribution of the Markov-modulated duplication-detetirandom graph depends
on the underlying Markov chain, the state of nature can bmagtd via tracking
the expected degree distribution; seel(3.7). Here, thelspetwork is used to
track the underlying state of nature. Therefore, the estieal network forms a
social sensor.

The degree distribution of the network generated accorairggorithm[2 is
measured in noise as follows

Fo = fu+ W (3.12)

Here, at each time, the elements,,(:) of the noise vector are integer-valued
zero mean random variables, ahd.., w,(i) = 0. The zero sum assumption

ensures thafn is a valid empirical distribution. The observation proceas be

viewed as counting the number of nodes with specific degrekdgdministrator
of the network. In terms of the empirical vertex distributi@one can rewrite this
measurement process as

R R 1

yn(i) = Eizo ﬁz(l) N,

That is, the vertex distributiog, of the graphz,, is measured in noise:

wheree, = ?’V—’; Recall thatN,, = Ny whenr = 0. The normalized noisy
observationg,, are used to estimate the empirical probability mass funafdhe
degree of each node. To estimate a time-varying probabilggs function (pmf),
the following stochastic approximation algorithm with @lhnpositive) constant
step-sizes is used

jq\n-l-l = Zl\n te (yn - jq\n) : (3.14)

Note that the stochastic approximation algoritim (B.14¢sdaot assume any
knowledge of the Markov-modulated dynamics of the grapditésof nature). The
Markov chain assumption for the random graph dynamics i @séd in our con-
vergence and tracking analysis. By means of the stochggtiogimation [(3.14),
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the social sensor can track the expected degree distnibamid, consequently, the
underlying state of nature.

Example 3.1. Consider the scenario that the underlying Markov chaintéstz
nature) hasM = 2 states with slow transition matrid? = I + p(). Assume
that the size of the graplV; is sufficiently large such that the evolutiongif is
faster than the evolution @f,. This means that the expected degree distribution
g° reaches its stationary distributiorgj(¢)) before the state of, changes. The
stationary distribution in this example, which can be cotegufrom [3.6), can
be eitherg(1) (if the state of nature i¥ = 1) or g(2) (if the state of nature is

0 = 2). Assume that there exist a network administrator who hagsgto noisy
measurements of nodes’ degregse.g., by counting the number of nodes with
specific degrees). Then, by use of the stochastic appraximalgorithm [3.14),
the network administrator is able to precisely track theeotpd degree distri-
bution. From the estimated degree distribution, the neknatministrator can
estimate the current state of nature. In this example, tlogaboetwork is used
to estimate the unknown state of nature from noisy obsematiecorded from
the network, therefore, can be viewed as a social sensohdmeéxt subsection,
we show that the distance from the expected degree disotbahd the estimates
obtained by stochastic approximation algoritim (3.14)asibded.

3.5.1 Tracking Error of the Stochastic Approximation Algo-
rithm

The goal here is to analyze how well the algorithm tracks tingigcal degree
distribution of the graph (and consequently the state afineat To this end, we
analyze the asymptotic behavior of the estimated degréebdison. Define the
tracking error ag,, = g, — g(#,). Theoreni 3.5]1 below shows that the difference
between the sample path and the expected probability massdno is small—
implying that the stochastic approximation algorithm cancessfully track the
Markov-modulated node distribution given the noisy measwents. We again
emphasize that no knowledge of the Markov chain parametenegquired in the
algorithm. It also finds the order of this difference in terofis andp.

Theorem 3.5.1. Consider the random graphM, A?, mo, p, q, 7, Gp). Suppos@
that p> = o(e). Then, for sufficiently large, the tracking error of the stochastic

’In this chapter, we assume that= O(e). Thereforep? = o(e).
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approximation algorithm((3.14) satisfies
P>
E|7.]*=0 <6+,0+;). (3.15)

Proof. The proof uses the perturbed Lyapunov function method apdogided
in AppendixA.2. O

As a corollary of Theorerh 3.5.1, we obtain the following meguare error
convergence result.

Corollary 3.1. Under the conditions of Theordm 35.1pif O(¢),

E[g.|* = O(e).

Therefore,
lim sup E[g,|* = 0.

e—0

3.5.2 Limit System Characterization

The following theorem asserts that the sequence of estinggrerated by the
stochastic approximation algorithrn (3114) follows the ayrics of a Markov-
modulated ordinary differential equation (ODE).

Before proceeding with the main theorem below, let us recdkfinition.

Definition 3.2 (Weak Convergence).et 7, and Z beR"-valued random vectors.
We sayZ,. converges weaklyo 7 (7, = Z) if for any bounded and continuous
functionf(-), Ef(Zx) — Ef(Z) ask — oc.

Weak convergence is a generalization of convergence inflitibn to a func-
tion spacB

Theorem 3.5.2.Consider the Markov-modulated random graph generated ac-
cording to Algorithm 2, and the sequence of estimdigs, generated by the
stochastic approximation algorithri (3114). Suppose Aggiom[3.1 holds and

p = O(e). Define the continuous-time interpolated process

g (t) =gn, 0°(t) =0, fort € [ne, (n+ 1)e). (3.16)

8\We refer the interested readerfto [167, Chapter 7] for furtle¢ails on weak convergence and
related matters. Appendix’A.3 contains a brief outline.
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Then, ase — 0, (¢°(+),0°(-)) converges weakly tog(-),0(-)), whered(-) is
a continuous-time Markov chain with generatQr, g(-) satisfies the Markov-
modulated ODE

dg(t)

D — () + 560, 5(0) =G (3.17)

andg(0) is defined in[(319).

The above theorem asserts that the limit system associdethe stochastic
approximation algorithn{ (3.14) is a Markovian switched O@EL7). As men-
tioned ing3.3, this is unusual since typically in the averaging theammglysis of
stochastic approximation algorithms, convergence odouasieterministic ODE.
The intuition behind this somewhat unusual result is thatlarkov chain evolves
on the same time-scale as the stochastic approximationthigo If the Markov
chain evolved on a faster time-scale, then the limiting dyica would indeed be a
deterministic ODE weighed by the stationary distributiéth@ Markov chain. If
the Markov chain evolved slower than the dynamics of thetsistic approxima-
tion algorithm, then the asymptotic behavior would also lgeterministic ODE
with the Markov chain being a constant.

3.5.3 Scaled Tracking Error

Next, we study the behavior of the scaled tracking error betwthe estimates
generated by the stochastic approximation algorithm [3ahd the expected de-
gree distribution. The following theorem states that theking error should also
satisfy a switching diffusion equation and provides a fioral central limit theo-
rem for this scaled tracking error. Let = W denote the scaled tracking
error.

Theorem 3.5.3.Suppose Assumption B.1 holds. Defingt) = vy for ¢t €
[ke, (k + 1)e). Then,(v<(-),6°(-)) converges weakly to/(-),6(-)) such thatv(-)
is the solution of the following Markovian switched diffusprocess

u(t) = — /O v(s)ds + /O 22 (0(7))dw (7). (3.18)

Here, w(-) is an R*-dimensional standard Brownian motion. The covariance
matrix X(0) in (3.18) can be explicitly computed as

¥(0)=Z(0)'D(0) + D(0)Z(0) — D(0) —g(6)7 (0). (3.19)
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Here, D(60) = diag(7(0, 1), ..., (6, No)) and Z(9) = (I — B, (0) +1(9)) ",
whereBy, (6,,) andg(0) are defined in[(3)3) and (3.9), respectively.

For general switching processes, we refer[to [263]. In fawire complex
continuous-state dependent switching rather than Magkoswitching are con-
sidered there. Equatioh (3]19) reveals that the covariarateix of the tracking
error depends oy, (#) andg(d) and, consequently, on the parameteendgq
of the random graph. Recall frof8.3 thatBy, () is the transition matrix of the
Markov chain which models the evolution of the expected deglistribution in
Markov modulated random graphs and can be computed fromr&me®.3.1. The
covariance of the tracking error, which can be explicitlyguted from[(3.19), is
useful for computational purposes.

3.6 A Note on Degree-based Graph Construction

The first step in numerical studies of social networks is treghical modeling
of such networks. A graph can be uniquely determined by tlecadcy matrix
(also known as the connectivity matrix) of the graph. Howgirethe graphical
modeling of social networks (specially when the size of teevork is relatively
large), the only available information is the degree seqe@fnodes, and not the
adjacency matrix of the network.

Definition 3.3. The degree sequence, denotedlbis a non-increasing sequence
comprising of the vertex degrees of the graph vertices.

The degree sequence, in general, does not specify the gragbely; there
can be a large number of graphs that realize a given degreerseg It is straight-
forward to show that not all integer sequences represenealggree sequence of
agraph. For example, sequenrte- {2, 1, 1} represents a tree with two edges, but
d = {3,2,1} cannot be realized as the degree sequence of a simple graph. M
tivated by social network applications, this section adsles the following two
guestions given a degree sequedce

e Existence Problem: Is there any simple graph that realiZes

e Construction Problem: How can we construct all simple grafitat realize
a true degree sequencl®
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There are two well-known results that address the exist@noblem: (i) the
Erdos-Gallai theorem [82] and the Havel-Hakimi theore@31111]. These the-
orems provide necessary and sufficient conditions for aesempiof non-negative
integers to be a true degree sequence of a simple graph. Wenecall these
results without proofs.

Theorem 3.6.1(Erdos-Gallai,[[82]) Letd; > dy > --- > d, > 0 be integers.
Then, the degree sequente- {d;,--- ,d,} is graphical if and only if

1. 3"  d;iseven;
2. foralll <k <n:

k
> di <k(k—1)+ ) min{k d;}. (3.20)
i=1 i=k+1

It is shown in [244] that there is no need to check (B.20) fotaf k£ < n—1;
it suffices to check(3.20) for < k£ < s, wheres is chosen such that, > s and
ds11 < s+ 1. Note that, in degree-based graph construction, we onby aaout
nodes of degree greater than zero; zero-degree nodeslatedsoodes which can
be added to the graph consisting of nodes of degree greateréro.

The Havel-Hakimi theorem also provides necessary and mufficonditions
for a degree sequence to be graphical. It also gives a grégatythm to construct
a graph from a given graphical degree sequence.

Theorem 3.6.2(Havel-Hakimi, [123] 111}) Letd; > dy > --- > d, > 0 be
integers. Then, the degree sequedce- {d;,--- ,d,} is graphical if and only
if the degree sequena¥ = {dy — 1,ds — 1, -+ ,dg 41 — 1,dg, 42, - ,dp} iS
graphical.

In the following, we provide algorithms to construct a siegiraph from a
true degree sequence. In the construction problem, thedsgiquence is treated
as a collection ohalf-edgesa node with degreé; hasd, half-edges. One end of
these half-edges are fixed at nadeut the other ends are free. An edge between
node: and node; is formed by connecting a half-edge from nod® a half-
edge from nodg. The aim is to connect all these half edges such that no free
half-edge is left. The Havel-Hakimi theorem provides a reme procedure to
construct a graph from a graphical degree sequence. Thigguee is presented
in Algorithm[3

Using Algorithm[3, one can sample from graphical realizaiof a given
degree sequence. In this algorithm, each vertex is firstexied to nodes with
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Algorithm 3 Creating a sample graph from a given degree sequence
Given a graphical sequende > dy > --- > d,, > O:
Start fromi = 1

(@) Initialize k = n.
(i) Connect (one half-edge of) nodédo (a half-edge of) nodg

(i) Check that the resulting degree sequence is graphical

— if Yes:
1. Letk =k — 1.
2. Repeat (i).
— if No:

1. Save the connection between nedmd node:
2. If node: has any half-edges left, lét= k& — 1 and repeat (i)

(iv) If i < n,then,i < i+ 1 and repeat (i).

lower degrees. Therefore, Algorithrh 3 generates graphsentigh-degree nodes
tend to connect to low-degree nodes; the resulting graphabkssrtative prop-
erty [143,202]. To overcome this problem, one way is to penfedge swapping
repeatedly such that the final graph looses its assortatyeepty. In the edge
swapping method, two edges (for example (1,2) and (3,4))beaswapped (to
(1,4) and (2,3)) without changing the degree sequence. Bdgpping method is
also used to generate all samples from a given degree sexjugrecsample is gen-
erated via Algorithmi 3 and then, by use of Markov chain MoGteto algorithm
based on edge swappirig [242], other samples from the gple@lizations of
the degree sequence are obtained.

In [143] a swap-free algorithm is proposed to generate alphical realiza-
tions of a true degree sequence. Before proceeding to Alfgoi, we first pro-
vide definitions which will be used in this algorithm.

Definition 3.4. Letd = {d4, - - - , d,,} be a degree sequence of a simple graph and
N (i) be the set of adjacent nodes of naderhen, the degree sequence reduced
by N(7) is denoted byd|n¢) = {di|n@), - dn|n@ } With elements defined as
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follows

dp — 1, ifke N(),

dy, otherwise.
Definition 3.5. Let (ay,as, ..., a,) and (b, bs, ..., b,) be two sequences. Then,
(a1, a9, ...,a,) <cr (b1,ba,...,by,) if and only if there exists an index such

thatl <m <nanda,, <b,, anda; = b; forall m < i < n.

Let d be a non-increasing graphical degree sequence. In ordemiiract
the graph, we need to find all possible neighbdig) (“allowed set”) of each
node: such that if we connect this node to its allowed set, then ekalting re-
duced degree sequendfy ;) is also graphical, i.e., the graphicality is preserved.
Algorithm[4 provides a systematic way (swap-free) to geteeadl graphical real-
izations of a true degree sequence (by means of finding atifglesneighbors of
each node).

3.7 Numerical Examples

In this section, numerical examples are given to illusttageresults fronf3.3
andg3.5. The main conclusions are:

1. The infinite duplication-deletion random graph withouardovian dynam-
ics generated by Algorithfd 2 satisfies a power law as statédeorent 3.4]1.
This is illustrated in Example 3.2 below.

2. The degree distribution of the fixed size duplicatioretieh random graph
generated by Algorithril2 can be computed from Thedrem]3.Blis is
shown in Exampl&-3]3 below.

3. The estimates obtained by stochastic approximatiomithgo (3.14) follow
the expected probability distribution precisely withonfarmation about
the Markovian dynamics. This is illustrated in Example 3sdolw.

Example 3.2. Consider an infinite duplication-deletion random graph hwitit
Markovian dynamics generated by Algorithin 2 wite- 0.5 andq = 0.1. Theo-
rem[3.4.1 implies that the degree sequence of the resultaghgsatisfies a power
law with exponent computed using (3.11). Figuré 3.3 shoesithmber of nodes
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Algorithm 4 Constructing all graphs from a graphical degree sequerts] [1
Given a graphical sequende > dy > --- > d,, > 0
Start fromi = 1
Step 1: Find neighbors with highes index of node
The aim is to findAg(7):
(@) Initialize k = n.

(i) Connect node to nodek

(iif) Check that the resulting degree sequence is graphical

— if Yes:
1. Letk=Fk—1
2. Repeat (i).
— if No:

1. Save the connection between nedmd node:
2. If node: has any stubs left, |t = &£ — 1 and repeat (i)

Step 2: Find all possible neighbors of node
With <. defined in[(3.5), the aim is to find
A1) = {N(i) = {v1,--- ,va, }; N(i) <cr Ar(i) andd|y; is graphica}

(i) Find all sets of nodes who are colexicographically serathan Ax(1)
(prospective neighbor sets).

(i) Connect node to those neighbors and check if the resulting degree se-
quence is graphical.

Step 3: For everyN (i) € A(7):
e Connect nodeto N (i)
e Discard node and compute the reduced degree sequegg,

e Create all graphs from degree sequedfg;) using this algorithm
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*  Duplication-deletion random graph generated by Algorithm 1
A line with slope —3 = —2.68 obtained by Eq. (2.3)
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Figure 3.3: The degree distribution of the duplicationetieh random graph sat-
isfies a power law. The parameters are specified in Exampglef §27.

with specific degree on a logarithmic scale for both horizaband vertical axes.
It can be inferred from the linearity in Figufe 3.3 (excludithe nodes with very
small degree), that the resulting graph from duplicaticgledion process satisfies
a power law. As can be seen in Figlrel3.3, the power law is &beftproximation
for the middle points compared to the both ends.

Example 3.3.Consider the fixed size duplication-deletion random graptiaimed
by Algorithm(2 withr = 0, Ny = 10, p = 04, andg = 0.1. (We consider
no Markovian dynamics here to illustrate Theorem 3.3.19uke[3.5 depicts the
degree distribution of the fixed size duplication-deletiandom graph obtained
by Theoremh 3.3]1. As can be seen in Figuré 3.5, the compugeeedeistribution
is close to that obtained by simulation.

Example 3.4.Consider the fixed size Markov-modulated duplication-iatean-
dom graph generated by Algoritim 2 with= 0 and N, = 500. Assume that the
underlying Markov chain has three statdd, = 3. We choose the following val-
ues for probabilities of connection and deletion: state ()= ¢ = 0.05, state



68 CHAPTER 3. TRACKING DEGREE DISTRIBUTION

Stochastic approximation algorithm

Probability of having a node with degree 3

0.02f | == Expected degree distribution obtained by Eq. (2.9) |

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
Iteration

Figure 3.4: The estimated degree distribution obtainedbystochastic approxi-
mation algorithm((3.14) and the expected degree distobutomputed from (319).
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Figure 3.5: The degree distribution of the fixed size Markoedulated
duplication-deletion random graph. The parameters areifggutin Examplé 3.3

of §3.7.
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(2): p =0.2andq = 0.1, and state (3)p = 0.4, ¢ = 0.15. The sample path of
the Markov chain jumps at time = 3000 from state (1) to state (2) and at time
n = 6000 from state (2) to state (3). As the state of the Markov chaamges, the
expected degree distribution(d), obtained by[(319) evolves over time. Only one
element of the expected degree distribution vector is slowigure[3.4 via a dot-
ted line. The estimated probability mass functign, obtained by the stochastic
approximation algorithm(3.14) is plotted in Figure B.4 mgia solid line. The fig-
ure shows that the estimates obtained by the stochastioajppation algorithm
(3.14) follow the expected degree distribution obtained3§) precisely without
any information about the Markovian dynamics.

3.8 Closing Remarks

Summary

The interaction between nodes in dynamic social networkstislways fixed and
may evolve over time. An example of such time-varying dyrems the seasonal
variations in friendship among college students. The Mark@dulated random
graph generated by Algorithih 2 mimics such networks whegedimamics (the
connection/deletion probabilitigs ¢) depend on the state of nature and evolve
over time. Algorithmi 2 models these time variations as adisiaite Markov chain
{6,,}. This model forms our basis to analyze social networks.

We analyzed Markov-modulated duplication-deletion randpaphs in terms
of degree distribution. When the size of graph is fixed=(0) andp is small, the
expected degree distribution of the Markov-modulated idafibn-deletion ran-
dom graph can be uniquely computed fradm [3.6) for each sfateeainderlying
Markov chain. This result allows us to express the struotdineetwork (degree
distribution) in terms of the dynamics of the model.

We also showed that, when the size of the graph is fixed and thap Marko-
vian dynamics {/ = 1,r = 1), the random graph generated according to Algo-
rithm[2 satisfies a power law with exponent computed from1{B8.rhe impor-
tance of this result is that a single parameter (power lavoe&pt) characterizes
the structure of a possibly very large dynamic network.

We further used a stochastic approximation algorithm torege the empir-
ical degree distribution of random graphs. The stochagtpraximation algo-
rithm (3.14) does not assume any knowledge of the Markovuiadeld dynam-
ics of the graph (state of nature). Since the expected delysé#bution can be
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uniguely computed, a social sensor can be designed bas&ila@h fo track the
state of nature using the noisy observations of nodes’ dsgr@heoreny_3.5.1
showed that the tracking error of the stochastic approxonaigorithm is small
and is in order 0P (¢).

Finally, a discussion on graph construction was providedimulation pur-
poses.

Extensions

Here, we discuss some possible extensions of the framevgexk in this chapter
and avenues for future research which are relevant to ssemsiors.

In addition to degree distribution, there are some othersones that charac-
terize large networks such as diameter, average path leclgttering, and cen-
trality [132]; for example, [253] uses degree distributaord clustering coefficient
to classify social networks. An extension to this work is $& stochastic approxi-
mation algorithms and graph theoretic tools employed is thiapter for tracking
other characteristics of large networks.

In this chapter, we used probabilistic sampling to obtaimsaeements from
degree distribution. That is, some nodes are randomly chaxsé enquired about
the number of their neighbors. Another extension to thiskwisrto employ
Respondent-driven sampling (RDS) [124, 1125,/172] as anoagprfor sampling
from hidden networks in the society. To qudte [124],

“hidden populations have two characteristics: first, no sdimg frame
exists so that the size and boundaries of the population akeawn

and second, there exist strong privacy concerns, becausseiship

involves stigmatized or illegal behavior, leading indvéds to refuse
to cooperate or provide unreliable answers to protect tipgivacy.”

An example of hidden populations is the network of activedtipn drug users.
Algorithm[2 mimics these hidden populations as well: A parasually becomes
active injection drug user through another active drug.uddren, he expands
his network by connecting to other drug users in this popadatAn extension

to this work is to employ RDSto record observations about nodes’ connectivity
in hidden populations in order to track the structure (deglistribution) of such
populations.

SRDS is described in Chapler 4 of this monograph.



Chapter 4

Sensing with Information Diffusion
In Complex Social Networks

4.1 Introduction

This chapter considers how a behavior diffuses over a soetatork comprising
of a population of interacting agents and how an underlyioghastic state can be
estimated based on sampling the population. As descrilja@4j, there is a wide
range of social phenomena such as diffusion of technolbigieavations, cultural
fads, and economic conventions [50] where individual densare influenced by
the decisions of others. A large body of research on soci@bar&s has been
devoted to the diffusion of information (e.g., ideas, bebis; trends)[[108], and
particularly on finding a set of target nodes so as to maxithigspread of a given
product [193, 56].

Consider a social network where the states of individualesoevolve over
time as a probabilistic function of the states of their nbigis and an underlying
target process. The evolution in the state of agents in thveank can be viewed
as diffusion of information in the network. Such Susceggtibifected-Susceptible
(SIS) models for diffusion of information in social netwsrkas been extensively
studied in[[132, 183, 184, 212, 249] to model, for example atioption of a new
technology in a consumer market.

In this chapter we consider two extensions of the SIS modedt, Fhe states of
individual nodes evolve over time as a probabilistic fumetof the states of their
neighborsand an underlying target process. The underlying target psocas
be viewed as the market conditions or competing technadotdiat evolve with

71
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time and affect the information diffusion. Second, the reidethe social network
are sampled randomly to determine their state. (We willeweviwo recent meth-
ods for sampling social networks, namely, social samplimdjr@spondent-driven
sampling.) As the adoption of the new technology diffusesujh the network,
its effect is observed via sentiments (such as tweets) etthelected members of
the population. These selected nodes act as social sefs@ignal processing
terms, the underlying target process can be viewed as al sigmbthe social net-
work can be viewed as a sensor. The key difference compardddsical signal
processing is that the social network (sensor) has dynainie$o the information
diffusion.

4.1.1 Aim

Our aim is to estimate the underlying target state and the ptababilities of the
nodes by sampling measurements at nodes in the social hetivoa Bayesian
estimation context, this is equivalent to a filtering problevolving estimation
of the state of a prohibitively large scale Markov chain inseo The key idea
is to usemean field dynamicas an approximation (with provable bounds) for
the information diffusion and, thereby, obtain a tractabedel. Such mean field
dynamic@ have been studied in[27] and applied to social networks&3]184,
249]. For an excellent recent exposition of interactingipkr systems comprising
of agents each with a finite state space, sée [9], where the apirterm “Finite
Markov Information Exchange (FMIE) process” is used.

4.1.2 Motivation

A typical application of such social sensors arises in thasuaeement of the adop-
tion of a new product using a micro-blogging platform likeifter. The adoption
of the technology diffuses through the market but its effe@ean only be observed
through the tweets of select individuals of the populatidimese selected indi-
viduals act as sensors for estimating the diffusion. Thégract and learn from
the decisions (tweeted sentiments) of other members. (Ehasnilar to social
learning.) Suppose the state of nature changes suddeniyp @dusudden market
shock or presence of a new competitor. The goal for a markaystnor product

!Recently, there has also been substantial interest in medmfimes [129]. These are outside
the scope of the current monograph.
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manufacturer is to estimate the target state so as to dhtentdrket shock or new
competitor. This is a Bayesian filtering prob[ém

To quote from Wikipedia: “Sentiment analysis refers to ttse wf natural
language processing, text analysis and computationalibtigs to identify and
extract subjective information in source materials.” Thlolwing excerpt from
[28] illustrates the increasing importance of social seetit with the growth of
social networking:

e “53% of people on Twitter recommend companies and/or prisdacheir
Tweets, with 48% of them delivering on their intention to kibg product.
(ROI Research for Performance, June 2010)

e The average consumer mentions specific brands over 90 tieneggek in
conversations with friends, family, and co-workers. (KefFay, WOMMA,
2010)

e Consumer reviews are significantly more trusted—nearlyirh2¢ more—
than descriptions that come from manufacturers, accordiragsurvey of
US mom Internet users by online video review site EXPO. (ddetr,
February 2010)

¢ In a study conducted by social networking site myYearbodlo8&f re-
spondents said they had received advice from friends afahfets relating
to a product purchase through a social site; 74% of those edeved such
advice found it to be influential in their decision. (Clicklgnuary 2010)

As another example, [222] considers each Twitter user aasos@and uses a
particle filtering algorithm to estimate the centre of equikes and trajectories of
typhoons. As pointed out in [222], an important charactierisf microblogging
services such as Twitter is that they provide real-timeisgrs Twitter users tweet
several times a day, whereas standard blog users updateatfon once every
several days.

2A more general approach (which we will not elaborate on) ifotenulate the problem as a
Bayesian quickest detection problem (or more generallypppiitg time problem) that seeks to
minimize a cost function that involves the sum of the falsraland decision delay. Bayesian
filtering is of course an integral part of such change detacti
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4.1.3 Experimental Studies

Here, we mention papers that investigate the diffusionfofmation in real-world
social networks such as Facebook, Twitter, and Blogs. Mtenyby marketing ap-
plications, [237] studies the diffusion (contagion) bebav in Facebodk Using
data on around 260000 Facebq:cﬂge@, [237] analyzes how information diffuses
on Facebook. The topological and temporal characterisfiasformation diffu-
sion on weblogs are also studied(in [176]. Twitter with a@00 million active
users and 400 million tweets per day, has become a poweftuhiation sharing
tool [168,256].

4.2 Social Network Model

A social network is modelled as a graph withvertices:
G = (V,E), whereV ={1,2,....N}, andEE CV x V. 4.2

Here, V' denotes the finite set of vertices, ahAddenotes the set of edges. In
social networks, it is customary to use the terminologywork nodesandlinks
for graph verticesandedgesrespectively.

We use the notatiofim, n) to refer to a link between node andn. The
network may be undirected in which cage,n) € E implies(n,m) € E. In
undirected graphs, to simplify notation, we use the notation to denote the
undirected link between nodeandm. If the graph is directed, them,n) € E
does not imply thatn, m) € E. We will assume that self loops (reflexive links)
of the formi, i are excluded fronk.

An important parameter of a social netwatk= (V| F) is the connectivity
of its nodes. Let\V(™ and D™ denote the neighbourhood set and degree (or
connectivity) of a noden € V, respectively. Thatis, with | denoting cardinality,

AN — {n eVimne E}, D — }N(m)‘. 4.2

For convenience, we assume that the maximum degree of tenkes uniformly
bounded by some fixed integér.

3In US in 2010, $1.7 billion was spent on advertising througbia media. The share of
Facebook is 53% in this markét [220].
4Facebook pages usually advertise products, servicesspeglebrities, etc.
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Let N(d) denote the number of nodes with degrteend let the degree dis-
tribution P(d) specify the fraction of nodes with degrde That is, ford =
0,1,...,D,

N(d)
N(d)=> I1{D"™ =d}, P(d)=—.
@0=3 11 b P ==
Here, {-} denotes the indicator function. Note tha}, P(d) = 1. The degree
distribution can be viewed as the probability that a nodectetl randomly with
uniform distribution onl” has a connectivityl.

Random graphs generated to have a degree distribfitibat is Poisson were
formulated by Erdds and Renyi [83]. Several recent worlmsstinat large scale
social networks are characterized by connectivity diagtrdns that are different to
Poisson distributions. For example, the internet, www reapewer law connec-
tivity distribution P(d) o d~7, where~y ranges between 2 and 3. Such scale free
networks are studied in [24]. In the rest of this chapter, sgume that the degree
distribution of the social network is arbitrary but knownHeaiing an arbitrary
degree distribution facilities modelling complex netwark

4.2.1 Target Dynamics

Letk =0,1,...denote discrete time. Assume the target prosess finite state
Markov chain with transition probability

Ay =P (sp41=5|sp = 3) . (4.3)

In the example of technology diffusion, the target process @enote the avail-
ability of competition or market forces that determine wiegta node adopts the
technology. In the model below, the target state will afteet probability that an

agent adopts the new technology.

4.2.2 Diffusion of Information in Social Network

The model we present below for the diffusion of informatiortie social network
is called the Susceptible-Infected-Susceptible (SIS)ehfil2, 249]. The diffu-
sion of information is modelled by the time evolution of thate of individual

nodes in the network. Leﬁ,ﬁm) € {0,1} denote the state at timieof each node
m in the social network. Here;™ = 0 if the agent at time: is susceptible and
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:c,im) = 1 ifthe agent is infected. At timg, the state vector of th& nodes is
!/
_— [xgx...,x,@] e {0,117V, (4.4)

Assume that the processevolves as a discrete time Markov process with
transition law depending on the target statelf nodem has degreeb™ = d,
then the probability of node: switching from state to j is

B (2 = jlaf™ =0 s = 5)

(4.5)
= pii(d, AT ), i,j € {0,1}.

Here,A,ﬁm) denotes the number of infected neighbors of nodat timek. That
IS,
A= 31 {n 2™ = 1} . (4.6)
neNm)

In words, the transition probability of an agent dependst®dégree distribution
and the number of active neighbors.

With the above probabilistic model, we are interested in efloty the evolu-
tion of infected agents over time. Lgt(d) denote the fraction of infected nodes
at each time: with degreel. We callp as theinfected node distributiarSo

1
pi(d) NG mEEV: I {D d, z! 1} . d=0,1,...,D (4.7)

We assume that the infection spreads according to the foipdynamics:

1. Ateach time instank, a single agent, denoted by, amongst theéV agents
is chosen uniformly. Therefore, the probability that th@sdn agenin
is infected and of degreéis p.(d) P(d). The probability that the chosen
agentm is susceptible and of degréas (1 — pi(d)) P(d).

2. Depending on whether its staté") is infected or susceptible, the state of
agentm evolves according to the transition probabilities spedifie(4.5).

With the Markov chain transition dynamics of individual agespecified above,

it is clear that the infected distribution = (px(1), ..., px(D)) is an[[2, N(d)
state Markov chain. Indeed, given(d), due to the infection dynamics specified
above

pe(d) € {pk<d> - ﬁ pr(d) + ﬁ} | .8)
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Our aim below is to specify the transition probabilitiesioé Markov chairp. Let
us start with the following statistic that forms a convenigarametrization of the
transition probabilities. Given the infected node disitibn p,. at timek, define
O(pr) as the probability that at timée a uniformly sampled link in the network
points to an infected node. We céllp;.) as theinfected link probability Clearly

S P | (# of links from infected node of degre®

SD (# of links of degreel)
D
_ D ip(d) pe(d) (4.9)
>q A P(d)
In terms of the infected link probability, we can now specify the scaled
transition probabllltlﬁof the proces9:

ﬁ P (Pk+1(d) = () + o = )

(1 — pr(d me (d,a, s) P(a out of [ neighbors infected

0(px) =

d
1 — pk me d a, S < )92(1 — Hk)d_“ (410)

= defn 1 1
Pro(d; O, 5) = mp (Pk+1(d) = pe(d) — N() )Sk = s)

d
=) Ypold.as) (o -ogte @
a=0

In the above, the notatiof, is the short form fof(p,). The transition probabili-
tiesp,, andp,, defined above model the diffusion of information about thiget
states over the social network. We have the following martingaleresentation
theorem for the evolution of Markov process

Let 7, denote the sigma algebra generated by, . . ., px, So, - - - Sk }-

The transition probabilities are scaled by the degreeidigton P(d) for notational conve-
nience. Indeed, sinc& (d) = NP(d), by using these scaled probabilities we can express the
dynamics of the processin terms of the same-step siz¢ N as described in Theorem 4.P.1.
Throughout this chapter, we assume that the degree distibE(d), d € {1,2,..., D}, is uni-
formly bounded away from zero. That isjin; P(d) > ¢ for some positive constanat
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Theorem 4.2.1.Ford = 1,2,..., D, the infected distributions evolve as

pr+1(d) = pr(d) + % [Po1(d, 0(pk), sk) — Pro(d, O(pr), sk) + Wi 1] (4.12)

wherew is a martingale increment process, thatigwy,1|Fr} = 0. Recalls is
the finite state Markov chain that models the target process.

The above theorem is a well-known martingale represemtatfca Markov
chain [78]—it says that a discrete time Markov process canliained by dis-
crete time filtering of a martingale increment process. Te®tem implies that
the infected distribution dynamics resemble what is comigncalled a stochastic
approximation (adaptive filtering) algorithm in statisticignal processing: the
new estimate is the old estimate plus a noisy update (theséhdieing a mar-
tingale increment) that is weighed by a small step diz& when N is large.
Subsequently, we will exploit the structure in Theorlem B 2. devise a mean
field dynamics model which has a state of dimensianThis is to be compared

with the intractable state dimensiﬂ]f;:1 N(d) of the Markov chairp.

Remark 4.1 (Data Incest) In the above susceptible-infected-susceptible (SIS)
model, the following sequence of events that is similar tat dncest event
(discussed ir§2.3) is possible: Node: infects its neighbor node; then, node

m switches in state from infected to susceptible; then, node-infects node

m. Therefore, misinformation can propagate in the networkoading to such
loops. An alternative model is the susceptible-infectsmbvered (SIR) model
where each node has three states: susceptible, infecteblremmovered. If the
recovered state is made absorbing, then such incest evantseceliminated.

Example 4.1. We discuss examples of transition probabilitiegd, A,im), s) de-
fined in [4.5) for information diffusion. These examplespovided in [183] and
deal with how the use of a new technology/product spreadssiocel network.
Let the state of agent: be :c,im) = 0 if the agent at timé has not adopted the

new technology, and™ = 1 if the agent has adopted the new technology. As
mentioned earlier, the target state determines the availability of a competing
technology/product or, alternatively, the available metrfor the product.

In deciding whether to adopt the new technology, each agerdnsiders the
following costs and rewards:
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1. The cost node: pays for adopting the new technology:%). Assume that,
at timek, the costs™, m = 1, ..., N are independent and identically dis-
tributed random variables with cumulative distributiométion P ;. The
fact that this distribution depends on the target statEgompeting technol-
ogy that evolves as a Markov chain) permits correlation efdbsts: over
time.

2. Ifan agenin hasA,im) neighbors at time, then it obtains a benefit @m]@
for adopting the technology, wherds a positive real number.

The agent is a myopic optimizer and, hence, chooses to dueptthnology only
if c™ > rA™ Therefore, the transition probabilities [ (4.5) are

por(d, A 5) = P (c<m> > rA,gm>) ~1-P, (m,ﬁm)) . (4.13)

Assume that if the product deteriorates/fails, the agemhceonger use the prod-
uct (and will then need to reconsider the possibility of adwpit). If the product
fails with probabilitypx, then

plo(d, A](fm),Sk) = PF. (414)

Notice that the transition probabilities in_(4113) do nopeded on the node’s
connectivityd. Constructing cases where the transition probabilitiggedd on
d is straightforward. For example, suppose a node picks desmgjghbor uni-
formly from its d neighbors and then receives a benefit-af this randomly
chosen neighbour has adopted the product. The probabilith@osing an ac-
tive neighbor fromA,ﬁm) active neighbors, given a total dfneighbors, is clearly
A,(fm)/d. Then, assuming the agent acts as a myopic optimizer, itagiipt the
product ifP(c™ > rA{™ /d). Therefore,

(m)
m ’I“A
por(d, AL, s) =1 — P, ( ; ) . (4.15)

4.3 Sentiment-Based Sensing Mechanism

We now describe the sensing mechanism used to measure itre laakt proba-
bility distribution p,, and target state in the above social network.
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If node m has stat@,gm) = 1z at timek, and the target state is = s, then

nodem communicates with messagg” where
4™ ~ B, where ye{0,1,....Y}. (4.16)

That is, the messagg,. is generated according to the conditional probabilities
B,y = P(y™ = y|z\™ = ). These elements correspond to the number of
tweets or sentiment of node about the product based on its current state. It is
assumed tha;,im) is statistically independent @ﬁ"), n # m.

An important question regarding sensing in a social netwsrklow can one
construct a small but representative sample of a socialarktwith a large num-
ber of nodes? Leskovec & Faloutsos lin [175] study and compeaweral scale-
down and back-in-time sampling procedures. The simplessipte sampling
scheme for a population is uniform sampling. We also briettgalibesocial
samplingandrespondent-driven samplinghich are recent methods that have be-
come increasingly popular.

4.3.1 Uniform Sampling

Consider the following sampling-based measurement gliyat each period:,
a(d) individuals are samplédndependently and uniformly from the population
N(d) comprising of agents with connectivity degrée That is, a uniform dis-
tributed i.i.d. sequence of nodes, denotedirhy [ = 1 : «(d)}, is generated from
the populationV(d). The messagaﬁcml) of thesex(d) individuals are recorded.
From these independent samples, the empirical sentimetutbdition z(d) of
degreel nodes at each timeis obtained as

a(d)

1 my
=1

At each timek, the empirical sentiment distribution. can be viewed as noisy
observations of the infected distributipp and target state process

4.3.2 Non-Uniform Social Sampling

Social sampling is an extensive area of research; see [66f&ent results. In
social sampling, participants in a poll respond with a sumyned their friend’s

SFor large population size¥, sampling with and without replacement are equivalent.
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responses. This leads to a reduction in the number of samguesred. If the
average degree of nodes in the networkl,igshen the savings in the number of
samples is by a factor af, since a randomly chosen node summarizes the re-
sults formd of its friends. However, the variance and bias of the estrdapend
strongly on the social network structreln [66], a social sampling method is
introduced and analyzed where nodes of degreee sampled with probability
proportional tol /d. This is intuitive since weighing neighbors’ values by tke r
ciprocal of the degree undoes the bias introduced by largeedenodes. It then
illustrates this social sampling method and variants onLthee JOURNAL net-
work (livejournal.com) comprising of more than 5 millionahes and 160 million
directed edges.

4.3.3 MCMC Based Respondent-Driven Sampling (RDS)

Respondent-driven sampling (RDS) was introduced by Héckat[124,[ 125,

172] as an approach for sampling from hidden populationsoaia$ networks

and has gained enormous popularity in recent years. Therenare than 120
RDS studies worldwide involving sex workers and injectioaglusers|[[190]. As
mentioned in[[106], the U.S. Centers for Disease ControlRmedention (CDC)

recently selected RDS for a 25-city study of injection drggns that is part of the
National HIV Behavioral Surveillance System [170].

RDS is a variant of the well known method of snowball sampiiigere cur-
rent sample members recruit future sample members. The R@x®gure is as
follows: A small number of people in the target populationveeas seeds. Af-
ter participating in the study, the seeds recruit other fgetpey know through
the social network in the target population. The samplingtiooes according to
this procedure with current sample members recruiting the wave of sample
members until the desired sampling size is reached. Typicabnetary compen-
sations are provided for participating in the data col@tand recruitment.

RDS can be viewed as a form of Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCM&hns
pling (see [[106] for an excellent exposition). Let,,l = 1 : «(d)} be the
realization of an aperiodic irreducible Markov chain witate spaceV(d) com-
prising of nodes of degreé This Markov chain models the individuals of degree

’In [66], a nice intuition is provided in terms of intent poltj and expectation polling. In
intent polling, individual are sampled and asked who thésrid to vote for. In expectation polling,
individuals are sampled and asked who they think would wérellection. For a given sample size,
one would believe that expectation poling is more accutaa intent polling since in expectation
polling, an individual would typically consider its own @it together with the intents of its friends.
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d that are snowball sampled, namely, the first individualis sampled and then
recruits the second individuat, to be sampled, who then recruiig; and so on.

Instead of the independent sample estimdtor {4.17), an@stically unbiased

MCMC estimate is then generated as

(myp)

)
S /&le
a(d)
21(1 W(inl

wherer(m), m € N(d), denotes the stationary distribution of the Markov chain.
For example, a reversible Markov chain with prescribedtaty distribution is
straightforwardly generated by the Metropolis Hasting®athm.

In RDS, the transition matrix and, hence, the stationartritigion = in the
estimator[(4.18) is specified as follows: Assume that edgegden any two nodes
m andn have symmetric weightd/(m, n) (i.e., W(m,n) = W(n, m), equiva-
lently, the network is undirected). In RDS, nogberecruits node: with transition
probabilitylV (m,n)/ >~ W (m,n). Then, it can be easily seen that the stationary
distribution isw(m) = >, ., W(m,n)/ >, cvnev W(m, n). Using this station-
ary distribution, along with the above transition probdiei$ for sampling agents
in (4.18), yields the RDS algorithm.

Itis well known that a Markov chain over a non-bipartite ceoted undirected
networkG is aperiodic. Then, the initial seed for the RDS algorithm loa picked
arbitrarily, and the above estimator is an asymptoticatllgiased estimator.

Note the difference between RDS and social sampling: RDS thigenetwork
to recruit the next respondent, whereas social samplingseeeduce the number
of samples by using people’s knowledge of their friendsighbors’) opinions.

(4.18)

4.3.4 Extrinsic Observations

In addition to the above sentiment based observation pspoéien extrinsic mea-
surements of the target state are available. For example thrget state denotes
the price/availability of products offered by competitansthe current market,
then economic indicators yield noisy measurements. o}.e&tenote noisy mea-
surements of the target stateat timek. These observations are obtained as

or ~ By, Olgr]IE”(O/LC = o|s, = s), Whereo € {1,2,...,0}. (4.19)

Remark 4.2. The reader may be familiar with the DARPA network challemge i
2009 where the locations of 10 red balloons in the contined& were to be



4.4. MEAN FIELD DYNAMICS FOR SOCIAL SENSING 83

determined using social networking. In this case, the vigiMIT Red Balloon
Challenge Team used a recruitment based sampling methedstiidiegy can also
be viewed as a variant of the Query Incentive Network modd/4d].

4.4 Mean Field Dynamics for Social Sensing

The aim here is to construct statistical signal procesdopgrghms for computing
the minimum mean square error estimate of the infectedluliskon p,, and target
states; given the sequence of sentiment observatians= {z1,...,z}. This

problem is intractable due to the dimensilfj_, N (d) of the statep, when the
number of agent®/ is large. Fortunately, themean field dynamicapproximation
of the information diffusion has a state dimension/ofind will be shown to be
an excellent approximation as the number of ag@ntsecomes large. This is the
subject of the current section.

Depending on the time scale on which the target sta&eolves, there are two
possible asymptotic limits for the mean field dynamics fdoimation diffusion
in the social network:

1. Diffusion matched to target dynamics;
2. Diffusion faster than target dynamics.

We consider both these cases below and formulate estimaitibie states,, si,
given the sequence of sentiment observations as a nonlinear filtering prob-
lem. The main consequence is that the resulting mean fieldrdigs filtering
problem can be solved straightforwardly via the use of setigleMarkov chain
Monte-Carlo methods. This is in contrast to the originaéfitig problem which
IS intractable agV. — oo.

4.5 Mean Field Dynamics: Information Diffusion
Matched to Target State Dynamics
The main assumption here is that the diffusion of inforntafiow in the social

network, namelyp, evolves on the same time-scale as the target staidis is
made explicit in the following assumption.
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Assumption 4.1. The target state;, has transition probability matrixd = I +
%Q, where() is a generator matrix, i.eg;; > 0 fori # j and@Q1 = 0, wherel
andO are column vectors of ones and zeros, respectively.

4.5.1 Mean Field Dynamics

The mean field dynamics state that as the number of agérgsows to infin-
ity, the dynamics of the infected distributign described by[(4.12), in the social
network evolves according to an ordinary differential @gurathat is modulated
by a continuous-time Markov chain which depends on the tastgte evolution
s. More specifically, under Assumption 4.1, the mean field dyica for the sys-
tem [4.12) are as follows: Far=1,2,..., D,

dpi(d)
dt

d
Do1(d,0,s:) = (1 — pe(d me (d,a,s; ( )9“(1 —0)4

= Z_)Ol (d> e(pt)v St) - plo(dv e(pt)v St) (420)

d
Dio(d, 0, 51) = pi(d Zplo (d,a, s ( )9“(1 —g)t

Z;;gP(d) pd)
>4 d P(d)

wheres; is a continuous time Markov chain with generatar

That the above mean field dynamics follow frdm (4.12) is itivei Such av-
eraging results are well known in the adaptive filtering camity where they are
deployed to analyze the convergence of adaptive filters. diffierence here is
that the limit mean field dynamics are not deterministic brkév modulated.
Moreover, the mean field dynamics here constitute a modehformation dif-
fusion, rather than the asymptotic behavior of an adaptitexifig algorithm. As
mentioned earlier, from an engineering point of view, theaméeld dynamics
yield a tractable model for estimation.

To formalize the convergence of the discrete time dynar@dcE2) of the in-
fected distribution to the mean field dynami€s (4.20) as thealver of agents
N — oo, we first need to re-write the discrete time procggssn (4.12) as a
continuous time process. This is straightforwardly donedystructing a piece-
wise linear interpolation between the discrete-time ®a#nin classical signal pro-
cessing, this constitutes what is commonly called a firdeohold interpolation.

G(pt) =
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Define the sampling period a5 N and then define the continuous time linear
interpolated procesassociated withy,. as

t—k/N

pr(d) = pi(d) + TN

(/)k+1(d) - Pk(d)) (4.21)

for continuous time € [£, &2y & —0,1,.. .,
We then have the following exponential bound result for tinere| 5 — p.|| _;
recallp, is given the mean field dynamids (4120) while the actual sy'stenfected

distribution isp':

Theorem 4.5.1.Suppose Assumptidon #.1 holds. Then Nosufficiently large,

P { max Hﬁiv — ptHOO > e} < Oy exp(—Cy€®N) (4.22)

0<t<T
whereC; andC, are positive constants arid is any finite time horizon.

The proof of the above theorem follows from [27, Lemma 1]. €kponential
bound follows from an application of the Azuma-Hoeffdingguality. The above
theorem provides an exponential bound (in terms of the nuwibegentsV) for
the probability of deviation of the sample path of the ingettistribution from
the mean field dynamics for any finite time interval

Remark For the signal processing reader more familiar with digctane
averaging theory, given the discrete time system (4.12) dibcrete-time mean
field dynamics are:

1

Pe1(d) = Pr(d) + =5 [Por (d, 0(Pr) 8) = Pro(d, 0(Pe). s6)] (4.23)

Then the following is the discrete time equivalent of Theale5.1: For a discrete
time horizon ofT" points, the deviation between the mean field dynarpjci
(4.23) and actual infected distribution i (4.12) satisfies

P { s 17 -l = o} < Cromp(-Coet) (4.24)

0<k<T

providing?' = O(N).

80ne can also consider a piecewise constant interpolatiovidedy used in[[167] for weak
convergence analysis of stochastic approximation alymst then, the appropriate function space
is the space of Cadlag functions, which is usually den@éy 7).
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Some Perspective

The stochastic approximation and adaptive filtering lien@ 29, 167] has several
averaging analysis methods for recursions of the form }4.The well studied
mean square error analysis [29, 167] computes bounds|gfY — p;||? instead
of the maximum deviation in Theoreim 4.6.1. A mean squarer emalysis of
estimating a Markov modulated empirical distribution isegi in [260]. Such
mean square analysis assume a finite but small stef gi¢en (4.12). Another
powerful class of analysis methods involves weak convergermhese seek to
prove thatlimy_,o. P {sup,<1 [|p7 — p|| > €} = 0. Weak convergence methods
are powerful enough to tackle Markovian noise, whereas ieofém 4,51 the
noise term is a much simpler martingale increment.

On the other hand, unlike weak convergence results, Thedt& offers
an exponential bound. This is useful in the important pnobte determining
the asymptotic behavior d8 — oo and then taking the limitv — oo. (In
comparison, the above analysis characterizes the belawi¥r— oo for finite
time 7'.) In general it is not true that the limit¥ — oo and7 — oo can be
interchanged. Weak convergence proofs for the asymptetiaydor in7" require
construction of perturbed Lyapunov functions [167]. In gamson, as explained
in [27], since the exponential bound ,, exp(—C'N) is summable, the Borel-
Cantelli lemma applies. This facilities concluding imgott results on the exit
times of the procesg). In particular, given an open sét € R”, define the exit
time as the random variable

™NU)=inf{t>0:p ¢ U}. (4.25)

Let~(p) denote the closure of the set of states visited by the mealtfaéctory
pi, t > 0. Then, from Theorem 4.5.1, it can be shown that [27, Projoost]

IP’{ lim 7V (U) = oo} =1. (4.26)

N—oo

In words, the exit time of the infected process from any neaithood of the
mean field dynamics trajectory is probabilistically veryga Indeed, Benaim &
Weibull in [27] go on to conclude that attractors of the meafdfdynamics are
good predictors of the stochastic process when the initiadiitions are close.

45.2 Sentiment-Based Observations

Next, consider the sensing mechanism with observationsateing4.3. Assum-
ing the sample size is sufficiently large, it follows from tentral limit theorem
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(for i.i.d. processes, in the case of independent sampéind,for Markov pro-
cesses, in the case of MCMC sampling) that

z(d,y) = H(y) pr(d) + D(y) + ve(d, y) (4.27)
where

D(y) = By, P(d),
H(y) = (Bly - BOy)P(d)a
vk(d, y) ~ N(0, 0% (pi(d), y))- (4.28)

For i.i.d. sampling, the variance is easily evaluated as

2

1

P puld),9) = o (H) (@) + D)) (4.29)

x (1= H(y) pr(d) — D(y)) -
For MCMC sampling, the variance is evaluated by approxinggdin infinite series

(alternatively, excellent bounds exist [40]).
We can then define the following observation process

defn 2?21 d P(d)z.(d,y)

— : (4.30)
oy dP(d)

2(y)

The key point is thaty(y) is a linear combination of,(d, y). It then follows
from (4.9) that
Zk<y) = Gk + vk(y) (431)

where
uk(y) ~ N(0,0%(y)),

s2(y) — S P (). y)
il d P(d)

4.5.3 Bayesian Filtering Problem

Given the extrinsic and sentiment observations describesteg how can the in-
fected degree distributign, and target state, be estimated at each time instant?
Below we discuss estimation pf ands; as a Bayesian filtering problem.



88 CHAPTER 4. SENSING WITH INFORMATION DIFFUSION

The partially observed state space model with continuous ¢iynamicd (4.20)
and discrete time observations (4.31) and (4.19), cotssita system with con-
tinuous time dynamics and discrete time observations ridtievely, the partially
observed state space model with discrete time dynamic8)(4r&d observation
equation[(4.31), and (4.119) constitutes a system with eiedime dynamics and
discrete time observations. In either case, computing dinelitonal mean esti-
mate ofs;, p; in the continuous time case sy, p;. in the discrete time case, given
the observation sequence, ., 01.;) is a Bayesian filtering problem. In fact, fil-
tering of such jump Markov linear systems have been studiezhsively in the
signal processing literature [68, 181] and can be solvedhaause of sequential
Markov chain Monte-Carlo methods.

For largeN in the mean field dynamicg (4.123), it is reasonable to expext t
a linearized approximation ipto the dynamics is accurate. Denote the resulting
linearized model as

i1 = F (1) (4.32)

In the special case when only extrinsic observatignsf s, are available (recall
the extrinsic observations are defined[in_(4.19)), computiire filtered estimate
E{6k|o1.x} can be done via a finite-dimensional filtering algorithm. ded, this

model coincides with the so-called image-based trackingehthat has widely
been studied in signal processingl[73,/158, 159 239].

4.6 Mean Field Dynamics: Fast Information Diffu-
sion and Slow Target State Dynamics

The assumption here is that the diffusion of information floamelyp, in the

social network occurs on a faster time-scale compared teevbéution of the
target state. That is, the transition matriX of the Markovian target is almost
identity and the target state displays piecewise consetmibor with infrequent
jumps from one state to another. This is made explicit inttieding assumption.

Assumption 4.2. The target state;, has transition probability matrixd = I +
%Q where( is a generator matrix.

Considering the diffusion dynamids (4112) together witsé®ptioi 4.2, it is
clear that we have a two-time-scale system, where the targeéss:; evolves on
a slower time scale as compared with the information diffasn the network.
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For this two-time-scale case, we have the following mead figinamics for the
infected distribution:
Suppose Assumptidn 4.2 holds. Then,doe 1,2,..., D,

dpi(d)
dt

= 2_901 (dv e(pt)v ST) - Z_)lo(dv e(pt)v 87-), 0 S t S 0. (433)

In the above equation, is a constant on the time-scdtat evolves as a continu-
ous time Markov chain with generat@ron the slow time scale.

A similar exponential probability bound to Theorém 415.h te& proved for
the above mean field dynamics system compriseld Markov modulated differ-
ential equationd (4.33). Also, in analogy o (4.23), fogkaiV, the discrete time
mean field dynamics read:

Pra(d) = 9u(d) & [on (0,67),50) — Pao(d07). )] (4.39)

Here,k indexes a fast time scale aitlindexes a slow time scale. In particular,
the slow process; is a constant on the fast time scalet evolves as a discrete
time Markov chain with transition matrid = 7 + %Q on the slow time scal'.
The sentiment based observation process is modelled as3f)(4nd the
extrinsic observation process on the slow time-scalk’ is modelled as if (4.19).

4.6.1 Bayesian Filtering Problem

In the case of fast information diffusion and slow target alyiics, estimating
the slow target state and fast infected distributiop are decoupled due to the
two-time-scale nature of the problem. In particular, at shaw time-scalet’,
the conditional mean estimal&{s;|o;.,-} is obtained using a Hidden Markov
model filter (or Wonham filter in continuous time) [78]. Thesstimating the
statep, given noisy observations;,(y) becomes a nonlinear regression problem
since there is no state noise process driving (4.23). Adterely, a stochastic
approximation algorithm can be used to track the Markov rchaee [[259] for
details.

4.6.2 Numerical Example

Below we illustrate the mean field dynamics model for the cd$ast information
diffusion and slow target dynamics. In this example, we $atauithe diffusion of
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information through a network comprising &f = 100 nodes (with maximum
degreeD = 17) in two different scenarios as described below. We furtissuee
that at timek = 0, 5% of nodes are infected. The mean field dynamics model
is investigated in terms of the infected link probabilityd% The infected link
probability for the case of fast information diffusion ardvg target dynamics can
be computed by

D _
d P(d)p,(d
>q A P(d)
Here,p, is obtained via discrete-time mean field dynamics (4.34).
Scenario 1: Assume each agent is a myopic optimizer and, hence, chooses
to adopt the technology only ™ > A™: » = 1. Attime k, the costs:(™,

m=1,2,...,100, arei.i.d. random variables simulated from uniform dizition
U[0,C(sk)]. Therefore, the transition probabilities in (4.5) are

A7)y m)
po1(d, A,(fm), sp) =P (c(m) > Algm)> _ ) G A S C(sk),
1, A > O(sp).

The probability that a product fails jg- = 0.3, i.e.,
plo(d, Aém)) Sk) =0.3.

The infected link probabilities obtained from network siation (4.9) and from
the discrete-time mean field dynamics model (4.35) aretithsd in Figuré 4.1a.
To illustrate that the infected link probability computedrh (4.35) follows the
true one (obtained by network simulation), we assume trav#tue ofC' jumps
from 1 to 10 at timek = 200, and from10 to 1 at timek = 500. As can be seen
in Figurel4.1h, the mean field dynamics provide an excellgptaximation to the
true infected distribution.

Scenario 2:The transition probabilities ifh_(4.5) depend on the nodetsnec-
tivity d. These probabilities are

A™) (m)
por(d, A, 5) = { L) A(l;n | < dC(sw), (4.36)
1, A > dC(sp).
and
po(d, AT s) = 0.3. (4.37)

The infected link probability obtained from network simtiga (4.9) and from
the discrete-time mean field dynamics model (4.35) aretititisd in Figuré 4.1b.
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Figure 4.1: The infected link probability obtained fromwetk simulation com-
pared to the one obtained from the mean field dynamics mlod8)#h two differ-

ent scenarios: (a) The transition probabilities in (4.1)ehd only on the number
of infected neighborsi(m),, (the parameters are defined in Scenario 1). (b) The
transition probabilities il (4.13) depend on the node’stamtivity d and the num-
ber of infected neighborﬁ,im) (the parameters are defined in Scenario 2).

Similar to Scenario 1, here, we assume that the valu€ pfmps from1 to 10
at timek = 500, and from10 to 1 at timek = 1200 to show that the infected
link probability computed from[(4.35) follows the one olwtad from network
simulation. Again the mean field dynamics provide an exoel@proximation to
the actual infected distribution.

4.7 Closing Remarks

This chapter has shown how the dynamics of the spread ofhnaoon in a graph
can be asymptotically modelled via Markov modulated déféral equations.
These mean field dynamics serve as a tractable model foirfgtef underly-
ing states of the network. As an immediate extension, oneaasider sequential
change detection and, more generally, control of the melhdigamics.

Below we outline two extensions.
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Reactive Information Diffusion

A key difference between social sensors and conventiomedoss in statistical
signal processing is that social sensors are reactive: Rlssensor uses addi-
tional information gained to modify its behavior. Considkee case where the
sentiment-based observation process is made availablgumle blog. Then,
these observations will affect the transition dynamicsefagents and, therefore,
the mean field dynamics.

How Does Connectivity Affect Mean Field Equilibrium?

The papers[[183, 184] examine the structure of fixed pointhefmean field
differential equation[(4.20) when the underlying targetqgasss is not present
(equivalently,s is a one state process). They consider the case where the agen
transition probabilities are parameterized/y(d, a) = pF(d,a) andpiy = pr;
seel(4.14). Then, defining= 1/pr, they study how the following two thresholds
behave with the degree distribution and diffusion mechmanis

1. Critical threshold)\.: This is defined as the minimum value bfor which
there exists a fixed point df (4.20) with positive fractionimfiected agents,
i.e., poo(d) > 0 for somed and, forA < \., such a fixed point does not
exist.

2. Diffusion threshold)\,;: Suppose the initial conditiop, for the infected
distribution is infinitesimally small. Then\; is the minimum value oA for
which p.,(d) > 0 for somed, and such that, fok < A4, p(d) = 0 for all
d.

Determining how these thresholds vary with degree didfivbuand diffusion
mechanism is very useful for understanding the long ternatieh of agents in
the social network.



Chapter 5

Non-Cooperative Game-Theoretic
Learning

5.1 Introduction

Many social and economic situations involve interactiveisien making with
possibly diverging interests. Often there is an advantageaving individuals
coordinate on their decisions [264]. For instance, a pensay choose the same
cellphone carrier as the majority of family and friends tetadvantage of the free
talk times. Social networks spread information, therehylifate coordination
of such self-interested units by speeding up the resolwfamcertainties. For
instance, individuals form friendship groups within whictembers are able to
observe others’ decisions.

This chapter examines how global coordination can be obtaamong a
group of decision makers when each decision maker has traitareness of the
outside world and is only capable of ‘simple’ local behaviSuch coordination
can potentially lead to higher social welfare to each irdlral decision maker,
and hence equilibrates the social network. We focus on nlogrinternal regret
algorithms as a strategy of play in game-theoretic leatnifige internal regrt
compares the loss of a strategy to the loss of a modified giratehich con-
sistently replaces one action by another—for example,rietime you bought
Windows, you should have bought Apple instead.” We referdéagler to[[32] for
an excellent discussion of internal and external regreetalgorithms.

1In comparison, the external regret compares the perforenaia strategy selecting actions to
the performance of the best of those actions in hindsight.

93
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Game theory has traditionally been used in economics anal seeences with
a focus on fully rational interactions where strong assuwngtare made on the
information patterns available to individual agents. Imgarison, social sensors
are agents with partial information and it is the dynami@iattions between
agents that are of interest. This, together with the infgeddence of decision-
makers’ choices, motivates the need for game-theoreticilgamodels for agents
interacting in social networks.

Learning dynamics in games can be typically classified ige3ian learn-
ing [1,/52], adaptive learning [118], and evolutionary dymes [127/173]. This
chapter focuses on adaptive learning where individualdogegimple rule-of-
thumb strategies. The aim is to determine if such simpleviddal behaviour can
result in sophisticated global behaviour. We finish thigatbawith an example to
show how the presented regret-based rule-of-thumb stegtegn be employed to
devise an energy-aware sensing mechanism for parametaagsh va diffusion
least mean squares.

5.1.1 Literature

The theory of learning in games formalizes the idea thatldéguim arises as
a result of players learning from experience. It furthermeixees how and what
kind of equilibrium might arise as a consequence of a longptocess of adap-
tation and learning in an interactive environment [94]. Doispace limitations,
this chapter focuses on adaptive learning models in whialggus try to maxi-
mize their own payoffs while simultaneously learning abotiters’ plaﬁ. The
question is then when self-interested learning and adaptatill result in the
emergence of equilibrium behavior. The literature on ganeeretic learning has
relied on the idea that learning rules should strike a b&dmetween performance
and complexity([94]. That is, simple learning rules are eteé to perform well
in simple environments, whereas larger and more complexaments call for
more sophisticated learning mechanisms.

The simplest setting is one in which players’ decisions canliserved by all
other players at the end of each round. Fictitious play [823 simple stylized
model of learning in non-cooperative repeated games with sommunication
model. The player behaves as if she is Bayesian. That is, aievés that the

2The evolutionary game theory also provides a rich frameworknodeling the dynamics
of adaptive opponent strategies for large population ofgr® The interested reader is referred
to [127,223] for recent surveys.
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opponents’ play corresponds to draws from an unknown statjodistribution
and simply best responds to her belief about such a disitiLitAnother simple
model, namely, stochastic fictitious play [92], forms biglias in fictitious play,
however, chooses actions according to a stochastic besdmee function. This
new model brings about two advantages: (i) it avoids theotiBouity inherent in
fictitious play, where a small change in the belief can leaaint@brupt change in
behavior; (ii) it is “Hannan-consistent” [115]: its timeenage payoff is at least
as good as maximizing against the time-average of oppdr@ays which is not
true for fictitious play.

Regret-matching [117, 119] as a strategy of play in longt@ractions has
been long known to guarantee convergence to the correlgtgtibeia set [20].
The regret-based adaptive procedurel in [117] assumes aleengonnectivity
graplﬁ for information exchange among players, whereas the regstd rein-
forcement learning algorithm in [119] assumes a set of iedlalayers who rely
only on their realized payoffs. This chapter is inspired bg work of Hart &
Mas-Colell in [117] 119] and focuses on learning algorithmscenarios where
players form social groups and disclose information ofrtlecisions only within
their social groups.

The concept of regret, well-known in the decision theorg &lso been intro-
duced to the realm of random samplingl[70, 71]. These methoasf particular
interest in the multi-armed bandit literature, which is cemed with optimizing
the cumulative objective function values realized over agoeof time [16,[17],
and the pure exploration problem [15], which involves firgdihe best arm after a
given number of arm pulls. In such problems, the regret vafteecandidate arm
measures the worst-case consequence that might possiblyfrem selecting an-
other arm. Such a regret is sought to be minimized via dgyigindom sampling
schemes that establish a proper balance between exploaaiibexploitation.

5.1.2 Experimental Studies

Parallel to the growing interest in social networks, a nemedheoretic paradigm
has been developed to incorporate some aspects of socarketsuch as infor-
mation exchange and influence structure into a game formaf@ne such exam-
ple is the so-called graphical games, where each playditeimce is restricted to

30bviously, if all players make decisions according to thitfius play, the actual environment
is not stationary, hence, players have the wrong model oftr@onment.

4A complete graph is a simple undirected graph in which evey pf distinct vertices is
connected by a unique edge.
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his immediate neighbors [139, 140]. Early experimentadligtsion these games
indicate significant network effects. For instance, Keahal. present in [141]
the results of experiments in which human subjects solvestsion of the vertex
coloring problerA that was converted into a graphical game. Each participaat h
control of a single vertex in the network. One task was to dmate (indirectly)
with their neighbors so that they all had the same color.

Griffin & Squicciarini in [109] tackle the problem of infornian release in
social media via a game-theoretic formulation. They areati®e dynamics of so-
cial identity verification protocols and, based on some-veaild data, develop
a deception model for online users. The proposed model EEptuuser’s will-
ingness to release, withhold or lie about information dejrem on the behavior
of the user’s circle of friends. The empirical study infersslationship between
the qualitative structure of the game equilibria and themuatrphism group of the
social network.

The correlated equilibrium arguably provides a natural Wwegapture confor-
mity to social norms [46]. It can be interpreted as a medi@structing people to
take actions according to some commonly known probabilgjritbution. Such
a mediator can be thought of as a social norm that assigns tolidividuals
in a society [[257]. If it is in the interests of each individta assume the role
assigned to him by the norm, then the probability distrimutver roles is a cor-
related equilibrium([20, 67, 89]. The Fact that actions aneditioned on signals
or roles indicates how conformity can lead to coordinatetbas within social
groups[[134, 228]. Norms of behavior are important in vasiceal-life behavioral
situations such as public good provi@oresource allocation, and the assignment
of property rights; see [38] for an extensive treatment dfligugood games in
social networks.

The works [47] 72] further report results from an experimiatt explores
the empirical validity of correlated equilibrium. It is fad in [72] that when the
private recommendations from the mediator are not avalabthe players, the
global behavior is characterized well by mixed-strateggtiNaquilibrium. Their
main finding, however, was that players follow recommerutegtifrom the third

5The vertex coloring problem is an assignment of labels (sdlto the vertices of a graph
such that no two adjacent vertices share the same label. dtelias applications in scheduling,
register allocation, pattern matching, and community iifieation in social networks [241, 139].

5The public good game is a standard of experimental econorhidhie basic game, players
secretly choose how many of their private tokens to put inpaulalic pot and keep the rest. The
tokens in this pot are multiplied by a factor (greater thae)amnd this “public good” payoff is
evenly divided among players.
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party only if those recommendations are drawn from a caedlaquilibrium that
is “payoff-enhancing” relative to the available Nash eipuié.

5.2 Non-Cooperative Games
and Correlated Equilibrium

This section starts with introducing the standard repragiem of non-cooperative
games ing5.2.1. We then proceed to introduce and elaborate on twoipsst
solution concepts of such gamesj®2.2.

5.2.1 Strategic Form Non-Cooperative Games

The initial step in performing a non-cooperative game-tBgo analysis is to
frame the situation in terms of all conceivable actions adrdg and their asso-
ciated payoffs. The standard representation of a non-catpe game7, known
asnormal formor strategic formgame [194, 206], comprises three elements:

G = (N, (A), p (U7, ) - (5.1)

Each element is described as follows:

(i) Player Set:N' = {1,--- , N}. Essentially, a player models an entity that is
entitled to making decisions, and whose decisions afféxtrst decisions. Players
may be people, organizations, firms, etc., and are indexeddy .

(i) Action Set: A" = {1,---, A"}, that denotes the actions, also referred to
aspure strategiesavailable to playern at each decision point. A generic action
taken by player is denoted by 'a where & € A™. The actions of players may
range from deciding to establish or abolish links with othgents/[22] to choosing
among different products/technologies [269].

Subsequently, a generic element of g#otion profileof all players is denoted
bya=(a',---,a"), and belongs to the set = A' x - - - x A", wherex denotes
the Cartesian product. Following the common notation in gdneory, one can
rearrange the action profile as= (a",a™"), wherea™ = (a',--- ,a" ', a"™,

e ,aN) denotes the action profile of all players excluding player

(iii) Payoff Function: U™ : A — R is bounded, and gives payoff to player
as a function of the action profike € A taken by all players. The interpretation
of such a payoff is the sum of rewards and costs associatbedivatchosen action
as the outcome of the interaction. The payoff function caquiee general. For
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instance, it could reflect reputation or privacy, using thadedis in [110, 197], or
benefits and costs associated with maintaining links in eboetwork, using the
model in [22] 265]. It could also reflect benefits of consumpind the costs of
production, download, and upload in content production stmatring over peer-
to-peer networks [107, 210], or the capacity available grsisn communication
networks[135] 173].

In contrast to the pure strategy that specifies a possiblisida@r action, a
mixed strategys a probability distribution that assigns to each avadadtion in
the action set a likelihood of being selected. More pregjsemixed strategy for
playern is of the form

p' = (p"(1),---,p"(A"), 0<p"(i) <1, 3,4 P"(0) = 1. (5.2)

A mixed strategy can be interpreted as how frequently eattbreis to be played
in a repeated game. Note that, even if the set of pure stestégfinite, there are
infinitely many mixed strategies. The set of all mixed styate available to player
n forms anA™-simplex, denoted byA.A". An individual uses a mixed strategy
only when: (i) he/she is indifferent between several puratsgies; (ii) keeping
the opponent guessing is desirable, i.e., the opponent eaefibfrom knowing
the next move,; (iii) the player needs to experiment in ordéearn his/her optimal
strategy. The significance of mixed strategies becomes oleae when we talk
about existence of Nash equilibrium§B.2.2.

In framing the game-theoretic analysis, another impoitsute is the informa-
tion available to individuals at each decision point. Tresentially has bearing
on the timing of interactions and is ascertained via answehe following ques-
tions:

(i) Is the interaction repeatedRepeated games refer to a situation where the
same base game, referred tstege gameis repeatedly played at successive de-
cision points. For instance, suppliers and buyers makesdepkatedly, nations
engage in ongoing trades, bosses try to motivate workera ongoing basis, etc.
Repeated interaction allows for socially beneficial outesnessentially substitut-
ing for the ability to make binding agreements. It furthdoak learning as the
outcome of each interaction conveys information aboubastand preferences of
other players.

(ii) Do players make decisions simultaneously or sequéypficSimultaneous
move games arise when players make decisions simultalyeeusiout being
aware of the choices and preferences of others. For insténwoefirms inde-
pendently decide whether to develop and market a new produaendividuals
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independently make a choice as which social club to join. dnt@st, moving
after another player in sequential games gives the advamtiaknowing and ac-
counting for the previous players’ actions prior to takimgeation.

(iif) What does each player realize/observe once the imtgoa is concluded?
Embodied in the answer to this question is the social knogdeaf each player.
With the prevalence of social networks, individuals mayaattnformation about
the preferences and choices of (some of) other decisionmhakeaddition to the
payoff that they realize as the outcome of making choices.aiqular choice
made by a self-interested rational player is understooe @ frest response to his
limited perception of the outside world. Observing suchicés, other players
could adjust their strategies so as to maximize their payo# decreasing others.

In this chapter, we concentrate simultaneous mowveon-cooperative games
that aranfinitely repeatedThree different models will be studied for the informa-
tion flow and social knowledge of players. The first model agsssocialagents
who observe the decisions of all agents playing the same .gBineesecond model
considerssocial groups within which agents share their decisions. Hence, each
agent is only aware of successive decisions of a subset afyénas who play the
same game. The third model assumes formatiomoofiogeneous social groups
where agents share identical interests and exchange tigifsh

5.2.2 Solution Concepts: Correlated vs. Nash Equilibrium

Having framed the interactions as a non-cooperative game,can then make
predictions about the behavior of decision makers. Stratgminance is the
most powerful analytical tool to make behavioral predictioAdominant strategy
is one that ensures the highest payoff for an agent irreispeaaitthe action profile
of other players. A more precise definition is provided below

Definition 5.1 (Dominant Strategy)An action & € A" is a dominant strategy
for playern if for all other actions & € A™ — {a:}:

Un(aa™) > Ut (aha ™), Vate A (5.3)

Dominant strategies make game-theoretic analysis relgteasy. They are
also powerful from the decision makers perspective singaradiction of others’
behavior is required. However, such strategies do not avexyst, hence, one
needs to resort to equilibrium notions in order to make beinalpredictions.
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The Nash equilibrium [199] and its refinements are withoutlitdhe most
well-known game-theoretic equilibrium notion in both eoarics and engineer-
ing. One can classify Nash equilibria into two types:Rire strategy Nash equi-
libria, where all agents are playing pure strategies, and/iXed strategy Nash
equilibria, where at least one agent is playing a mixed strategy. Theriymag
assumption in Nash equilibrium is that players act indepatig. That is, the
probability distribution on the action profiles is a prodnetasure. More pre-
cisely,

N
p<i17“ 7> )defnP( _7'177a]V:ZN):Hpn(Z”) (54)
k=1

wherep"(i,,) denotes the probability of agentplaying action,.

A Nash equilibrium is a strategy profile with the propertyttha single player
can benefit by deviating unilaterally to another stratege below for precise
definitions.

Definition 5.2 (Nash Equilibrium) An action profilea = (a”,a‘”) Is a pure
strategy Nash equilibrium if

Un(an,a ) > Un (@), Va' € A", Vne N (5.5)

A profile of mixed strategiep = (pl, e ,pN) forms a mixed strategy Nash
equilibrium if for all a* € A™ andn € NV:

Z p(a",a )U” a" a " Zp a' a” U” a',a ") (5.6)

—n
a7L7a a—"n

John F. Nash proved in his famous paper [199] that every gatheuinite set
of players and actions has at least one mixed strategy Naslibeigm. However,
as asserted by Robert J. Aum@imthe following extract from([20], “Nash equi-
librium does make sense if one starts by assuming that, foespecified reason,
each player knows which strategies the other players ang i vidently, this as-
sumption is rather restrictive and, more importantly, iekatrue in any strategic
interactive situation. He adds:

“Far from being inconsistent with the Bayesian view of therldio
the notion of equilibrium is an unavoidable consequenceatiew.

"Robert J. Aumann was awarded the Nobel Memorial Prize in &wics in 2005 for his
work on conflict and cooperation through game-theoretidyaiga He is the first to conduct a
full-fledged formal analysis of the so-called infinitely espted games.
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It turns out, though, that the appropriate equilibrium ratiis not
the ordinary mixed strategy equilibrium of Nash (1951), ttnet more
general notion of correlated equilibrium> Robert J. Aumann

This, indeed, is the very reason why correlated equilibr[@0] best suits and
is central to the analysis of strategic decision-makingdcia networks in this
chapter.

Correlated equilibrium is a generalization of the well-lwmadNash equilibrium
and describes a condition of competitive optimality amoegision makers. It
can most naturally be viewed as imposing equilibrium coodg on the joint
action profile of agents (rather than on individual actiomgaNash equilibrium).
An intuitive interpretation of correlated equilibrium isa@rdination in decision-
making as described by the following example: Consider ficrgame where
two drivers meet at an intersection and have to decide whettigo” or “wait”.

If they simultaneously decide to go, they will crash and hattur large losses.
If one waits and the other one goes, the one that passes #nsdation receives
positive utility, whereas the one who waits receive zerétuti Finally, if they
both decide to wait, they both will receive small negatiwtigs due to wasting
their time. The natural solution is the traffic light. In gatieoretic terminology,
the traffic light serves as a fair randomizing device thabmemends actions to
the agents—signals one of the cars to go and the other onettatwsafair in the
sense that at different times it makes different recommigomis

In light of the above example, suppose that a mediator isrelvgpa non-
cooperative game being repeatedly played among a numbgenfsa The medi-
ator, at each round of the game, gives private recommemdadi® what action to
choose to each agent. The recommendations are correlatieel mediator draws
them from a joint probability distribution on the action fite of all agents; how-
ever, each agent is only given recommendations about heaotion. Each agent
can freely interpret the recommendations and decide if lovio A correlated
equilibrium results if neither of agents wants to deviaterfrthe provided recom-
mendation. That is, in correlated equilibrium, agents’isieas are coordinated
as if there exists a global coordinating device that all égamnst to follow.

Let us now formally define the set of correlated equilibritonthe gamey,

defined ing5.2.1.

Definition 5.3 (Correlated Equilibrium) Let p denote a probability distribution
on the space of action profile$, i.e.,

0<pla)<1l,Vaec A and > p(a)=1. (5.7)
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The set of correlatee-equilibria is the convex polytope
C.= {p : Zp”(i,a_") [U"(j, a_") - U"(i,a_")] <eVije A n e N} (5.8)

wherep” (i, a_") denotes the probability of playerplaying actioni and the rest
playinga=™. If e = 0 in (5.8), the convex polytope represents the set of cordlat
equilibria and is denoted bg.

There is much to be said about correlated equilibrium; semaxn [18] 20]
for rationality arguments. Some advantages that make it emge appealing
include:

1. Realistic: Correlated equilibrium is realistic in multi-agent leargi In-
deed, Hart and Mas-Colell observe n [119] that for most $engalaptive
procedures, “...there is a natural coordination device:cttmmon history,
observed by all players. It is thus reasonable to expect #iahe end,
independence among players will not obtain;”

2. Structural Simplicity: The correlated equilibria set constitutes a compact
convex polyhedron, whereas the Nash equilibria are istlptents at the
extrema of this set [200];

3. Computational SimplicityComputing correlated equilibrium only requires
solving a linear feasibility problem (linear program withliobjective func-
tion) that can be done in polynomial time, whereas computagh equi-
librium requires finding fixed points;

4. Payoff Gains:The coordination among agents in the correlated equikivriu
can lead to potentially higher payoffs than if agents talegrthctions inde-
pendently (as required by Nash equilibrium)|[20];

5. Learning: There is no natural process that is known to converge to a Nash
equilibrium in a general non-cooperative game that is negetsally equiv-
alent to exhaustive search. There are, however, naturakgses that do
converge to correlated equilibria (the so-called law ofssmation of coor-
dination [120]), e.g., regret-matchirig [117].

Existence of a centralized coordinating device negle@slistributed essence
of social networks. Limited information at each agent alibatstrategies of oth-
ers further complicates the process of computing cormlatgiilibria. In fact,
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Mixed Pure \
Strategy Strategy [ Dominant

Nash

Figure 5.1: Equilibrium notions in non-cooperative gant&slarging the equilib-
ria set weakens the behaviorial sophistication on the pkapart to distributively
reach equilibrium through repeated plays of the game.

even if agents could compute correlated equilibria, theyld/mneed a mecha-
nism that facilitates coordinating on the same equilibratate in the presence of
multiple equilibria—each describing, for instance, a Eatmordinated behavior
of manufacturers on targeting influential nodes in the cditipe diffusion pro-
cess|[24B]. This highlights the significance of adaptiveresy algorithms that,
through repeated interactive play and simple strategysaajents by agents, en-
sure reaching correlated equilibrium. The most well-knafsuch algorithms,
fictitious play, was first introduced in 1951 [219], and isamgively treated in [92].
It, however, requires monitoring the behavior of all othgeiats that contradicts
the information exchange structure in social networks. uoais of this chap-
ter is on the more recent regret-matching learning algmsti26, 42| 1117, 119].
We use tools from stochastic approximation [167], to adapsé algorithms to
the information exchange structure in social networks,adkov-switched sys-
tems [261] 263], to track time-varying equilibria under lesimn of the environ-
ment and the social network.

Figure[5.1 illustrates how the various notions of equilibni are related in
terms of the relative size and inclusion in other equililze#s. As discussed ear-
lier in this subsection, dominant strategies and pureegjyailash equilibria do not
always exist—the game of “Matching Pennies” being a simpkamgle. Every
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finite game, however, has at least one mixed strategy Nashbemgum. There-
fore, the “nonexistence critique” does not apply to any owtihat generalizes
the mixed strategy Nash equilibrium in Figurel5.1. A Hannansistent strat-
egy (also known as “universally consistent” strategieq)[&Lone that ensures,
no matter what other players do, the player’s average pa&yaymptotically no
worse than if she were to play alpnstantstrategy for in all previous periods.
Hannan consistent strategies guarantee no asymptotimaktegrets and lead
to the so-called “coarse correlated equilibrium” [195]inntthat generalizes the
Aumann’s correlated equilibrium.

5.3 Local Adaptation and Learning

This section presents an adaptive decision-making praoedtiat, if locally fol-
lowed by every individual decision maker, leads to ratiaglabal behavior. The
global behavior is meant to capture the decision strategiabindividuals taking
part in the decision-making process, and will be made cledne next section.
This procedure is viewed as particularly simple and intaitas no sophisticated
updating, prediction, or fully rational behavior is essainbn the part of agents.
The procedure can be simply described as follows: At eadlbgheasin agent may
either continue with the same action as the previous pedodwitch to other
actions, with probabilities that are proportional to a ‘hetgmeasure”[[117]; see
Figurd5.2. Willingness to proceed with the previous decishimics the “inertia”
that is existent in human’s decision-making process. Intidlbows, we present
three algorithms, in the ascending level of sophisticatibat adapt this simple
procedure to various social network architectures.

The communication among agents (hence, the level of “séciawledge”)
can be captured by a connectivity graph . Below, a formal difimis given:

Definition 5.4 (Connectivity Graph)lt is an undirected grapl = (V, E), where
V = N is the set of agents, and

n,l € E < n knows & and! knows & at the end of period.

Accordingly, the neighborhood of each agerns defined as:

Open Neighborhood: N™ {1 € \;(n,1) € E}

defn

: (5.9)
Closed Neighborhood: N =" N" U {n}
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Figure 5.2: Regret-based local adaptation and learnimtjvittuals update regrets
after observing the outcome of the previous decisions aiwbrdingly, make next
decisions. These new decisions will then be shared witherakgroups.

The communication protocol which allows agents to exchanfggmation only
with neighbors is referred to agighborhood monitorin§l02]. This generalizes
the perfect monitoring assumption, standard in the gamaryhéerature [113],
where agents share decisions with all other agents at thefezath peri

5.3.1 Case I: Fully Social Players

For simplicity of exposition, we start with the adaptiveri@ag procedure for the
scenario with the highest level of social knowledgerfect monitoring That is,
once a decision is made by an agent, it is observable by & athpents More
precisely,

The graphG is complete andV!' = V. (5.10)

Although this is a rather impractical assumption in the ajimgr large-scale so-
cial networks, it sheds light and provides insight on theugas of the decision-
making procedure and how it can be deployed in environmeitiismore complex
connectivity architecture.

8Note that sharing actions differs from exchanging stra®giccording to which decisions are
made; the latter is more cumbersome and less realistic, Femweonveys information about the
payoff functions of opponents, hence, can lead to fasterdioation.

%In certain situations, the aggregate decisions of all agafiécts individual agent’s strategy
update, e.g., proportion of neighbors adopting a new teolgyoor proportion of neighboring
sensors that have chosen to activate. Therefore, one camassat this aggregate information is
available to each agent (instead of individual decisiohf)@end of each period.
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Suppose the gam@, defined in§5.2.1, is being repeatedly played over time:
k=1,2,.... Attime k, each agent makes a decisionfac A" according to a
probability distributionp, which is defined via the following “regret-matching”
procedurel[11/7]:

Let I;., denote the indicator operator aid< ¢ < 1 be a small parameter,
Define the matrix?}, where each elemenf (i, j) records

(i ) =Y (1= 7 [U"(j.a;") — U"(a,)] I {& =i} . (5.11)

<k

The above expression fof (i, j) has a clear interpretation as a measure of the
“regret” that agent: would experience for not having played actigrevery time
actioni was picked in the past. The strategy = (p;(1),--- ,pp(A™)) is then
defined as follows

pi(i) S B () = ild_, = )
G, i (5.12)
1= mi(d), i=j

where|z|" = max{0,z}, andy™ > 0 is a large enough number so that is a
valid probability mass functi(ﬁ.

Intuitively speaking, the regret-matching procedure gos¢he decision-making
process by propensities to depart from the current decisiamnatural to postu-
late that, if a decision maker decides to switch her actioshould be to actions
that are perceived as being better. The regret-matchingeduse assigns posi-
tive probabilities to all such better choices. In particutae better an alternative
action seems, the higher will be the probability of choosimgxt time. More pre-
cisely, the probabilities of switching to different actgare proportional to their
regrets relative to the current action.

The regret-matching procedure in the case of fully sociay@is is summa-
rized in Algorithm5.

101t suffices to letu™ > A™ |UR,, — U2 |, whereUzZ,, andU
bounds on the payoff functioti”(-) for agentn, respectively.

in represent the upper and lower
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Algorithm 5 Local Adaptation and Learning for Social Players

Let 1y = [1,---,1]7 denote anV x 1 column vector of ones/",, and U,
represent the upper and lower bounds on the payoff funéfibn) for agentn,
respectively, andy., denote the indicator function.

Initialization : Sety™ > A" |Upa — Uil Pi = 4= - 1an, andRj =0

Step 1: Action Selection Choose a ~ p}, where

pzm:{ o Al

n
ORI
>z Pi( -13)

)7 i = aZ—l
where|z|" = max{0, z}.
Step 2: Information Exchange Share decisions}avith others.
Step 3: Regret Update
i1 = Ry +e[B" (ar) — Ry (5.14)
whereB" (a;,) = [b}; (a;) ] is anA™ x A" matrix with elements
b (ax) = (U™ (j,a,") —U"(i,a,")] - I {a =i}. (5.15)

Step 4: Recursion Setk < k + 1, and go Step 1.

Discussion and Intuition:

1) Adaptive Behaviorin (5.11),¢ serves as a forgetting factor to foster adaptiv-
ity to the evolution of the non-cooperative game parameietBe social network
architecture. That is, as agents repeatedly take actibasffect of the old un-
derlying parameters on their current decisions vanishesj5s5 for a somewhat
detailed treatment of regime switching non-cooperativeem

2) Inertia: The choice ofu™ guarantees that there is always a positive proba-
bility of playing the same action as the last period. Thaefe" can be viewed as
an “inertia” parameter: A highet™ yields switching with lower probabilities. It
plays a significant role in breaking away from bad cycless Worth emphasizing
that the speed of convergence to the correlated equilibtissslosely related to
this inertia parameter.
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3) Better-reply vs. Best-replyn light of the above discussion, the most dis-
tinctive feature of the regret-matching procedure, thfiedintiates it from other
works such as [90, 92, 93], is that it implements a bettelyregiher than a best-
reply stratedﬂ. This inertia assigns positive probabilities to any acitimat are
just better. Indeed, the behavior of a regret-matchingsi@cimaker is very far
from that of a rational decision maker that makes optimalgieass given his
(more or less well-formed) beliefs about the environmenttdad, it resembles
the model of a reflex-oriented individual that reinforcesidi®ens with “pleasur-
able” consequences [119].

(4) Computational ComplexityThe computational burden (in terms of cal-
culations per iteration) of the “regret-matching” proceglis small. It does not
grow with the number of agents, hence, is scalable. At eachtibn, each agent
needs to execute two multiplications, two additions, onagarison and two ta-
ble lookups (assuming random numbers are stored in a tabta)dulate the next
decision. Therefore, it is suitable for implementationémsors with limited local
computational capability.

(5) Decentralized Adaptive FilteringAs will be seen later ir§5.4, if every
agent follows Algorithnib, the global behavior convergethi® set of correlated
equilibria. Theoretically, finding a correlated equiliom in a game is equivalent
to solving a linear feasibility problem; s€e (5.8). Algbrii[3 is thus an adaptive
filtering algorithm for solving this problem, which is quiteteresting due to its
decentralized nature.

5.3.2 Case ll: Social Groups

As pointed out above, the “perfect monitoring” assumptisrmquite restrictive
in the emerging large-scale social networks. A naturalresiten is to devise an
adaptive learning procedure that relies on the “neighbmihnonitoring” model
for exchange of information among agents. That is, once ssidacis made by
agentn, it is only observable by her neighbak§® on the connectivity grapty;
see Definitioi 5. In fact, agents are oblivious to the existé of other agents
except their neighbors.

Social groups are characterized by the coalition of agdves perform the
same localized task and interact locally. However, not aldgs the payoff of
each agent depend on her local interaction and contribitiararrying out the

1This has the additional effect of making the behavior cantirs, without need for approxi-
mations|[117].
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local tasks, but also it is affected by the inherent inteoaictvith those outside
her social group. In particular, the payoff that each agecgives as the outcome
of her decision comprises of two terms: [(@cal payoff due to local interaction
(e.g., performing tasks) within social groups; @)obal payoff due to the implicit
strategic global interaction with agents outside socialgr More precisely, the
payoff function can be expressed as [102]

Ur(a,a™") =Up(d,a"") + Ug(a*,a”"). (5.16)

Here,S™ = N' — N denotes the set of “non-neighbors” of agent

Now, suppose the gant defined in§5.2.1, with payoff function[(5.16) is
being repeatedly played over time= 1,2, .. .. Attime k, each agent makes a
decision & and receives a payBffU; (a;). Assume that agents know their local
payoff functions; hence, knowing the action profile of ndigrs, they are able to
evaluate their local stage payoffs. In contrast, even ih&gknow their global
payoff functions, they could not directly compute globaypffs as they do not
acquire the action profile of agents outside their socialigso However, they can
compute theirealizedglobal payoffs by

n Y\ def n [ An n (AN n
Ug (@) = Up(@) —Up(a,ay"). (5.17)
The “revised regret-matching” procedure, depicted in Fedhb.3, is then as
follows [102,/119]: The local regret matriR,f’" is defined as before; that is, each
element-."(j, ) records

) = 31— T (U (.a") - Up (@ al")] T{a = i} (5.18)
<k
However, since agemtknows neither her global payoff function nor the decisions
a;" of those outside her social group, she is unable to perfoenthihught exper-
iment to evaluate global payoffs for alternative actionslaes does in (5.18). She
thus employs an unbiased estimaﬂﬁ’" of the global regrets, which relies only
on the realizations of global payoffd/7: , (&) }. More precisely, each element

r&"(4,i) can be expressed as follows:

rkG’"(j, i) =¢ Z(l — )k T

<k

" [p?(é)

240))

2Note thatU}'(-) = U"(-,a;,™), i.e., the time-dependency 6f’(-) corresponds to the time-
variations of other agents’ action profig ™.

(5.19)

UB (&)1 (& = j} — U ()T (! =i} |
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Social Groups’ Decisions
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a,a,a
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Figure 5.3: Game-theoretic learning within social groupscles represent indi-
viduals in the social network. Agent 5 exchanges decisidh ter social group
members\V® = {1,2,4}. The exchanged decisions, together with agent 5's real-
ized payoff, are then fed into the regret-matching adaiitex to determine the
next action for agent 5.

The agent combines local and global regrets
Ry " gL 4 gGn (5.20)

to update her strategy; as follows: Letd < ¢ < 1, and recallA” represents the
cardinality of the action seti”. The play probabilities are then given by

pi(i) = P(d = ildi_, = j)
:{ (1= &ymin { LG | e b+ e i A (5.21)
]'_Zj;éipZ(j)v 1=

where, as beforégz|” = max{0, 2}, andu™ > 0 is a large enough number.

The local adaptation and learning algorithm within socia@ups is summa-
rized in Algorithm(6.
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Algorithm 6 Local Adaptation and Learning Within Social Groups
Initialization : Set0 < ¢ < 1, p" > A" |Upa— Uil P§ = 4= - 1an, and
Ry™ = RS™ = 0.

Step 1: Action Selection Choose aaccording to the mixed strategy:
: 1 n (an Y ) ; 7
(i) = { (1 —0) min {u_” |rk (ak—172)| 7?} + A= Z 7 & (5.22)
1 - Zj;éipZ(])a =&

where|z|" = max{0, z}.

Step 2: Information Exchange Share decisionsawith neighborsv™.
Step 3: Regret Update

(i) Form € {L,G}:

R = Ry +e[B™" (ar) — Ry (5.23)
whereB™" (a;) = [b7" (a;) | is anA™ x A" matrix:

ij

b (ay) = [Up(j,a™™) —Up(i,a™™)] I {af =i}

6 (o) = | D0 () 1 (e = 5} — U () e = )
P (J)
(i) Combine local and global regrets:
n= R+ R (5.25)

Step 4: Recursion Setk < k + 1, and go Step 1.

Discussion and Intuition:

Before proceeding, we should emphasize that the remarkedrggret-matching”
procedure([119], discussed §5.3.1, will continue to hold for the revised regret-
matching algorithm in the presence of social groups.

(1) Global Regret EstimateClose scrutiny of[(5.19) reveals that the second
term is similar to the second term in_(5118), and simply eatds the weighted
average global payoffs realized in periods when actiovas picked. The first
term, roughly speaking, estimates the weighted averadgmbpayoffs if actiony
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replaced actionin exactly those periods when actibwas chosdh. To this end,

it only uses realized payoffs of those periods when acfiaras actually played.
The normalization factop”(z) /p*(j), intuitively speaking, makes the lengths of
the respective periods comparable [119].

(2) Play Probabilities: The randomized strategly (5121) is simply a weighted
average of two probability vectors: The first term, with wei@ — 9, is propor-
tional to the positive part of the combined regrﬁtsf’" + R,f’"rr in a manner
similar to (5.12). Taking the minimum Witﬁ% guarantees thai} is a valid prob-
ability distribution, i.e.,> . p}'(¢) = 1. The second term, with weight is just a
uniform distribution over the action spagt' [102,/119].

(3) Reinforcement LearningAssuming that no player is willing to form a so-
cial group, Algorithmi 6 simply implements a reinforcemesaiining procedure
that only requires the realized payoff to prescribe the dektsion. The probabil-
ity of choosing a particular actiohat timek + 1 gets “reinforced” by picking
at timek, while the probabilities of the other actions# ¢ decrease. In fact, the
higher the payoff realized as the consequence of choesahgmek, the greater
will be this reinforcement [119].

(4) Exploration vs. Exploitation:The second term, with weigli, simply
forces every action to be played with some minimal frequgstyctly speaking,
with probability 6/A™). The “exploration” factdt § is essential to be able to
estimate the contingent payoffs using only the realizeafiayit can, as well, be
interpreted as exogenous statistical “noise.”

5.3.3 Case lll: Homogeneous Social Groups

Next, we consider non-cooperative games in the presenceca groups with
closer and more intense ties: Individuals in each socialgfwave identical in-
terests in the sense that they all share, and are aware afightiie same payoff
function. This opens up opportunity for agents to collab®weithin social groups
to optimize their payoffs, while retaining their autonorid0].

More precisely, agents forri non-overlapping communitieS® c N, s €

Bstrictly speaking, the limit sets of the process (5.19) dralttue global regret updates (if
agents observed the action profile of agents outside theialsgroup) coincide; see [102] for
details. Alternatively, the conditional expectation of ttifference between the global regret esti-
mates and the true global regrets can be proved to be zerfi. E#dor details.

14As will be discussed later, largérwill lead to the convergence of the global behavior to a
largere-distance of the correlated equilibria set.
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S =A{1,---,S5}, each with cardinality/; and identical payoff functiofl§, i.e.,
U"(:)=U'(-) < n,l€C*® forsomesc S. (5.26)

Accordingly, agents have to take actions from the same maatd within each
community, i.e.,

A" = Al() < n,l € C* forsomes c S. (5.27)

For notational convenience, denoteldy(-) and.A° the payoff function and action
set, respectively, of community*. Let furtherA* = | A*|, where] - | denotes the
cardinality operator.

Within communities, agents form social groups. For notatlaonvenience,
we continue to use the connectivity graghin Definition[5.4 to represent such
“homogeneous social groups.” Individuals in a social gratgpmore closely tied
in the sense that they have identical interests and aregiili share the extra (and
strategically of great value) piece of information thatytlshare the same payoff
functiortd. In particular,

(n,l) € EingraphG < agentsy andl both knowU"™(-) = U'(:).  (5.28)

The social group for each agentis represented by the set of neighbdfg on
the connectivity grapld; see[(5.D). Finally, for clarity of exposition and without
loss of generality, we adopt the “perfect monitoring” [11&del for information
exchange among agents; see (5.10). It is straightforwarthéointerested reader
to extend the local adaptation and learning algorithm tbldws to the case of
“neighborhood monitoring,” which was discussedfin3.2.

Example 5.1. Consider the problem of multi-target tracking using a natwof
ZigBee-enabled sensois [161]. Sensors close to each talnge¢ the same goal,
i.e., to localize the same target, hence, have identicabffdynctions. The entire
network thus incorporates several communities of sensdatsidentical payoff
functions, each localizing a particular target. The mea&suents collected by such
communities of sensors are correlated both in time and spaberefore, nodes
can save battery power by choosing to sleep while their tighare active. Two

BSwithout loss of generality, agents belonging to the samensonity are assumed to have
identical action sets.

16Note that, although individuals within the same social grate mindful of sharing the same
payoff function, they are unaware of the strategies acogrtti which group members make their
decisions.



114 CHAPTER 5. NON-COOPERATIVE GAME-THEORETIC LEARNING

advantages directly follow by letting such sensors becomseakand exchange
information within the social groups that they form: (i) Simay regrets will lead
to faster coordination of their activation behavior; (iih&ring local estimates
will lead to improved localization performance.

In what follows, inspired by the idea of diffusion least mesaquares|[182,
225], we enforce cooperation among individuals in eachesgcoup via exchang-
ing and fusing regret information. Such diffusion of regir@brmation within
social groups is rewarding for all members as they all sheesame payoff func-
tion. This provably leads to faster coordination among &gand enables them to
respond in real time to changes in the game.

The regret matrb” is defined as i§5.3.1; seel(5.11). The cooperative diffu-
sion protocol is then implemented as follows: Agents exgeaegret information
within social groups and fuse the collected data via a liceanbiner. More pre-
cisely, define theveight matrixfor each community’® asiWW* = [w?,] satisfying

We=1, +pQ° 0<p<l (5.29)

wherely denotes théV x N identity matrix, the matrix))® = [¢;,] is symmetric,
i.e., [@Q°] = Q° where’ denotes the transpose operator, and satisfies

) laul < 1;
(i) ¢, > 0ifand onlyif (k,{) € E;
(i) @Q°1 = 0, wherel and0 are column vectors of ones and zeros, respectively.

Each rown of the matrixI¥¢ simply gives the weights that agen@ssigns to the

regret information collected from neighbors. These weightly depend on the
reputation of the group members [95, 205, [265]. The fusecktegatrix for agent

n at timek, denoted byR, , is then computed via

Ry=> wyR. (5.30)

IEND

Recall that all neighbors of agef belong to the same community as agent
n. Therefore, they all share the same payoff function. Theduggrets are
then promptly fed back into the stochastic approximatigoathm that updates
regrets: B B

1 = By +e [B" (ar) — Ry ] (5.31)
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whereB" (a;) is aN x N matrix with elements identical t6 (5.115). Finally, agent
n picks her next action according to the same stratggws in [5.12). Simply
put, agent: follows the “regret-matching” procedurie [119], summadize Algo-
rithm[B, with the exception that fused-regret mathix replaces the regret matrix
R}.

The cooperative regret-matching procedure in the presehbhemogeneous
social groups is summarized in Algorithr 7.

Discussion and Intuition:

Before proceeding, we should emphasize that the remarksedndgret-matching”
procedure([119], discussed §6.3.1, will continue to hold for the revised regret-
matching algorithm in the presence of homogeneous so®@algt

(1) Diffusion of RegretsWithin each community of agents, the social group
that an agent forms may differ from that of his neighbor’serdiore, the cooper-
ative diffusion protocol[(5.30) helps fuse information@&s the community into
agentn.

(2) Data Fusion TimescaleThe particular choice of the weight matrix®
allows to perform regret update and fusion of social groumfermation on the
same timescale by choosipg= ¢ in (5.29). This enables the agents to respond in
real-time to the evolution of the game, e.g., changes in conityymemberships
or payoffs of communities.

5.4 Emergence of Rational Global Behavior

This section characterizes the global behavior emergent individuals follow-
ing the local adaption and learning algorithmsfn3. Sectioh 5.411 provides a
formal definition for the global behavior of agents. Seclof.2 then entails the
main theorem of this chapter that shows the global behavemii@sted as the
consequence of each agent individually following alganighin §5.3 converges to
the correlated equilibria set. Finall§5.4.3 lays out a less technically involved
sketch of the convergence proofs that will further shedtlmhthe dynamics of
the “regret-matching” procedure and how it could be adafuiestirategic decision
making in social networks. Detailed proofs are relegatejeendiXB for clarity
of presentation.
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Algorithm 7 Adaptation and Learning Within Homogeneous Social Groups
Initialization : Sety” > A™ |Uf — Uil PG = 7= - 1an, andRj = 0.

Step 1: Action Selection Choose gaccording to the mixed strategy

)= [ FhtEal it
pp(i) = wrlE =D K (5.32)
(0 { 1_23'75@'1%(])7 =8
where|z|" = max{0, z}.
Step 2: Information Exchange Share decisions'a with others.
Step 3: Regret Update
" =R, +e[B"(a) — R;] (5.33)

whereB" (a;) is anA® x A® matrix identical to Algorithm.b.
(The first two steps implement the regret-matching procefiLik7].)

Step 4: Regret Fusion
Ry =Ry +p [D"(ay) — Ry (5.34)

whereD"(ay,) = [d}(ar)] is anA® x A* matrix:

diz(ag) = Z wsy [UP(G,a.") = Us(i,a.")] 1 {d, =i} . (5.35)
leND
ands denotes the index of the community to which agetelongs.

(This step implements the diffusion protocol [182,1225].)

Step 5: Recursion Setk < k + 1, and go Step 1.
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5.4.1 Global Behavior

The global behaviog, at timek is defined as the empirical frequency of joint
play of all agents up to periokl Formally,

zr=) (1-¢) e, (5.36)

<k

wheree,_ denotes the unit vector with the element correspondingagaint play

a, being equal to one. Further,serves as a forgetting factor to foster adaptivity
to the evolution of game. That is, the effect of the old gameleh@n the de-
cisions of individuals vanishes as agents repeatedly tekens. Givenz,, the
average payoff accrued by each agent can be straightfdgnewdluated, hence
the name global behavior. It is more convenient to detiperia the stochastic
approximation recursion

Zy = Zk—1 + € [€a, — Zk—1] - (5.37)

The global behaviog,, is a system “diagnostic” and is only used for the anal-
ysis of the emergent collective behavior of agents. That éges not need to be
computed by individual agents. In real-life applicatiorisias smart sensor net-
works, however, a network controller can monitgrand use it to adjust agents’
payoff functions to achieve the desired global behaviod]19

5.4.2 Main Result: Convergence to Correlated Equilibrium

In what follows, the main theorem of this chapter is preseibat reveals both
the local and the global behavior emerging from each agentigually following
the algorithms presented §.3. We useR} andz; as indicative of agent’s local
and global experience, respectively.

The main theorem simply asserts that, if an agent indivigidallows any of
the algorithms of}5.3 (depending on the particular game and connectivitylgrap
model), she will experience regret of at megfor a small numbet) after suf-
ficient repeated plays of the game. Indeed, the nuralbéminishes and asymp-
totically goes to zero in Algorithiis 5 and 7, where agentshakho exploration.
This theorem further states that if now all agents starbfaithg any of algorithms
of §5.3 independently, the global behavior converges to theelaied equilibria
set. Differently put, agents can coordinate their str&eg a distributed fashion
so that the distribution of their joint behavior belongshe torrelated equilibria
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set. From the game-theoretic point of view, we show nonyfdtional local be-
havior of individuals, due to utilizing a “better-reply”tieer than a “best-reply”
strategy, can lead to the manifestation of globally soptattd behavior.

Before proceeding with the theorem, recall that weak cayeseee is a gener-
alization of convergence in distribution to a function ﬁ;csee Definitior 3.2

in §3.5.2.

Theorem 5.4.1.Suppose the gangg defined if5.2.1, is being repeatedly played.
Define the continuous-time interpolated sequence of theagjlmehavior iterates
z;. as follows:

z°(t) =z, for te ke, (k+ 1)) (5.38)

wherez, is defined in[(5.36). With a slight abuse of notation, dengtép the
regret matrices rearranged as a vector of lengttt)?, and define the continuous-
time interpolated sequence

R™(t) = R for te€ ke, (k+ 1)) (5.39)

where R} is given in [5.111) and(5.20). Let furth&~ represent the negative
orthant and|| - || denote the Euclidean norm. Then, the following results:hold

Result 1: Consider “Case I” that examines fully social players; sg&3.1. If
every agent follows the “regret-matching” procedure [118immarized in Algo-
rithm[5, then ag — 0 andt — oo:

(i) R™=(t) converges weakly to the negative orthant in the sense that

dist{ R™(¢),R™] = inf [|[R™(t) — 7| = 0; (5.40)

reR—

(i) z°(t) converges weakly to the correlated equilibria et the sense that

dist(=(t),C) = inf ||*(t) — =] = 0. (5.41)

Result 2: Consider “Case II" that examines formation of social groypee
§5.3.2. For eackh, there exists an upper bouride) on the exploration factor

~

0 such that, if every agent follows Algoritim 6 with< §(e¢), ase — 0 and
t — 00!

1\We refer the interested reader[to [167, Chapter 7] for furdle¢ails on weak convergence and
related matters.
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(i) R™¢(t) converges weakly tedistance of the negative orthant, i.e.,
dist{ R™*(t),R™] — € = 0;
(i) z¢(t) converges weakly to the correlate@quilibria setC,, i.e.,

dist[z°(t),C] = 0.

Result 3: Consider “Case III” that examines formation of homogenesuosial
groups; se€f5.3.3. If every agent follows AlgoritHm 7, thensasy 0 andt — oc:
(i) R™=(t) converges weakly to the negative orthant.
(i) z¢(t) converges weakly to the correlated equilibria et

Discussion:

1) Convergence to SeNote that Theorem 5.4.1 proves convergence;ofo
the correlated equilibria sé&, rather than a point in the sét In fact, once the
convergence occurg,, can generally move around in the polytapeThe same
argument holds for convergence of regrBfsto the negative orthant.

2) Time-invariant Gamedf the parameters of the gange(such as the payoff
functions, action sets, etc.) do not evolve with time, onereglace the constant
adaptation rate with the decreasing step-size = 1/k in Algorithms[BET. This
results in achieving stronger convergence results in theeséhat one can now
prove almost sure convergence to the correlated equilg@ia More precisely,
there exists with probability on& (¢) > 0 such that fork > K (¢), one can find a
correlated equilibrium joint distributiom € C at most at-distance otz;, [117].

5.4.3 Sketch of Convergence Proof

Let us now proceed with a sketch of the proof of the main resiimmarized in
Theoreni5.4]1. For better readability, details for each efehe proof are post-
poned to Appendik B. Certain technical details, that areadube scope of this
chapter, are also passed over; however, adequate citatldrevprovided for the
interested reader. The convergence analysis is based par@@s organized into
three steps as follows: First, it will be shown that the ligyistems for the discrete
time iterates of the presented algorithms are differemmidusion&s. Differential

Bpifferential inclusions are generalization of the conoefpordinary differential equation. A
generic differential inclusion is of the forahX/dt € F(X,t), whereF(X,t) specifies a family
of trajectories rather than a single trajectory as in theneny differential equationg X /dt =
F(X,t). See AppendikB for a formal definition.
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inclusions arise naturally in game-theoretic learninggsithe strategies accord-
ing to which others play are unknown. Next, using Lyapunawfion methods,
stability of the limit dynamical system is studied and itsaieglobal attractors is
characterized. Accordingly, asymptotic stability of théerpolated processes as-
sociated with the discrete-time iterates is proved. Upi®gbint, we have shown
that each agent asymptotically experiences zero (or at ¢hosgret by following
any of the algorithms presented §8.3. In the final step, it will be shown that
the global behavior emergent from such limit individual dgmics in the game is
attracted to the correlated equilibria set.

For the sake of simplicity of exposition, we shall focus inatfollows on the
proof for the “regret-matching” procedure (Algoritim 5).e\ihen elaborate on
how to modify each step of the proof so as to adapt it to themapsans made in
“Case II” and “Case IlI" ing5.3.

Before proceeding with the proof, we shall study properntiethe sequence
of decisions{&}} made according to Algorithmd B-7. Careful consideration of
the strategyp} in the “regret-matching” procedure indicates that the sege
of decisions{&;} simply forms a finite-state Markov chain. Standard resutts o
Markov chains show that the transition probabilities[inl&). admits (at least)
one invariant measure. Let" (R") denote such an invariant measure. Then, the
following lemma holds.

Lemma 5.1. The invariant measure™ (R") satisfiel
D r (R [T =Dy (R G, (5.42)
1#£] i#j

Proof. Lettingv)" (R") denote the invariant measure of transition probabilike$2),
one can write

| +

ZV’ 7, 1)

J#i

+Zw

JFi

ot (R") = i (R")

Cancelling out)} (R") on both sides and rearranging the equality yields the desire
result. O

We shall now proceed with the proof.

19Equation [5.4R) together witih™ (R™) > 0 and_, ¥ (R"™) = 1 forms a linear feasibility
problem (null objective function). Existence ¢f* (R™) can alternatively be proved using strong
duality; seel[3F7, Sec. 5.8.2] for detalils.
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Step 1: Characterization of Limit Individual Behavior

The first step characterizes the asymptotic behavior ofiddal agents as a dif-
ferential inclusion when they follow algorithms §6.3. We borrow techniques
from the theory of stochastic approximations [167] and wawitk the piecewise-
constant continuous-time interpolations of the disctetes iterates of regrets.
The regret matrixz} incorporates all information recorded 4, however, trans-
lated to each agent’s language based on her payoff funct®nce it is more
convenient to work withR}!, we characterize the limiting process &} and ana-
lyze its stability instead in the next step. Technical detaie tedious and are only
provided for “Case I”. The interested reader is referredl@®], [167, Chapter 8]
for more detalils.

Case I:Let p~™ denote a probability measure over the joint action spdce
of all agents excluding agent, and denote byA. 4~ the simplex of all such
measures. The expected payoff to agergiven the joint strategy " is then
defined as

U@, p ) Y pr(a Ut (@ a ) (5.43)
wherep~(a™") denotes the probability of all agents excluding agenointly
pickinga—".

Theorem 5.4.2.Ase — 0, the interpolated procesB™<(-) converges weakly to
R"™(-), that is a solution to the differential inclusigh

dR"
dt

€ H"(R") - R" (5.44)

whereH" (R") is an A" x A" matrix with elements defined below:

w(RY) [0 (op ™) — U (iop ) 0l (RY): p " € AAT") . (5.45)

Proof. See AppendikBJ1. O
Discussion and IntuitionThe asymptotics of a stochastic approximation al-
gorithm is typically captured by an ordinary differenti@juation (ODE). Here,

although agents obserge™, they are oblivious to the strategips™ from which
a~" has been drawn. Differept™ € AA~" form different trajectories oRR"(¢).

20Since the r.h.s. i (5.244) is a compact convex set, the ligeanth condition[(B.R) for the
differential inclusion is trivially satisfied; see Defimiti(B.1 for detials.



122 CHAPTER 5. NON-COOPERATIVE GAME-THEORETIC LEARNING

Therefore,R™¢(t) converges weakly to the trajectories of a differential usabn
rather than an ODE .

Case ll: Let v~ denote a probability measure over the joint action space of
the open neighborhood of agentand denote byA AN" the simplex of all such
measures. The expected local payoff to agegiven the joint strategy " can be
defined similar to[(5.43). It is straightforward to show ttia invariant measure
of the transition probabilitie$ (5.82) now takes the form

1
o (R") = (1= 0)¢"(R") + o - 1w (5.46)
where" (R") is the stationary distribution satisfying(5142); see Leaifl.
Thatis,)" (R") corresponds to the stationary distribution of the traosgiprob-
abilities (5.32) when the exploration factbe 0.

Theorem 5.4.3.Define the continuous-time interpolated sequence

REme(t) = Ry

ROme() — RO for t e [ke,(k+1)e) (5.47)

whereR;"" and RS"" are given in§5.3.2. Then, as — 0, the interpolated pair
processeg R%"<(-), R%™(-)) converges weakly toR""(-), R®"(-)), that is a
solution to the system of interconnected differentialusiin

dRLm Ln(pLn pGn) _ pLn
{—d € HEm(Rb", RO™) — RE, (5.48)

dR%"
Rz c HG,n(RL,n7 RG,n) - RG,n.

where H=" (RE", R%™) and HE" (R™", R®™) are A" x A™ matrices with ele-
ments defined as follows:

thj" defn {[U}Gv™) = U (i, v)] ol (RY); v € AAN"}
n defn

hm S [0S () — U ()] o (R

whereU¢ ,(-) is the interpolated process of the global payoffs accruedhfthe
gameo"(R") is given in[5.4b), andk" = R 4+ RO,

(5.49)

Discussion and Intuition:The interconnection of the dynamics {n (5.48) is
hidden ine™(R") since it is a function of the paifR“", R“"); see [[(5.20).
Agents are oblivious to the strategies” from which the decisiom™" has been
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made. Therefore, following the same argument as in “Cage™4™¢(-) converges
weakly to the trajectories of a differential inclusion. Te@me argument holds
for R%m#(.) except that the limit dynamics follows an ODE. This is duederats
being oblivious to the facts: (i) non-neighbors exist, aidglobal payoffs are
affected by non-neighbors’ decisions. However, they redle time-dependency
of Ug . (+) as taking the same action at various times results in diffgyayoffs.

Case lllI: In light of the diffusion protocol, agents’ successive dems affect,
not only their own future strategies, but also their socralugs’ policies. This
suggests looking at the dynamics of the regret for the esticeal group to account
for such collaboration. Accordingly, define

R: “" col {R;;l, ... R } . Vn; € C (5.50)
and the associated sequence of interpolated process
R*4(t) = Rj, for t € [ke, (k+ 1)e). (5.51)
Let further® denote the Kronecker product.

Theorem 5.4.4.Asc — 0, the interpolated procesR*<(-) converges weakly to
R#(-) that is a solution of the differential inclusion

dR?

dt

whereQ® = @Q* ® 14 (seel(5.29))A* denotes the cardinality of the action set of
communityC*, and

e H* (R®) + (Q° — )R’ (5.52)

b, (RY) S {[U*(, p™) = U(j, p )] s p " € AA™}, (5.53)

t=1imod A®%, k= L#J—l—l.

Further, ¥" represents the stationary distribution of the transitiaolpabilities

(5.32), which satisfie§ (5.42).

Step 2: Stability Analysis of Limit Dynamical System

This step examines stability of the limit systems that haa@nshown to represent
the local dynamical behavior of agents in Step 1. The set @balattractors
of these limit systems are then shown to comprise the negatihantR~; see
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Figurel5.4h. Therefore, agents asymptotically experieaoe (or at most as small
ase) regret via exhibiting the simple local behavior prescdibg Algorithms 5£7.

In what follows, we unfold the regret matrix and rearrangeefements as a
vector. With a slight abuse of notation, we continue to usesdime notation for
this regret vector.

Theorem 5.4.5.The limit systems presented in Theoréms 5[4.235.4.4 dvalfjo
asymptotically stable. In particular,

lim dist[R"(t),R™] =0 (5.54)
t—o0
where dist-, -| denotes the usual distance function.

Proof. See AppendikB. O

The following corollary then follows from Theoreris 54.2448 and Theo-
rem5.4.5. It asserts that the result of Theokem b.4.5 alktsior the interpolated
processes associated with the regrets—they also conwetige hegative orthant;
see Figuré 5.4a.

Corollary 5.1. Consider the interpolated proces®(-), defined in[(5.39). Then,
lim lim |R™*(t)|" = 0 (5.55)

t—o00 e—0

where| - [T denotes the element-wise positive operator, @melpresents the zero
vector of the same size &&°(¢).

Step 3: Convergence to Correlated Equilibria Set

In the final step of the proof we characterize the global belaf agents whose

local behavior ensures no (or smajlasymptotic regret; see Figure 5.4. It will
be shown that the regret of individual agents convergindhéortegative orthant

provides the necessary and sufficient condition for corarerg of global behavior

to the correlated equilibria set.

Theorem 5.4.6.Recall the interpolated process for global behaw6f-), defined
in (5.38), and the interpolated regret proce’%-(-), defined in[(5.39). Then,

2°()=C iff R"™()=R forallneN. (5.56)
Proof. The detailed proof is provided in Appendix B. O
The above theorem, together with Corollaryl5.1, complétegptoof.
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U3

(a) (b)

Figure 5.4: (a) Asymptotic stability and convergence ofregg) to the negative
orthant (Corollary 5J1). (b) A typical correlated equildmpolytope in a three-
player game. The red line depicts the trajectory of averay®fb accrued by
each player (Theorem 5.4.6).

5.5 Markov Modulated Non-Cooperative Games

In this section, motivated by applications in cognitivewertks [101,) 161, 191],
we introduce a general class of Markov modulated noncotipergames. We
then comment on whether the resultsjbf4 can be generalized to such settings.
In particular, we examine if the simple local adaptation &aining algorithms,
presented irf5.3, can lead to a global behavior that is agile enough td titae
regime-switching polytope of correlated equilibria.

Suppose the non-cooperative game model, formulatgd.ih1, evolves with
time due to: (i) agents joining or leaving the game; (ii) ofpas in agents’ in-
centives (payoffs); and (iii) the connectivity graphvarying with time. Suppose
further that all time-varying parameters are finite-statd absorbed to a vector
indexed byd. It is thus reasonable to model evolution of the game via erelis-
time finite-state Markov chaifd, }. Without loss of generality, assume that the
Markov chain has state-spage = {1,..., M} and transition probability matrix

PP = Iy + pQ. (5.57)

Here,p > 0 is the small parameter that, roughly speaking, determimespeed
of jumps of {6}, I, denotes thell x M identity matrix, andQ = [g;;] is the
generator of a continuous-time Markov chain satisfying
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(i) QLy =0y,
(i) g > 0fori# j;
(iii) |gi;| < 1forall4,j € M.

Choosingo small enough ensures thdt = 6;; + pg;; > 0 in the entries of(5.57),
whered,;; denotes the Kronecker function satisfyings;; = 1if : = j and O
otherwise.

For better exposition, let us assume that the payoff funstiary with the
state of the Markov chaifd,} in the rest of this section. More precisely, the
payoff function for each agenmttakes the form

U (aa ™ 0) s A" x A7 x M = R. (5.58)

The main assumption here is that agents do not observe theo¥ahain{6; },
nor are they aware of its dynamics. Agents however may eetitize-dependency
of the payoff functions as taking the same action at diffetene instants may
result in different payoffs. Put differently, it does notenimplementation of the
local adaptation and learning algorithms. The Markov clagimamics are used in
analyzing the tracking capability of the algorithms.

As the payoff functions jump change according to the Markbsie {6y},
so does the correlated equilibria set as illustrated in feigu%. We thus need
to modify Definition[5.8 to incorporaté-dependency of the payoff functions as
follows:

Definition 5.5. Let p denote a probability distribution on the space of action
profiles.A. The set of correlated equilibria of the regime-switchiragree is the
convex polytope

Ce(0r) = {p > p"(iam) [UM (G, 6k) — U (1,2, 0k)] < O,W,j,n}

a—"n

wherep” (i, a_") denotes the probability of agentplaying action; and the rest
playinga=".

The following theorem then provides a condition that enstine local adap-
tation and learning algorithms @b.3 (with no further modifications) generate
trajectories of global behaviot, that tracks the regime switching set of corre-
lated equilibriumC(6y).
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Figure 5.5: Tracking convex polytope of correlated equiilt (6,) randomly
evolving with time according to a Markov proce&,}. Theoreni5.5]1 asserts
that such tracking is attainable by each agent individuialypwing the regret-
matching algorithms presentedds.3.

Theorem 5.5.1.Consider the non-cooperative gafigegime switching accord-
ing to a finite-state Markov chaift;. } with transition probabilities given by (5.57).
Suppose that the step-size of Algrithmis| 5—7 is smallfi.e.e < 1. Assume fur-
ther that that

the proces¥, is “slow” in the sense thap = . (5.59)

Recall the interpolated sequence of regrBts (), defined in[(5.39), and interpo-
lated global behavioe®(-), defined in[(5.38). If every agent follows AlgoritHms 5—
[7, ase — 0 andt — ocd:

(i) R™=(t) converges weakly to the negative orthant in the sense that

dist{R™*(t),R"] = inf ||[R"*(t) —r|| = 0; (5.60)
reR—
(i) z¢(-) converges weakly to the regime-switching polytope of tated
equilibriaC(6(+)). More precisely,

dist[=*().C(O())] = _inf |=°() — 2| =0, (5.61)

21To be more precise, the following results hold foreameighborhood of the convergent sets in
“Case II".
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wheref(-) is a continuous-time Markov chain with generatgr see [(5.517).

Proof. We skip the detailed proof for the sake of brevity. Here, wk gmovide

a descriptive sketch of the steps of the proof: First, by almoed use of updated
treatment on stochastic approximation [167], and Markeitehed systems [261,
263], we show that the limiting behavior converges weaklthe differential
inclusions presented in Theoreins 5.4.2-5.4.4 modulated bgntinuous-time
Markov chain with generatof). Next, using the multiple Lyapunov function
method [53] 54],[177, Chapter 3], we show that the limitirpgnamical system
is globally asymptotically stable almost surely. The intted reader is referred
to [102] for the detailed proof in “Case Il.” 0

Discussion and Intuition: It is well known that: (i) If the underlying parameter
0, change too drastically, there is no chance one can trackntigevarying prop-
erties via an adaptive stochastic approximation algoritf8uach a phenomenon is
known as trackabilityl [29].) b) If the parameters evolve aslaver time-scale as
compared to the stochastic approximation algorithm, tleayain constant in the
fast time-scale and their variation can be asymptoticglypred. Conditior (5.59)
simply ensures that the parameters of the game model evob@ding to a
Markov chain that evolves on the same timescale as AlgostiY. The above
theorem then asserts that, if the “matching-speed” candiiblds, Algorithm§&15—
[7 are agile in tracking the jump changes in the correlatedlibga set. From
the game-theoretic point of view, non-fully-rational betwa of individual agents
(due to utilizing a “better-reply” rather than a “best-rgpstrategy) leads to a so-
phisticated globally rational behavior that can adapt neetinhomogeneities in
the game model.

5.6 Example: Energy-Aware Sensing via Diffusion
LMS

This section provides an example of how the adaptation aardileg algorithms
of §5.3 can be applied to achieve sophisticated global behaviarsocial sens-
ing application. We consider energy-aware activation mrf sensors aiming
to collaboratively estimate the true value of a common patamof intere&f.

We focus on the diffusion least mean square (LMS) algoritftBg, 224/ 226];

22The material in this section is based on the recent pape}.[101
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however, the proposed framework can applied to any col&tlwernon-Bayesian
estimation setting.

5.6.1 Centralized Parameter Estimation Problem

Consider a set ofV sensors\V = {1,..., N} with the objective to estimate an
unknown)M x 1 parameter vectoy’ via recording noisy measurements

yp =upp’ +ug, n=1,... N. (5.62)

Here,{u}} and{v}} denote the sequenceslot M/ random regressor vectors and
zero-mean local measurement noises, respectively. Suehrlmodels are well-
suited to approximate input-output relations for many pecatapplications [224].

The sequencéu}, v} can generally be correlated as long as the remote past and
distant future are asymptotically independent; seel[1@tti&n 1I-C] for details

and examples of such processes. For simplicity of presentate assume here
that the sequencéu}, v} is temporally white and spatially independent such
that [182]:

E {[u}] up} = R} - Opi - O

5.63
E {U,?'Ulk} = 0’12)771 . (5]@ . 5nl ( )

wherex’ denotes the transpose of vectarR]; is positive-definite and,; is the
Kronecker delta functiond;; = 1if i = j, and O otherwise. The noise sequence
{vp} is further uncorrelated with the regression dgtg } for all {k, k, n, [}:

E {[u}] v} =0. (5.64)

The network of sensors then seeks to solve the least meareggprameter esti-
mation problem

min B [Y) — ugp||” (5.65)

where|| - || denotes Euclidean norm and

w, Dol (uh, .. ud), Y Dol (vl uY).
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5.6.2 Diffusion Least Mean Squares (LMS)

We focus on the diffusion LMS algorithm [182] that adopts @p@-peer dif-
fusion protocol and provides a distributed solution to teatralized parameter
estimation problem (5.65). Sensors form social groupsiwitthich estimates
are exchanged. Sensors then fuse the collected data andheoitbith the local
measurements to refine their estimates. Deploying suclidissensors” has been
proved to improve the estimation performance, yet yieldrggs/in computation,
communication and energy expenditure [226,/225].

Recall the connectivity grapfl = (V, E), from Definition[5.4, and the closed
neighborhoodV” in (5.9). For simplicity of presentation, we assume the &ann
tivity graph G is fixed and strongly connected, i.e., there exists a pativdsst
each pair of nod@ Let0 < 1 < 1 be a small positive step size and define the
weight matrixiV = [w;;| for the diffusion protocol as follows:

W = Ik + p@Q,
QR1=0, and Q' = Q.

The diffusion LMS then requires each sensor to employ a sstchapproxima-
tion algorithm of the form

(Data Assimilation) 7., = @} + p[up] [y) — uj o}
(Data Fusion) — ¢p = Y wuthyy, (5.67)

lEND

where the second step is the local fusion of estimates vizealdicombiner. Note
that, since each sensor has a different neighborhood, shenfuule [5.677) helps
fuse data across the network into node’s estimate. Thislesndite network to
respond in real-time to the temporal and spatial variatioriBe statistical profile
of the data.

Define the interpolated process associated with each seestimate of the
true parameter as follows:

YrE(t) = b for b€ [kp, (k4 1)p).

23Intermittent sensor failures can be captured by a randophgreaodel where the probability
that two sensors are connected is simply the probabilityotsssful communication times the
indicator function that shows the two sensors are neighibhdfge underlying fixed graph. In this
case, mean connectedness of the random graph is sufficeemz (L) > 0, whereL = EL,,, L,,
denotes the Laplacian of the random graph pro¢éss}, and\»(-) denotes the second largest
eigenvalue; seé [137] for details.
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Using the well-known ODE method for convergence analysistothastic ap-
proximation algorithms, it is shown in [101] that, as~ 0,

P"H(t) = ° as t — oc. (5.68)

To provide some intuition on the particular choice of thegitimatrix in [5.66),
consider the standard diffusion LMS algorithm|in [182]: $tas the same updates
as in[5.67), however, with weight matniX that is only assumed to be stochastic,
i.e., W1 = 1. Define the network’s global estimate of the true parameter a

), = col (¢y,..., 95 ).

Let further P
U, =diag(uy,...,uy), W=WaIy

where® represents the Kronecker product. The global recursiothidiffusion
LMS across the network can then be expressed as

Uy = WO, + pulyn U, [Yk _U WU, (5.69)

Remark 5.1. A classical stochastic approximation algorithm is of thenfol ;. ; =

W, + ug(¥y, vr), wherev, denotes a noise sequence dhe ;1 < 1 denotes

the step-size. Clearly, the global recursion for diffusidvS (5.69) is not in such
form because of the data fusion captured by the first term emhbs in [5.6D).

The following theorem shows that the diffusion LMS (5.69) égjuivalent”
to a classical stochastic approximation algorithm. Belaw, use the notation
log(A) to denote the matrix logarithm of a matrix Equivalently,B = log(A) if
A = exp(B) whereexp(B) denotes the matrix exponential.

Theorem 5.6.1.Let W be a stochastic matrix. Then, as the sampling time
A — 0, the discrete-time data fusion recursi¢n (8.69) is equmato a standard
stochastic approximation algorithm of the form

W =Wy + ulyy [W‘Pk + U [Yk B Ukwq,k” ’ (5.70)

whereW = In (W) /A, and0 < < 1
in the sense that they both form discretizations of the sabie O

v
—=Wu.
i w
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Proof. Suppose) time units elapse between two successive iterationls 08)5.6
Then, the diffusion protocol (the first term on the r.h.<.06@) can be conceived
as a discretization of the ODE¥ /dt = W, whereexp (WA) = W. Taking
Taylor expansion yields

W=1+AW + o(A), whereo(A) -0 as A — 0. (5.71)

Therefore, asA — 0, the standard diffusion LMY (5.59) is equivalent to the
standard stochastic approximation iterate (5.70). O

Further inspection of the matri in (5.70) shows that, sindd” =
lima_o(exp(WA) —I)/A,

W1=0, and w;; > 0 for i # j. (5.72)

Now, comparing[(5.72) with (5.66), together with Theorer@.B, confirms the
equivalence between the standard diffusion protacol|[582] the diffusion pro-
tocol constructed by using the weight matiix (5.66). Thesadages of the partic-
ular choice of the weight matrix (5.66) in the adaptive filigralgorithm [5.617)
are however threefold: (i) both data assimilation and fagekes place on the
same timescale; (ii) simpler derivation of the known resglin be obtained by
employing the powerful ordinary differential equation (EPmethod([29, 167];
(iii) one can use weak convergence methods|[167, ChaptersBjaw how respon-
sive the adaptive filtering algorithm is to the time-vaais of the true parameter.

5.6.3 Energy-Aware Activation Control of Diffusion LMS

Can one make the above decentralized solution to the semibem even more
efficient by allowing sensors to activate only when theirtcbations outweigh
the activation costs? We equip the sensors with an activatiechanism that,
taking into account the spatial-temporal correlation @ittmeasurements, pre-
scribes sensors to sleep when the the energy cost of aggugin measurement
outweighs its contribution to the estimation task. When denis active, it up-
dates its estimate and performs fusion of its own estimatk thiose received
from neighboring nodes, whereas inactive nodes do not eptieir estimates.
More precisely, each sensor runs local updates of the form

n [ et nlwl - wiep], if & =1 (Active)
Y = { W, if ap =0 (Sleep) (6.73)
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whereg;, is the fused local estimate, definedin(5.67). Due to thediefgendence
of sensors’ activation behavior, a game-theoretic appri®a natural choice to
model their interaction.

The problem of each sensporis then to successively pick actiopy om the
setA™ = {0 (sleep) 1 (activate} to strategically optimize a utility function. This
utility function captures the trade-off between energyengiture and the “value”
of sensor’s contribution. Le¥ = [1/;1, e ,sz] denote the profile of estimates
across the network. The utility function for each sensa@an then be defined as
follows:

Ut(a,a o) =Up(a,a""; @) + UL(a", a""). (5.74)

The local utility function U} (-) captures the trade-off between the value of
the measurements collected by sens@nd the energy costs associated with it.
If too many of senson’s neighbors activate simultaneously, excessive energy is
consumed due to the spatial-temporal correlation of sems@surements—that
is, the data collected by sensors less valuable. On the other hand, if too few of
sensom’s neighbors activate, their fused estimates lack “inniovet The local
utility of sensork is then given by

Up(a,a®" @) = [Kiy (1- exp (—ulle" - &"*5())

(5.75)
— Kia(Bn(i") + Eac) | 1 {0 = 1}

where
nk(a",aNn) =a' + Z d.
leNm
In addition, K; ; and~, are the pricing parameters related to the “reward” associ-
ated with the data collected by sensork; » is the pricing parameter related to
the energy costs associated with activationy; and broadcasting measurements
FEry (+). Finally, s(n™) denotes the probability of successful transmigKior\

24The probability of successful transmission is given by

Bmax

s(ir™) = > p(™) (1 —p(n™)™.

m=0

Here, Bmax denotes the maximum number of back-off&;”) = (1 — ¢")"" ~! denotes the prob-
ability that the channel is clear, agd represents the probability that senaads transmitting at a
given time; see [161, p. 6099] for details in the unslotted/@BCA scheme.
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sensor is thus motivated to activate when majority of itghkors are in the sleep
mode and/or its estimatg” is far from the local fused estimai&'.

Theglobalutility function Uf;(-) concerns the connectivity of the network and
diffusion of estimates. LeR] denote the set of sensors within radiugrom
sensom excluding the neighborhoadl’. Define the number of active sensors in
R by

Theglobal utility of sensorn is then given by

Ug(a,a®") = Ky(e7" )T {a" = 1} (5.76)

where K, and~, are the pricing parameters. Highgr lowers the global utility
due to less importance of sensas contribution to the diffusion of estimates
across the network and keeping connectivitfRifi Sensom is thus motivated to
activate when majority of the nodes in its geographic reg&inare in the sleep
mode.

Each sensor realizesn; = n" (a;‘, ayy ”) as a consequence of receiving esti-
mates{v' };cn» from neighbors, therefore, is able to evaluate its locdityitat
each periodc. However, it does not observe the actions of non-neighlbloese-
fore, does not realizé! = (" (&, a;") and is unable to evaluate its global utility.
The above game-theoretic model for activation control afsses matches the
setting of§5.3.2. Therefore, we employ Algorithinh 6 with the above tytifunc-
tion to devise the activation mechanism. This mechanisings embedded into
the diffusion LMS algorithm such that the overall energyasevdiffusion LMS
forms a two-timescale stochastic approximation algorittima fast timescale cor-
responds to the game-theoretic activation mechanism-¢steg) and the slow
timescale is the diffusion LMS (step-size= O(g?)).

The resulting energy-aware diffusion LMS algorithm is suanized in Algo-
rithm(8.
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Algorithm 8 Energy-Aware Diffusion LMS

Initialization : Set0 < 6 < 1, p" > A" |Un, — Uil, pi = [4, 1], and
Ré’" = R(?’" = 0352. Choosel < ¢,p < 1 such thaty = O(¢?), and

Yy = ¢ = 0.

Step 1: Node Activation Choose a € {1 (Activate) 0 (Sleep} according to the
randomized strategy}:

: 1 n(an + 1 [ 7
pi(i) = { s mmn{W (CRUINE o Y
1_Zj;£ipk<j)7 G 1 =1
Step 2: Diffusion LMS.
no Ok ulup] lyr —uier], if ap =1 (Active),
Wit = { Py, if a7 =0 (Sleep). (5.78)

Step 3: Estimate Exchange If a} = 1: (i) Transmit;; to neighborsV™ and
collect{1p! },cnn; (i) set

, [ 1, ifnoden receieves nodks estimatey}, (5.79)
| 0, otherwise, '
and . d . .f l
~1 [ received estimate if aj, = 1,
={ e fa, =0 (580)
If a} = 0, go to Step 5.
Step 4: Fusion of Local Estimates
~1
Yr = wuthy. (5.81)

lEND

Step 5: Regret Update Run ‘Step 3’ in Algorithrmi 6.
Step 6: Recursion Setk < k + 1, and go Step 1.

In such two timescale algorithms, the fast time-scale ve#dl the slow compo-
nent as quasi-static while the slow component sees theriashear equilibrium.
By virtue of the results 0§5.4, consistency of the diffusion LME (5]68), and treat-
ment of asynchronous stochastic approximation algorithims shown in [101]
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\
Information Exchange '\ Game-Theoretic Learning Diffusion LMS
\
Within Neighborhood

(a) Local Adaptation and Learning

Global Activation Network-wide
Decision Diffusion LMS

(b) Global Behavior

Figure 5.6: Energy-aware diffusion LMS is asymptoticallynsistent, yet the
global activation behavior along the way tracks the coteglaequilibria set of
the activation control game.

that, if each sensor individually follows Algorithimh 6, thallbwing results hold:

(i) As . — 0,2™"(t) converges weakly tg’ across the network. That is, the
energy-aware diffusion LMS is consistent.

(i) Ase — 0, 2°(-) converges weakly t6.(¥(-)). That s, the global activation
behavior across the network belongs to the correlateguilibria set of the
underlying activation control game.

The local and global behavior of the energy-aware diffusibts in illustrated in
Figurd5.6. Note that, since the utility function (5.74) isiaction of the estimates
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Figure 5.7: Network topology and sensors’ regressorsssizi

across the network, so is the correlated equilibria setetiiimderlying game—it
slowly evolves as the parameter estimates across the neWypichange over
time.

5.6.4 Numerical Study

Fig.[5.7 depicts the network topology that we study in thiaregle. It further
illustrates the statistics of each sensor’'s sequence oésegrs that is generated
by a Gaussian Markov source with local correlation functibthe formr(r) =

ai,na‘ﬂn, whereq,, , is the correlation index. We defirg = [¢,] in (5.66) as

b
dnl = }Ncn}’
0, otherwise

le N”,
¢ (5.82)

It is further assumed that sensors are equipped with Chig€&v20 transceiver
chipset which implements CSMA/CA protocol for exchangirgiireates with
neighbor@. For brevity of presentation, we skip the detailed modetdpson
and expressions foFEr,(-) and Ea in (5.73); the interested reader is referred

25The ZigBee/IEEE 802.15.4 standard is currently a leadimmgoghfor low-power communica-
tion in wireless sensor networks. It employs a CSMA/CA scadon multiple access data trans-
mission. In networks with tight energy constraints, the+h@acon-enabled (unslotted CSMA/CA)
mode is more preferable as the node receivers do not needttd ®m periodically to synchronize
to the beacon.
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to [101], [161, Appendix] for the details. We further assutine noisev” is i.i.d.
with o7, = 1073, andy = 0.01.
Define the network excess mean square error:

N
1
EMSE™ = ~ > EMSE' (5.83)
n=1

where EMSE denotes the EMSE for sensar EMSE™'is simply obtained by av-
eragingE|u} (¢° — qb’,§_1)|2 across all sensors in the network. Figure 5.8 demon-
strates the trade-off between energy expenditure in theanktand the rate of
convergence of the diffusion LMS algorithm in terms of EMS@&fter 10* itera-
tions. Sensors become more conservative by increasinghrgyeconsumption
parameterk; , and, accordingly, activate less frequently due to recgivawer
utilities; see[(5.75). This reduces the average propodfactive sensors and in-
creases EMSE'due to recording fewer measurements and less frequennhfagio
neighboring estimates. Increasing the pricing parameiein (5.73), andy,, in
(5.76), has the same effect as can be observed in Higure Be3gldbal perfor-
mance of Algorithni B is further compared with the standaffilision LMS [182]

in Figure[5.9. As the pricing parametess; in (5.75) (corresponding to the con-
tribution of sensors in local parameter estimation) &jydn (5.76) (corresponding
to the contribution of sensors in local diffusion) increasensors activate more
frequently. As shown in Figurfe 5.9, this improves the rateafvergence of the
energy-aware diffusion LMS algorithm.

5.7 Closing Remarks

In this chapter, we used non-cooperative game-theoretroileg as a model for
interactive sensing with social sensors. Besides the cttinpesituations, equally
abundant are interactions wherein multiple agents cotpéoaeach a common
goal. For instance, family members and friends registeéneéstme long-distance
service to take advantage of more affordable rates. Siilarultiple airlines
may form alliances to provide convenient connections betngs many airports
as possible so as to increase profit [234]. Associated with éarmed group
of cooperating parties, namelgpalitions there corresponds a productive value
which captures how fruitful their collaboration is in fuliilg the coalition’s goal.
Such a value may depend not only on parties that form a coalnd their con-
nection (influence), but also on those who are excluded flwencbalition. For
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instance, registering to a particular long-distance serciearly has advantages
to the members of a family; however, due to the associatechead costs, it
may limit communication with friends who are registered tdiferent service.
Therefore, any competition (if existent at all) will be angaroalitions, rather than
parties.

In such situations the main issue is to obtain a fair distitsuof the joint rev-
enues from cooperation so as to form stable coalitions. istance, the produc-
tive value may be split based on the relative contributian®tions (influence)
of different parties within each coalition. In the presewntenultiple coalitions,
each agent naturally favours the one that ensures the higagsff. Allocation
of shares from the joint revenues, thus, impacts the streictiuformed coalitions
and their stability.

Formation of such stable coalitions can be naturally mededind analysed in
a particular strain of the cooperative game framework, gneealition forma-
tion games Coalition formation is of particular significance in sesfeeconomic,
political and social contexts such as cartel formationpleb, customs unions,
conflict, public goods provision, political party formatioetc. [216] 21[7]. The
single-valuedShapley valug230,122], named in honour of Lloyd Shapley, and
the set-valued:or% are the most prominent solution concepts in the context of
cooperative games.

An extension of the game-theoretic learning approach traative sensing
is to model formation of stable coalitions of sensors thdkaborate to gather
data about the same phenomenon of interest;/ cf.[[98, 99worinstances of
cooperative game-theoretic learning approach to targetilation and resource
allocation problems.

Another direction for further research is to explore thepdiva learning al-
gorithms of game-theoretic nature in large-scale disaptanization problems,
where the optimal solution is obtained by collecting obagons from many sep-
arate sources via a social network![96, [103]. One such pmoidechoosing in-
fluential sets of individuals to maximize the spread of inficee through a so-
cial network, which was first formulated as a discrete optation in the seminal
work [142]: “if we can try to convince a subset of individuédsadopt a new prod-
uct or innovation, and the goal is to trigger a large cascdderther adoptions,
which set of individuals should we target?” For more receatks in this area,
the reader is referred to [57,158].

26The formal concept of the core for cooperative games in clieriatic form was first intro-
duced by Gillies[[104] and Shapley [229]; see [194, Ch. 6Jdaditional background.



Chapter 6

Summary

The motivation for this monograph stems from understantow individuals in-
teract in a social network and how simple local behavior &sult in complex
global behavior. The underlying tools employed in this ngnaph are widely
used by the electrical engineering research communityarateas of signal pro-
cessing, control, information theory and network commatens. In what fol-
lows, we summarize the main results discussed in detaiismtlonograph:

Chapter 2 considered social learning models for interactimong sensors
where agents use their private observations along witlrebf other agents to
estimate an underlying state of nature. We considered sxtes of the basic so-
cial learning paradigm to online reputation systems in Wigigents communicate
over a social network. Despite the apparent simplicity asthinformation flows,
the systems exhibit unusual behavior such as herding ardinzst. Also, an
example of social-learning for change detection was censdl

Chaptel B analyzed the dynamics of a duplication-deletiaplywhere at each
time instant, one node can either join or leave the graphxXgmsion to the dupli-
cation model of([62, 211]). The power law component for suph was com-
puted. Also, a Markov-modulated random graph was propasedodel the so-
cial networks whose dynamics evolve over time accordindgfiaite-state Markov
chain. Using the stochastic approximation algorithms pitudability mass func-
tion of degree of each node (degree distribution) was estidnal hen, an upper
bound was derived for the distance between the estimatethamxkpected degree
distribution. As a result of this bound, we showed that thedest tracking error
between the expected degree distribution and the estimatedeakly converges
to a diffusion process. From that, the covariance of thisrezan be computed.
Finally, we presented a discussion on simulating graphealizations of a de-
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gree sequence which is a problem of much interest in nunetigdies of social
networks.

Chaptef 4 discussed the Susceptible-Infected-Susce8bB) model for dif-
fusion of information in social networks. By using the meaididynamics, the
degree distribution was shown to satisfy an ordinary diiféial equation. As a
result, the probability of a link pointing to an infected moshtisfies a scalar dif-
ferential equation. Given these dynamics for the state foirnation diffusion,
sampling of the nodes in the network can be viewed as a noisgunements of
the state. We outlined two types of sampling individuals imeéwork that are of
recent interest—namely, social sampling and respondaverdsampling. Given
these noisy measurements, estimation of the underlying wies formulated as a
Bayesian filtering problem.

Chapter b discussed, at length, a non-Bayesian formulatitrere agents
seek to achieve coordination in decision making by optingzheir own utility
functions. We adopted a non-cooperative game-theoretuiation and con-
sidered three protocols for information exchange amorgyaating agents. The
well-known game-theoretic learning algorithm—namelg, Hart & Mas-Colell’s
“regret-matching” procedure—was presented and exterml@eddommodate the
information flow protocols that are typical in interacticermong agents in social
networks. Interestingly enough, we have shown that, whalghandividual has
limitations in sensing the environment and communicatiitty wther agents, the
coordinated behavior among agents can lead to the manifestd sophisticated
behavior at the network level. More precisely, the globdlawor of agents turn
out to be distributed according to randomized strategias/difrom the convex
polytope of correlated equilibria. Instances of such emetrglobal behavior are
even observed in nature, e.g., fish schooling and birds fiightmation [49] 245].

In this monograph, to give a flavor of the various averaginglysis meth-
ods, we used a variety of analysis tool to analyse the asyiogimperties of
the presented stochastic approximation algorithms: (arivbguare convergence:
Chaptei B used this method to derive bounds on the differbeteeen the esti-
mated and the expected degree distribution of a Markov-tatetirandom graph;
(b) Maximum deviation bounds: Chapfer 4 employed this méttwoderive an
exponential bound (in terms of the number of agents) for tiodaility of de-
viation of the sample path of the infected distribution fréime mean field dy-
namics in finite time interval; (c) Weak convergence: ChaeBtand Chapter]5
use weak convergence methods to analyze the convergentaebéstic approx-
imation algorithms. In Chaptéd 3 these methods were useg@doify how the
empirical distribution of a Markov chain can be tracked aod lthe tracking er-
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rors satisfy a switched Markovian diffusion process. Hin@haptei b used weak
convergence methods to derive the limit system repreggtii@ asymptotics of
the game-theoretic decision making procedure. This metimsl shown to be
strong enough to tackle Markovian evolution of the paramsetmderlying the

non-cooperative game model.

There exist other important problems in the context of dawédworks that
have been extensively studied in the literature, hencee wet included in this
monograph. Examples include consensus formation [132pt€h8], [149] 240],
metrics for measuring networks (other than degree digtabu[132, Chapter 2],
[253], small world[144, 254, 255], cooperative models divak formation [131,
Chapter 1],[[132, Chapter 12], [233], behavior dynamicseerpto-peer media-
sharing social networks [112, 267], and privacy and segcuradeling [169, 179],
to name a few. The interested reader can find detailed distisssn these topics
in the above references and the references therein.



Appendix A
Appendix to Chapter 3

A.1 Proof of Theorem 3.3.1

The proof is based on the proof of Lemma 4.1[in/[61, Chaptef78].pTo com-
pute the expected degree distribution of the Markov-maddleandom graph, we
obtain a relation between the number of nodes with specifjcadeat time: and
the degree distribution of the graph at time- 1. For the sake of notational con-
venience, we drop the dependency of probabilities of caimreand deletion on
6 and we denotg(f) andq(6) by p andq. Given the resulting graph at time the
aim is to find the expected number of nodes with degred at timen + 1. The
following events can occur that result in a node with degred at timen + 1:

¢ Degree of a node with degrééencrements by one in the duplication step (Step 2
of Algorithm2) and remains unchanged in the deletion stégp(S):

— A node with degreé is chosen at the duplication step as a parent node and
remains unchanged in the deletion step. The probabilitycotioence of
such an eventis

(1 i+ 1)+ gl +pi) —q(l+pi)(i + 1)/Nn) fa(i).
N, N,

the probability of choosing a node with degreis f;{,—(’) and the probability

n

of the event that this node remains unchanged in the deletdzcmi
_q(i+1) +q(1 +pi) —q(1 +pi)(i +1)/N,
N, '

1The deletion step (Step 3 of Algorithm 2) comprises an edgjetidn step and a duplication
step. The probability that the degree of node with degreleanges in the edge-deletion step is

1
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— One neighbor of a node with degrees selected as a parent node; the parent
node connects to its neighbors (including the node withekegmwith prob-
ability p in the edge-duplication part of Step 2. The probability oflsan
eventis

fa(i)pi <1 _ i +2) + g +p(+1)) —q( +p(+1))0 + 2)/Nn>
N, Ny, '

Note that the node whose degree is incremented by one invig should
remain unaffected in Step 3; the probability of being ungfeahin Step 3 for
such a node is

q(i +2) +q(1+p(i+1)) —q(1+p(i +1))(i +2)/N,
e .

e A node with degreé + 1 remains unchanged in both Step 2 and Step 3 of
Algorithm[2:

— Using the same argument as above, the probability of suckieart &s

, i+ 3+ p(i + 1) — L)) p(i+1)+1

e A new node with degreie+ 1 is generated in Step 2:

— The degree of the most recently generated node (in the vettglication
part of Step 2) increments to+ 1; the new node connects to” neighbors
of the parent node and remains unchanged in Step 3. The pligbabthis
scenario is

(“’1) ; either this node or one of its neighbors should be selecid¢idei edge-deletion step. Also
g|ven that the degree of this node dose not change in the @elgden step, if either this node or
one of its neighbor is selected in the duplication step wiBtep 3) then the degree of this node
increments by one with probabﬂn%fr—fm Therefore, the probability that the degree of a node of
degree remains unchanged in Step 3is

q(i+1) +q(1 +pi) —q(L+pi)(i +1)/Nn

1—
Ny

Note that for simplicity in our analysis, we assumed thatrthédes whose degrees are changed in
the edge-deletion part of Step 3, remain unchanged in thkcdtipn part of Step 3 at that time
instant. Also, the new node, which is generated in the vedtgdication step of Step 2, remains
unchanged in Step 3. Therefore, although the degree of foawde becomes+ 1 in this case but
this node is treated as a node with degraeStep 3 of Algorithni .
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i+3+p(i+1)— _(H—p(i?rvt))(iw) IONEAW j—i
<l—q . > o <Z.>p(1—p) :
Jj2i
e Degree of a node with degreée- 2 decrements by one in Step 3:

— A node with degree + 2 remains unchanged in the duplication step and one
of its neighbors is eliminated in the deletion step. The pllity of this

event is
i+ 2 1_p(i+2)+1
T\"N, N, '

e A node with degreé+ 1 is generated in Step 3:

— The degree of the node generated in the vertex-duplicaidropduplication
step within Step 3 increments te+ 1. The probability of this event is

03 5 (1)t = o

j>i
e Degree of a node with degréencrements by one in Step 3:

— A node with degree remains unchanged in Step 2 and its degree increments
by one in the duplication part of Step 3. The correspondid@bility is

q(1+ pi) L 1+ pi
N, N, )’

Let 2 denote the set of all arbitrary graphs aRgdenote the sigma algebra gen-
erated by graph& ., 7 < n. Considering the above events that result in a node
with degree + 1 at timen + 1, the following recurrence formula can be derived

for the conditional expectation ¢f, (i + 1):
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E{fn+1(i + 1)|]:n} =

( i+3+p(i+1)— <1+p(ij+vl>><z'+2>> < p(i 1) +1
1—-g¢q i n 1—

n (1_ g(i+1)+q(1+pi) —q( +pi)(i+1)/Nn> (1 +pi> £.00)
)

Np
< i+ 3+ pli + 1) — L) ) g
+11—¢ =

Nn >0
In(d i i—i i+ 2 p(i+2)+ -
O D(ra-ptra(52) (1- 2525 ) i+
q(1 + pi) 1+ pi )
+ 7Nn <1 - N, > fn(z) (A'l)

Let fi(z’) = E{f.(1)|0, = 0}. By taking expectation of both sides &f (A.1)
with respect to trivial sigma algebf&2, 0}, the smoothing property of conditional
expectations yields:

z+3+p (i +1) — LHpGEDIEH2)

Ny,

+ (i+1)
JA3plD) - o e pli+1)+1Y -
- 76 +1)
n Nn
g(i+1) + q(1 + pi) - LHRIEDN g gy 20
N, Ny )"

RO () (22

7>t Nn
+ 7(1;[;7’“ (1 - 1;5@') Fuli). (A2)

Assuming that size of the graph is sufficiently large, eacin tikke f ) can be
neglected. Also, taking functional dependencies ahdq on into account Eq.
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(A2) can be written as

Foili+1) = (1 2O D+ aOGBE D Y 1’) i+
(O 70+ 4t0) () Toto 2
RC) S5 HOUIC ORISR OS

Using (A.2), we can write the following recursion for tlie+ 1)-th element
of g’(n + 1):

B 41— (Nn — (@(0)(i +2) - qf) (P(O)i +1) + 1))) Pl
(SO 52061 g0) (5 ) i+
RO) AL MOLE O (4)

Since the probability of duplication step= 0, the number of vertices does not
increase. Thusy, = N, and [A.4) can be written as

Fonli+1) =(1= 3 (@06 +2) + @ (p(O)i + 1) +1)) g + 1)

+ 50 (@ +POOT) + 5-a(O)i + D0 +2)

YA ({)pw)ia —p(O) (A5)

J=i

It is clear in [AB) that the vectag’_, depends on elements 9f. In a matrix
notation, [[A.5) can be expressed as

T = (I " N%W)) 7 (A.6)

whereL(6) is defined ad (317).
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To prove that.(d) is a generator, we need to show that 0 and>_ N, I, =
0. Accordingly,

Y i == (a(O)(k+ 1)+ q(0)(1 + p(0)k)) + (1 + p(0)k)q(6)

+q(0)k +q(0) Z <Z ]j 1)]9(9)"_1(1 — p(h))Fit
« k . o
——i0)+a0) 3 (5 )0 a—ort @

Letm =i — 1. Then, [A.T) can be rewritten as

No k

2l =—a(6) +a(®) <Z)p(9)m(1 — p(6))Fm

() () s

Knowing thaty"* _; (¥)a™ = (1 + a)*, (&8) can be written as

=—q(0) + q(0)(1 — p(6))* >

m=0

S tu= a0+ 00— p0) (1) =0 (@a9)

Also, it can be shown thal; < 0. Sincep(d)™" < 1, p(f)~! < 14 2 +
p(0) + p(0)t. Consequentlyiq(0)p(0)~1(1 — p(0)) — q(0)(i + 2 + ip(d)) < O.
Therefore,l;; < 0 and the desired result follows. It is straightforward towho
that all elements o3y, (6)™ are strictly greater than zero. Therefofgy, (6) is
irreducible and aperiodic. (Recall th&ty,(0) = I + NLOL(Q).)

A.2 Proof of Theorem 3.5.1

Define the Lyapunov functio (z) = (2/x)/2 for x € R*. UseE, to de-
note the conditional expectation with respect to ¢éhalgebra?, generated by
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{yj79j> ] S n} Then’

Bo{V () = V(5)} =
Bo {750 + = o = 500)) +3(62) = 5(6010)] |
+Eo{] = G0 + € (o — 7(6,) + 76,) —F0)?} (AL0)

wherey,, ., andg(6,,) are vectors irR™ with elementsy,, (i) andg(6,,,i), 1<
i < Ny, respectively. Due to the Markovian assumption and thecsira of the
transition matrix of),,, defined in[(3.R2),

E{9(0,) —9(0n1)} = E{G(0,) — 9(0n+1)]0n}

9(Oni1)|0n = i} {0, = i}

Z
Z Z A T{0, =i}

(7)qi;1{6, =i}

”M?

7

O(p (A.11)

wherel(-) denotes the indicator function. Similarly, it is easily s¢kat
E,{[9(0,) — 9(60s1)} = O(p). (A.12)

Using K to denote a generic positive value (with the notatioA’ = K and
K + K = K), a familiar inequalityub < % yields

O(ep) = O(e? + p?). (A.13)
Moreover, we havéy,| = |g,| - 1 < (|g.|* + 1)/2. Thus,

O(p)[gn] < Op) (V(gn) +1). (A.14)
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Then, detailed estimates lead to

o

< KEn{52|§n|2 + <C:2|(yn+l - g(en)|2 + 52‘?;1 (yn—i-l - y(en-i-l)) ‘

— i 2 (s — 5(602)) + 3(0) — 70| }

+elg, @(0n) = G(Ons1)) | + €l Y1 = T(0n)) (@(0n) = T(On11)) | }

+E{[9(6,) — 5(0n41)}>. (A.15)
It follows that

e

— G2 (s = 5(0) +7(0) ~ 50| |

(A.16)
=O0(" +p")(V(Gn) +11).
Furthermore,
E{V(Gni1) = V(Gn)} = =26V (gn) + €En{7,, [yn1 — (0]} (A.17)
+En{00[7(0ns1) — 3(0a)]} + O + p")(V(Gn) +1). '
To obtain the desired bound, defilig andVZ’ as follows:
VE@m) =23 3By — 505},
VE@Gn) =D gBu{g(0) — 9(6;:1)} (A.18)
It can be shown that
VP (g, n)| = 0()(V(g) + 1),
V2@ n)] = O()(V() +1). (A19)
DefineWW(g,n) as
W(g,n) =V(g) + V{(g,n) + V5 (g,n). (A.20)

This leads to

En{W(gni1,n+1) = W(gn,n)} = En{V{(Gns1,n+1) = VI (gn, )}

+ Eu{V(Gnt1) = V(Gn)} + E{ VS (Gnir,n +1) = VI (Gn, n) }-
(A.22)
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Moreover,
En W Nn 5 1 - W ~7L7
{W (Gns1 n+~) (92 n)}z B (A.22)
= =2V (Gn) + O(2 + p*)(V(Gn) + 1).
Equation[(A.2R) can be rewritten as
En{W (Gsrn+1) = W(Gnn)} SO+ 0 )W @um) +1) ) oo

— 2eW (gn, n).

If £ andp are chosen small enough, then there exists a shnslich that—2¢ +
O(p*) + O(g?) < —)e. Therefore,[(A.2B) can be rearranged as

E {W(Gni1,n+ 1)} < (1= Xe)W (G, n) + O(* + p?). (A.24)
Taking expectation of both sides yields
E{W @Gni1,n+ 1)} < (1= 2A)E{W (Gp,n)} + O(* + p?). (A.25)
Iterating on[(A.25) then results

E{W (gns1,n+ 1)} <(1 =) E{W (g, N,)}

+ Z 0% + p*) (1 — Ae)i e, (A.26)
j:Np
As the result,
E{W (Gpi1,n+ 1)} < (1= Xe)" MV E{W (gn,, N,
W @urin + D} < (12" YBW G, N} oo

+ 0 (e+p*/e) .

If n is large enough, one can approximéte- \e)"~"» = O(¢). Therefore,

E{W (Gns1,n+1)} <O <€ + p;) (A.28)

Finally, using [(A.19) and replacing’(g,,.1,n + 1) with V(g,. 1), we obtain

E{V(Gre1)} < O <p re+ p—) | (A.29)
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A.3 Sketch of the Proof of Theorem 3.5.2

The proof uses weak convergence techniques [85].

Let Z, andZ beR"-valued random vectors. We s&y converges weakly t&@
(Z, = Z)if for any bounded and continuous functigtt), £f(Z;) — Ef(Z) as
k — oo. The sequencéZ,} is tight if for eachn > 0, there is a compact séf,
such thatP(Z,, € K,)) > 1—nforall k. The definitions of weak convergence and
tightness extend to random elements in more general mpaaes. On a complete
separable metric space, tightness is equivalent to relatwmpactness, which is
known as the Prohorov’s Theorem [85]. By virtue of this tlesoy we can extract
convergent subsequences when tightness is verified. In folas, we use a
martingale problem formulation to establish the desiredkv@nvergence. This
usually requires to first prove tightness. The limit procssthen characterized
using certain operator related to the limit process. Werritfe reader to [167,
Chapter 7] for further details on weak convergence andedlatatters.

Since the proof is similar to [260, Theorem 4.5], we only cade the main
steps in what follows and omit most of the verbatim details.

Step 1:First, we show that the two component procégs-), 6°(-)) is tight
in D([0,T] : RNe x M), which is the space of functions defined [0nT’] taking
values inR™ x M that are right continuous, have left limits, and endowedhwit
the Skorohod topology. Using techniques similar to [262drem 4.3], it can be
shown that(-) converges weakly to a continuous-time Markov chain geedrat
by Q. Thus, we mainly need to considgt(-). We show that

lim limsup E | sup EZ[G5(t+s) —G°(t)°| =0 (A.30)

A—=0 .0 0<s<A
whereE; denotes the conditioning on the past information ug.torhen, the
tightness follows from the criterion [165, p. 47].
Step 2:Since(g°(-), 6°(-)) is tight, we can extract weakly convergent subse-
quence according to the Prohorov theorem; seel[167]. Tardete the limit,
we show thatg=(-), 6°(-)) is a solution of the martingale problem with operator

Ly. For each € M and continuously differential function with compact sugpo
f(-,7), the operator is given by

Lof(G.) = V'@ D)~ +30) + > aiif (@), i € M. (A.31)

JEM

We can further demonstrate the martingale problem withaipef,, has a unique
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weak solution. Thus, the desired convergence propertgvisll

A.4 Sketch of the Proof of Theorem 3.5.3

The proof comprises of four steps as described below:
Step 1:First, note

E[y(en) - §(9n+1]
\/g .

The approach is similar to that 6f [260, Theorem 5.6]. Thanesfwe will be brief.
Step 2:Define the operator

Uni1l = Vp — €Vp + VE(Yni1 — Eg(6,)) + (A.32)

Lf(v,i)=-Vf'(v,i)v+ %tr[vzf(y, 1)%(3)] + Z ¢;if(v,j), ie M, (A.33)
jEM
for function f(-,7) with compact support that has continuous partial deriestiv
with respect tor up to the second order. It can be shown that the associated
martingale problem has a unique solution (in the sense abiniloution).
Step 3:It is natural now to work with a truncated process. For a fixad,
otherwise arbitrary; > 0, define a truncation function

" (g) = 1, ifxesSm,
T =V 0, ifveRN —gn

whereS™ = {z € R™ : |z| < r;}. Then, we obtain the truncated iterates

vl = vt —entq" (1)) + V(o — Eg(6n))
E 7] en —-g en A34
. E[%.) — 9 +1]qr1(yg). (A.34)
Ve
Definev*"(t) = v fort € [en,en 4+ ¢). Then,v*™(-) is anr-truncation of
ve(+); seel[167, p. 284] for a definition. We then show the truncgtextess
(v="1(-),0°(+)) is tight. Moreover, by Prohorov’s theorem, we can extracbmc
vergent subsequence with lingit™ (-), 6(-)) such that the limit™(-), 0(-)) is the
solution of the martingale problem with operat@r defined by

L™ (v,4) = =V (v, i)v + %tr[vzf”(y, i)2(1)] + Z ¢ f™(v,7) (A.35)
JEM
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fori € M, wheref"™ (v,i) = f(v,i)q"™ (v).
Step 4:Lettingr; — oo, we show that the un-truncated process also converges
and the limit, denoted byv(-),0(-)), is precisely the martingale problem with

operatorL defined in [[A.38). The limit covariance can further be evtddaas
in [260, Lemma 5.2].
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Appendix to Chapter 5

This appendix starts with a formal definition of differemtraclusions that capture
the asymptotic local behavior of individual agents thatdel the algorithms of

5.3.

Definition B.1. Differential inclusions are generalizations of ordinanjfdrential
equations. In this monograph, we consider differentialusmns of the form

d
X € F(X) (B.1)

whereX € R" and F : R" — R" is a Marchaud map [14]. That is: (i) the graph
and domain ofF are nonempty and closed, (ii) the valugg X') are convex, and
(iii) the growth of F is linear, i.e., there exists > 0 such that for everX’ € R":

sup [[Y|| <7 (1+ X)) (B.2)
YEeF(X)

where|| - || denotes any norm oR".

The rest of this appendix presents details on the proofsemfréms presented
in §5.4. The key tools we use are weak convergence and Lyapualolitytmeth-
ods. We refer ta [85, 167] for excellent textbook treatmefitseak convergence
theory.

156
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B.1 Proof of Theorem5.4.2

Close scrutiny of the action selection strategy (5.12) abs/¢hat{a;, Ry} is a
Markov chain with the transition matrik (R") = [P;; (R")] given by

Py(Ry) =P(d = jlai_, =i, R})
G i
_ un E\Y ) » .7 (B3)
{ L= b (Ry), i=3
That is, the transition matrix is a function of the regret mxai”. It is straightfor-
ward to show that the transition matriX(R") satisfies the following conditions:

(i) itis continuous inR™;
(i) for eachR™, itis irreducible and aperiodic.

Condition (ii) essentially indicates that the Markov charergodic in the sense
that there is a unique stationary distributigti( k") = (v (R"),...,¢%, (R"))
such that P(R")]" — 14" (R"), a matrix with identical rows consisting of the
stationary distribution a8 — oo. (The convergence in fact takes place exponen-
tially fast.)

Further, the sequence of opponents’ action pro{fﬁg"} is independent of
{a;}, and satisfies the following condition:

n+m—1
d F Z E,. {B"(i,a;")},8"(i)| — 0 in probability (B.4)
n
{=m
whered][-, -] denotes the usual distance functid), denotes conditional expec-
tation given ther-algebra generated byRy, &} |, a, " : ¢ < m}, andS"(i) =
[Sn(i)] is a set ofA™ x A" matrices, where

Sy = { {7 S EPTRPTEAAT Pk e

p#i
It is then straight forward to show that, for any stationaistribution 4" (R"),
the set
H"(R") = > 4r(R")S" (i) (B.6)
1€A™

is closed, convex, and upper semi-continuous;/se€ [16T08p109].
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To proceed, recall the continuous-time interpolated peé¥-<(t) = R} for
t € [ke, (k + 1)e). We first prove the tightness . Consider (5.14) for the secgien
of (A¥)2-valued vectors resulted after rearranging the elemerkeatgret matrix
R™ into a column vector. Noting the boundedness of payoff flnst and using
Holder’s and Gronwall’s inequalities, for ally< T" < oo, we obtain

sup EHRZH2 < 00 (B.7)
k<T/e

where in the above and hereaft¢t is understood to be the integer part ¢f for
eacht > 0. Next, considering?™¢(-), for anyt,s > 0,6 > 0, ands < 4, itis
fairly easy to verify that

(t+s)/e—1

R™(t+s)—R"(t)=e > [B"(a,A") - Ry}]. (B.8)

l=t/e

As a result,

lim lim sup {E [ sup E; [|R™(t+s) — R"’e(t)HQ} } = 0. (B.9)
=0 ;-0 0<s<§

Thus, R™=(-) is tight in the space of functions that are definedlio) taking

values inR4")*; see [167, Chapter 7] or [155, Theorem 3, p. 47].

By Prohorov theorem [167], one can extract a convergentesjuence. For
notational simplicity, we still denote this convergent sepuence byz™=(-) with
limit R™(-). Thus,R™*(-) converges weakly t&"(-). By Skorohod representation
theorem|[[1617], with a slight abuse of notation, one can asskiffi(-) — R"(-)
with probability one and the convergence is uniform on angdimterval. Next,
using martingale averaging methods, we need to charaetéhe limit process.
Normally, one uses a smooth functigft) with compact support to carry out the
analysis. Here, for simplicity, we suppress the dependehgé-) and proceed
directly; seel[166] for a similar argument. Choose a seqe@fdntegers{k.}
such that;, — oo ase — 0, butd, = ¢k. — 0. Note

t+s Zkg—i-kg 1

R4 )~ RU“() = 3 6.3 = > Bllia){d =)
0:05.=t i€A" ke T=Cke
t4s £k5+k5—1

- 5— > R (B.10)

0:05.=t ke =0k,
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where",; _, denotes the sum over integér the range < 6. < ¢ + s.

We shall use the techniquesin [167, Chapter 8] to prove theateresult. Let
h(-) be any bounded and continuous functiar, > 0, ko be an arbitrary positive
integer, and, < t for all © < k. Itis readily seen that, by virtue of the weak
convergence and the Skorohod representation-as),

ER(R™(t.) : v < ko) [R™(t + ) — R™(1)]

— Eh(Rn(tb) L < /{0) [Rn(t + S) o Rn(t)] (Bll)

By using the technique of stochastic approximation (seg, BL67, Chapter 8]),
we also have

t+s Zkg—i-kg 1

h(R"€ . L<I€0 25 Z R

05.= T=lke (B.12)
t+s
— Eh(R*(t,) : v < ko) [/ R”(u)du} ase — 0.
t

Moreover, by the independence ¢fanda, ",

£1_1>n Eh(R™(t,) : ¢ < ko)

t+s st-l-ks—l
Z J. Z Y. Br(iam)i{a = i}]
5= i ke 2 k-
= lim Eh(R”E( J) 1L < ko)
t+s fks—i-ks 1
[ S ) B =)
(5=t iCAn ke T=Lke
t+s Lhe+ke—1
_hmEh(Rna t1 < Ko [Zéz Z Z[{amcg_]}
6. icAn T=the jEA"

X [Eéks {B"(i,a;") } i(R},.) + Ea, {B"(i,a7") }

o []DJET—ekE}(R?ks) _ SOi(R?kE)H (B.13)

In (B.13), PJ»{[_MS} (R") denotes thé¢r — (k.)-step transition probability. Except
the indicator function on the I.h.s. ¢f (BI14), the rest &f tarms in the summand
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160
are independent gf, therefore,
> Idh, =i} Ba {B"(i,a,")} oi( R, )
jeAn (B.14)

= Bu. {B"(i,a.") } i (Rjy.).

Recalling the properties of the transition math(R"), regardless of the choice
of 7, ase — 0 andr — (k. — oo, for each fixedR",

P (R = (R = 0 (B.15)

exponentially fast. As the result, as— 0,

Eh(R™(t,) : v < ko)
t+s st‘i'ks
")}

25 Z Z Zl{aékg—]} Eg. {B"(i,a

5.=t €A™ ke k=tk. jeA"

< [P ) - ()]

— 0 in probability. (B.16)

Therefore,

lim Eh(R™(t,) : ¢ < ko)
e—0
t+S st“rks

X Z(SZ > B" a;") aﬁ—i}]

| (6.=t i€A" ke T=Cke
=lim Eh(R™(t,) : t < ko)

[ t+s ék5+k5
x Z 5. Z > Eeks (B"(i,a-")}i(RE) | (B.AT)
L £6.= ZEA” T=Lke
Using (B.4) together witH (B.17), we obtain that,zaass 0,
t+s st‘i'ks
En(R™(t,) : ¢ < ko) [Zé Z Z B"za ]{a,r—z}]
Loe=t zE.A” T=Lke

— Eh(R"5 )it < /<;0

/ > (R (w)S"(i ] (B.18)

1EA"
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Finally, combining[(B.1R) and (B.18), and usirg (B.6) yld

dR" (t)
dt

€ H"(R") — R*(t) (B.19)

as desired.

B.2 Proof of Theorem 5.4.5

Define the Lyapunov function

2
V(R") = % [dist{ z" R7]]* = % > el ®20
1,jEA"
For the sake of notational convenience, we dropRh@lependency of the invari-
ant measure, and denote it simply ¥y hereafter.
Case |:Taking the time-derivative of (B.20), and substituting ot (, j) /dt
from (5.44)-{(5.4b), we obtain

d
GV (E) = >0 ) )
1,jJEAN
=3 1G.a) [% ) = U] G 9)
1,jEA™

= Z G )| [UnGop) U ()] wp

i,jEAT
NS

J/

=0 (See LemmABl1 below)

—Z"/‘Z] TZ])

1,jEA™

= -V (R"). (B.21)
In the last equality we used
2
Z ‘T zg Ty (1,7) = Z [‘r”(i,j)ﬁ] =V(R"). (B.22)
i,jeAn i,jeAn

This completes the proof.
The following lemma shows that the first term in the r.h.s.[BP2{) equals
zero.
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Lemma B.1. Let p~" denote a probability measure over the joint action space
A~ of all agents excluding age#t Then,

oG UG - Ut e v =0 (B.23)

i,jEAT

wherey" = (W, o ,wzn) represents the invariant measure of transition proba-

bilities (5.12).

Proof. Separating the summation over the two termgin_(B.23) yields

Z}TZJ}U"], Z}T’L]‘U"(,p)

1,jEA™ i,jEA™
Z‘r],‘U" B Z}rzy‘U",p)
Jii€A" 1,jEAT

=Y U"(i,p™") [Z GG =Y e @) (B24)
1EAM jeA™ JEAN

In the second line we used,, ; a;; = >, a;;, and in the last line we changed the

order of summation both applled to the first term. Finallyplgmg \r"(z’, z’)\+ =
0, for all 7 € A", and substitutind(5.42) int6 (B.24) completes the proof. [

Case llI: Define the Lyapunov function

V(RE", RO") = |dist] RE" 4 RO R | 2
= 3 [+l ®29)

1,jEA"
Taking the time-derivative of (B.25) yields
d
_V(RLn RGn -9 Z ‘TL’n(i,j) +TG7n(i,j)‘+

dt
i,jEAM

d d c., . .
X [dt b, ) + il ron(i, 5)] - (B.26)
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Next, replacing foxlr;" /dt anddr" /dt from (5.48)4(5.4D),
d

ZV(RE ROT) =2 % 7 et (i ) +r 9 )]
1,jEAT
x [[Ug(j, v = U (6,07 o7
+ [U84(7) = Ug (1) o}
— [rPm (i, j) + er"(z',j)}]. (B.27)
Substituting fore™ from (5.46) in [(B.27) yields
%V(RL” RO™) =2(1-4 Zw (i, ) + (i, 5)|

X [Uf(j, ) +Ué,(j) — [UL( (% ) + UG (i )H
2057 | ) 4 o )

1,jEAM
x (U} (4, —")+Ugt(‘) [Ug(@' v ") + Ug,(i)]] (B.28)
=2 3 G, g) ()| [ ) + L)
i,jEAT

Similar to LemmaB.I, it is straightforward to show that thstfterm in the r.h.s.
of (B.28) is zero. Therefore,

%V(RLn RGn) . —2V(RL’n RG’n)
Z ‘TL" i,7) (i j)‘
zyGA"
X |UE (G v ™) + U )

-G +UE0]) (B29)

Finally, noting that the payoff functioti} (-, ") + Ug,(-) is bounded, one can
find a constant such that

EV(RLn RGn 2(15 Z ‘TLan ’Lj)‘

dt
1,jEAM
— QV(RL”‘, RO™M). (B.30)
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In (B.30),« > 0 depends on the differences in payoffs for different acticarsd j
and can be specified based on the particular choice of thefgagotion. In this
lemma, however, we only require existence of such a bouni:hwk guaranteed
since the payoff functions are bounded.

Now, assumindr™"(i, j) + ré7(i, j)|" > ¢ > 0 for all i, j € A", one can
choose) small enough such that

%V(RL” RE™) < =V (R"",R%™). (B.31)

This proves global asymptotic stability of the limit systé48) and
lim dist [RE" + RE™ R™] = 0. (B.32)
Case llI: Define the Lyapunov function
V(R®) = [distR*, R"]]?

- Y el (8.33)

keCs i,je A

Taking the time-derivative of (B.33) and using a similarargent to LemmaBI1,
we obtain

—V (R?) Z Z lr™ (i, )| [Z ¢, (i, 5) (i,j)] . (B.34)

keCs i,je A™ leNn

Recall thatR° represents the global regret matrix for social grétfprearranged
into a vector. We consider the following cases:

(1) }RS\+ > (. This is the worst case scenario where all agents’ regrets fo
switching from action to j is positive. It is straightforward to rewrite (B.34) as

follows y
V(R = [R*["](Q° — DR, (B.35)

Noting that, wherR*| " > 0, |R*|" = R*, we obtaine

d s s/ s s
V(R = [RT(Q - IR

R] Q°R* — [R*] R". (B.36)
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SinceQ*1 = 0, itis weakly diagonally dominant. Sin&@° is further symmetric,
it is well-known from linear algebra tha®® is negative semi-definite. That is,
for all vectorsx € R’:, x'Q*x < 0. This, together with[{B.36), concludes
dV (R#)/dt < 0.

(i) [7"(i,5)|" > 0 and|r'(s, )| " = 0 for somel € C*. In (B:33), looking at
the term

DY gt g) — G, ) (B.37)
leN?

it can be clearly seen that(i,j) < 0 actually helps pulling the regrets to the

negative orthant more forcefully sinegr!(i, j) — r™(i,5) < 0. This concludes

the limit system[(5.52) is globally asymptotically stabfeld5.54) holds.

B.3 Proof of Theorem 5.4.6

The proof relies on how the “regret” measure is defined. Feviby, we present
the proof for “Case I”. Similar argument can be used to prdwe tesult for the
other cases. Recall, fore [ke, (k + 1)), r™=(i, 5)(t) = r}(4, j); hence, substi-
tuting (5.11) forr} (i, ) on the r.h.s., we obtain

P ) () =y (1= T [U"(j,a (7)) — U (a(r)] I {a} =i}

<k

=> 2 (i,a™")(t) [U"(j,a™) = U"(i,a™")] (B.38)

where z"¢ (i,a_")(t) denotes the interpolated empirical distribution of agent
choosing action and the rest playingg=". On any convergent subsequence
{zr}x>0 — m, with slight abuse of notation, let (1) = z, andR™<(t) = R}, for

t € [ke, ke +¢). Then,

lim 7™ (i, j)(t) = »_ 7" (i,a™") [U"(j,a™") = U"(i,a™")] (B.39)

t—o0

wherern™ (7;, a_") denotes the probability of agentchoosing actior and the rest
playinga—". Next, combining[(B.39) witH (5.35) in Corollafy 5.1, andheparing
with (5.8) in Definition 5.8, the desired result follows.

To prove [5.56) for “Case Il,” one needs to look at the combinegrets
rlne (i, ) (8)+r@me(i, ) (t) instead. We first prove that the sequeficE" (i, j) }
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is an unbiased estimator of the sequence of regrets if agemesto observe the
action profile of those outside their social group. The régt@proof is similar to
the above proof. The interested reader is referred td [1€2, IS] for the detailed
proof.
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