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Preface

The proliferation of social media such as real time microblogging and online rep-
utation systems facilitate real time sensing of social patterns and behavior. In
the last decade, sensing and decision making in social networks have witnessed
significant progress in the electrical engineering, computer science, economics,
finance, and sociology research communities. Research in this area involves the
interaction of dynamic random graphs, socio-economic analysis, and statistical in-
ference algorithms. This monograph provides a survey, tutorial development, and
discussion of four highly stylized examples: social learning for interactive sens-
ing; tracking the degree distribution of social networks; sensing and information
diffusion; and coordination of decision making via game-theoretic learning. Each
of the four examples is motivated by practical examples, andcomprises of a litera-
ture survey together with careful problem formulation and mathematical analysis.
Despite being highly stylized, these examples provide a rich variety of models,
algorithms and analysis tools that are readily accessible to a signal 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 complex networks (dynam-
ics of random graphs) and social analysis (stemming from theareas of economics
and sociology). There are seminal books in this area including [132, 249]. In
comparison, this monograph deals withsensing and decision-makingin social net-
works. The proliferation of social media such as real-time microblogging services
(Twitter1), online reputation and rating systems (Yelp) together with app-enabled
smartphones, facilitate real time sensing of social activities, social patterns, and
behavior.

Sensing and decision making in social networks is an area that has witnessed
remarkable progress in the last decade in electrical engineering, computer science,
economics, finance, and sociology. It is the aim of this monograph to survey some
important topics in this area and present highly stylized examples that are readily
accessible to a signal processing, control/systems theory, and applied mathematics
audience. Indeed, the main tools used in this monograph are dynamic program-
ming, Bayesian estimation (filtering), stochastic approximation (adaptive filter-
ing) and their convergence analysis (weak convergence and mean square analysis),
game-theoretic learning, and graph theory. There has been much recent activity
in the signal processing community in the area of social networks. “How global
behavior emerges from simple local behavior of boundedly rational agents” has
been an underlying theme of an NSF/UCLA workshop in 2010, special sessions
at ICASSP 2011 and 2012 and the ICASSP 2011 expert summary in [270]. Also,
the recent special issues [227, 268] deal with signal processing of social networks.

1On US Presidential election day in 2012, there were 15 thousand tweets per second resulting
in 500 million tweets in the day. Twitter can be considered asa real-time sensor.
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4 CHAPTER 1. INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

1.1 Motivation

Social sensing[5, 41, 44, 75] is defined as a process where physical sensors
present in mobile devices such as GPS are used to infer socialrelationships and
human activities. In this monograph, we work at a higher level of abstraction. We
use the termsocial sensoror human-based sensorto denote an agent that pro-
vides information about its environment (state of nature) on a social network after
interaction with other agents. Examples of such social sensors include Twitter
posts, Facebook status updates, and ratings on online reputation systems like Yelp
and Tripadvisor. Such social sensors go beyond physical sensors for social sens-
ing [221]. For example, user opinions/ratings (such as the quality of a restaurant)
are available on Tripadvisor but are difficult to measure viaphysical sensors. Sim-
ilarly, future situations revealed by the Facebook status of a user are impossible to
predict using physical sensors.

Statistical inference using social sensors is relevant in avariety of applica-
tions including localizing special events for targeted advertising [59, 171], mar-
keting [245], localization of natural disasters [222], andpredicting sentiment of
investors in financial markets [33, 208]. It is demonstratedin [13] that models
built from the rate of tweets for particular products can outperform market-based
predictors. However, social sensors present unique challenges from a statistical
estimation point of view. First, social sensors interact with and influence other
social sensors. For example, ratings posted on online reputation systems strongly
influence the behaviour of individuals2. Such interactive sensing can result in
non-standard information patterns due to correlations introduced by the structure
of the underlying social network. Second, due to privacy reasons and time con-
straints, social sensors typically do not reveal raw observations of the underlying
state of nature. Instead, they reveal their decisions (ratings, recommendations,
votes) which can be viewed as a low resolution (quantized) function of their raw
measurements and interactions with other social sensors.

As is apparent from the above discussion, there is strong motivation to con-
struct mathematical models that capture the dynamics of interactive sensing in-
volving social sensors. Such models facilitate understanding the dynamics of in-
formation flow in social networks and, therefore, the designof algorithms that
can exploit these dynamics to estimate the underlying stateof nature. In this
monograph,social learning[23, 31, 50],game-theoretic learning[92, 121], and

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

stochastic approximation[167, 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 organized into four chapters
(excluding this introductory chapter) that provide a survey, tutorial development,
and discussion of four highly stylized examples: social learning for interactive
sensing; tracking the degree distribution of social networks; sensing and informa-
tion diffusion; and coordination of decision-making via game-theoretic learning.
Each of the four chapters is motivated by practical examples, and comprises of
a literature survey together with careful problem formulation and mathematical
analysis. The examples and associated analysis are readilyaccessible to a signal
processing, control/systems theory, and applied mathematics audience.

In terms of information patterns, Chapter 2 considers Bayesian estimation and
sequential decision making with sequential information flow and then informa-
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tion flow over small directed acyclic graphs. In comparison,Chapter 3 con-
siders stochastic approximation algorithms for large random graphs that evolve
with time. Chapter 4 considers the asymptotics of large graphs with fixed de-
gree distribution but where the state of individual node in the graph evolve over
time—this models information diffusion. The mean field analysis in Chapter 4
results in a stochastic approximation type recursion, and the estimation prob-
lems are Bayesian (nonlinear filtering). Finally, Chapter 5deals with learning
in non-cooperative repeated games comprising networks of arbitrary size—the
algorithms are of the stochastic approximation type. In allthese cases, sensors in-
teract with and influence other sensors. It is the understanding of this interaction
of local and global behaviors in the context of social networks that 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 interactive sensing in social net-
works where individuals act as sensors and the information exchange between in-
dividuals is exploited to optimize sensing. Social learning is used as a mathemat-
ical formalism to model the interaction between individuals that aim to estimate
an underlying state of nature.

Social learning in multi-agent systems seeks to answer the following question:

How do decisions made by agents affect decisions made by subse-
quent agents?

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

In the last decade, social learning has been used widely in economics, market-
ing, political science, and sociology to model the behaviorof financial markets,
crowds, social groups, and social networks; see [1, 2, 23, 31, 50, 180] and nu-
merous references therein. Related models have been studied in the context of
sequential decision making in information theory [65, 126]and statistical signal
processing [51, 162] in the electrical engineering literature.

Social learning models for interactive sensing can predictunusual behavior.
Indeed, a key result in social learning of an underlying random variable is that
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rational agents eventually herd [31]; that is, they eventually end up choosing the
same action irrespective of their private observations. Asa result, the actions con-
tain no information about the private observations and so the Bayesian estimate of
the underlying random variable freezes. For a multi-agent sensing system, such
behavior can be undesirable, particularly if individuals herd and make incorrect
decisions.

In this context, the following questions are addressed in Chapter 2: How can
self-interested agents that interact via social learning achieve a trade-off between
individual privacy and reputation of the social group? How can protocols be de-
signed to prevent data incest in online reputation blogs where individuals make
recommendations? How can sensing by individuals that interact with each other
be used by a global decision maker to detect changes in the underlying state of
nature? Chapter 2 presents an overview, insights and discussion of social learning
models in the context of data incest propagation, change detection, and coordina-
tion of decision making.

Several examples in social networks motivate Chapter 2. Design of protocols
to prevent data incest are motivated by the design of fair online reputation systems
such as Yelp or Tripadvisor. In Online reputation systems, which maintain logs of
votes (actions) by agents, social learning takes place withinformation exchange
over a loopy graph (where the agents form the vertices of the graph). Due to
the loops in the information exchange graph,data incest(misinformation) can
propagate: Suppose an agent wrote a poor rating of a restaurant on a social media
site. Another agent is influenced by this rating, visits the restaurant, and then also
gives a poor rating on the social media site. The first agent visits the social media
site and notices that another agent has also given the restaurant a poor rating—this
double confirms her rating and she enters another poor rating. In a fair reputation
system, such “double counting” or data incest should have been prevented by
making the first agent aware that the rating of the second agent was influenced by
her own rating.

As an example of change detection, consider measurement of the adoption
of a new product using a micro-blogging platform like Twitter. The adoption of
the technology diffuses through the market but its effects can only be observed
through the tweets of select members of the population. These selected members
act as sensors for the parameter of interest. Suppose the state of nature suddenly
changes due to a sudden market shock or presence of a new competitor. Based
on the local actions of the multi-agent system that is performing social learning,
a global decision maker (such as a market monitor or technology manufacturer)
needs to decide whether or not to declare if a change has occurred. How can the
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global decision maker achieve such change detection to minimize a cost function
comprised of false alarm rate and delay penalty? The local and global decision
makers interact, since the local decisions determine the posterior distribution of
subsequent agents which determines the global decision (stop or continue) which
determines subsequent local decisions.

2. Tracking Degree Distribution of Social Networks

Chapter 3 considers dynamical random graphs. The degree of anode in a network
(also known as the connectivity) is the number of connections the node has in that
network. The most important measure that characterizes thestructure of a network
(specially when the size of the network is large and the connections—adjacency
matrix of the underlying graph—are not given) is thedegree distributionof the
network. Chapter 3 considers a Markov-modulated duplication-deletion random
graph where, at each time instant, one node can either join orleave the network
with probabilities that evolve according to the realization of a finite state Markov
chain (state of nature). This chapter deals with the following questions:

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

Chapter 3 comprises of two results. First, motivated by social network appli-
cations, we analyze the asymptotic behavior of the degree distribution of the
Markov-modulated random graph. From this degree distribution analysis, we can
study the connectivity of the network, the size and the existence of a large con-
nected component, the delay in searching such graphs, etc. [86, 132, 204, 202].
Second, a stochastic approximation algorithm is presentedto track the empirical
degree distribution as it evolves over time. We further showthat the stationary
degree distribution of Markov-modulated duplication-deletion random graphs de-
pends on the dynamics of such graphs and, thus, on the state ofnature. This
means that, by tracking the empirical degree distribution,the social network can
be viewed as a social sensor to track the state of nature. The tracking performance
of the algorithm is analyzed in terms of mean square error. A functional central
limit theorem is further presented for the asymptotic tracking error.

An important associated problem discussed in Chapter 3 is how to actually
construct random graphs via simulation algorithms. In particular, for large social
networks, only the degree sequence is available, and not theadjacency matrix.
(The degree sequence is a non-increasing sequence of vertexdegrees.) Does a
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simple graph exist that realizes a particular degree sequence? How can all graphs
that realize a degree sequence be constructed? Chapter 3 presents a discussion of
these issues.

3. Sensing and Information Diffusion in Social Networks

Chapter 4 considers the following questions:

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

As described in [184], there is a wide range of social phenomena such as diffusion
of technological innovations, cultural fads, and economicconventions [50], where
individual decisions are influenced by the decisions of others. Chapter 4 considers
two extensions of the widely used Susceptible-Infected-Susceptible (SIS) models
for diffusion of information in social networks [183, 184, 132, 212, 249]. First, the
states of individual nodes evolve over time as a probabilistic function of the states
of their neighborsandan underlying target process. The underlying target process
can be viewed as the market conditions or competing technologies that evolve
with time and affect the information diffusion. Second, thenodes in the social
network are sampled randomly to determine their state. Chapter 4 reviews recent
methods for sampling social networks such as social sampling and respondent-
driven sampling. As the adoption of the new technology diffuses through the
network, its effect is observed via sentiment (such as tweets) of these selected
members of the population. These selected nodes act as social sensors. In signal
processing terms, the underlying target process can be viewed as a signal, and
the social network can be viewed as a sensor. The key difference compared to
classical signal processing is that the social network (sensor) has dynamics due to
the information diffusion. Our aim is to estimate the underlying target state and the
state probabilities of the nodes by sampling measurements at nodes in the social
network. In a Bayesian estimation context, this is equivalent to a filtering problem
involving estimation of the state of a prohibitively large-scale Markov chain in
noise. The key idea is to usemean field dynamicsas an approximation (with
provable bounds) for the information diffusion and, thereby, obtain a tractable
model.
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4. Coordination of Decisions as Non-cooperative Game-Theoretic Learning

Chapter 5 studies game-theoretic learning in the context ofsocial networks. Game
theory has traditionally been used in economics and social sciences with a focus
on fully rational interactions where strong assumptions are made on the infor-
mation patterns available to individual agents. In comparison, social sensors are
agents with partial information and it is the dynamic interactions among such
agents that is of interest. This, together with the interdependence of agents’
choices, motivates the need for game-theoretic learning models for agents inter-
acting in social networks.

Chapter 5 deals with the question:

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

We discuss a non-cooperative game-theoretic learning approach for adaptive de-
cision making in social networks. This can be viewed as non-Bayesian social
learning. The aim is to ensure that all agents eventually choose actions from a
common polytope of randomized strategies—namely, the set of correlated equi-
libria [18, 20] of a non-cooperative game. The game-theoretic concept of equi-
librium describes a condition of global coordination whereall decision makers
are content with the social welfare realized as the consequence of their chosen
strategies.

We consider two examples of information exchange among individuals. The
first example comprises of fully social agents that can communicate with ev-
ery other agent in the network. This provides a simple framework to present
the “regret-matching” [117, 121] decision making procedure that ensures conver-
gence of the global behavior of the network to the correlatedequilibria set. In
the second example, we confine the information flow to social groups—each in-
dividual can only speak with her neighbors. Accordingly, the regret-matching
procedure is revised to adapt to this more practical social network model. Fi-
nally, we consider the case of homogeneous social groups, where individuals share
and are aware of sharing the same incentives. The regret-matching procedures is
then adapted to exploit this valuable piece of information available to individu-
als within each social group. The final result in this chapterconsiders the scenario
where the non-cooperative game model evolves with time according to the sample
path of a finite-state Markov chain. It is shown that, if the speed of the Markovian
jumps and the learning rate of the regret-matching algorithm match, the global be-
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havior emerging from a network of individuals following thepresented algorithms
properly tracks the time-varying set of correlated equilibria.

One of the main ideas in this chapter is that the limit system that represents the
game-theoretic learning algorithms constitutes a differential inclusion. Differen-
tial inclusions are generalization of ordinary differential equations (ODEs)3, and
arise naturally in game-theoretic learning, since the strategies according to which
others play are unknown. This is highly non-standard in the analysis of stochastic
approximation algorithms in which the limit system is usually an ODE.

Chapter 5 ends with an example that shows how the presented algorithms can
be applied in a social sensing application. We consider the problem of estimating
the true value of an unknown parameter via a network of sensors. There have been
a lot of recent works that study diffusion of information over graphs linking a mul-
titude of agents; see [226, 225] and numerous references therein. We particulary
focus on diffusion least mean square (LMS) algorithms [182]: each sensor decides
whether to activate, and if activates, (i) it will exchange estimate with neighbors
and fuse the collected data; (ii) it will use the fused data and local measurements
to refine its estimate via an LMS-type adaptive filter. Using agame-theoretic for-
mulation, an energy-aware activation mechanism is devisedthat, taking into ac-
count the spatial-temporal correlation of sensors’ measurements, prescribes sen-
sors when to activate. We first show that, as the step-size in the diffusion LMS
approaches zero, the analysis falls under the unifying classical stochastic approx-
imation theme of this chapter and, therefore, can be done using the well-known
ODE method [167]. It is then shown that the proposed algorithm ensures the es-
timate at each sensor converges to the true parameter, yet the global activation
behavior along the way tracks the set of correlated equilibria of the underlying
activation control game.

5. Appendices

The two appendices at the end of this monograph present, respectively, a mean-
square error analysis and weak convergence analysis of two different types of
stochastic approximation algorithms used to track time-varying behavior in so-
cial networks. These analysis are crucial in allowing us to predict the asymptotic
dynamics of such algorithms. The chapters provide sufficient intuition behind
the theorems and the reader can skip the appendices without loss of continuity.

3A generic differential inclusion is of the formdX/dt ∈ F(X, t), whereF(X, t) specifies
a family of trajectories rather than a single trajectory as in the ordinary differential equations
dX/dt = F (X, t). See§5.4.3 and Appendix B for more details.
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Appendix A.1 generalizes the asymptotic analysis of duplication deletion ran-
dom graphs in [61] to the case of Markov-modulated graphs. Ituses the con-
cept of perturbed Lyapunov functions. The weak convergenceanalysis presented
in Appendix B generalizes the convergence analysis provided in the seminal pa-
pers [117, 119] to the case where the game-theoretic learning algorithm can track
a time-varying correlated equilibrium. The convergence analysis in both appen-
dices are presented in a tutorial fashion and are readily accessible to researchers
in adaptive filtering, stochastic optimization, and game theory.

Out-of-Scope Topics

Other important problems that have been extensively studied in the literature, but
are outside the scope of this monograph include: consensus formation [132, Chap-
ter 8], [149, 240], metrics for measuring networks (other than degree distribu-
tion) [132, Chapter 2], [253], small world [144, 254, 255], cooperative models of
network formation [131, Chapter 1], [132, Chapter 12], [233], behavior dynamics
in peer-to-peer media-sharing social networks [112, 267],and privacy and security
modeling [169, 179]. The interested reader is referred to the above cited works
and references therein for extensive treatment of the topics.

1.3 Perspective

The social learning and game-theoretic learning formalisms considered in this
monograph can be used either as descriptive tools, to predict the outcome of com-
plex interactions amongst agents in sensing, or as prescriptive tools, to design
social networks and sensing systems around given interaction rules. Informa-
tion aggregation, misinformation propagation and privacyare important issues in
sensing using social sensors. In this monograph, we treat these issues in a highly
stylized manner so as to provide easy accessibility to an electrical engineering
audience. The underlying tools used in this monograph are widely used by the
electrical engineering research community in the areas of signal processing, con-
trol, information theory and network communications. The fundamental theory
of network science is well-documented in seminal books suchas [76, 132] and
involves the interplay of random graphs and game theory.

In Bayesian estimation, the twin effects of social learning(information ag-
gregation with interaction amongst agents) and data incest(misinformation prop-
agation) lead to non-standard information patterns in estimating the underlying
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state of nature. Herding occurs when the public belief overrides the private obser-
vations and, thus, actions of agents are independent of their private observations.
Data incest results in bias in the public belief as a consequence of the unintentional
re-use of identical actions in the formation of public belief in social learning—the
information gathered by each agent is mistakenly considered to be independent.
This results in overconfidence and bias in estimates of the state of nature.

Tracking a time-varying parameter that evolves according to a finite-state Markov
chain (state of nature) is a problem of much interest in signal processing [30, 87,
259]. In social networks, sometimes the parameter under study (state of nature)
cannot be sensed by pervasive sensors, e.g., the level of happiness in a commu-
nity, the tendency of individuals to expand their networks,the strength of social
links between individuals, etc. In such cases, social sensors can do much better
than pervasive sensors. A social network with a large numberof individuals can
be viewed as an interactive sensing tool to obtain information about individuals or
state of nature; this is a social sensor. Motivated by socialnetwork applications,
a social sensor based framework is presented in Chapter 3 to track the degree dis-
tribution of Markov-modulated dynamic networks whose dynamics evolve over
time according to a finite-state Markov chain.

Privacy issues impose important constraints on social sensors. Typically, in-
dividuals are not willing to disclose private observations. Optimizing interactive
sensing with privacy constraints is an important problem. Privacy and trust pose
conflicting requirements on human-based sensing: Privacy requirements result in
noisier measurements or lower resolution actions, while maintaining a high degree
of trust (reputation) requires accurate measurements. Utility functions, noisy pri-
vate measurements, and quantized actions are essential ingredients of the social
and game-theoretic learning models presented in this monograph that facilitate
modelling this trade-off between reputation and privacy.

In social sensor systems, the behavior is driven by the actions of a large num-
ber of autonomous individuals, who are usually self-interested and optimize their
respective objectives. Often, these individuals form social contacts (i.e. links)
by choice, rather than by chance. Further, there are always social and economic
incentives associated with forming such social contacts based on the informa-
tion obtained about the state of the nature or contribution to the diffusion of in-
formation across the network. The social network analysis using the common
graph-theoretic techniques, however, fails to capture thebehavior of such self-
interested individuals and the dynamics of their interaction. This motivates the
use of game-theoretic methods. Game-theoretic learning explains how coordina-
tion in the decisions of such self-interested individuals might arise as a conse-
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quence of a long-run process of adaptation and learning in aninteractive environ-
ment [94]. Interestingly enough, while each individual haslimitations in sensing
and communication, the coordinated behavior amongst individuals can lead to the
manifestation of sophisticated behavior at the network level.

The literature in the areas of social learning, sensing, andnetworking is ex-
tensive. In each of the following chapters, we provide a brief review of relevant
works together with references to experimental data. The book [50] contains a
complete treatment of social learning models with several remarkable insights.
For further references, we refer the reader to [151, 153, 154, 161, 191]. In [116],
a nice description is given of how, if individual agents deploy simple heuristics,
the global system behavior can achieve “rational” behavior. The related problem
of achievingcoherence(i.e., agents eventually choosing the same action or the
same decision policy) among disparate sensors of decision agents without coop-
eration has also witnessed intense research; see [215] and [251]. Non-Bayesian
social learning models are also studied in [79, 80].

There is also a growing literature dealing with the interplay of technological
networks and social networks [55]. For example, social networks overlaid on
technological networks account for a significant fraction of Internet use. Indeed,
as discussed in [55], three key aspects of that cut across social and technological
networks are the emergence of global coordination through local actions, resource
sharing models and the wisdom of crowds (diversity and efficiency gains). These
themes are addressed in the current paper in the context of social learning.



Chapter 2

Social Learning Approach to
Interactive Sensing

2.1 Introduction

This chapter comprises of three parts1:
1. Survey and Review of Social Learning: Section 2.2 presents a brief de-

scription of the classical social learning model. We use social learning as the
mathematical basis for modelling interaction of social sensors. A key result in
social learning is that rational agents eventually herd, that is, they pick the same
action irrespective of their private observation and social learning stops. To de-
lay the effect of herding, and thereby enhance social learning, Chamley [50] (see
also [235] for related work) has proposed a novel constrained optimal social learn-
ing protocol. We describe how self-interested agents performing social learning
can achieve useful behavior in terms of optimizing a social welfare function. Such
problems are motivated by privacy issues in sensing. If an agent reveals less in-
formation in its decisions, it maintains its privacy; on theother hand, as part of a
social group, it has an incentive to optimize a social welfare function that helps
estimate the state of nature. We review this protocol which is formulated as a
sequential stopping time problem. We show that the constrained optimal social
learning proposed by Chamley [50] has a threshold switchingcurve in the space
of public belief states. Thus, the global decision to stop can be implemented effi-
ciently in a social learning model.

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

15
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2. Data Incest in Online Reputation Systems: Section 2.3 deals with the ques-
tion: How can data incest (misinformation propagation) be prevented in online
reputation blogs where social sensors make recommendations?

In the classical social learning model, each agent acts oncein a pre-determined
order. However, in online reputation systems such as Yelp orTripadvisor, which
maintain logs of votes (actions) by agents, social learningtakes place with infor-
mation exchange over a loopy graph (where the agents form thevertices of the
graph). Due to the loops in the information exchange graph,data incest(mis-
information) can propagate: Suppose an agent wrote a poor rating of a restaurant
on a social media site. Another agent is influenced by this rating, visits the restau-
rant, and then also gives a poor rating on the social media site. The first agent visits
the social media site and notices that another agent has alsogiven the restaurant a
poor rating—this double confirms her rating and she enters another poor rating.

In a fair reputation system, such “double counting” or data incest should have
been prevented by making the first agent aware that the ratingof the second agent
was influenced by her own rating. Data incest results in a biasin the estimate of the
state of nature. How can automated protocols be designed to prevent data incest,
and thereby maintain a fair online reputation system? Section 2.3 describes how
the administrator of a social network can maintain an unbiased (fair) reputation
system.

3. Interaction of Local and Global Decision Makers for Change Detection:
Section 2.4 deals with the question: In sensing, where individual agents perform
social learning to estimate an underlying state of nature, how can changes in the
state of nature be detected? Such sensing problems arise in avariety of applica-
tions such as financial trading, where individuals react to financial shocks [21];
marketing and advertising [183, 184], where consumers react to a new product;
and localization of natural disasters (earthquakes and typhoons) [222].

Consider measurement of the adoption of a new product using amicro-blogging
platform like Twitter. The new technology diffuses throughthe market but its ef-
fects can only be observed through the tweets of select members of the population.
Suppose the state of nature suddenly changes due to a sudden market shock or
presence of a new competitor. Based on the local actions of the multi-agent sys-
tem that is performing social learning, a global decision maker (such as a market
monitor or technology manufacturer) needs to decide whether or not to declare if
a change has occurred. How can the global decision maker achieve such change
detection to minimize a cost function comprised of false alarm rate and delay
penalty? The local and global decision makers interact, since the local decisions
determine the posterior distribution of subsequent agentswhich determines the
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global decision (stop or continue), which in turn determines subsequent local de-
cisions. We show that this social learning based change detection problem leads to
unusual behavior: The optimal decision policy of the stopping time problem has
multiple thresholds. This is unusual since, if it is optimalto declare that a change
has occurred based on the posterior probability of change, it may not be optimal
to declare a change when the posterior probability of changeis higher!

2.2 Multi-Agent Social Learning

This section starts with a brief description of the classical social learning model.
We review Chamley’s novel constrained optimal social learning protocol, which
is formulated as a sequential stopping time problem, and delays the effect of herd-
ing [50, 235].

2.2.1 Motivation: What is social learning?

We start with a brief description of the ‘vanilla’ social learning model2. In social
learning [50], agents estimate the underlying state of nature not only from their
local measurements, but also from the actions of previous agents. (These previous
actions were taken by agents in response to their local measurements; therefore,
these actions convey information about the underlying state). As we will describe
below, the state estimation update in social learning has a drastically different
structure compared to the standard optimal filtering recursion and can result in
unusual behavior.

Consider a countable number of agents performing social learning to estimate
the state of an underlying finite-state Markov chainx. Let X = {1, 2, . . . , X}
denote a finite state space,P the transition matrix andπ0 the initial distribution of
the Markov chain.

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

2In typical formulations of social learning, the underlyingstate is assumed to be a random
variable and not a Markov chain. Our description below is given in terms of a Markov chain
since we wish to highlight the unusual structure of the social learning filter to a signal processing
reader who is familiar with basic ideas in Bayesian filtering. Also, we are interested in change
detection problems in which the change time distribution can be modelled as the absorption time
of a Markov chain.
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iterationk, all agents have access to the public beliefπk−1 defined in Step(iv)
below. The social learning protocol proceeds as follows [31, 50]:

(i) Private Observation: At time k, agentk records a private observationyk ∈
Y from the observation distributionBiy = P(y|x = i), i ∈ X. Throughout
this chapter, we assume thatY = {1, 2, . . . , Y } is finite.

(ii) Private Belief: Using the public beliefπk−1 available at timek − 1 (de-
fined in Step (iv) below), agentk updates its private posterior beliefηk(i) =
P(xk = i|a1, . . . , ak−1, yk) as the following Bayesian update (this is the
classical Hidden Markov Model filter [81]):

ηk =
BykP

′π

1′
XByP ′π

, Byk = diag(P(yk|x = i), i ∈ X) . (2.1)

Here,1X denotes theX-dimensional vector of ones,ηk is anX-dimensional
probability mass function (pmf), andP ′ denotes transpose of the matrixP .

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

ak = argmin
a∈A

E{c(x, a)|a1, . . . , ak−1, yk} = argmin
a∈A

{c′aηk}. (2.2)

Here ca = (c(i, a), i ∈ X) denotes anX-dimensional cost vector, and
c(i, a) denotes the cost incurred when the underlying state isi and the agent
chooses actiona.
Agentk then broadcasts its actionak to subsequent agents.

(iv) Social Learning Filter: Given the actionak of agentk and the public belief
πk−1, each subsequent agentk′ > k computes the public beliefπk according
to the following “social learning filter”:

πk = T (πk−1, ak), where T (π, a) =
Rπ

aP
′π

σ(π, a)
(2.3)

andσ(π, a) = 1′
XR

π
aP

′π is the normalization factor of the Bayesian up-
date. In (2.3), the public beliefπk(i) = P(xk = i|a1, . . . ak), andRπ

a =
diag(P(a|x = i, π), i ∈ X) has elements

P(ak = a|xk = i, πk−1 = π) =
∑

y∈Y
P(a|y, π)P(y|xk = i)

P(ak = a|y, π) =
{
1, if c′aByP

′π ≤ c′ãByP
′π, ã ∈ A,

0, otherwise.

(2.4)
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The derivation of the social learning filter (2.3) is given inthe discussion be-
low.

2.2.2 Discussion

Let us pause to give some intuition about the above social learning protocol.
1. Information Exchange Structure: The information exchange in the above

social learning protocol is sequential. Agents send their hard decisions (actions)
to subsequent agents. Further, we have assumed that each agent acts once. An-
other way of viewing the social learning protocol is that there are finitely many
agents that act repeatedly in some pre-defined order. If eachagent chooses its
local decision using the current public belief, the settingwill be identical to the
social learning setup. We also refer the reader to [2] for several recent results in
social learning over several types of network adjacency matrices.

2. Filtering with Hard Decisions: Social learning can be viewed as agents
makinghard decision estimates at each time and sending these estimatesto sub-
sequent agents. In conventional Bayesian state estimation, asoftdecision is made,
namely, the posterior distribution (or equivalently, observation) that is sent to sub-
sequent agents. For example, ifA = X and the costs are chosen asca = −ea
whereea denotes the unit indicator with1 in thea-th position, thenargmina c

′
aπ =

argmaxa π(a), i.e., the maximum aposteriori probability (MAP) state estimate.
For this example, social learning is equivalent to agents sending the hard MAP
estimates to subsequent agents.

Note that rather than sending a hard decision estimate, if each agent chooses
its actionak = yk (that is, agents send their private observations), the right-hand
side of (2.4) becomes

∑
y∈Y I(y = yk)P(y|xk = i) = P(yk|xk = i) and, thus, the

problem becomes a standard Bayesian filtering problem.
It is also important to note that the filtered distributions obtained via social

learning are not commutative in the actions. That isP (x|a1 = a, a2 = a) 6=
P (x|a1 = a, a2 = a). In comparison, for Bayesian estimation of random variable
x with conditionally independent observations,P (x|y1 = y, y2 = y) 6= P (x|y1 =
y, y2 = y).

3. Dependence of Observation Likelihood on Prior: The most unusual fea-
ture of the above protocol (to a signal processing audience)is the social learning
filter (2.3). In standard state estimation via a Bayesian filter, the observation like-
lihood given the state is completely parameterized by the observation noise dis-
tribution and is functionally independent of the current prior distribution. In the
social learning filter, the likelihood of the action given the state (which is denoted
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byRπ
a ) is an explicit function of the priorπ! Not only does the action likelihood

depend on the prior, but it is also a discontinuous function,due to the presence of
theargmin in (2.2).

4. Derivation of Social Learning Filter: The derivation of the social learning
filter (2.3) is as follows: Define the posterior asπk(j) = P(xk = j|a1, . . . , ak).
Then,

πk(j) =
1

σ(πk−1, ak)
P(ak|xk = j, a1, . . . , ak−1)

×
∑

i

P(xk = j|xk−1 = i)P(xk−1 = i|a1, . . . , ak−1)

=
1

σ(πk−1, ak)

∑

y

P(ak|yk = y, a1, . . . , ak−1)

× P(yk = y|xk = j)
∑

i

P(xk = j|xk−1 = i)πk−1(i)

=
1

σ(πk−1, ak)

∑

y

P(ak|yk = y, πk−1)P(yk = y|xk = j)
∑

i

Pijπk−1(i) (2.5)

where the normalization term is

σ(πk−1, ak) =
∑

j

∑

y

P(ak|yk = y, πk−1)

× P(yk = y|xk = j)
∑

i

Pijπk−1(i). (2.6)

The above social learning protocol and social learning filter(2.3) result in in-
teresting dynamics in state estimation and decision making. We will illustrate two
interesting consequences that are unusual to an electricalengineering audience:

• Rational Agents form herds and information cascades and blindly follow
previous agents. This is discussed in§2.2.3 below.

• Making global decisions on change detection in a multi-agent system per-
forming social learning results in multi-threshold behavior. This is dis-
cussed in§2.4 below.

2.2.3 Rational Agents form Information Cascades

The first consequence of the unusual nature of the social learning filter (2.3) is
that social learning can result in multiple rational agentstaking the same action
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independently of their observations.
Throughout this subsection, we assume thatx is a finite state random variable

(instead of a Markov chain) with prior distributionπ0. We start with the following
definitions; see also [50]:

• An individual agentk herdson the public beliefπk−1 if it chooses its action
ak = a(πk−1, yk) in (2.2) independently of its observationyk.

• A herd of agentstakes place at timek, if the actions of all agents after time
k are identical, i.e.,ak = ak for all timek > k.

• An information cascadeoccurs at timek, if the public beliefs of all agents
after timek are identical, i.e.πk = πk for all k > k.

Note that if an information cascade occurs, then since the public belief freezes,
social learning ceases. Also, from the above definitions, itis clear that an infor-
mation cascade implies a herd of agents, but the reverse is not true; see§2.3 for
an example.

The following result, which is well known in the economics literature [31, 50],
states that if agents follow the above social learning protocol, then after some finite
time k, an information cascade occurs3. The proof follows via an elementary
application of the martingale convergence theorem.

Theorem 2.2.1([31]). The social learning protocol described in§2.2.1 leads to
an information cascade in finite time with probability 1. That is, there exists a
finite timek after which social learning ceases, i.e., public beliefπk+1 = πk,
k ≥ k, and all agents choose the same action, i.e.,ak+1 = ak, k ≥ k.

3A nice analogy is provided in [50]. If I see someone walking down the street with an um-
brella, I assume (based on rationality) that he has checked the weather forecast and is carrying
an umbrella since it might rain. Therefore, I also take an umbrella. Now, there are two people
walking down the street carrying umbrellas. A third person sees two people with umbrellas and,
based on the same inference logic, also takes an umbrella. Even though each individual is rational,
such herding behavior might be irrational since the first person who took the umbrella may not
have checked the weather forecast.
Another example is that of patrons who decide to choose a restaurant. Despite their menu prefer-
ences, each patron chooses the restaurant with the most customers. Therefore, all patrons eventu-
ally herd to one restaurant. The paper [245] quotes the following anecdote on user influence in a
social network which can be interpreted as herding: “... when a popular blogger left his blogging
site for a two-week vacation, the site’s visitor tally fell,and 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 insight asto why Theo-
rem 2.2.1 holds. It can be shown using martingale methods that, at some finite
time k = k, the agent’s probabilityP(ak|yk, πk−1) becomes independent of the
private observationyk. Then, clearly from (2.4),P(ak = a|xk = i, πk−1) =
P(ak = a|π). Substituting this into the social learning filter (2.3), wesee that
πk = πk−1. Thus, after some finite timek, the social learning filter hits a fixed
point and social learning stops. As a result, all subsequentagentsk > k com-
pletely disregard their private observations and take the same actionak, thereby
forming an information cascade (and therefore a herd).

2.2.4 Constrained Interactive Sensing: Individual Privacy vs
Group Reputation

The above social learning protocol can be interpreted as follows. Agents seek
to estimate an underlying state of nature; however, they reveal their actions by
maximizing their privacy according to the optimization (2.2). This leads to an
information cascade and social learning stops. In other words, agents are inter-
ested in optimizing their own costs (such as maximizing privacy) and ignore the
information benefits their action provides to others.

Partially Observed Markov Decision Process Formulation

We now describe an optimized social learning procedure thatdelays herding4.
This approach is motivated by the following question: How can agents assist so-
cial learning by choosing their actions to trade off individual privacy (local costs)
with optimizing the reputation5 of the entire social group? (See [50] for an excel-
lent discussion.)

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

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

5The papers [197, 110] contain lucid descriptions of quantitative models for trust, reputation
and privacy.
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(compared to the myopic objective (2.2) used in standard social learning):

Jµ(π0) = Eµ
π0

{ ∞∑

k=1

ρk−1c′a(πk−1,yk,µ(πk−1))
ηk

}
. (2.7)

In (2.7), a(π, y, µ(π))) denotes the decision rule that agents use to choose their
actions as will be explained below. Also,ρ ∈ [0, 1) is an economic discount
factor, andπ0 denotes the initial probability (prior) of the statex. Finally, Pµ

π0

andEµ
π0

denote the probability measure and expectation of the evolution of the
observations and underlying state, respectively, which are strategy dependent.

The key attribute of (2.7) is that each agentk chooses its action according to
the privacy constrained rule

ak = a(πk−1, yk, µ(πk−1)). (2.8)

Here, the policy
µ : πk−1 → {1, 2 . . . , L}

maps the available public belief to the set ofL privacy values. The higher the
privacy value, the less the agent reveals through its action. This is in contrast
to standard social learning (2.2) in which the action chosenis a(π, y), namely, a
myopic function of the private observation and public belief.

The above formulation can be interpreted as follows: Individual agents seek
to maximize their privacy according to social learning (2.8), but also seek to max-
imize the reputation of their entire social group (2.7).

Determining the policyµ∗ that minimizes (2.7), and thereby maximizes the
social group reputation, is equivalent to solving a stochastic control problem that is
called a partially observed Markov decision process (POMDP) problem [48, 153].
A POMDP comprises of a noisy observed Markov chain and the dynamics of the
posterior distribution (belief state) is controlled by a policy (µ in our case).

Structure of Privacy Constrained Sensing Policy

In general, POMDPs are computationally intractable to solve [209] and, there-
fore, one cannot say anything useful about the structure6 of the optimal policy

6Characterizing the structure of the optimal policy of a POMDP is a difficult problem. We
refer the reader to [186, 185, 218, 157, 153] for sufficient conditions (based on supermodularity
that yield a monotone optimal policy for a POMDP in terms of the monotone likelihood ratio
stochastic order.
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µ∗. However, useful insight can be obtained by considering thefollowing extreme
case of the above problem. Suppose there are two privacy values and each agent
k chooses action

ak =

{
yk, if µ(πk) = 1 (no privacy),

argmina c
′
aπk−1, if µ(πk) = 2 (full privacy).

(2.9)

That is, an agent either reveals its raw observation (no privacy) or chooses its
action by completely neglecting its observation (full privacy). Once an agent
chooses the full privacy option, then all subsequent agentschoose exactly the
same option and therefore herd—this follows since each agent’s action reveals
nothing about the underlying state of nature. Therefore, for this extreme exam-
ple, determining the optimal policyµ∗(π) is equivalent to solving a stopping time
problem: Determine the earliest time for agents to herd (maintain full privacy)
subject to maximizing the social group reputation.

For such a quickest herding stopping time problem, one can say a lot about
the structure ofµ∗(π). Suppose the sensing system wishes to determine if the
state of nature is a specific target state (say state 1). Then,[153] shows that, un-
der reasonable conditions on the observation distributionand supermodular con-
ditions on the costs ([193] discusses supermodularity of influence in social net-
works), the dynamic programming recursion has a supermodular structure7 (see
also [154, 155, 157, 186, 218] for related results). This implies that the optimal
policyµ∗ has the following structure: There exists a threshold curvethat partitions
the belief space such that, when the belief state is on one side of the curve, it is
optimal for agents to reveal full observations; if the belief state is on the other side
of the curve, then it is optimal to herd. Moreover, the targetstate 1 belongs to
the region in which it is optimal to herd8. This threshold structure of the optimal
policy means that if individuals deploy the simple heuristic of

“Choose increased privacy when belief is close to target state,”

then the group behavior is sophisticated—herding is delayed and accurate esti-
mates of the state of nature can be obtained.

7The seminal book on supermodularity is [243], also see [10] for a lucid tutorial presentation.
8In standard POMDPs where agents do not perform social learning, it is well known [185] that

the set of beliefs for which it is optimal to stop is convex. Such convexity of the herding set does
not hold in the current problem. But it is shown in [153] that the set of beliefs for which it is
optimal to herd constitute a connected set and so does the setof beliefs for which it is optimal to
reveal full observations.
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Figure 2.1: Example of the information flow in a social network with two agents
over three event epochs. The arrows represent exchange of information.

2.3 Data Incest in Online Reputation Systems

This section generalizes the previous section by considering social learning in a
social network. How can multiple social sensors interacting over a social network
estimate an underlying state of nature? The state could be the position coordinates
of an event [222] or the quality of a social parameter such as quality of a restaurant
or political party.

The motivation for this section can be understood in terms ofthe following
sensing example. Consider the following interactions in a multi-agent social net-
work where agents seek to estimate an underlying state of nature. Each agent vis-
its a restaurant based on reviews on an online reputation website. The agent then
obtains a private measurement of the state (e.g., the quality of food in a restau-
rant) in noise. After that, he reviews the restaurant on the same online reputation
website. The information exchange in the social network is modeled by a directed
graph. As mentioned in Chapter 1, data incest [160] arises due to the loops in
the information exchange graph. This is illustrated in Figure 2.1: Agents 1 and 2
exchange beliefs (or actions). The fact that there exist twodistinct paths between
Agent 1 at time 1 and Agent 1 at time 3 (depicted in red in Figure2.1) implies that
the information of Agent 1 at time 1 is double counted, thereby leading to a data
incest event.



26 CHAPTER 2. SOCIAL LEARNING APPROACH

How can data incest be removed so that agents obtain a fair (unbiased) esti-
mate of the underlying state? The methodology of this section can be interpreted
in terms of the recentTimearticle [247], which provides interesting rules for on-
line reputation systems. These include: (i) review the reviewers, and (ii) censor
fake (malicious) reviewers. The data incest removal algorithm proposed in this
section can be viewed as “reviewing the reviews” of other agents to see if they are
associated with data incest or not.

The rest of this section is organized as follows:

1. Section 2.3.1 describes the social learning model that isused to mimic the
behavior of agents in online reputation systems. The information exchange
between agents in the social network is formulated on a family of time-
dependent directed acyclic graphs.

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

3. Section 2.3.3 presents an incest removal algorithm so that the online repu-
tation system achieves a fair rating. A necessary and sufficient condition is
given on the graph that represents exchange of information between agents
so as to achieve fair ratings.

Related works Collaborative recommendation systems are reviewed and stud-
ied in [4, 147]. In [136], a model of Bayesian social learningis considered in
which agents receive private information about the state ofnature and observe ac-
tions of their neighbors in a tree-based network. Another type of misinformation
caused by influential agents (agents who heavily affect actions of other agents
in social networks) is investigated in [2]. Misinformationin the context of this
section is motivated by sensor networks where the term “dataincest” is used [39].
Data incest also arises in belief propagation (BP) algorithms [198, 213], which are
used in computer vision and error-correcting coding theory. BP algorithms require
passing local messages over the graph (Bayesian network) ateach iteration. For
graphical models with loops, BP algorithms are only approximate due to the over-
counting of local messages [258], which is similar to data incest in social learning.
With the algorithms presented in this section, data incest can be mitigated from
Bayesian social learning over non-tree graphs that satisfya topological constraint.
The closest work to the current section is [160]. However, in[160], data incest is
considered in a network where agents exchange their privatebelief states—that is,
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no social learning is considered. Simpler versions of this information exchange
process and estimation were investigated in [19, 36, 97].

2.3.1 Information Exchange Graph

Consider an online reputation system comprised of social sensors{1, 2, . . . , S}
that aim to estimate an underlying state of nature (a random variable). Letx ∈
X = {1, 2, . . . , X} represent the state of nature (such as the quality of a hotel)
with known prior distributionπ0. Let k = 1, 2, 3, . . . represent epochs at which
events occur. These events involve taking observations, evaluating beliefs and
choosing actions as described below. The indexk marks the historical order of
events, and not necessarily absolute time. However, for simplicity, we refer tok
as “time”.

To model the information exchange in the social network, we will use a family
of directed acyclic graphs. It is convenient also to reduce the coordinates of time
k and agents to a single integer indexn as follows:

n
defn
= s+ S(k − 1), s ∈ {1, . . . , S}, k = 1, 2, 3, . . . . (2.10)

We refer ton as a “node” of a time-dependent information flow graphGn that we
define below.

Some Graph Theoretic Definitions

Let
Gn = (Vn, En), n = 1, 2, . . . (2.11)

denote a sequence of time-dependent graphs of information flow in the social
network until and including timek wheren = s + S(k − 1). Each vertex inVn
represents an agents′ in the social network at timek′, and each edge(n′, n′′) in
En ⊆ Vn × Vn shows that the information (action) of noden′ (agents′ at timek′)
reaches noden′′ (agents′′ at timek′′). It is clear that the communication graphGn

is a sub-graph ofGn+1. This means that the diffusion of actions can be modelled
via a family of time-dependent directed acyclic graphs9.

The algorithms below will involve specific columns of the adjacency matrix
and transitive closure matrix of the graphGn. The adjacency matrixAn of Gn is

9Directed acyclic graphs are directed graph with no directedcycles.
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ann× n matrix with elementsAn(i, j) given by

An(i, j) =

{
1, if (vj , vi) ∈ E
0, otherwise

, An(i, i) = 0. (2.12)

The transitive closure matrixTn is then× n matrix

Tn = sgn((In − An)
−1) (2.13)

where for any matrixM , the matrix sgn(M) has elements

sgn(M)(i, j) =

{
0, if M(i, j) = 0,

1, if M(i, j) 6= 0.
(2.14)

Note thatAn(i, j) = 1 if there is a single-hop path between nodesi andj. In
comparison,Tn(i, j) = 1 if there exists a (possibly multi-hop) path between node
i andj.

The information reaching noden depends on the information flow graphGn.
The following two sets will be used to specify the incest removal algorithms be-
low:

Hn = {m : An(m,n) = 1} , (2.15)

Fn = {m : Tn(m,n) = 1} . (2.16)

Here,Hn denotes the set of previous nodesm that communicate with noden
in a single-hop. In comparison,Fn denotes the set of previous nodesm whose
information eventually arrive at noden. Thus,Fn contains all possible multi-hop
connections by which information from a nodem eventually reaches noden.

Note that classical social learning of Sec.2.2.1, is a special case with adjacency
matrixAn(i, j) = 1 for j = i+ 1 andAn(i, j) = 0 elsewhere.

Example 2.1. To illustrate the above notation consider a social network consist-
ing ofS = 2 agents with the following information flow graph for three time points
k = 1, 2, 3. Figure 2.2 depicts the nodesn = 1, 2, . . . , 6, wheren = s+2(k− 1).

Note that, in this example, each node remembers all its previous actions as is
apparent from Figure 2.1. The information flow is characterized by the family of
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1

2

3

4

5

6

Figure 2.2: Example of an information flow network with two agents (S = 2),
namely,s ∈ {1, 2} and time instantsk = 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 graphs{G1, G2, G3, G4, G5, G6} with adjacency matrices

A1 =
[
0
]
, A2 =

[
0 0
0 0

]
, A3 =



0 0 1
0 0 1
0 0 0


 ,

A4 =




0 0 1 1
0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0


 , A5 =




0 0 1 1 1
0 0 1 1 1
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0



.

Since nodes 1 and 2 do not communicate, clearlyA1 andA2 are zero matrices.
Nodes 1 and 3 communicate as do nodes 2 and 3, hence,A3 has two ones, etc.
Finally from (2.15) and (2.16),

H5 = {1, 2, 3, 4}, F5 = {1, 2, 3, 4}
whereH5 denotes all single-hop links to node 5, whereasF5 denotes all multi-hop
links to node 5.

Note thatAn is always the upper leftn × n submatrix ofAn+1. Also due
to causality with respect to the time indexk, the adjacency matrices are always
upper triangular.

2.3.2 Fair Online Reputation System

The aim is to provide each noden with an unbiased estimate

π0
n−(i) = P (x = i|{am, m ∈ Fn}) (2.17)
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subject to the followingsocial influence constraint: There exists a fusion algo-
rithmA such that

π0
n− = A(πm, m ∈ Hn). (2.18)

We callπ0
n− in (2.17) thetrueor fair online ratingavailable to noden. Recall

thatFn, defined in (2.16), denotes all information (multi-hop links) available to
noden. By definition,π0

n− is incest free since it is the desired conditional proba-
bility that we want.

The procedure summarized in Protocol 1 aims to evaluate a fair reputation that
uses social learning over a social network by eliminating incest.

If algorithmA is designed so thatπn−(i) satisfies (2.17), then the computa-
tion (2.20) and Step (v) yield

ηn(i) = P(x = i|{am, m ∈ Fn}, yn),
πn(i) = P(x = i|{am, m ∈ Fn}, an), i ∈ X (2.22)

which are, respectively, the correct private belief for noden and the correct after-
action public belief.

Discussion of Protocol 1

(i) Data Incest: It is important to note that without careful design of algorithmA,
due to loops in the dependencies of actions on previous actions, the public rat-
ing πn− computed using (2.19) can be substantially different from the fair online
ratingπ0

n− of (2.17). As a result,ηn computed via (2.20) will not be the correct
private belief and incest will propagate in the network. In other words,ηn, πn−,
andπn are defined purely in terms of their computational expressions in Proto-
col 1—at this stage, they are not necessarily the desired conditional probabilities
unless algorithmA is designed to remove incest.

Note that, instead of (2.19), noden could naively (and incorrectly) assume
that the public beliefsπm, m ∈ Hn, that it received are independent. It would
then fuse these public beliefs as

πn− =

∏
m∈Hn

πm

1′
X

∏
m∈Hn

πm
. (2.23)

This, of course, would result in data incest.
(ii) How much does an individual remember?: The above protocol has the

flexibility of modelling cases where either each node remembers some (or all)
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Protocol 1 Incest Removal for Social Learning in Online Reputation Systems
(i) Information from Social Network:

1. Recommendation from friends: Noden receives past actions{am, m ∈ Hn}
from previous nodesm ∈ Hn in the social network.Hn is defined in (2.15).

2. Automated Recommender System: For these past actions{am, m ∈ Hn},
the network administrator has already computed the public beliefs(πm, m ∈
Hn) using Step (v) below.
The automated recommender system fuses public beliefs(πm, m ∈ Hn),
into the single recommendation beliefπn− as

πn− = A(πm, m ∈ Hn). (2.19)

The fusion algorithmA will be designed below.

(ii) Observation: Noden records private observationyn from distributionBiy =
P(y|x = i), i ∈ X.
(iii) Private Belief: Noden then usesyn and public beliefπn− to update its private
belief via Bayes formula as

ηn =
Bynπn−
1′
XByπn−

. (2.20)

(iv) Myopic Action: Noden takes action

an = argmin
a

c′aηn (2.21)

and inputs its action to the online reputation system.
(v) Public Belief Update by Network Administrator: Based on actionan, the net-
work administrator (automated algorithm) computes the public beliefπn using the
social learning filter (2.3) withP = I.
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of its past actions or none of its past actions. This facilitates modelling cases in
which people forget most of the past except for specific highlights.

(iii) Automated Recommender System: Steps (i) and (v) of Protocol 1 can be
combined into an automated recommender system that maps previous actions of
agents to a single recommendation (rating)πn− of (2.19). This recommender
system can operate completely opaquely to the actual user (noden). Noden
simply uses the automated ratingπn− as the current best available rating from the
reputation system.

(iv) Social Influence. Informational Message vs Social Message: In Proto-
col 1, it is important that each individualn deploys AlgorithmA to fuse the beliefs
{πm, m ∈ Hn}; otherwise, incest can propagate. Here,Hn can be viewed as the
“social message”, i.e., personal friends of noden since they directly communicate
to noden, while the associated beliefs can be viewed as the “informational mes-
sage”. The social message from personal friends exerts a large social influence—it
provides significant incentive (peer pressure) for individualn to comply with Pro-
tocol 1, and thereby prevent incest. Indeed, a remarkable recent study described
in [35] shows that social messages (votes) from known friends has significantly
more influence on an individual than the information in the messages themselves.
This study includes comparison of information messages andsocial messages on
Facebook and their direct effect on voting behavior. To quote [35],

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

(v) Agent Reputation: The cost function minimization in Step (iv) can be in-
terpreted in terms of the reputation of agents in online reputation systems. If an
agent continues to write bad reviews for high quality restaurants on Yelp, his rep-
utation declines among the users. Consequently, other people ignore reviews of
that (low-reputation) agent in evaluating their opinion about the social unit under
study (restaurant). Therefore, agents minimize the penalty of writing inaccurate
reviews (or equivalently increase their reputations) by choosing proper actions.

(vi) Think and act: Steps (ii), (iii), (iv), and (v) of Protocol 1 constitute stan-
dard social learning as described in§2.2.1. The key difference with standard social
learning is Step (i) that is performed by the network administrator. Agents receive
public beliefs from the social network with arbitrary random delays. These delays
reflect the time an agent takes between reading the publicly available reputation
and making its decision. It is typical behavior of people to read published ratings
multiple times and then think for an arbitrary amount of timebefore acting.



2.3. DATA INCEST IN ONLINE REPUTATION SYSTEMS 33

2.3.3 Incest Removal Algorithm in Online Reputation System

Below we design algorithmA in Protocol 1 so that it yields the fair public rating
π0
n− of (2.17).

Fair Rating Algorithm

It is convenient to work with the logarithm of the un-normalized belief10. Accord-
ingly, define

ln(i) ∝ log πn(i), ln−(i) ∝ log πn−(i), i ∈ X. (2.24)

The following theorem shows that the logarithm of the fair rating π0
n− defined

in (2.17) can be obtained as linear weighted combination of the logarithms of
previous public beliefs.

Theorem 2.3.1(Fair Rating Algorithm). Consider the online reputation system
running Protocol 1. Suppose the following algorithmA(lm, m ∈ Hn) is imple-
mented in (2.19) of Protocol 1 by the network administrator:

ln−(i) = w′
n l1:n−1(i), where wn = T−1

n−1tn. (2.25)

Then,ln−(i) ∝ log π0
n−(i). That is, algorithmA computes the fair ratinglog π0

n−(i)
defined in (2.17).
In (2.25),wn is ann − 1 dimensional weight vector. Recall thattn denotes the
first n− 1 elements of thenth column of transitive closure matrixTn.

Theorem 2.3.1 says that the fair ratingπ0
n− can be expressed as a linear func-

tion of the action log-likelihoods in terms of the transitive closure matrixTn of the
information flow graphGn. This is intuitive sinceπ0

n− can be viewed as the sum
of information collected by the nodes such that there are paths between all these
nodes andn.

10The un-normalized belief proportional toπn(i) is the numerator of the social learning fil-
ter (2.3). The corresponding un-normalized fair rating corresponding toπ0

n−(i) is the joint distri-
butionP(x = i, {am,m ∈ Fn}). By taking logarithm of the un-normalized belief, Bayes formula
merely becomes the sum of the log likelihood and log prior. This allows us to devise a data incest
removal algorithm based on linear combinations of the log beliefs.
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Achievability of Fair Rating by Protocol 1

We are not quite done!

• On the one hand, algorithmA at noden specified by (2.19) has access only
to beliefs lm, m ∈ Hn—equivalently, it has access only to beliefs from
previous nodes specified byAn(:, n), which denotes the last column of the
adjacency matrixAn.

• On the other hand, to provide incest free estimates, algorithmA specified
in (2.25) requires all previous beliefsl1:n−1(i) that are specified by the non-
zero elements of the vectorwn.

The only way to reconcile the above points is to ensure thatAn(j, n) = 0 implies
wn(j) = 0 for j = 1, . . . , n− 1. This condition means that the single hop past es-
timateslm, m ∈ Hn, available at noden according to (2.19) in Protocol 1 provide
all the information that is required to computew′

n l1:n−1 in (2.25). This is essen-
tially a condition on the information flow graphGn. 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 Protocol 1 with available information (πm, m ∈ Hn), to
achieve the estimatesln− of algorithm (2.25), a necessary and sufficient condition
on the information flow graphGn is

An(j, n) = 0 =⇒ wn(j) = 0. (2.26)

Therefore, for Protocol 1 to generate incest free estimatesfor nodesn = 1, 2, . . .,
condition (2.26) needs to hold for eachn. (Recallwn is specified in (2.25).)

Note that the constraint (2.26) is purely in terms of the adjacency matrixAn

since the transitive closure matrix (2.13) is a function of the adjacency matrix.
Therefore, Algorithm (2.25), together with condition (2.26), ensures that incest
free estimates are generated by Protocol 1.

Example 2.2. Let us continue with Example 2.1, where we already specified the
adjacency matrices of the graphsG1, G2, G3, G4, andG5. Using (2.13), the
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transitive closure matricesTn obtained from the adjacency matrices are given by:

T1 =
[
1
]
, T2 =

[
1 0
0 1

]
, T3 =



1 0 1
0 1 1
0 0 1


 ,

T4 =




1 0 1 1
0 1 1 1
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1


 , T5 =




1 0 1 1 1
0 1 1 1 1
0 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 1



.

Note thatTn(i, j) is non-zero only fori ≥ j due to causality—information sent
by an agent can only arrive at another agent at a later time instant. The weight
vectors are then obtained from (2.25) as

w2 =
[
0
]
,

w3 =
[
1 1

]′
,

w4 =
[
1 1 0

]′
,

w5 =
[
−1 −1 1 1

]′
.

Let us examine these weight vectors.w2 means that node2 does not use the
estimate from node1. This formula is consistent with the constrained information
flow because estimate from node1 is not available to node2; see Figure 2.2.
w3 means that node3 uses estimates from node1 and2. w4 means that node4
uses estimates only from node1 and node2 since the estimate from node3 is not
available at node4. As shown in Figure 2.2, the mis-information propagation
occurs at node5. The vectorw5 says that node5 adds estimates from nodes3 and
4 and removes estimates from nodes1 and 2 to avoid double counting of these
estimates that are already integrated into estimates from node3 and 4. Indeed,
using the algorithm (2.25), incest is completely preventedin this example.

Let us now illustrate an example in which exact incest removal is impossible.
Consider the information flow graph of Figure 2.2, but with the edge between
nodes2 and 5 deleted. Then,A5(2, 5) = 0, while w5(2) 6= 0; therefore, the
condition (2.26) does not hold. Hence, exact incest removalis not possible for
this case.

2.3.4 Summary

In this section, we have outlined a controlled sensing problem over a social net-
work in which the administrator controls (removes) data incest, and thereby main-
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tains an unbiased (fair) online reputation system. The state of nature could be
geographical coordinates of an event (in a target localization problem) or quality
of a social unit (in an online reputation system). As discussed above, data incest
arises due to the recursive nature of Bayesian estimation and non-determinism in
the timing of the sensing by individuals. Details of proofs,extensions and further
numerical studies are presented in [113, 160].

How useful are Bayesian social learning models? Humans often makemono-
tonedecisions - the more favorable the private observation, thehigher the recom-
mendation. In addition, humans typically convert numerical attributes to ordinal
scales before making a decision. For example, it does not make a difference if
the cost of a meal at a restaurant is $200 or $205; an individual would classify
this cost as “high”. Also credit rating agencies use ordinalsymbols such as AAA,
AA, A. It is shown in [154] that if the costc(x, a) satisfies a single crossing con-
dition11 and the observation likelihoods satisfy a totally positivecondition, then
the recommendationan made by noden is monotone increasing in its observation
yn and ordinal. In this sense, even if an agent does not exactly follow a Bayesian
social learning model, its monotone ordinal behavior implies that such a model is
a useful idealization.

2.4 Interactive Sensing for Quickest Change Detec-
tion

In this section, we consider interacting social sensors in the context of detecting a
change in the underlying state of nature. Suppose a multi-agent system performs
social learning and makes local decisions as described in§2.2. Given the public
beliefs from the social learning protocol, how can quickestchange detection be
achieved? In other words, how can a global decision maker usethe local decisions
from individual agents to decide when a change has occurred?It is shown below
that making a global decision (change or no change) based on local decisions of
individual agents has an unusual structure resulting in a non-convex stopping set.

A typical application of such social sensors arises in the measurement of the
adoption of a new product using a micro-blogging platform like Twitter. The
adoption of the technology diffuses through the market but its effects can only
be observed through the tweets of select individuals of the population. These

11The single crossing condition can be viewed as an ordinal generalization of supermodularity
[10]. Supermodularity is a sufficient condition for a singlecrossing condition to hold.
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selected individuals act as sensors for estimating the diffusion. They interact and
learn from the decisions (tweeted sentiments) of other members and, therefore,
perform social learning. Suppose the state of nature suddenly changes due to a
sudden market shock or presence of a new competitor. The goalfor a market
analyst or product manufacturer is to detect this change as quickly as possible by
minimizing a cost function that involves the sum of the falsealarm and decision
delay.

Related works The papers [183, 184] model diffusion in networks over a ran-
dom graph with arbitrary degree distribution. The resulting diffusion is approxi-
mated using deterministic dynamics via a mean-field approach [27]. In the semi-
nal paper [75], a sensing system for complex social systems is presented with data
collected from cell phones. This data is used to recognize social patterns, iden-
tify socially significant locations, and infer relationships. In [222], people using
a microblogging service such as Twitter are considered as sensors. A particle fil-
tering algorithm is then used to estimate the centre of earthquakes and trajectories
of typhoons. As pointed out in [222], an important characteristic of microblog-
ging services such as Twitter is that they provide real-timesensing—Twitter users
tweet several times a day, whereas standard blog users update information once
every several days.

Apart from the above applications in real-time sensing, change detection in
social learning also arises in mathematical finance models.For example, in agent
based models for the microstructure of asset prices in high frequency trading in
financial systems [21], the state denotes the underlying asset value that changes at
a random timeτ 0. Agents observe local individual decisions of previous agents via
an order book, combine these observed decisions with their noisy private signals
about the asset, selfishly optimize their expected local utilities, and then make
their own individual decisions (whether to buy, sell or do nothing). The market
evolves through the orders of trading agents. Given this order book information,
the goal of the market maker (global decision maker) is to achieve quickest change
point detection of when a shock occurs to the value of the asset [156].

2.4.1 Classical Quickest Detection

The classical Bayesian quickest time detection problem [214] is as follows: An
underlying discrete-time state processx jump-changes at a geometrically dis-
tributed random timeτ 0. Consider a sequence of discrete time random measure-
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ments{yk, k ≥ 1} such that, conditioned on the event{τ 0 = t}, yk, k ≤ t, are in-
dependent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) random variables with distributionB1

andyk, k > t, are i.i.d. random variables with distributionB2. The quickest detec-
tion problem involves detecting the change timeτ 0 with minimal cost. That is, at
each timek = 1, 2, . . ., a decisionuk ∈ {1 (stop and announce change), 2 (continue)}
needs to be made to optimize a tradeoff between false alarm frequency and linear
delay penalty.

To formalize this setup, let

P =

[
1 0

1− P22 P22

]
(2.27)

denote the transition matrix of a two state Markov chainx in which state 1 is
absorbing. Then, it is easily seen that the geometrically distributed change time
τ 0 is equivalent to the time at which the Markov chain enters state 1. That is,

τ 0 = min{k : xk = 1}, and E{τ 0} = 1/(1− P22).

Let τ be the time at which the decisionuk = 1 (announce change) is made. The
goal of quickest time detection is to minimize the Kolmogorov–Shiryaev criterion
for detection of a disorder [231]:

Jµ(π0) = dEµ
π0

{
(τ − τ 0)+

}
+ fPµ

π0

(
τ < τ 0

)
. (2.28)

Here,x+ = x if x ≥ 0, and0 otherwise. The non-negative constantsd andf de-
note the delay and false alarm penalties, respectively. Therefore, waiting too long
to announce a change incurs a delay penaltyd at each time instant after the sys-
tem has changed, while declaring a change before it happens incurs a false alarm
penaltyf . In (2.28),µ denotes the strategy of the decision maker.Pµ

π0
andEµ

π0

are the probability measure and expectation of the evolution of the observations
and Markov state which are strategy dependent. Finally,π0 denotes the initial
distribution of the Markov chainx.

In classical quickest detection, the decision policyµ is a function of the two-
dimensional belief state (posterior probability mass function) πk(i) = P(xk =
i|y1, . . . , yk, u1, . . . , uk−1), i = 1, 2, with πk(1) + πk(2) = 1. It thus suffices
to consider one element, sayπk(2), of this probability mass function. Classi-
cal quickest change detection (see for example [214]) says that the policyµ∗(π),
which optimizes (2.28), has the following threshold structure: There exists a
threshold pointπ∗ ∈ [0, 1] such that

µ∗(πk) =

{
2, (continue) ifπk(2) ≥ π∗,

1, (announce change) ifπk(2) < π∗.
(2.29)
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2.4.2 Multi-agent Quickest Detection Problem

With the above classical formulation in mind, consider now the following multi-
agent quickest change detection problem: Suppose that a multi-agent system per-
forms social learning to estimate an underlying state according to the social learn-
ing protocol of§2.2.1. That is, each agent acts once in a predetermined sequential
order indexed byk = 1, 2, . . . (Equivalently, as pointed out in the discussion
in §2.2.1, a finite number of agents act repeatedly in some pre-defined order and
each agent chooses its local decision using the current public belief.) Given these
local decisions (or equivalently the public belief), the goal of the global decision
maker is to minimize the quickest detection objective (2.28). The problem now
is a non-trivial generalization of classical quickest detection. The posteriorπ is
now the public belief given by the social learning filter (2.3) instead of a standard
Bayesian filter. There is now interaction between the local and global decision
makers. The local decisionak from the social learning protocol determines the
public belief stateπk via the social learning filter (2.3), which determines the
global decision (stop or continue), which determines the local decision at the next
time instant, and so on.

The global decision maker’s policyµ∗ : π → {1, 2} that optimizes the quick-
est detection objective (2.28) and the costJµ∗(π0) of this optimal policy are the
solution of “Bellman’s dynamic programming equation”:

µ∗(π) = argmin

{
fπ(2), d(1− π(2)) +

∑

a∈A
V (T (π, a)) σ(π, a)

}
,

V (π) = min

{
fπ(2), d(1 − π(2)) +

∑

a∈A
V (T (π, a)) σ(π, a)

}
,

Jµ∗(π0) = V (π0).

(2.30)

Here,T (π, a) andσ(π, a) are given by the social learning filter (2.3)—recall that
a denotes the local decision.V (π) is called the “value function”—it is the cost
incurred by the optimal policy when the initial belief state(prior) isπ. The above
problem is more complex than a standard partially observed Markov decision pro-
cess (POMDP) since the belief state updateT (π, a) now involves the social learn-
ing filter instead of the standard hidden Markov model filter.In particular, as
we will illustrate in the numerical example below, unlike inPOMDPs,V (π) is
no longer concave. Also the optimal policyµ∗(π) 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 property of the global
decision maker’s optimal policyµ∗(π) in multi-agent quickest detection with so-
cial learning.

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

P =

[
1 0

0.05 0.95

]
.

Therefore, the change timeτ 0 (i.e., the time the Markov chain jumps from state 2
into absorbing state 1) is geometrically distributed withE{τ 0} = 1/0.05 = 20.

Social Learning Parameters: Individual agents observe the Markov chainx
in noise with the observation symbol setY = {1, 2}. Suppose the observation
likelihood matrix with elementsBiy = P(yk = y|xk = i) is

B =

[
0.9 0.1
0.1 0.9

]
.

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

c = (c(i, a), i ∈ X, a ∈ A) =
[
4.57 5.57
2.57 0

]
.

Agents perform social learning with the above parameters. The intervals[0, π∗
1]

and [π∗
2, 1] in Figure 2.3a are regions where the optimal local actions taken by

agents are independent of their observations. Forπ(2) ∈ [π∗
2, 1], the optimal

local action is 2 and, forπ(2) ∈ [0, π∗
1], the optimal local action is 1. There-

fore, individual agents herd for belief states in these intervals (see the definition
in §2.2.3) and the local actions do not yield any information about the underly-
ing state. Moreover, the interval[0, π∗

1] depicts a region where all agents herd12

(again see the definition in§2.2.3), meaning that once the belief state is in this
region, it remains so indefinitely and all agents choose the same local action 1.

Global Decision Making: Based on the local actions of the agents perform-
ing social learning, the global decision maker needs to perform quickest change

12Note that even if the agentk herds so that its actionak provides no information about its
private observationyk, the public belief still evolves according to the predictorπk+1 = P ′πk.
Therefore, an information cascade does not occur in this example.
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Figure 2.3: Optimal global decision policy for social learning based quickest time
change detection for geometric distributed change time. The parameters are spec-
ified in §2.3. The optimal policyµ∗(π) ∈ {1 (announce change), 2 (continue)}
is characterized by a triple threshold—that is, it switchesfrom 1 to 2 three times
as the posteriorπ(2) increases. As explained in the text, forπ(2) ∈ [0, π∗

1], all
agents herd, while forπ(2) ∈ [π∗

2 , 1] individual agents herd.

detection. The global decision maker uses the delay penaltyd = 1.05 and false
alarm penaltyf = 3 in the objective function (2.28). The optimal policyµ∗(π) of
the global decision maker whereπ = [1 − π(2), π(2)]′ is plotted versusπ(2) in
Figure 2.3a. Noteπ(2) = 1 means that no change has occurred with certainty,
whileπ(2) = 0means a change has occurred with certainty. The policyµ∗(π) was
computed by constructing a uniform grid of 1000 points forπ(2) ∈ [0, 1] and then
implementing the dynamic programming equation (2.30) via afixed point value
iteration algorithm for 200 iterations. The horizontal axis π(2) is the posterior
probability of no change. The vertical axis denotes the optimal decision:u = 1
denotes stop and declare change, whileu = 2 denotes continue.

The most remarkable feature of Figure 2.3a is the multi-threshold behavior
of the global decision maker’s optimal policyµ∗(π). Recallπ(2) depicts the
posterior probability of no change. Consider the region where µ∗(π) = 2 and
sandwiched between two regions whereµ∗(π) = 1. Then, asπ(2) (posterior
probability of no change) increases, the optimal policy switches fromµ∗(π) = 2
to µ∗(π) = 1. In other words, the optimal global decision policy “changes its
mind”—it switches from no change to change as the posterior probability of a
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change decreases! Thus, the global decision (stop or continue) is a non-monotone
function of the posterior probability obtained from local decisions.

Figure 2.3b shows the associated value function obtained via stochastic dy-
namic programming (2.30). Recall that the value functionV (π) is the cost in-
curred by the optimal policy with initial belief stateπ. Unlike standard sequential
detection problems, in which the value function is concave,the figure shows that
the value function is non-concave and discontinuous. To summarize, Figure 2.3
shows that social learning based quickest detection results in fundamentally dif-
ferent decision policies compared to classical quickest time detection (which has
a single threshold). Thus, making global decisions (stop orcontinue) based on
local decisions (from social learning) is non-trivial. In [154], a detailed analysis
of the problem is given together with the characterization of this multi-threshold
behavior. More general phase-distributed change times arefurther considered
in [154].

2.5 Closing Remarks

In this chapter, we used social learning as a model for interactive sensing with
social sensors. We summarize here some extensions of the social learning 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 wisdom-of-crowds hypothesis
predicts that the independent judgments of a crowd of individuals (as measured
by any form of central tendency) will be relatively accurate, even when most of
the individuals in the crowd are ignorant and error prone. The book also studies
situations (such as rational bubbles) in which crowds are not wiser than individu-
als.

Collect enough people on a street corner staring at the sky, and 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. However, in many social
networking applications, it is important to optimize the order in which agents
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act. For example, consider an online review site where individual reviewers with
different reputations make their reviews publicly available. If a reviewer with high
reputation publishes its review first, this review will unduly affect the decision of a
reviewer with lower reputation. In other words, if the most senior agent “speaks”
first, it will unduly affect the decisions of more junior agents. This could lead
to an increase in bias of the underlying state estimate13. On the other hand, if
the most junior agent is polled first, since its variance is large, several agents will
need to be polled in order to reduce the variance. We refer thereader to [207] for
an interesting description of who should speak first in a public debate14. It turns
out that, for two agents, the seniority rule is always optimal for any prior—that is,
the senior agent speaks first followed by the junior agent; see [207] for the proof.
However, for more than two agents, the optimal order dependson the prior and
the observations in general.

Global Games for Coordinating Sensing In the classical Bayesian social learn-
ing model of§2.2, agents act sequentially in time. The global games modelthat
has been studied in economics during the last two decades, considers multiple
agents that act simultaneously by predicting the behavior of other agents. The
theory of global games was first introduced in [45] as a tool for refining equilibria
in economic game theory; see [192] for an excellent exposition. Global games are
an ideal method for decentralized coordination amongst agents. They have been
used to model speculative currency attacks and regime change in social systems;
see [12, 138, 192].

The most widely studied form of a global game is a one-shot Bayesian game
which proceeds as follows: Consider a continuum of agents inwhich each agent
i obtains noisy measurementsyi of an underlying state of naturex. Assume all
agents have the same observation likelihood densityp(y|x); however, the indi-
vidual measurements obtained by agents are statistically independent of those ob-
tained by other agents. Based on its observationyi, each agent takes an action
ai ∈ {1, 2} to optimize its expected utilityE{U(ai, α)|yi}, whereα ∈ [0, 1] de-

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

14As described in [207], seniority is considered in the rules of debate and voting in the U.S.
Supreme Court. “In the past, a vote was taken after the newestjustice to the Court spoke. With
the justices voting in order of ascending seniority largely, it was said, to avoid the pressure from
long-term members of the Court on their junior colleagues.”
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notes the fraction of all agents that take action 2. Typically, the utilityU(1, α) is
set to zero.

For example, supposex (state of nature) denotes the quality of a social group
andyi denotes the measurement of this quality by agenti. The actionai = 1
means that agenti decides not to join the social group, whileai = 2 means that
agenti joins the group. The utility functionU(ai = 2, α) for joining the social
group depends onα, whereα is the fraction of people that decide to join the
group. In [138], the utility function is chosen as follows: If α ≈ 1, i.e., too many
people join the group, then the utility to each agent is smallsince the group is too
congested and agents do not receive sufficient individual service. On the other
hand, ifα ≈ 0, i.e., too few people join the group, then the utility is alsosmall
since there is not enough social interaction.

Since each agent is rational, it uses its observationyi to predictα, i.e., the
fraction of other agents that choose action 2. The main question is then: What is
the optimal strategy for each agenti to maximize its expected utility?

It has been shown that, for a variety of measurement noise models (obser-
vation likelihoodsp(y|x)) and utility functionsU , the symmetric Bayesian Nash
equilibrium of the global game is unique and has a threshold structure in the ob-
servation. This means that, given its observationyi, it is optimal for each agenti
to choose its actions as follows:

ai =

{
1, if yi < y∗

2, if yi ≥ y∗
(2.31)

where the thresholdy∗ depends on the prior, noise distribution, and utility func-
tion.

In the above example of joining a social group, this result means that, if agent
i receives a measurementyi of the quality of the group andyi exceeds a thresh-
old y∗, then it should join. This is yet another example of simple local behavior
(act according to a threshold strategy) resulting in globalsophisticated behavior
(Bayesian Nash equilibrium). As can be seen, global games provide a decentral-
ized way of achieving coordination amongst social sensors.In [12], the above
one-shot Bayesian game is generalized to a dynamic (multi-stage) game operat-
ing over a possibly infinite horizon. Such games facilitate modelling the dynamics
of how people join, interact, and leave social groups.

The papers [151, 152] use global games to model networks of sensors and cog-
nitive radios. In [138], it has been shown that the above threshold structure (2.31)
for the Bayesian Nash equilibrium breaks down if the utilityfunctionU(2, α) de-
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creases too rapidly due to congestion. The equilibrium structure becomes much
more complex and can be described by the following quotation[138]:

“Nobody goes there anymore. It’s too crowded”– Yogi Berra



Chapter 3

Tracking Degree Distribution in
Dynamic Social Networks

3.1 Introduction

Social networks can be viewed as complex sensors that provide information about
interacting individuals and an underlying state of nature1. In this chapter, we
consider a dynamic social network where at each time instantone node can join or
leave the network. The probabilities of joining or leaving evolve according to the
realization of a finite state Markov chain that represents the state of nature. This
chapter presents two results. First, motivated by social network applications, the
asymptotic behavior of the degree distribution of the Markov-modulated random
graph is analyzed. Second, using noisy observations of nodes’ connectivity, a
“social sensor” is designed for tracking the underlying state of nature as it evolves
over time.

3.1.1 Motivation

Why analyze the degree distribution? The degree distribution yields useful
information about the connectivity of the random graph [8, 150, 203]. The de-
gree distribution can further be used to investigate the diffusion of information
or disease through social networks [184, 249]. The existence of a “giant com-

1For example, real-time event detection from Twitter posts is investigated in [222] or the early
detection of contagious outbreaks via social networks is studied in [60].

46
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ponent”2 in complex networks can be studied using the degree distribution. The
size and existence of a giant component has important implications in social net-
works in terms of modeling information propagation and spread of human dis-
ease [86, 202, 204]. The degree distribution is also used to analyze the “search-
ability” of a network. The “search” problem arises when a specific node in a
network faces a problem (request) whose solution is at othernode, namely, des-
tination (e.g., delivering a letter to a specific person, or finding a web page with
specific information) [3, 249]. The searchability of a social network [249] is the
average number of nodes that need to be accessed to reach the destination. De-
gree distribution is also used to investigate the robustness and vulnerability of a
network in terms of the network response to attacks on its nodes or links [43, 128].
The papers [252, 253] further use degree-dependent tools for classification of so-
cial networks.

Social sensors for tracking a Markovian target: Tracking a time-varying
parameter that evolves according to a finite-state Markov chain has several appli-
cations in target tracking [87], change detection [30], multi-user detection in wire-
less systems [259], and economics [164]. In this chapter, weconsider a dynamic
social network where the interactions between nodes evolveover time according
to a Markov process that undergoes infrequent jumps (the state of nature). An ex-
ample of such social networks is the friendship network among residents of a city,
where the dynamics of the network change in the event of a large festival. (Fur-
ther examples are provided in Chapter 4.) In this chapter, weintroduce Markov-
modulated random graphs to mimic social networks where the interactions among
nodes evolve over time due to the underlying dynamics (stateof nature). These
social networks can be used as asocial sensorfor tracking the underlying state
of nature. That is, using noisy measurements of the degree distribution of the
network, the jumps in the underlying state of nature can be tracked.

3.1.2 Main Results

Markov-modulated random graphs are introduced in§3.2. We then provide a
degree distribution analysis for such graph in§3.3 that allows us to determine the
relation between the structure of the network (in terms of connectivity) and the un-
derlying state of nature. Indeed, it will be shown in§3.3 that there exists a unique

2A giant component is a connected component with sizeO(n), wheren is the total number
of vertices in the graph. If the average degree of a random graph is strictly greater than one, then
there exists a unique giant component with probability one [61], 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 using a Markov-modulated
random graph as a social sensor.

stationary degree distribution for the Markov-modulated graph for each state of
the underlying Markov chain. It thus suffices to estimate thedegree distribution
in order to track the underlying state of nature. Next, a stochastic approximation
algorithm is proposed to track the empirical degree distribution of the Markov-
modulated random graph. In particular, we address the following two questions
in §3.5:

• How can a social sensor estimate (track) the empirical degree distribu-
tion using a stochastic approximation algorithm with no knowledge of the
Markovian dynamics?

• How accurate are the estimates generated by the stochastic approximation
algorithm when the random graph evolves according to the duplication-
deletion model with Markovian switching?

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

3.1.3 Related Works

For the background and fundamentals on social and economic networks, we refer
to [132]. The reader is also referred to [167] for a comprehensive development
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of stochastic approximation algorithms. Adaptive algorithms and stochastic ap-
proximations are used in a wide range of applications such assystem identifica-
tion, control theory, adaptive filtering, state estimation, and wireless communica-
tions [188, 196, 69]. Tracking capability of regime switching stochastic approx-
imation algorithms is further investigated in [260] in terms of the mean square
error. Different applications of social sensors in detection and estimation are in-
vestigated in [222, 60, 7]. The differences between social sensors, social sensing,
and pervasive sensors along with challenges and open areas in social sensors are
further presented in [221].

Here, the related literature on dynamic social networks is reviewed briefly.
The book [74] provides a detailed exposition of random graphs. The dynam-
ics of random graphs are investigated in the mathematics literature, for example,
see [61, 84, 178] and the reference therein. In [211], a duplication model is pro-
posed where at each time step a new node joins the network. However, the dy-
namics of this model do not evolve over time. In [61], it is shown that the degree
distribution of such networks satisfies apower law. In random graphs which sat-
isfy the power law, the number of nodes with an specific degreedepends on a
parameter called “power law exponent” [133, 250]. A generalized Markov graph
model for dynamic social networks along with its application in social network
synthesis and classification is also presented in [253].

Experimental Studies:

1) Degree distribution analysis:The degree distribution analysis of real-world
networks has attracted much attentions recently, [6, 64, 77, 105, 204, 201, 148].
A large network dataset collection can be found in [174], which includes datasets
from social networks, web graphs, road networks, internet networks, citation net-
works, collaboration networks, and communication networks. The paper [201]
investigates the structure of scientific collaboration networks in terms of degree
distribution, existence of giant component, and the average degree of separation.
In the scientific collaboration networks, two scientists are connected if they have
co-authored a paper. Another example is the degree distribution of the affiliation
network of actors.

2) Social Networks as Social Sensors:With a large number of rational agents,
social networks can be viewed as social sensors for extracting information about
the world or people. For example, the paper [222] presents a social sensor (based
on Twitter) for real-time event detection of earthquakes inJapan, namely, the tar-
get event. They perform semantic analysis on tweets (which are related to the
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target event) in order to detect the occurrence and the location of the target event
(earthquake). Another example is the use of the social network as a sensor for
early detection of contagious outbreaks [60]. Using the fact that central individu-
als in a social network are likely to be infected sooner than others, a social sensor
is designed for the early detection of contagious outbreaksin [60]. The perfor-
mance of this social sensor was verified during a flu outbreak at Harvard College
in 2009—the experimental studies showed that this social sensor provides 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-modulated random graphs
of the duplication-deletion type. Letn = 0, 1, 2, . . . denote discrete time. Denote
by θn a discrete-time Markov chain with state space

M = {1, 2, ...,M}, (3.1)

evolving according to theM ×M transition probability matrix

Aρ = I + ρQ, (3.2)

and initial probability distributionπ0. Here,I is anM ×M identity matrix,ρ is a
small positive real number, andQ is an irreducible generator of a continues-time
Markov chain satisfying

qij > 0, for i 6= j, and Q1 = 0 (3.3)

where1 and0 represent column vectors of ones and zeros, respectively. The
transition probability matrixAρ is therefore close to identity matrix. Here and
henceforth, we refer to such a Markov chainθn as a “slow” Markov chain.

A Markov-modulated duplication-deletion random graph is parameterized by
the 7-tuple(M,Aρ, π0, r, p, q, G0). Here,p andq areM-dimensional vectors with
elementsp(i) andq(i) ∈ [0, 1], i = 1, . . . ,M , wherep(i) denotes the connection
probability, andq(i) denotes the deletion probability. Also,r ∈ [0, 1] denotes
the probability of duplication step, andG0 denotes the initial graph at time0. In
general,G0 can be any finite simple connected graph. For simplicity, we assume
thatG0 is a simple connected graph with sizeN0.

The duplication-deletion random graph3 is constructed via Algorithm 2.

3For convenience in the analysis, assume that a node generated in the duplication step cannot
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Algorithm 2 Markov-modulated Duplication-deletion Graph parameterized by
(M,Aρ, π0, r, p, q, G0)

At time n, given the graphGn and Markov chain stateθn, simulate the following
events:
Step 1: Duplication step: With probabilityr implement the following steps:

• Choose nodeu from graphGn randomly with uniform distribution.

• Vertex-duplication: Generate a new nodev.

• Edge-duplication:

– Connect nodeu to nodev. (A new edge betweenu andv is added to
the graph.)

– Connect each neighbor of nodeu with probability p(θn) to nodev.
These connection events are statistically independent.

Step 2: Deletion Step: With probabilityq(θn) implement the following steps:

• Edge-deletion: Choose nodew randomly fromGn with uniform distribu-
tion. Delete nodew along with the connected edges in graphGn.

• Duplication Step: Implement Step 1.

Step 3: Denote the resulting graph byGn+1.
Generateθn+1 (Markov chain) using transition matrixAρ.
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 Algorithm 2mimics so-
cial networks where the interactions between nodes evolve over time due to the
underlying dynamics (state of nature) such as seasonal variations (e.g., the high
school friendship social network evolving over time with different winter/summer
dynamics). In such cases, the connection/deletion probabilities p, q depend on the
state of nature and evolve with time. Algorithm 2 models these time variations as
a finite state Markov chainθn with transition matrixAρ.

Discussion:

The connection/deletion probabilitiesp, q can be determined by the solution of
a utility maximization problem. LetU join : [0, 1] × M → R denote a utility
function that gives payoff to an individual who considers toexpand his neighbors
in “Edge-duplication step” of Algorithm 2 as a function of(p, θ). Similarly, let
U leave : [0, 1] × M → R denote a utility function that pays off to an individ-
ual who considers to leave the network in “Deletion step” of Algorithm 2 as a
function of (q, θ). With the above utility functions, the probabilities of connec-
tion/deletion when the state of nature isθ can be viewed as the solutions of the
following maximization problems:

p(θ) = argmax
p

{
U join(p, θ)

}
,

q(θ) = argmax
q

{
U leave(q, θ)

}
.

(3.4)

These utility functions can be interpreted in terms of mutual benefits and privacy
concerns. One example could beU join(p, θ) = bjoin(p, θ)− v, wherebjoin(p, θ) is
the benefit one obtains by expanding his network with probability p when the un-
derlying state of nature isθ, andv is the cost incurred by sacrificing his “privacy”.
In this example, when an individual decides to leave the network, the utility he
obtains will beU leave(q, θ) = bleave(q, v)− c(θ), wherebleave(q, v) is the benefit he
earns by preserving privacy andc(θ) is the benefit he loses by leaving the network
when the underlying state of nature isθ.

be eliminated in the deletion step immediately after its generation—that is, the new node, which
is generated in the vertex-duplication step of Step 2, remains unchanged in Step 3. Also, the
nodes whose degrees are changed in the edge-deletion part ofStep 3, remain unchanged in the
duplication part of Step 3 at that time instant. To prevent the isolated nodes, assume that the
neighbor of a node with degree one cannot be eliminated in thedeletion 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 of thefixed size Markov-modulated
duplication-deletion random graphgenerated according to Algorithm 2. As we
will show shortly, the expected degree distribution of sucha graph depends on
the underlying dynamics of the model that follow the state ofnature. Therefore,
the expected degree distribution of the graph generated canbe used to track the
state of nature. Therefore, the entire social network formsa social sensor. Before
proceeding, let us introduce some notation.

Notation. At each timen, let Nn denote the number of nodes of graphGn.
Also, letfn(i) denote the number of vertices of graphGn with degreei. Clearly,∑

i≥1 fn(i) = Nn. Define the “empirical vertex degree distribution” as

gn(i) =
fn(i)

Nn
, for 1 ≤ i ≤ Nn. (3.5)

Note thatgn(i) can be viewed as a probability mass function sincegn(i) ≥ 0 and∑
i gn(i) = 1. Let gn = E{gn} denote the “expected vertex degree distribution,”

wheregn is the empirical degree distribution defined in (3.5).
Consider the sequence of finite duplication-deletion random graphs{Gn},

generated by Algorithm 2 withr = 0. Clearly, the number of vertices in the
graph satisfiesNn = N0 for n = 1, 2, . . ., i.e., size of the graph is fixed. The
following assumption characterizes the Markovian dynamics of the state of the
nature.

Assumption 3.1. The slow Markov chainθn evolves according to the transition
matrixAρ = I + ρQ, whereρ is a small positive real number andQ = [qij ] is an
irreducible4 generator matrix satisfying

qij ≥ 0, if i 6= j, and
M∑

j=1

qij = 0, ∀i.

The initial distributionπ0 is further independent ofρ.

4The irreducibility assumption implies that there exists a unique stationary distributionπ ∈
R

M×1 for this Markov chain such thatπ′ = π′Aρ.
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Theorem 3.3.1 below asserts that the expected degree distribution of the fixed
size Markov-modulated duplication-deletion random graphsatisfies a recursive
equation. Using this recursive equation, one can solve for the expected degree
distribution.

Theorem 3.3.1.Consider the fixed size Markov-modulated duplication-deletion
random graph generated according to Algorithm 2, whereAρ = I + ρQ and
r = 0. Let gθn = E{gn|θn = θ} denote the expected degree distribution of nodes
when the state of the underlying Markov chain isθn = θ. Then,gθn satisfies the
following recursion

gθn+1 = (I +
1

N0
L′(θ))gθn (3.6)

whereC ′ denotes transpose of a matrixC, andL(θ) is a generator matrix5 with
elements(for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N0):

lji(θ) =





0, j < i− 1,
q(θ)p(θ)i−1 + q(θ)

(
1 + p(θ)(i− 1)

)
, j = i− 1,

iq(θ)p(θ)i−1(1− p(θ))− q(θ)
(
i+ 2 + p(θ)i

)
, j = i,

q(θ)
(
i+1
i−1

)
p(θ)i−1(1− p(θ))2 + q(θ)(i+ 1), j = i+ 1,

q(θ)
(

j
i−1

)
p(θ)i−1(1− p(θ))j−i+1, j > i+ 1.

(3.7)

Proof. The proof is presented in Appendix A.1.

Theorem 3.3.1 shows that evolution of the expected degree distribution in a
fixed size Markov-modulated duplication-deletion random graph satisfies (3.6).
One can rewrite (3.6) as

gθn+1 = B′
N0
(θ)gθn (3.8)

whereBN0(θ) = I + 1
N0
L(θ). SinceL(θ) is a generator matrix,BN0(θ) can be

considered as the transition matrix of a slow Markov chain. It is also straightfor-
ward to show that for eachθ ∈ M, BN0(θ) is irreducible and aperiodic. Hence,
for each state of the Markov chainθ ∈ M, there exists a unique stationary distri-
butiong(θ) such that

g(θ) = B′
N0
(θ)g(θ). (3.9)

Note that the underlying Markov chain{θn} depends on the small parameter
ρ. The main idea is that, althoughθn is time-varying but it is piecewise con-
stant (sinceρ is small parameter)—it changes slowly over time. Further, in light

5That is, each row adds to zero and each non-diagonal element of L(θ) is positive.
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of (3.6), the evolution ofgθn depends on1
N0

. Our assumption throughout this chap-
ter is thatρ≪ 1

N0
. Therefore, the evolution ofgθn is faster than the evolution ofθn.

That is,gθn reaches its stationary distributiong(θ) before the state ofθn changes.
From (3.9), the expected degree distribution of the fixed size Markov-modulated
duplication-deletion random graph can be uniquely computed for each state of the
underlying Markov chainθn = θ. This allows us to track the state of natureθn via
estimating the expected degree distribution as will be shown in §3.5.

3.4 Case Study: Power Law Analysis of Infinite Graph

So far in this chapter, a degree distribution analysis is provided for the fixed size
Markov-modulated random graph generated according to Algorithm 2 withr = 0.
Motivated by applications in social networks, this sectionextends this analysis
to theinfinite duplication-deletion random graphs without Markovian dynamics.
Here, we investigate the random graph generated according to Algorithm 2 with
r = 1, and when there are no Markovian dynamics (M = 1). Sincer = 1 for
n ≥ 0, Gn+1 has an extra vertex as compared toGn. In particular, sinceG0 is an
empty set,Gn hasn nodes, i.e.,Nn = n. In the rest of this section, employing the
same approach as in the proof of Theorem 3.3.1, it will be shown that the infinite
duplication-deletion random graph without Markovian dynamics satisfies a power
law. An expression is further derived for the power law exponent.

Let us first define the power law:

Definition 3.1 (Power Law). Consider the infinite duplication-deletion random
graph without Markovian dynamics generated according to Algorithm 2. Letnk

denote the number of nodes of degreek in a random graphGn. Then,Gn satisfies
a power law distribution ifnk is proportional tok−β for a fixedβ > 1, i.e.,

lognk = α− β log k

whereα is a constant.β is called thepower law exponent.

The power law distribution is satisfied in many networks suchas WWW-
graphs, peer-to-peer networks, phone call graphs, co-authorship graph and var-
ious massive online social networks (e.g. Yahoo, MSN, Facebook) [24, 34, 63,
88, 145, 232, 236]. The power law exponent describes asymptotic degree distri-
bution of networks from which characteristics of networks such as maximum de-
gree, searchability, existence of giant component, and diameter of the graph can
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be investigated [61, 249]. The following theorem states that the graph generated
according to Algorithm 2 withr = 1 andM = 1 satisfies a power law.

Theorem 3.4.1.Consider the infinite random graph with Markovian dynamicsGn

obtained by Algorithm 2 with 7-tuple(1, 1, 1, 1, p, q, G0) with the expected degree
distributiongn. Asn→∞,Gn satisfies a power law. That is,

lim
n→∞

log gn(i) = α− β log i (3.10)

where the power law exponent,β, can be computed from

(1 + q)(pβ−1 + pβ − p) = 1 + βq. (3.11)

Here,p and q are the probabilities defined in duplication and deletion steps, re-
spectively.

Proof. The detailed proof is provided in [114]. Here, we only present an outline of
the proof that comprises of two steps: (i) finding the power law exponent, and (ii)
showing that the degree distribution converges to a power law with the computed
compnent asn → ∞. To find the power law exponent, we derive a recursive
equation for the number of nodes with degreei + 1 at timen + 1, denoted by
fn+1(i+ 1), in terms of the degrees of nodes in graphGn. Then, rearranging this
recursive equation yields an equation for the power law exponent. To prove that
the degree distribution satisfies a power law, we define a new parameterhn(i) =
1
n

∑i
k=1E{fn(k)} and show thatlimn→∞ hn(i) =

∑i
k=1Ck

−β, whereβ is the
power law exponent computed in the first step.

Theorem 3.4.1 asserts that the infinite duplication-deletion random graph with-
out Markovian dynamics generated by Algorithm 2 satisfies a power law and pro-
vides an expression for the power law exponent. The significance of this theorem
is that it ensures, with use of one single parameter (the power law exponent),
we can describe the degree distribution of large numbers of nodes in graphs that
model social networks. The above result slightly extends [62, 211], where only
a duplication model is considered. However, a graph generated by any arbitrary
pure duplication step may not satisfy the power law6. Theorem 3.4.1 allows us
to explore characteristics (such as searchability, diffusion, and existence/size of
the giant component) of large networks which can be modeled with the infinite
duplication-deletion random graphs.

6Bebek et al. in [25] provide conditions on the dynamics of theduplication process such that
the resulting graph satisfies a power law.
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Figure 3.2: The power law exponent for the non-Markovian random graph gener-
ated according to Algorithm 2 obtained by (3.11) for different values ofp andq in
Algorithm 2.

Remark 3.1 (Power Law Exponent). Let β∗ denote the solution of (3.11). Then,
the power law exponent is defined asβ = max{1, β∗}. Figure 3.2 shows the
power law exponent andβ∗ versusp for different values of probability of deletion
q. As can be seen in Figure 3.2, the power law exponent is increasing in q and
decreasing inp.

3.5 Social Network as a Social Sensor

In §3.3, a degree distribution analysis has been provided for the fixed size Markov-
modulated duplication-deletion random graph generated byAlgorithm 2. It was
further shown in§3.3 that there exists a unique stationary degree distribution for
each state of the underlying Markov chain{θn} which represents state of nature.
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In this section, we assume that the empirical degree distribution of the graph,
gn, is observed in noise. Motivated by social sensor applications, the aim here
is to track the unknown state of nature—without knowing the dynamics of the
graph—using noisy observations of degree distribution. Since the expected degree
distribution of the Markov-modulated duplication-deletion random graph depends
on the underlying Markov chain, the state of nature can be estimated via tracking
the expected degree distribution; see (3.7). Here, the social network is used to
track the underlying state of nature. Therefore, the entiresocial network forms a
social sensor.

The degree distribution of the network generated accordingto Algorithm 2 is
measured in noise as follows

f̂n = fn + ωn. (3.12)

Here, at each timen, the elementsωn(i) of the noise vector are integer-valued
zero mean random variables, and

∑
i≥1 ωn(i) = 0. The zero sum assumption

ensures that̂fn is a valid empirical distribution. The observation processcan be
viewed as counting the number of nodes with specific degree bythe administrator
of the network. In terms of the empirical vertex distribution, one can rewrite this
measurement process as

yn(i) =
f̂n(i)∑
i≥0 f̂n(i)

=
f̂n(i)

N0
= gn(i) +

1

N0
ωn(i).

That is, the vertex distributiongn of the graphGn is measured in noise:

yn = gn + en (3.13)

whereen = ωn

N0
. Recall thatNn = N0 when r = 0. The normalized noisy

observationsyn are used to estimate the empirical probability mass function of the
degree of each node. To estimate a time-varying probabilitymass function (pmf),
the following stochastic approximation algorithm with (small positive) constant
step-sizeε is used

ĝn+1 = ĝn + ε (yn − ĝn) . (3.14)

Note that the stochastic approximation algorithm (3.14) does not assume any
knowledge of the Markov-modulated dynamics of the graph (state of nature). The
Markov chain assumption for the random graph dynamics is only used in our con-
vergence and tracking analysis. By means of the stochastic approximation (3.14),
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the social sensor can track the expected degree distribution and, consequently, the
underlying state of nature.

Example 3.1. Consider the scenario that the underlying Markov chain (state of
nature) hasM = 2 states with slow transition matrixAρ = I + ρQ. Assume
that the size of the graphN0 is sufficiently large such that the evolution ofgθn is
faster than the evolution ofθn. This means that the expected degree distribution
gθn reaches its stationary distribution (g(θ)) before the state ofθn changes. The
stationary distribution in this example, which can be computed from (3.6), can
be eitherg(1) (if the state of nature isθ = 1) or g(2) (if the state of nature is
θ = 2). Assume that there exist a network administrator who has access to noisy
measurements of nodes’ degreesyn (e.g., by counting the number of nodes with
specific degrees). Then, by use of the stochastic approximation algorithm (3.14),
the network administrator is able to precisely track the expected degree distri-
bution. From the estimated degree distribution, the network administrator can
estimate the current state of nature. In this example, the social network is used
to estimate the unknown state of nature from noisy observations recorded from
the network, therefore, can be viewed as a social sensor. In the next subsection,
we show that the distance from the expected degree distribution and the estimates
obtained by stochastic approximation algorithm (3.14) is bounded.

3.5.1 Tracking Error of the Stochastic Approximation Algo-
rithm

The goal here is to analyze how well the algorithm tracks the empirical degree
distribution of the graph (and consequently the state of nature). To this end, we
analyze the asymptotic behavior of the estimated degree distribution. Define the
tracking error as̃gn = ĝn− g(θn). Theorem 3.5.1 below shows that the difference
between the sample path and the expected probability mass function is small—
implying that the stochastic approximation algorithm can successfully track the
Markov-modulated node distribution given the noisy measurements. We again
emphasize that no knowledge of the Markov chain parameters are required in the
algorithm. It also finds the order of this difference in termsof ε andρ.

Theorem 3.5.1.Consider the random graph(M,Aρ, π0, p, q, r, G0). Suppose7

that ρ2 = o(ε). Then, for sufficiently largen, the tracking error of the stochastic

7In this chapter, we assume thatρ = O(ε). Therefore,ρ2 = o(ε).
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approximation algorithm (3.14) satisfies

E|g̃n|2 = O

(
ε+ ρ+

ρ2

ε

)
. (3.15)

Proof. The proof uses the perturbed Lyapunov function method and isprovided
in Appendix A.2.

As a corollary of Theorem 3.5.1, we obtain the following meansquare error
convergence result.

Corollary 3.1. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.5.1, ifρ = O(ε),

E|g̃n|2 = O(ε).

Therefore,
lim sup

ε→0
E|g̃n|2 = 0.

3.5.2 Limit System Characterization

The following theorem asserts that the sequence of estimates generated by the
stochastic approximation algorithm (3.14) follows the dynamics of a Markov-
modulated ordinary differential equation (ODE).

Before proceeding with the main theorem below, let us recalla definition.

Definition 3.2 (Weak Convergence). LetZk andZ beRr-valued random vectors.
We sayZk converges weaklyto Z (Zk ⇒ Z) if for any bounded and continuous
functionf(·),Ef(Zk)→ Ef(Z) ask →∞.

Weak convergence is a generalization of convergence in distribution to a func-
tion space8.

Theorem 3.5.2.Consider the Markov-modulated random graph generated ac-
cording to Algorithm 2, and the sequence of estimates{ĝn}, generated by the
stochastic approximation algorithm (3.14). Suppose Assumption 3.1 holds and
ρ = O(ε). Define the continuous-time interpolated process

ĝε(t) = ĝn, θ
ε(t) = θn for t ∈ [nε, (n+ 1)ε). (3.16)

8We refer the interested reader to [167, Chapter 7] for further details on weak convergence and
related matters. Appendix A.3 contains a brief outline.
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Then, asε → 0, (ĝε(·), θε(·)) converges weakly to(ĝ(·), θ(·)), whereθ(·) is
a continuous-time Markov chain with generatorQ, ĝ(·) satisfies the Markov-
modulated ODE

dĝ(t)

dt
= −ĝ(t) + g(θ(t)), ĝ(0) = ĝ0 (3.17)

andg(θ) is defined in (3.9).

The above theorem asserts that the limit system associated with the stochastic
approximation algorithm (3.14) is a Markovian switched ODE(3.17). As men-
tioned in§3.3, this is unusual since typically in the averaging theoryanalysis of
stochastic approximation algorithms, convergence occursto a deterministic ODE.
The intuition behind this somewhat unusual result is that the Markov chain evolves
on the same time-scale as the stochastic approximation algorithm. If the Markov
chain evolved on a faster time-scale, then the limiting dynamics would indeed be a
deterministic ODE weighed by the stationary distribution of the Markov chain. If
the Markov chain evolved slower than the dynamics of the stochastic approxima-
tion algorithm, then the asymptotic behavior would also be adeterministic ODE
with the Markov chain being a constant.

3.5.3 Scaled Tracking Error

Next, we study the behavior of the scaled tracking error between the estimates
generated by the stochastic approximation algorithm (3.14) and the expected de-
gree distribution. The following theorem states that the tracking error should also
satisfy a switching diffusion equation and provides a functional central limit theo-
rem for this scaled tracking error. Letνk = ĝk−E{g(θk)}√

ε
denote the scaled tracking

error.

Theorem 3.5.3.Suppose Assumption 3.1 holds. Defineνε(t) = νk for t ∈
[kε, (k + 1)ε). Then,(νε(·), θε(·)) converges weakly to(ν(·), θ(·)) such thatν(·)
is the solution of the following Markovian switched diffusion process

ν(t) = −
∫ t

0

ν(s)ds+

∫ t

0

Σ
1
2 (θ(τ))dω(τ). (3.18)

Here, ω(·) is an R
N0-dimensional standard Brownian motion. The covariance

matrixΣ(θ) in (3.18) can be explicitly computed as

Σ(θ) = Z(θ)′D(θ) +D(θ)Z(θ)−D(θ)− g(θ)g′(θ). (3.19)
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Here,D(θ) = diag(g(θ, 1), . . . , g(θ,N0)) andZ(θ) = (I − BN0(θ) + 1g′(θ))−1,
whereBN0(θn) andg(θ) are defined in (3.3) and (3.9), respectively.

For general switching processes, we refer to [263]. In fact,more complex
continuous-state dependent switching rather than Markovian switching are con-
sidered there. Equation (3.19) reveals that the covariancematrix of the tracking
error depends onBN0(θ) andg(θ) and, consequently, on the parametersp andq
of the random graph. Recall from§3.3 thatBN0(θ) is the transition matrix of the
Markov chain which models the evolution of the expected degree distribution in
Markov modulated random graphs and can be computed from Theorem 3.3.1. The
covariance of the tracking error, which can be explicitly computed 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 the graphical modeling
of such networks. A graph can be uniquely determined by the adjacency matrix
(also known as the connectivity matrix) of the graph. However, in the graphical
modeling of social networks (specially when the size of the network is relatively
large), the only available information is the degree sequence of nodes, and not the
adjacency matrix of the network.

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

The degree sequence, in general, does not specify the graph uniquely; there
can be a large number of graphs that realize a given degree sequence. It is straight-
forward to show that not all integer sequences represent a true degree sequence of
a graph. For example, sequenced = {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. Mo-
tivated by social network applications, this section addresses the following two
questions given a degree sequenced:

• Existence Problem: Is there any simple graph that realizesd?

• Construction Problem: How can we construct all simple graphs that realize
a true degree sequenced?
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There are two well-known results that address the existenceproblem: (i) the
Erdös-Gallai theorem [82] and the Havel-Hakimi theorem [123, 111]. These the-
orems provide necessary and sufficient conditions for a sequence of non-negative
integers to be a true degree sequence of a simple graph. Here,we recall these
results without proofs.

Theorem 3.6.1(Erdös-Gallai, [82]). Let d1 ≥ d2 ≥ · · · ≥ dn > 0 be integers.
Then, the degree sequenced = {d1, · · · , dn} is graphical if and only if

1.
∑n

i=1 di is even;

2. for all 1 ≤ k < n:
k∑

i=1

di ≤ k(k − 1) +

n∑

i=k+1

min {k, di}. (3.20)

It is shown in [244] that there is no need to check (3.20) for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n−1;
it suffices to check (3.20) for1 ≤ k ≤ s, wheres is chosen such thatds ≥ s and
ds+1 < s + 1. Note that, in degree-based graph construction, we only care about
nodes of degree greater than zero; zero-degree nodes are isolated nodes which can
be added to the graph consisting of nodes of degree greater than zero.

The Havel-Hakimi theorem also provides necessary and sufficient conditions
for a degree sequence to be graphical. It also gives a greedy algorithm to construct
a graph from a given graphical degree sequence.

Theorem 3.6.2(Havel-Hakimi, [123, 111]). Let d1 ≥ d2 ≥ · · · ≥ dn > 0 be
integers. Then, the degree sequenced = {d1, · · · , dn} is graphical if and only
if the degree sequenced′ = {d2 − 1, d3 − 1, · · · , dd1+1 − 1, dd1+2, · · · , dn} is
graphical.

In the following, we provide algorithms to construct a simple graph from a
true degree sequence. In the construction problem, the degree sequence is treated
as a collection ofhalf-edges; a node with degreedi hasdi half-edges. One end of
these half-edges are fixed at nodei, but the other ends are free. An edge between
nodei and nodej is formed by connecting a half-edge from nodei to a half-
edge from nodej. The aim is to connect all these half edges such that no free
half-edge is left. The Havel-Hakimi theorem provides a recursive procedure to
construct a graph from a graphical degree sequence. This procedure is presented
in Algorithm 3

Using Algorithm 3, one can sample from graphical realizations of a given
degree sequence. In this algorithm, each vertex is first connected to nodes with
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Algorithm 3 Creating a sample graph from a given degree sequence
Given a graphical sequenced1 ≥ d2 ≥ · · · ≥ dn > 0:
Start fromi = 1

(i) Initialize k = n.

(ii) Connect (one half-edge of) nodei to (a half-edge of) nodek

(iii) Check that the resulting degree sequence is graphical

– if Yes:

1. Letk = k − 1.

2. Repeat (i).

– if No:

1. Save the connection between nodei and nodek

2. If nodei has any half-edges left, letk = k − 1 and repeat (i)

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

lower degrees. Therefore, Algorithm 3 generates graphs where high-degree nodes
tend to connect to low-degree nodes; the resulting graph hasassortative prop-
erty [143, 202]. To overcome this problem, one way is to perform edge swapping
repeatedly such that the final graph looses its assortative property. In the edge
swapping method, two edges (for example (1,2) and (3,4)) canbe swapped (to
(1,4) and (2,3)) without changing the degree sequence. Edgeswapping method is
also used to generate all samples from a given degree sequence; one sample is gen-
erated via Algorithm 3 and then, by use of Markov chain Monte-Carlo algorithm
based on edge swapping [242], other samples from the graphical realizations of
the degree sequence are obtained.

In [143] a swap-free algorithm is proposed to generate all graphical realiza-
tions of a true degree sequence. Before proceeding to Algorithm 4, we first pro-
vide definitions which will be used in this algorithm.

Definition 3.4. Letd = {d1, · · · , dn} be a degree sequence of a simple graph and
N(i) be the set of adjacent nodes of nodei. Then, the degree sequence reduced
byN(i) is denoted byd|N(i) = {d1|N(i), · · · , dn|N(i)} with elements defined as
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follows

dk|N(i) =

{
dk − 1, if k ∈ N(i),
0, if k = i,
dk, otherwise.

(3.21)

Definition 3.5. Let (a1, a2, . . . , an) and (b1, b2, . . . , bn) be two sequences. Then,
(a1, a2, . . . , an) <CR (b1, b2, . . . , bn) if and only if there exists an indexm such
that1 ≤ m ≤ n andam < bm andai = bi for all m < i ≤ n.

Let d be a non-increasing graphical degree sequence. In order to construct
the graph, we need to find all possible neighborsN(i) (“allowed set”) of each
nodei such that if we connect this node to its allowed set, then the resulting re-
duced degree sequenced|N(i) is also graphical, i.e., the graphicality is preserved.
Algorithm 4 provides a systematic way (swap-free) to generate all graphical real-
izations of a true degree sequence (by means of finding all possible neighbors of
each node).

3.7 Numerical Examples

In this section, numerical examples are given to illustratethe results from§3.3
and§3.5. The main conclusions are:

1. The infinite duplication-deletion random graph without Markovian dynam-
ics generated by Algorithm 2 satisfies a power law as stated inTheorem 3.4.1.
This is illustrated in Example 3.2 below.

2. The degree distribution of the fixed size duplication-deletion random graph
generated by Algorithm 2 can be computed from Theorem 3.3.1.This is
shown in Example 3.3 below.

3. The estimates obtained by stochastic approximation algorithm (3.14) follow
the expected probability distribution precisely without information about
the Markovian dynamics. This is illustrated in Example 3.4 below.

Example 3.2. Consider an infinite duplication-deletion random graph without
Markovian dynamics generated by Algorithm 2 withp = 0.5 andq = 0.1. Theo-
rem 3.4.1 implies that the degree sequence of the resulting graph satisfies a power
law with exponent computed using (3.11). Figure 3.3 shows the number of nodes
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Algorithm 4 Constructing all graphs from a graphical degree sequence [143]
Given a graphical sequenced1 ≥ d2 ≥ · · · ≥ dn > 0
Start fromi = 1
Step 1: Find neighbors with highes index of nodei
The aim is to findAR(i):

(i) Initialize k = n.

(ii) Connect nodei to nodek

(iii) Check that the resulting degree sequence is graphical

– if Yes:

1. Letk = k − 1

2. Repeat (i).

– if No:

1. Save the connection between nodei and nodek

2. If nodei has any stubs left, letk = k − 1 and repeat (i)

Step 2: Find all possible neighbors of nodei
With <CR defined in (3.5), the aim is to find
A(i) = {N(i) = {v1, · · · , vdi};N(i) <CR AR(i) andd|N(i) is graphical}

(i) Find all sets of nodes who are colexicographically smaller thanAR(1)
(prospective neighbor sets).

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

Step 3: For everyN(i) ∈ A(i):

• Connect nodei toN(i)

• Discard nodei and compute the reduced degree sequenced|N(i)

• Create all graphs from degree sequenced|N(i) using this algorithm
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Duplication-deletion random graph generated by Algorithm 1

A line with slope −β = −2.68 obtained by Eq. (2.3)

Figure 3.3: The degree distribution of the duplication-deletion random graph sat-
isfies a power law. The parameters are specified in Example 3.2of §3.7.

with specific degree on a logarithmic scale for both horizontal and vertical axes.
It can be inferred from the linearity in Figure 3.3 (excluding the nodes with very
small degree), that the resulting graph from duplication-deletion process satisfies
a power law. As can be seen in Figure 3.3, the power law is a better approximation
for the middle points compared to the both ends.

Example 3.3.Consider the fixed size duplication-deletion random graph obtained
by Algorithm 2 withr = 0, N0 = 10, p = 0.4, and q = 0.1. (We consider
no Markovian dynamics here to illustrate Theorem 3.3.1.) Figure 3.5 depicts the
degree distribution of the fixed size duplication-deletionrandom graph obtained
by Theorem 3.3.1. As can be seen in Figure 3.5, the computed degree distribution
is close to that obtained by simulation.

Example 3.4.Consider the fixed size Markov-modulated duplication-deletion ran-
dom graph generated by Algorithm 2 withr = 0 andN0 = 500. Assume that the
underlying Markov chain has three states,M = 3. We choose the following val-
ues for probabilities of connection and deletion: state (1): p = q = 0.05, state
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Stochastic approximation algorithm

Expected degree distribution obtained by Eq. (2.9)

Figure 3.4: The estimated degree distribution obtained by the stochastic approxi-
mation algorithm (3.14) and the expected degree distribution computed from (3.9).
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Figure 3.5: The degree distribution of the fixed size Markov-modulated
duplication-deletion random graph. The parameters are specified in Example 3.3
of §3.7.
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(2): p = 0.2 andq = 0.1, and state (3):p = 0.4, q = 0.15. The sample path of
the Markov chain jumps at timen = 3000 from state (1) to state (2) and at time
n = 6000 from state (2) to state (3). As the state of the Markov chain changes, the
expected degree distribution,g(θ), obtained by (3.9) evolves over time. Only one
element of the expected degree distribution vector is shownin Figure 3.4 via a dot-
ted line. The estimated probability mass function,ĝn, obtained by the stochastic
approximation algorithm (3.14) is plotted in Figure 3.4 using a solid line. The fig-
ure shows that the estimates obtained by the stochastic approximation algorithm
(3.14) follow the expected degree distribution obtained by(3.9) precisely without
any information about the Markovian dynamics.

3.8 Closing Remarks

Summary

The interaction between nodes in dynamic social networks isnot always fixed and
may evolve over time. An example of such time-varying dynamics is the seasonal
variations in friendship among college students. The Markov-modulated random
graph generated by Algorithm 2 mimics such networks where the dynamics (the
connection/deletion probabilitiesp, q) depend on the state of nature and evolve
over time. Algorithm 2 models these time variations as a finite state Markov chain
{θn}. This model forms our basis to analyze social networks.

We analyzed Markov-modulated duplication-deletion random graphs in terms
of degree distribution. When the size of graph is fixed (r = 0) andρ is small, the
expected degree distribution of the Markov-modulated duplication-deletion ran-
dom graph can be uniquely computed from (3.6) for each state of the underlying
Markov chain. This result allows us to express the structureof network (degree
distribution) in terms of the dynamics of the model.

We also showed that, when the size of the graph is fixed and there is no Marko-
vian dynamics (M = 1, r = 1), the random graph generated according to Algo-
rithm 2 satisfies a power law with exponent computed from (3.11). The impor-
tance of this result is that a single parameter (power law exponent) characterizes
the structure of a possibly very large dynamic network.

We further used a stochastic approximation algorithm to estimate the empir-
ical degree distribution of random graphs. The stochastic approximation algo-
rithm (3.14) does not assume any knowledge of the Markov-modulated dynam-
ics of the graph (state of nature). Since the expected degreedistribution can be
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uniquely computed, a social sensor can be designed based on (3.14) to track the
state of nature using the noisy observations of nodes’ degrees. Theorem 3.5.1
showed that the tracking error of the stochastic approximation algorithm is small
and is in order ofO(ε).

Finally, a discussion on graph construction was provided for simulation pur-
poses.

Extensions

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

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

In this chapter, we used probabilistic sampling to obtain measurements from
degree distribution. That is, some nodes are randomly chosen and enquired about
the number of their neighbors. Another extension to this work is to employ
Respondent-driven sampling (RDS) [124, 125, 172] as an approach for sampling
from hidden networks in the society. To quote [124],

“hidden populations have two characteristics: first, no sampling frame
exists so that the size and boundaries of the population are unknown
and second, there exist strong privacy concerns, because membership
involves stigmatized or illegal behavior, leading individuals to refuse
to cooperate or provide unreliable answers to protect theirprivacy.”

An example of hidden populations is the network of active injection drug users.
Algorithm 2 mimics these hidden populations as well: A person usually becomes
active injection drug user through another active drug user. Then, he expands
his network by connecting to other drug users in this population. An extension
to this work is to employ RDS9 to record observations about nodes’ connectivity
in hidden populations in order to track the structure (degree distribution) of such
populations.

9RDS is described in Chapter 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 socialnetwork comprising
of a population of interacting agents and how an underlying stochastic state can be
estimated based on sampling the population. As described in[184], there is a wide
range of social phenomena such as diffusion of technological innovations, cultural
fads, and economic conventions [50] where individual decisions are influenced by
the decisions of others. A large body of research on social networks has been
devoted to the diffusion of information (e.g., ideas, behaviors, trends) [108], and
particularly on finding a set of target nodes so as to maximizethe spread of a given
product [193, 56].

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

In this chapter we consider two extensions of the SIS model: First, the states of
individual nodes evolve over time as a probabilistic function of the states of their
neighborsand an underlying target process. The underlying target process can
be viewed as the market conditions or competing technologies that evolve with
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time and affect the information diffusion. Second, the nodes in the social network
are sampled randomly to determine their state. (We will review two recent meth-
ods for sampling social networks, namely, social sampling and respondent-driven
sampling.) As the adoption of the new technology diffuses through the network,
its effect is observed via sentiments (such as tweets) of these selected members of
the population. These selected nodes act as social sensors.In signal processing
terms, the underlying target process can be viewed as a signal, and the social net-
work can be viewed as a sensor. The key difference compared toclassical signal
processing is that the social network (sensor) has dynamicsdue to the information
diffusion.

4.1.1 Aim

Our aim is to estimate the underlying target state and the state probabilities of the
nodes by sampling measurements at nodes in the social network. In a Bayesian
estimation context, this is equivalent to a filtering problem involving estimation
of the state of a prohibitively large scale Markov chain in noise. The key idea
is to usemean field dynamicsas an approximation (with provable bounds) for
the information diffusion and, thereby, obtain a tractablemodel. Such mean field
dynamics1 have been studied in [27] and applied to social networks in [183, 184,
249]. For an excellent recent exposition of interacting particle systems comprising
of agents each with a finite state space, see [9], where the more apt term “Finite
Markov Information Exchange (FMIE) process” is used.

4.1.2 Motivation

A typical application of such social sensors arises in the measurement of the adop-
tion of a new product using a micro-blogging platform like Twitter. The adoption
of the technology diffuses through the market but its effects can only be observed
through the tweets of select individuals of the population.These selected indi-
viduals act as sensors for estimating the diffusion. They interact and learn from
the decisions (tweeted sentiments) of other members. (Thisis similar to social
learning.) Suppose the state of nature changes suddenly dueto a sudden market
shock or presence of a new competitor. The goal for a market analyst or product

1Recently, there has also been substantial interest in mean field games [129]. These are outside
the scope of the current monograph.
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manufacturer is to estimate the target state so as to detect the market shock or new
competitor. This is a Bayesian filtering problem2.

To quote from Wikipedia: “Sentiment analysis refers to the use of natural
language processing, text analysis and computational linguistics to identify and
extract subjective information in source materials.” The following excerpt from
[28] illustrates the increasing importance of social sentiment with the growth of
social networking:

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

• The average consumer mentions specific brands over 90 times per week in
conversations with friends, family, and co-workers. (Keller Fay, WOMMA,
2010)

• Consumer reviews are significantly more trusted—nearly 12 times more—
than descriptions that come from manufacturers, accordingto a survey of
US mom Internet users by online video review site EXPO. (eMarketer,
February 2010)

• In a study conducted by social networking site myYearbook, 81% of re-
spondents said they had received advice from friends and followers relating
to a product purchase through a social site; 74% of those who received such
advice found it to be influential in their decision. (ClickZ,January 2010)

As another example, [222] considers each Twitter user as a sensor and uses a
particle filtering algorithm to estimate the centre of earthquakes and trajectories of
typhoons. As pointed out in [222], an important characteristic of microblogging
services such as Twitter is that they provide real-time sensing—Twitter users tweet
several times a day, whereas standard blog users update information once every
several days.

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

Here, we mention papers that investigate the diffusion of information in real-world
social networks such as Facebook, Twitter, and Blogs. Motivated by marketing ap-
plications, [237] studies the diffusion (contagion) behaviour in Facebook3. Using
data on around 260000 Facebookpages4, [237] analyzes how information diffuses
on Facebook. The topological and temporal characteristicsof information diffu-
sion on weblogs are also studied in [176]. Twitter with around 200 million active
users and 400 million tweets per day, has become a powerful information sharing
tool [168, 256].

4.2 Social Network Model

A social network is modelled as a graph withN vertices:

G = (V,E), whereV = {1, 2, . . . , N}, andE ⊆ V × V. (4.1)

Here,V denotes the finite set of vertices, andE denotes the set of edges. In
social networks, it is customary to use the terminologynetwork, nodesandlinks
for graph, verticesandedges, respectively.

We use the notation(m,n) to refer to a link between nodem andn. The
network may be undirected in which case(m,n) ∈ E implies (n,m) ∈ E. In
undirected graphs, to simplify notation, we use the notation m,n to denote the
undirected link between noden andm. If the graph is directed, then(m,n) ∈ E
does not imply that(n,m) ∈ E. We will assume that self loops (reflexive links)
of the formi, i are excluded fromE.

An important parameter of a social networkG = (V,E) is the connectivity
of its nodes. LetN (m) andD(m) denote the neighbourhood set and degree (or
connectivity) of a nodem ∈ V , respectively. That is, with| · | denoting cardinality,

N (m) = {n ∈ V : m,n ∈ E}, D(m) =
∣∣N (m)

∣∣. (4.2)

For convenience, we assume that the maximum degree of the network is uniformly
bounded by some fixed integerD.

3In US in 2010, $1.7 billion was spent on advertising through social media. The share of
Facebook is 53% in this market [220].

4Facebook pages usually advertise products, services, bands, celebrities, etc.
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Let N(d) denote the number of nodes with degreed, and let the degree dis-
tribution P (d) specify the fraction of nodes with degreed. That is, ford =
0, 1, . . . , D,

N(d) =
∑

m∈V
I
{
D(m) = d

}
, P (d) =

N(d)

N
.

Here,I {·} denotes the indicator function. Note that
∑

d P (d) = 1. The degree
distribution can be viewed as the probability that a node selected randomly with
uniform distribution onV has a connectivityd.

Random graphs generated to have a degree distributionP that is Poisson were
formulated by Erdös and Renyi [83]. Several recent works show that large scale
social networks are characterized by connectivity distributions that are different to
Poisson distributions. For example, the internet, www havea power law connec-
tivity distributionP (d) ∝ d−γ, whereγ ranges between 2 and 3. Such scale free
networks are studied in [24]. In the rest of this chapter, we assume that the degree
distribution of the social network is arbitrary but known—allowing an arbitrary
degree distribution facilities modelling complex networks.

4.2.1 Target Dynamics

Let k = 0, 1, . . . denote discrete time. Assume the target processs is a finite state
Markov chain with transition probability

Ass′ = P (sk+1 = s′|sk = s) . (4.3)

In the example of technology diffusion, the target process can denote the avail-
ability of competition or market forces that determine whether a node adopts the
technology. In the model below, the target state will affectthe 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 information in the social network
is called the Susceptible-Infected-Susceptible (SIS) model [212, 249]. The diffu-
sion of information is modelled by the time evolution of the state of individual
nodes in the network. Letx(m)

k ∈ {0, 1} denote the state at timek of each node
m in the social network. Here,x(m)

k = 0 if the agent at timek is susceptible and
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x
(m)
k = 1 if the agent is infected. At timek, the state vector of theN nodes is

xk =
[
x
(1)
k , . . . , x

(N)
k

]′
∈ {0, 1}N . (4.4)

Assume that the processx evolves as a discrete time Markov process with
transition law depending on the target states. If nodem has degreeD(m) = d,
then the probability of nodem switching from statei to j is

P

(
x
(m)
k+1 = j|x(m)

k = i, x
(i−)
k , sk = s

)

= pij(d, A
(m)
k , s), i, j ∈ {0, 1}.

(4.5)

Here,A(m)
k denotes the number of infected neighbors of nodem at timek. That

is,
A

(m)
k =

∑

n∈N(m)

I
{
n : x

(m)
k = 1

}
. (4.6)

In words, the transition probability of an agent depends on its degree distribution
and the number of active neighbors.

With the above probabilistic model, we are interested in modelling the evolu-
tion of infected agents over time. Letρk(d) denote the fraction of infected nodes
at each timek with degreed. We callρ as theinfected node distribution. So

ρk(d) =
1

N(d)

∑

m∈V
I
{
D(m) = d, x

(m)
k = 1

}
, d = 0, 1, . . . , D (4.7)

We assume that the infection spreads according to the following dynamics:

1. At each time instantk, a single agent, denoted bym, amongst theN agents
is chosen uniformly. Therefore, the probability that the chosen agentm
is infected and of degreed is ρk(d)P (d). The probability that the chosen
agentm is susceptible and of degreed is (1− ρk(d))P (d).

2. Depending on whether its statex(m)
k is infected or susceptible, the state of

agentm evolves according to the transition probabilities specified in (4.5).

With the Markov chain transition dynamics of individual agents specified above,

it is clear that the infected distributionρk =
(
ρk(1), . . . , ρk(D)

)
is an

∏D
d=1N(d)

state Markov chain. Indeed, givenρk(d), due to the infection dynamics specified
above

ρk+1(d) ∈
{
ρk(d)−

1

N(d)
, ρk(d) +

1

N(d)

}
. (4.8)
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Our aim below is to specify the transition probabilities of the Markov chainρ. Let
us start with the following statistic that forms a convenient parametrization of the
transition probabilities. Given the infected node distribution ρk at timek, define
θ(ρk) as the probability that at timek a uniformly sampled link in the network
points to an infected node. We callθ(ρk) as theinfected link probability. Clearly

θ(ρk) =

∑D
d=1 (# of links from infected node of degreed)

∑D
d=1 (# of links of degreed)

=

∑D
d=1 d P (d) ρk(d)∑D

d d P (d)
. (4.9)

In terms of the infected link probabilityθ, we can now specify the scaled
transition probabilities5 of the processρ:

p01(d, θk, s)
defn
=

1

P (d)
P

(
ρk+1(d) = ρk(d) +

1

N(d)

∣∣∣sk = s

)

= (1− ρk(d))
d∑

a=0

p01(d, a, s)P(a out of l neighbors infected)

= (1− ρk(d))
d∑

a=0

p01(d, a, s)

(
d

a

)
θak(1− θk)d−a (4.10)

p10(d, θk, s)
defn
=

1

P (d)
P

(
ρk+1(d) = ρk(d)−

1

N(d)

∣∣∣sk = s

)

= ρk(d)
d∑

a=0

p10(d, a, s)

(
d

a

)
θak(1− θk)d−a. (4.11)

In the above, the notationθk is the short form forθ(ρk). The transition probabili-
tiesp01 andp10 defined above model the diffusion of information about the target
states over the social network. We have the following martingale representation
theorem for the evolution of Markov processρ.

LetFk denote the sigma algebra generated by{ρ0, . . . , ρk, s0, . . . sk}.
5The transition probabilities are scaled by the degree distributionP (d) for notational conve-

nience. Indeed, sinceN(d) = NP (d), by using these scaled probabilities we can express the
dynamics of the processρ in terms of the same-step size1/N as described in Theorem 4.2.1.
Throughout this chapter, we assume that the degree distribution P (d), d ∈ {1, 2, . . . , D}, is uni-
formly bounded away from zero. That is,mind P (d) > ǫ for some positive constantǫ.
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Theorem 4.2.1.For d = 1, 2, . . . , D, the infected distributions evolve as

ρk+1(d) = ρk(d) +
1

N
[p01(d, θ(ρk), sk)− p10(d, θ(ρk), sk) + wk+1] (4.12)

wherew is a martingale increment process, that isE{wk+1|Fk} = 0. Recalls is
the finite state Markov chain that models the target process.

The above theorem is a well-known martingale representation of a Markov
chain [78]—it says that a discrete time Markov process can beobtained by dis-
crete time filtering of a martingale increment process. The theorem implies that
the infected distribution dynamics resemble what is commonly called a stochastic
approximation (adaptive filtering) algorithm in statistical signal processing: the
new estimate is the old estimate plus a noisy update (the “noise” being a mar-
tingale increment) that is weighed by a small step size1/N whenN is large.
Subsequently, we will exploit the structure in Theorem 4.2.1 to devise a mean
field dynamics model which has a state of dimensionD. This is to be compared

with the intractable state dimension
∏D

d=1N(d) of the Markov chainρ.

Remark 4.1 (Data Incest). In the above susceptible-infected-susceptible (SIS)
model, the following sequence of events that is similar to a data incest event
(discussed in§2.3) is possible: Nodem infects its neighbor noden; then, node
m switches in state from infected to susceptible; then, noden re-infects node
m. Therefore, misinformation can propagate in the network according to such
loops. An alternative model is the susceptible-infected-recovered (SIR) model
where each node has three states: susceptible, infected, and recovered. If the
recovered state is made absorbing, then such incest events can be eliminated.

Example 4.1. We discuss examples of transition probabilitiespij(d, A
(m)
k , s) de-

fined in (4.5) for information diffusion. These examples areprovided in [183] and
deal with how the use of a new technology/product spreads in asocial network.
Let the state of agentm bex(m)

k = 0 if the agent at timek has not adopted the

new technology, andx(m)
k = 1 if the agent has adopted the new technology. As

mentioned earlier, the target statesk determines the availability of a competing
technology/product or, alternatively, the available market for the product.

In deciding whether to adopt the new technology, each agentm considers the
following costs and rewards:
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1. The cost nodem pays for adopting the new technology isc(m). Assume that,
at timek, the costsc(m),m = 1, . . . , N are independent and identically dis-
tributed random variables with cumulative distribution functionPc,sk. The
fact that this distribution depends on the target statesk (competing technol-
ogy that evolves as a Markov chain) permits correlation of the costsc over
time.

2. If an agentm hasA(m)
k neighbors at timek, then it obtains a benefit ofrA(m)

k

for adopting the technology, wherer is a positive real number.

The agent is a myopic optimizer and, hence, chooses to adopt the technology only
if c(m) > rA

(m)
k . Therefore, the transition probabilities in (4.5) are

p01(d, A
(m)
k , sk) = P

(
c(m) > rA

(m)
k

)
= 1− Pc,sk

(
rA

(m)
k

)
. (4.13)

Assume that if the product deteriorates/fails, the agent can no longer use the prod-
uct (and will then need to reconsider the possibility of adopting it). If the product
fails with probabilitypF , then

p10(d, A
(m)
k , sk) = pF . (4.14)

Notice that the transition probabilities in (4.13) do not depend on the node’s
connectivityd. Constructing cases where the transition probabilities depend on
d is straightforward. For example, suppose a node picks a single neighbor uni-
formly from its d neighbors and then receives a benefit ofr if this randomly
chosen neighbour has adopted the product. The probability of choosing an ac-
tive neighbor fromA(m)

k active neighbors, given a total ofd neighbors, is clearly
A

(m)
k /d. Then, assuming the agent acts as a myopic optimizer, it willadopt the

product ifP
(
c(m) > rA

(m)
k /d

)
. Therefore,

p01(d, A
(m)
k , sk) = 1− Pc,sk

(
rA

(m)
k

d

)
. (4.15)

4.3 Sentiment-Based Sensing Mechanism

We now describe the sensing mechanism used to measure the active link proba-
bility distributionρk and target state in the above social network.
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If nodem has statex(m)
k = x at timek, and the target state issk = s, then

nodem communicates with messagey(m)
k where

y
(m)
k ∼ Bxy, where y ∈ {0, 1, . . . , Y }. (4.16)

That is, the messageyk is generated according to the conditional probabilities
Bxy = P

(
y
(m)
k = y|x(m)

k = x
)
. These elements correspond to the number of

tweets or sentiment of nodem about the product based on its current state. It is
assumed thaty(m)

k is statistically independent ofy(n)k , n 6= m.
An important question regarding sensing in a social networkis: How can one

construct a small but representative sample of a social network with a large num-
ber of nodes? Leskovec & Faloutsos in [175] study and compareseveral scale-
down and back-in-time sampling procedures. The simplest possible sampling
scheme for a population is uniform sampling. We also briefly describesocial
samplingandrespondent-driven samplingwhich are recent methods that have be-
come increasingly popular.

4.3.1 Uniform Sampling

Consider the following sampling-based measurement strategy. At each periodk,
α(d) individuals are sampled6 independently and uniformly from the population
N(d) comprising of agents with connectivity degreed. That is, a uniform dis-
tributed i.i.d. sequence of nodes, denoted by{ml, l = 1 : α(d)}, is generated from
the populationN(d). The messagesy(ml)

k of theseα(d) individuals are recorded.
From these independent samples, the empirical sentiment distributionzk(d) of
degreed nodes at each timek is obtained as

zk(d, y) =
1

α(d)

α(d)∑

l=1

I
{
y
(ml)
k = y

}
, y = 1, . . . , Y. (4.17)

At each timek, the empirical sentiment distributionzk can be viewed as noisy
observations of the infected distributionρk and target state processsk.

4.3.2 Non-Uniform Social Sampling

Social sampling is an extensive area of research; see [66] for recent results. In
social sampling, participants in a poll respond with a summary of their friend’s

6For large population sizesN , sampling with and without replacement are equivalent.
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responses. This leads to a reduction in the number of samplesrequired. If the
average degree of nodes in the network isd, then the savings in the number of
samples is by a factor ofd, since a randomly chosen node summarizes the re-
sults formd of its friends. However, the variance and bias of the estimate depend
strongly on the social network structure7. In [66], a social sampling method is
introduced and analyzed where nodes of degreed are sampled with probability
proportional to1/d. This is intuitive since weighing neighbors’ values by the re-
ciprocal of the degree undoes the bias introduced by large degree nodes. It then
illustrates this social sampling method and variants on theL IVEJOURNAL net-
work (livejournal.com) comprising of more than 5 million nodes and 160 million
directed edges.

4.3.3 MCMC Based Respondent-Driven Sampling (RDS)

Respondent-driven sampling (RDS) was introduced by Heckathorn [124, 125,
172] as an approach for sampling from hidden populations in social networks
and has gained enormous popularity in recent years. There are more than 120
RDS studies worldwide involving sex workers and injection drug users [190]. As
mentioned in [106], the U.S. Centers for Disease Control andPrevention (CDC)
recently selected RDS for a 25-city study of injection drug users that is part of the
National HIV Behavioral Surveillance System [170].

RDS is a variant of the well known method of snowball samplingwhere cur-
rent sample members recruit future sample members. The RDS procedure is as
follows: A small number of people in the target population serve as seeds. Af-
ter participating in the study, the seeds recruit other people they know through
the social network in the target population. The sampling continues according to
this procedure with current sample members recruiting the next wave of sample
members until the desired sampling size is reached. Typically, monetary compen-
sations are provided for participating in the data collection and recruitment.

RDS can be viewed as a form of Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) sam-
pling (see [106] for an excellent exposition). Let{ml, l = 1 : α(d)} be the
realization of an aperiodic irreducible Markov chain with state spaceN(d) com-
prising of nodes of degreed. This Markov chain models the individuals of degree

7In [66], a nice intuition is provided in terms of intent polling and expectation polling. In
intent polling, individual are sampled and asked who they intend to vote for. In expectation polling,
individuals are sampled and asked who they think would win the election. For a given sample size,
one would believe that expectation poling is more accurate than intent polling since in expectation
polling, an individual would typically consider its own intent together with the intents of its friends.
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d that are snowball sampled, namely, the first individualm1 is sampled and then
recruits the second individualm2 to be sampled, who then recruitsm3 and so on.
Instead of the independent sample estimator (4.17), an asymptotically unbiased
MCMC estimate is then generated as

∑α(d)
l=1

I(y
(ml)

k
=y)

π(ml)∑α(d)
l=1

1
π(ml)

(4.18)

whereπ(m), m ∈ N(d), denotes the stationary distribution of the Markov chain.
For example, a reversible Markov chain with prescribed stationary distribution is
straightforwardly generated by the Metropolis Hastings algorithm.

In RDS, the transition matrix and, hence, the stationary distribution π in the
estimator (4.18) is specified as follows: Assume that edges between any two nodes
m andn have symmetric weightsW (m,n) (i.e.,W (m,n) = W (n,m), equiva-
lently, the network is undirected). In RDS, nodem recruits noden with transition
probabilityW (m,n)/

∑
nW (m,n). Then, it can be easily seen that the stationary

distribution isπ(m) =
∑

n∈V W (m,n)/
∑

m∈V,n∈V W (m,n). Using this station-
ary distribution, along with the above transition probabilities for sampling agents
in (4.18), yields the RDS algorithm.

It is well known that a Markov chain over a non-bipartite connected undirected
networkG is aperiodic. Then, the initial seed for the RDS algorithm can be picked
arbitrarily, and the above estimator is an asymptotically unbiased estimator.

Note the difference between RDS and social sampling: RDS uses the network
to recruit the next respondent, whereas social sampling seeks to reduce the number
of samples by using people’s knowledge of their friends’ (neighbors’) opinions.

4.3.4 Extrinsic Observations

In addition to the above sentiment based observation process, often extrinsic mea-
surements of the target state are available. For example, ifthe target state denotes
the price/availability of products offered by competitorsor the current market,
then economic indicators yield noisy measurements. Letok denote noisy mea-
surements of the target statesk at timek. These observations are obtained as

ok ∼ Bso
defn
= P(ok = o|sk = s), whereo ∈ {1, 2, . . . , O}. (4.19)

Remark 4.2. The reader may be familiar with the DARPA network challenge in
2009 where the locations of 10 red balloons in the continental US were to be



4.4. MEAN FIELD DYNAMICS FOR SOCIAL SENSING 83

determined using social networking. In this case, the winning MIT Red Balloon
Challenge Team used a recruitment based sampling method. The strategy can also
be viewed as a variant of the Query Incentive Network model of[146].

4.4 Mean Field Dynamics for Social Sensing

The aim here is to construct statistical signal processing algorithms for computing
the minimum mean square error estimate of the infected distributionρk and target
statesk given the sequence of sentiment observationsz1:k = {z1, . . . , zk}. This

problem is intractable due to the dimension
∏D

d=1N(d) of the stateρk when the
number of agentsN is large. Fortunately, themean field dynamicsapproximation
of the information diffusion has a state dimension ofD and will be shown to be
an excellent approximation as the number of agentsN becomes large. This is the
subject of the current section.

Depending on the time scale on which the target states evolves, there are two
possible asymptotic limits for the mean field dynamics for information 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 estimationof the statesρk, sk,
given the sequence of sentiment observationsz1:k, as a nonlinear filtering prob-
lem. The main consequence is that the resulting mean field dynamics filtering
problem can be solved straightforwardly via the use of sequential Markov chain
Monte-Carlo methods. This is in contrast to the original filtering problem which
is intractable asN →∞.

4.5 Mean Field Dynamics: Information Diffusion
Matched to Target State Dynamics

The main assumption here is that the diffusion of information flow in the social
network, namelyρ, evolves on the same time-scale as the target states. This is
made explicit in the following assumption.
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Assumption 4.1. The target statesk has transition probability matrixA = I +
1
N
Q, whereQ is a generator matrix, i.e.,qij ≥ 0 for i 6= j andQ1 = 0, where1

and0 are column vectors of ones and zeros, respectively.

4.5.1 Mean Field Dynamics

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

dρt(d)

dt
= p01(d, θ(ρt), st)− p10(d, θ(ρt), st) (4.20)

p01(d, θ, st) = (1− ρt(d))
d∑

a=0

p01(d, a, st)

(
d

a

)
θa(1− θ)d−a

p10(d, θ, st) = ρt(d)

d∑

a=0

p10(d, a, st)

(
d

a

)
θa(1− θ)d−a

θ(ρt) =

∑D
d=1 d P (d) ρt(d)∑D

d d P (d)

wherest is a continuous time Markov chain with generatorQ.
That the above mean field dynamics follow from (4.12) is intuitive. Such av-

eraging results are well known in the adaptive filtering community where they are
deployed to analyze the convergence of adaptive filters. Thedifference here is
that the limit mean field dynamics are not deterministic but Markov modulated.
Moreover, the mean field dynamics here constitute a model forinformation dif-
fusion, rather than the asymptotic behavior of an adaptive filtering algorithm. As
mentioned earlier, from an engineering point of view, the mean field dynamics
yield a tractable model for estimation.

To formalize the convergence of the discrete time dynamics (4.12) of the in-
fected distribution to the mean field dynamics (4.20) as the number of agents
N → ∞, we first need to re-write the discrete time processρk in (4.12) as a
continuous time process. This is straightforwardly done byconstructing a piece-
wise linear interpolation between the discrete-time points—in classical signal pro-
cessing, this constitutes what is commonly called a first-order hold interpolation.
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Define the sampling period as1/N and then define the continuous time linear
interpolated process8 associated withρk as

ρ̃Nt (d) = ρk(d) +
t− k/N
1/N

(ρk+1(d)− ρk(d)) (4.21)

for continuous timet ∈
[
k
N
, (k+1)

N

)
, k = 0, 1, . . ..

We then have the following exponential bound result for the error
∥∥ρ̃Nt − ρt

∥∥
∞;

recallρt is given the mean field dynamics (4.20) while the actual system’s infected
distribution isρ̃Nt :

Theorem 4.5.1.Suppose Assumption 4.1 holds. Then, forN sufficiently large,

P

{
max
0≤t≤T

∥∥ρ̃Nt − ρt
∥∥
∞ ≥ ǫ

}
≤ C1 exp(−C2ǫ

2N) (4.22)

whereC1 andC2 are positive constants andT is any finite time horizon.

The proof of the above theorem follows from [27, Lemma 1]. Theexponential
bound follows from an application of the Azuma-Hoeffding inequality. The above
theorem provides an exponential bound (in terms of the number of agentsN) for
the probability of deviation of the sample path of the infected distribution from
the mean field dynamics for any finite time intervalT .

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

ρk+1(d) = ρk(d) +
1

N
[p01(d, θ(ρk), sk)− p10(d, θ(ρk), sk)] . (4.23)

Then the following is the discrete time equivalent of Theorem 4.5.1: For a discrete
time horizon ofT points, the deviation between the mean field dynamicsρk in
(4.23) and actual infected distribution inρk (4.12) satisfies

P

{
max
0≤k≤T

‖ρk − ρk‖∞ ≥ ǫ

}
≤ C1 exp(−C2ǫ

2N) (4.24)

providingT = O(N).

8One can also consider a piecewise constant interpolation aswidely used in [167] for weak
convergence analysis of stochastic approximation algorithms; then, the appropriate function space
is the space of Càdlàg functions, which is usually denotedD[0, T ].
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Some Perspective

The stochastic approximation and adaptive filtering literature [29, 167] has several
averaging analysis methods for recursions of the form (4.12). The well studied
mean square error analysis [29, 167] computes bounds onE‖ρ̃Nt − ρt‖2 instead
of the maximum deviation in Theorem 4.5.1. A mean square error analysis of
estimating a Markov modulated empirical distribution is given in [260]. Such
mean square analysis assume a finite but small step size1/N in (4.12). Another
powerful class of analysis methods involves weak convergence. These seek to
prove thatlimN→∞ P

{
supt≤T ‖ρ̃Nt − ρt‖ ≥ ǫ

}
= 0. Weak convergence methods

are powerful enough to tackle Markovian noise, whereas in Theorem 4.5.1 the
noise term is a much simpler martingale increment.

On the other hand, unlike weak convergence results, Theorem4.5.1 offers
an exponential bound. This is useful in the important problem of determining
the asymptotic behavior asT → ∞ and then taking the limitN → ∞. (In
comparison, the above analysis characterizes the behaviorasN → ∞ for finite
time T .) In general it is not true that the limitsN →∞ andT → ∞ can be
interchanged. Weak convergence proofs for the asymptotic behavior inT require
construction of perturbed Lyapunov functions [167]. In comparison, as explained
in [27], since the exponential bound

∑
N exp(−CN) is summable, the Borel-

Cantelli lemma applies. This facilities concluding important results on the exit
times of the process̃ρNt . In particular, given an open setU ∈ R

D, define the exit
time as the random variable

τN(U) = inf
{
t ≥ 0 : ρ̃Nt /∈ U

}
. (4.25)

Letγ+(ρ) denote the closure of the set of states visited by the mean field trajectory
ρt, t ≥ 0. Then, from Theorem 4.5.1, it can be shown that [27, Proposition 1]

P

{
lim

N→∞
τN (U) =∞

}
= 1. (4.26)

In words, the exit time of the infected process from any neighbourhood of the
mean field dynamics trajectory is probabilistically very large. Indeed, Benaı̈m &
Weibull in [27] go on to conclude that attractors of the mean field dynamics are
good predictors of the stochastic process when the initial conditions are close.

4.5.2 Sentiment-Based Observations

Next, consider the sensing mechanism with observations defined in§4.3. Assum-
ing the sample size is sufficiently large, it follows from thecentral limit theorem



4.5. MEAN FIELD DYNAMICS 87

(for i.i.d. processes, in the case of independent sampling,and for Markov pro-
cesses, in the case of MCMC sampling) that

zk(d, y) ≈ H(y) ρk(d) +D(y) + vk(d, y) (4.27)

where

D(y) = B0yP (d),

H(y) = (B1y − B0y)P (d),

vk(d, y) ∼ N(0, σ2(ρk(d), y)). (4.28)

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

σ2(ρk(d), y) =
1

α(d)
(H(y) ρk(d) +D(y))

× (1−H(y) ρk(d)−D(y)) .

(4.29)

For MCMC sampling, the variance is evaluated by approximating an infinite series
(alternatively, excellent bounds exist [40]).

We can then define the following observation process

zk(y)
defn
=

∑D
d=1 d P (d)zk(d, y)∑D

d=1 d P (d)
. (4.30)

The key point is thatzk(y) is a linear combination ofzk(d, y). It then follows
from (4.9) that

zk(y) = θk + vk(y) (4.31)

where

vk(y) ∼ N(0, σ2(y)),

σ2(y) =

∑D
d=1 d P (d)σ

2(ρk(d), y)∑D
d=1 d P (d)

.

4.5.3 Bayesian Filtering Problem

Given the extrinsic and sentiment observations described above, how can the in-
fected degree distributionρk and target statesk be estimated at each time instant?
Below we discuss estimation ofρk andsk as a Bayesian filtering problem.
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The partially observed state space model with continuous time dynamics (4.20)
and discrete time observations (4.31) and (4.19), constitutes a system with con-
tinuous time dynamics and discrete time observations. Alternatively, the partially
observed state space model with discrete time dynamics (4.23) and observation
equation (4.31), and (4.19) constitutes a system with discrete time dynamics and
discrete time observations. In either case, computing the conditional mean esti-
mate ofst, ρt in the continuous time case orsk, ρk in the discrete time case, given
the observation sequence(z1:k, o1:k) is a Bayesian filtering problem. In fact, fil-
tering of such jump Markov linear systems have been studied extensively in the
signal processing literature [68, 181] and can be solved viathe use of sequential
Markov chain Monte-Carlo methods.

For largeN in the mean field dynamics (4.23), it is reasonable to expect that
a linearized approximation inρ to the dynamics is accurate. Denote the resulting
linearized model as

ρk+1 = F (sk)ρk. (4.32)

In the special case when only extrinsic observationsok of sk are available (recall
the extrinsic observations are defined in (4.19)), computing the filtered estimate
E{θk|o1:k} can be done via a finite-dimensional filtering algorithm. Indeed, this
model coincides with the so-called image-based tracking model that has widely
been studied in signal processing [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 flow, namelyρ, in the
social network occurs on a faster time-scale compared to theevolution of the
target states. That is, the transition matrixA of the Markovian targets is almost
identity and the target state displays piecewise constant behavior with infrequent
jumps from one state to another. This is made explicit in the following assumption.

Assumption 4.2. The target statesk has transition probability matrixA = I +
1
N2Q whereQ is a generator matrix.

Considering the diffusion dynamics (4.12) together with Assumption 4.2, it is
clear that we have a two-time-scale system, where the targetprocesss evolves on
a slower time scale as compared with the information diffusion in the network.
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For this two-time-scale case, we have the following mean field dynamics for the
infected distribution:

Suppose Assumption 4.2 holds. Then, ford = 1, 2, . . . , D,

dρt(d)

dt
= p01(d, θ(ρt), sτ )− p10(d, θ(ρt), sτ ), 0 ≤ t ≤ ∞. (4.33)

In the above equation,sτ is a constant on the time-scalet; it evolves as a continu-
ous time Markov chain with generatorQ on the slow time scaleτ .

A similar exponential probability bound to Theorem 4.5.1 can be proved for
the above mean field dynamics system comprised ofD Markov modulated differ-
ential equations (4.33). Also, in analogy to (4.23), for largeN , the discrete time
mean field dynamics read:

ρk+1(d) = ρk(d) +
1

N
[p01(d, θ(ρk), sk′)− p10(d, θ(ρk), sk′)] . (4.34)

Here,k indexes a fast time scale andk′ indexes a slow time scale. In particular,
the slow processsk′ is a constant on the fast time scalek; it evolves as a discrete
time Markov chain with transition matrixA = I + 1

N2Q on the slow time scalek′.
The sentiment based observation process is modelled as in (4.31), and the

extrinsic observation processok′ on the slow time-scalek′ is modelled as in (4.19).

4.6.1 Bayesian Filtering Problem

In the case of fast information diffusion and slow target dynamics, estimating
the slow target states and fast infected distributionρ are decoupled due to the
two-time-scale nature of the problem. In particular, at theslow time-scalek′,
the conditional mean estimateE{sk′|o1:k′} is obtained using a Hidden Markov
model filter (or Wonham filter in continuous time) [78]. Then,estimating the
stateρk given noisy observationszk(y) becomes a nonlinear regression problem
since there is no state noise process driving (4.23). Alternatively, a stochastic
approximation algorithm can be used to track the Markov chain; see [259] for
details.

4.6.2 Numerical Example

Below we illustrate the mean field dynamics model for the caseof fast information
diffusion and slow target dynamics. In this example, we simulate the diffusion of
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information through a network comprising ofN = 100 nodes (with maximum
degreeD = 17) in two different scenarios as described below. We further assume
that at timek = 0, 5% of nodes are infected. The mean field dynamics model
is investigated in terms of the infected link probability (4.9). The infected link
probability for the case of fast information diffusion and slow target dynamics can
be computed by

θ(ρk) =

∑D
d=1 d P (d) ρk(d)∑D

d d P (d)
. (4.35)

Here,ρk 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 ifc(m) > A
(m)
k ; r = 1. At time k, the costsc(m),

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

p01(d, A
(m)
k , sk) = P

(
c(m) > A

(m)
k

)
=

{
A

(m)
k

)

C(sk)
, A

(m)
k ≤ C(sk),

1, A
(m)
k > C(sk).

The probability that a product fails ispF = 0.3, i.e.,

p10(d, A
(m)
k , sk) = 0.3.

The infected link probabilities obtained from network simulation (4.9) and from
the discrete-time mean field dynamics model (4.35) are illustrated in Figure 4.1a.
To illustrate that the infected link probability computed from (4.35) follows the
true one (obtained by network simulation), we assume that the value ofC jumps
from 1 to 10 at timek = 200, and from10 to 1 at timek = 500. As can be seen
in Figure 4.1a, the mean field dynamics provide an excellent approximation to the
true infected distribution.

Scenario 2:The transition probabilities in (4.5) depend on the node’s connec-
tivity d. These probabilities are

p01(d, A
(m)
k , sk) =

{
A

(m)
k

)

dC(sk)
, A

(m)
k ≤ dC(sk),

1, A
(m)
k > dC(sk).

(4.36)

and
p10(d, A

(m)
k , sk) = 0.3. (4.37)

The infected link probability obtained from network simulation (4.9) and from
the discrete-time mean field dynamics model (4.35) are illustrated in Figure 4.1b.
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Figure 4.1: The infected link probability obtained from network simulation com-
pared to the one obtained from the mean field dynamics model (4.35) in two differ-
ent scenarios: (a) The transition probabilities in (4.13) depend only on the number
of infected neighborsA(m)k (the parameters are defined in Scenario 1). (b) The
transition probabilities in (4.13) depend on the node’s connectivityd and the num-
ber of infected neighborsA(m)

k (the parameters are defined in Scenario 2).

Similar to Scenario 1, here, we assume that the value ofC jumps 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 obtained from network
simulation. Again the mean field dynamics provide an excellent approximation to
the actual infected distribution.

4.7 Closing Remarks

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

Below we outline two extensions.
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Reactive Information Diffusion

A key difference between social sensors and conventional sensors in statistical
signal processing is that social sensors are reactive: A social sensor uses addi-
tional information gained to modify its behavior. Considerthe case where the
sentiment-based observation process is made available in apublic blog. Then,
these observations will affect the transition dynamics of the agents and, therefore,
the mean field dynamics.

How Does Connectivity Affect Mean Field Equilibrium?

The papers [183, 184] examine the structure of fixed points ofthe mean field
differential equation (4.20) when the underlying target processs is not present
(equivalently,s is a one state process). They consider the case where the agent
transition probabilities are parameterized byp01(d, a) = µF (d, a) andp10 = pF ;
see (4.14). Then, definingλ = µ/pF , they study how the following two thresholds
behave with the degree distribution and diffusion mechanism:

1. Critical thresholdλc: This is defined as the minimum value ofλ for which
there exists a fixed point of (4.20) with positive fraction ofinfected agents,
i.e., ρ∞(d) > 0 for somed and, forλ ≤ λc, such a fixed point does not
exist.

2. Diffusion thresholdλd: Suppose the initial conditionρ0 for the infected
distribution is infinitesimally small. Then,λd is the minimum value ofλ for
whichρ∞(d) > 0 for somed, and such that, forλ ≤ λd, ρ∞(d) = 0 for all
d.

Determining how these thresholds vary with degree distribution and diffusion
mechanism is very useful for understanding the long term behavior of agents in
the social network.



Chapter 5

Non-Cooperative Game-Theoretic
Learning

5.1 Introduction

Many social and economic situations involve interactive decision making with
possibly diverging interests. Often there is an advantage to having individuals
coordinate on their decisions [264]. For instance, a personmay choose the same
cellphone carrier as the majority of family and friends to take advantage of the free
talk times. Social networks spread information, thereby facilitate coordination
of such self-interested units by speeding up the resolutionof uncertainties. For
instance, individuals form friendship groups within whichmembers are able to
observe others’ decisions.

This chapter examines how global coordination can be obtained among a
group of decision makers when each decision maker has limited awareness of the
outside world and is only capable of ‘simple’ local behavior. Such coordination
can potentially lead to higher social welfare to each individual decision maker,
and hence equilibrates the social network. We focus on no (orlow) internal regret
algorithms as a strategy of play in game-theoretic learning. The internal regret1

compares the loss of a strategy to the loss of a modified strategy, which con-
sistently replaces one action by another—for example, “every time you bought
Windows, you should have bought Apple instead.” We refer thereader to [32] for
an excellent discussion of internal and external regret-based algorithms.

1In comparison, the external regret compares the performance of a 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 and social sciences with
a focus on fully rational interactions where strong assumptions are made on the
information patterns available to individual agents. In comparison, social sensors
are agents with partial information and it is the dynamic interactions between
agents that are of interest. This, together with the interdependence of decision-
makers’ choices, motivates the need for game-theoretic learning models for agents
interacting in social networks.

Learning dynamics in games can be typically classified into Bayesian learn-
ing [1, 52], adaptive learning [118], and evolutionary dynamics [127, 178]. This
chapter focuses on adaptive learning where individuals deploy simple rule-of-
thumb strategies. The aim is to determine if such simple individual behaviour can
result in sophisticated global behaviour. We finish this chapter with an example to
show how the presented regret-based rule-of-thumb strategies can be employed to
devise an energy-aware sensing mechanism for parameter estimation va diffusion
least mean squares.

5.1.1 Literature

The theory of learning in games formalizes the idea that equilibrium arises as
a result of players learning from experience. It further examines how and what
kind of equilibrium might arise as a consequence of a long-run process of adap-
tation and learning in an interactive environment [94]. Dueto space limitations,
this chapter focuses on adaptive learning models in which players try to maxi-
mize their own payoffs while simultaneously learning aboutothers’ play2. The
question is then when self-interested learning and adaptation will result in the
emergence of equilibrium behavior. The literature on game-theoretic learning has
relied on the idea that learning rules should strike a balance between performance
and complexity [94]. That is, simple learning rules are expected to perform well
in simple environments, whereas larger and more complex environments call for
more sophisticated learning mechanisms.

The simplest setting is one in which players’ decisions can be observed by all
other players at the end of each round. Fictitious play [92] is a simple stylized
model of learning in non-cooperative repeated games with such communication
model. The player behaves as if she is Bayesian. That is, she believes that the

2The evolutionary game theory also provides a rich frameworkfor modeling the dynamics
of adaptive opponent strategies for large population of players. The interested reader is referred
to [127, 223] for recent surveys.
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opponents’ play corresponds to draws from an unknown stationary distribution
and simply best responds to her belief about such a distribution3. Another simple
model, namely, stochastic fictitious play [92], forms beliefs as in fictitious play,
however, chooses actions according to a stochastic best-response function. This
new model brings about two advantages: (i) it avoids the discontinuity inherent in
fictitious play, where a small change in the belief can lead toan abrupt change in
behavior; (ii) it is “Hannan-consistent” [115]: its time average payoff is at least
as good as maximizing against the time-average of opponents’ play, which is not
true for fictitious play.

Regret-matching [117, 119] as a strategy of play in long-runinteractions has
been long known to guarantee convergence to the correlated equilibria set [20].
The regret-based adaptive procedure in [117] assumes a complete connectivity
graph4 for information exchange among players, whereas the regret-based rein-
forcement learning algorithm in [119] assumes a set of isolated players who rely
only on their realized payoffs. This chapter is inspired by the work of Hart &
Mas-Colell in [117, 119] and focuses on learning algorithmsin scenarios where
players form social groups and disclose information of their decisions only within
their social groups.

The concept of regret, well-known in the decision theory, has also been intro-
duced to the realm of random sampling [70, 71]. These methodsare of particular
interest in the multi-armed bandit literature, which is concerned with optimizing
the cumulative objective function values realized over a period of time [16, 17],
and the pure exploration problem [15], which involves finding the best arm after a
given number of arm pulls. In such problems, the regret valueof a candidate arm
measures the worst-case consequence that might possibly result from selecting an-
other arm. Such a regret is sought to be minimized via devising random sampling
schemes that establish a proper balance between exploration and exploitation.

5.1.2 Experimental Studies

Parallel to the growing interest in social networks, a new game-theoretic paradigm
has been developed to incorporate some aspects of social networks such as infor-
mation exchange and influence structure into a game formalism. One such exam-
ple is the so-called graphical games, where each player’s influence is restricted to

3Obviously, if all players make decisions according to the fictitious play, the actual environment
is not stationary, hence, players have the wrong model of theenvironment.

4A complete graph is a simple undirected graph in which every pair of distinct vertices is
connected by a unique edge.
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his immediate neighbors [139, 140]. Early experimental studies on these games
indicate significant network effects. For instance, Kearnset al. present in [141]
the results of experiments in which human subjects solved a version of the vertex
coloring problem5 that was converted into a graphical game. Each participant had
control of a single vertex in the network. One task was to coordinate (indirectly)
with their neighbors so that they all had the same color.

Griffin & Squicciarini in [109] tackle the problem of information release in
social media via a game-theoretic formulation. They analyze the dynamics of so-
cial identity verification protocols and, based on some real-world data, develop
a deception model for online users. The proposed model captures a user’s will-
ingness to release, withhold or lie about information depending on the behavior
of the user’s circle of friends. The empirical study infers arelationship between
the qualitative structure of the game equilibria and the automorphism group of the
social network.

The correlated equilibrium arguably provides a natural wayto capture confor-
mity to social norms [46]. It can be interpreted as a mediatorinstructing people to
take actions according to some commonly known probability distribution. Such
a mediator can be thought of as a social norm that assigns roles to individuals
in a society [257]. If it is in the interests of each individual to assume the role
assigned to him by the norm, then the probability distribution over roles is a cor-
related equilibrium [20, 67, 89]. The Fact that actions are conditioned on signals
or roles indicates how conformity can lead to coordinated actions within social
groups [134, 228]. Norms of behavior are important in various real-life behavioral
situations such as public good provision6, resource allocation, and the assignment
of property rights; see [38] for an extensive treatment of public good games in
social networks.

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

5The vertex coloring problem is an assignment of labels (colors) to the vertices of a graph
such that no two adjacent vertices share the same label. The model has applications in scheduling,
register allocation, pattern matching, and community identification in social networks [241, 189].

6The public good game is a standard of experimental economics. In the basic game, players
secretly choose how many of their private tokens to put into apublic pot and keep the rest. The
tokens in this pot are multiplied by a factor (greater than one) and this “public good” payoff is
evenly divided among players.
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party only if those recommendations are drawn from a correlated equilibrium that
is “payoff-enhancing” relative to the available Nash equilibria.

5.2 Non-Cooperative Games
and Correlated Equilibrium

This section starts with introducing the standard representation of non-cooperative
games in§5.2.1. We then proceed to introduce and elaborate on two prominent
solution concepts of such games in§5.2.2.

5.2.1 Strategic Form Non-Cooperative Games

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

G =
(
N ,
(
An
)
n∈N ,

(
Un
)
n∈N

)
. (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 affect others’ decisions. Players
may be people, organizations, firms, etc., and are indexed byn ∈ N .

(ii) Action Set:An = {1, · · · , An}, that denotes the actions, also referred to
aspure strategies, available to playern at each decision point. A generic action
taken by playern is denoted by an, where an ∈ An. The actions of players may
range from deciding to establish or abolish links with otheragents [22] to choosing
among different products/technologies [269].

Subsequently, a generic element of theaction profileof all players is denoted
bya =

(
a1, · · · , aN

)
, and belongs to the setA = A1×· · ·×AN , where× denotes

the Cartesian product. Following the common notation in game theory, one can
rearrange the action profile asa =

(
an, a−n

)
, wherea−n =

(
a1, · · · , an−1, an+1,

· · · , aN
)

denotes the action profile of all players excluding playern.
(iii) Payoff Function:Un : A → R is bounded, and gives payoff to playern

as a function of the action profilea ∈ A taken by all players. The interpretation
of such a payoff is the sum of rewards and costs associated with the chosen action
as the outcome of the interaction. The payoff function can bequite general. For
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instance, it could reflect reputation or privacy, using the models in [110, 197], or
benefits and costs associated with maintaining links in a social network, using the
model in [22, 266]. It could also reflect benefits of consumption and the costs of
production, download, and upload in content production andsharing over peer-
to-peer networks [107, 210], or the capacity available to users in communication
networks [135, 173].

In contrast to the pure strategy that specifies a possible decision or action, a
mixed strategyis a probability distribution that assigns to each available action in
the action set a likelihood of being selected. More precisely, a mixed strategy for
playern is of the form

pn =
(
pn(1), · · · , pn(An)

)
, 0 ≤ pn(i) ≤ 1,

∑
i∈An pn(i) = 1. (5.2)

A mixed strategy can be interpreted as how frequently each action is to be played
in a repeated game. Note that, even if the set of pure strategies is finite, there are
infinitely many mixed strategies. The set of all mixed strategies available to player
n forms anAn-simplex, denoted by∆An. An individual uses a mixed strategy
only when: (i) he/she is indifferent between several pure strategies; (ii) keeping
the opponent guessing is desirable, i.e., the opponent can benefit from knowing
the next move; (iii) the player needs to experiment in order to learn his/her optimal
strategy. The significance of mixed strategies becomes moreclear when we talk
about existence of Nash equilibrium in§5.2.2.

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

(i) Is the interaction repeated?Repeated games refer to a situation where the
same base game, referred to asstage game, is repeatedly played at successive de-
cision points. For instance, suppliers and buyers make deals repeatedly, nations
engage in ongoing trades, bosses try to motivate workers on an ongoing basis, etc.
Repeated interaction allows for socially beneficial outcomes, essentially substitut-
ing for the ability to make binding agreements. It further allows learning as the
outcome of each interaction conveys information about actions and preferences of
other players.

(ii) Do players make decisions simultaneously or sequentially? Simultaneous
move games arise when players make decisions simultaneously, without being
aware of the choices and preferences of others. For instance, two firms inde-
pendently decide whether to develop and market a new product, or individuals
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independently make a choice as which social club to join. In contrast, moving
after another player in sequential games gives the advantage of knowing and ac-
counting for the previous players’ actions prior to taking an action.

(iii) What does each player realize/observe once the interaction is concluded?
Embodied in the answer to this question is the social knowledge of each player.
With the prevalence of social networks, individuals may obtain information about
the preferences and choices of (some of) other decision makers in addition to the
payoff that they realize as the outcome of making choices. A particular choice
made by a self-interested rational player is understood to be a best response to his
limited perception of the outside world. Observing such choices, other players
could adjust their strategies so as to maximize their payoffs via decreasing others.

In this chapter, we concentrate onsimultaneous movenon-cooperative games
that areinfinitely repeated. Three different models will be studied for the informa-
tion flow and social knowledge of players. The first model assumessocialagents
who observe the decisions of all agents playing the same game. The second model
considerssocial groups, within which agents share their decisions. Hence, each
agent is only aware of successive decisions of a subset of theagents who play the
same game. The third model assumes formation ofhomogeneous social groups,
where agents share identical interests and exchange their beliefs.

5.2.2 Solution Concepts: Correlated vs. Nash Equilibrium

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

Definition 5.1 (Dominant Strategy). An action an
d
∈ An is a dominant strategy

for playern if for all other actions an ∈ An −
{

an
d

}
:

Un
(
an

d
, a−n

)
> Un

(
an, a−n

)
, ∀a−n ∈ A−n. (5.3)

Dominant strategies make game-theoretic analysis relatively easy. They are
also powerful from the decision makers perspective since noprediction of others’
behavior is required. However, such strategies do not always exist, hence, one
needs to resort to equilibrium notions in order to make behavioral predictions.
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The Nash equilibrium [199] and its refinements are without doubt the most
well-known game-theoretic equilibrium notion in both economics and engineer-
ing. One can classify Nash equilibria into two types: (i)Pure strategy Nash equi-
libria , where all agents are playing pure strategies, and (ii)Mixed strategy Nash
equilibria, where at least one agent is playing a mixed strategy. The underlying
assumption in Nash equilibrium is that players act independently. That is, the
probability distribution on the action profiles is a productmeasure. More pre-
cisely,

p
(
i1, · · · , iN

) defn
= P

(
a1 = i1, · · · , aN = iN

)
=

N∏

k=1

pn(in) (5.4)

wherepn(in) denotes the probability of agentn playing actionin.
A Nash equilibrium is a strategy profile with the property that no single player

can benefit by deviating unilaterally to another strategy; see below for precise
definitions.

Definition 5.2 (Nash Equilibrium). An action profilea =
(
an, a−n

)
is a pure

strategy Nash equilibrium if

Un
(
an, a−n

)
≥ Un

(
an, a−n

)
, ∀an ∈ An, ∀n ∈ N . (5.5)

A profile of mixed strategiesp =
(
p1, · · · ,pN

)
forms a mixed strategy Nash

equilibrium if for all an ∈ An andn ∈ N :
∑

an,a−n

p
(
an, a−n

)
Un
(
an, a−n

)
≥
∑

a−n

p
(
ak, a−n

)
Un
(
an, a−n

)
. (5.6)

John F. Nash proved in his famous paper [199] that every game with a finite set
of players and actions has at least one mixed strategy Nash equilibrium. However,
as asserted by Robert J. Aumann7 in the following extract from [20], “Nash equi-
librium does make sense if one starts by assuming that, for some specified reason,
each player knows which strategies the other players are using.” Evidently, this as-
sumption is rather restrictive and, more importantly, is rarely true in any strategic
interactive situation. He adds:

“Far from being inconsistent with the Bayesian view of the world,
the notion of equilibrium is an unavoidable consequence of that view.

7Robert J. Aumann was awarded the Nobel Memorial Prize in Economics in 2005 for his
work on conflict and cooperation through game-theoretic analysis. He is the first to conduct a
full-fledged formal analysis of the so-called infinitely repeated games.
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It turns out, though, that the appropriate equilibrium notion is not
the ordinary mixed strategy equilibrium of Nash (1951), butthe more
general notion of correlated equilibrium.”– Robert J. Aumann

This, indeed, is the very reason why correlated equilibrium[20] best suits and
is central to the analysis of strategic decision-making in social networks in this
chapter.

Correlated equilibrium is a generalization of the well-known Nash equilibrium
and describes a condition of competitive optimality among decision makers. It
can most naturally be viewed as imposing equilibrium conditions on the joint
action profile of agents (rather than on individual actions as in Nash equilibrium).
An intuitive interpretation of correlated equilibrium is coordination in decision-
making as described by the following example: Consider a traffic game where
two drivers meet at an intersection and have to decide whether to “go” or “wait”.
If they simultaneously decide to go, they will crash and bothincur large losses.
If one waits and the other one goes, the one that passes the intersection receives
positive utility, whereas the one who waits receive zero utility. Finally, if they
both decide to wait, they both will receive small negative utilities due to wasting
their time. The natural solution is the traffic light. In game-theoretic terminology,
the traffic light serves as a fair randomizing device that recommends actions to
the agents—signals one of the cars to go and the other one to wait; it is fair in the
sense that at different times it makes different recommendations.

In light of the above example, suppose that a mediator is observing a non-
cooperative game being repeatedly played among a number of agents. The medi-
ator, at each round of the game, gives private recommendations as what action to
choose to each agent. The recommendations are correlated asthe mediator draws
them from a joint probability distribution on the action profile of all agents; how-
ever, each agent is only given recommendations about her ownaction. Each agent
can freely interpret the recommendations and decide if to follow. A correlated
equilibrium results if neither of agents wants to deviate from the provided recom-
mendation. That is, in correlated equilibrium, agents’ decisions are coordinated
as if there exists a global coordinating device that all agents trust to follow.

Let us now formally define the set of correlated equilibrium for the gameG,
defined in§5.2.1.

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

0 ≤ p(a) ≤ 1, ∀a ∈ A, and
∑

a
p(a) = 1. (5.7)
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The set of correlatedǫ-equilibria is the convex polytope

Cǫ =
{
p :
∑

a−n

pn
(
i,a−n

) [
Un
(
j,a−n

)
− Un

(
i,a−n

)]
≤ ǫ,∀i, j ∈ An, n ∈ N

}
(5.8)

wherepn
(
i, a−n

)
denotes the probability of playern playing actioni and the rest

playinga−n. If ǫ = 0 in (5.8), the convex polytope represents the set of correlated
equilibria and is denoted byC.

There is much to be said about correlated equilibrium; see Aumann [18, 20]
for rationality arguments. Some advantages that make it ever more appealing
include:

1. Realistic: Correlated equilibrium is realistic in multi-agent learning. In-
deed, Hart and Mas-Colell observe in [119] that for most simple adaptive
procedures, “. . . there is a natural coordination device: the common history,
observed by all players. It is thus reasonable to expect that, at the end,
independence among players will not obtain;”

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

3. Computational Simplicity:Computing correlated equilibrium only requires
solving a linear feasibility problem (linear program with null objective func-
tion) that can be done in polynomial time, whereas computingNash equi-
librium requires finding fixed points;

4. Payoff Gains:The coordination among agents in the correlated equilibrium
can lead to potentially higher payoffs than if agents take their actions 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 not essentially equiv-
alent to exhaustive search. There are, however, natural processes that do
converge to correlated equilibria (the so-called law of conservation of coor-
dination [120]), e.g., regret-matching [117].

Existence of a centralized coordinating device neglects the distributed essence
of social networks. Limited information at each agent aboutthe strategies of oth-
ers further complicates the process of computing correlated equilibria. In fact,
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Figure 5.1: Equilibrium notions in non-cooperative games.Enlarging the equilib-
ria set weakens the behaviorial sophistication on the player’s part to distributively
reach equilibrium through repeated plays of the game.

even if agents could compute correlated equilibria, they would need a mecha-
nism that facilitates coordinating on the same equilibriumstate in the presence of
multiple equilibria—each describing, for instance, a stable coordinated behavior
of manufacturers on targeting influential nodes in the competitive diffusion pro-
cess [248]. This highlights the significance of adaptive learning algorithms that,
through repeated interactive play and simple strategy adjustments by agents, en-
sure reaching correlated equilibrium. The most well-knownof such algorithms,
fictitious play, was first introduced in 1951 [219], and is extensively treated in [92].
It, however, requires monitoring the behavior of all other agents that contradicts
the information exchange structure in social networks. Thefocus of this chap-
ter is on the more recent regret-matching learning algorithms [26, 42, 117, 119].
We use tools from stochastic approximation [167], to adapt these algorithms to
the information exchange structure in social networks, andMarkov-switched sys-
tems [261, 263], to track time-varying equilibria under evolution of the environ-
ment and the social network.

Figure 5.1 illustrates how the various notions of equilibrium are related in
terms of the relative size and inclusion in other equilibriasets. As discussed ear-
lier in this subsection, dominant strategies and pure strategy Nash equilibria do not
always exist—the game of “Matching Pennies” being a simple example. Every
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finite game, however, has at least one mixed strategy Nash equilibrium. There-
fore, the “nonexistence critique” does not apply to any notion that generalizes
the mixed strategy Nash equilibrium in Figure 5.1. A Hannan consistent strat-
egy (also known as “universally consistent” strategies [91]) is one that ensures,
no matter what other players do, the player’s average payoffis asymptotically no
worse than if she were to play anyconstantstrategy for in all previous periods.
Hannan consistent strategies guarantee no asymptotic external regrets and lead
to the so-called “coarse correlated equilibrium” [195] notion that generalizes the
Aumann’s correlated equilibrium.

5.3 Local Adaptation and Learning

This section presents an adaptive decision-making procedure that, if locally fol-
lowed by every individual decision maker, leads to rationalglobal behavior. The
global behavior is meant to capture the decision strategiesof all individuals taking
part in the decision-making process, and will be made clear in the next section.
This procedure is viewed as particularly simple and intuitive as no sophisticated
updating, prediction, or fully rational behavior is essential on the part of agents.
The procedure can be simply described as follows: At each period, an agent may
either continue with the same action as the previous period,or switch to other
actions, with probabilities that are proportional to a “regret measure” [117]; see
Figure 5.2. Willingness to proceed with the previous decision mimics the “inertia”
that is existent in human’s decision-making process. In what follows, we present
three algorithms, in the ascending level of sophistication, that adapt this simple
procedure to various social network architectures.

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

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

n, l ∈ E ⇔ n knows alk and l knows ank at the end of periodk.

Accordingly, the neighborhood of each agentn is defined as:

Open Neighborhood: Nn defn
= {l ∈ N ; (n, l) ∈ E}

Closed Neighborhood:Nn
c

defn
= Nn ∪ {n}

(5.9)
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Figure 5.2: Regret-based local adaptation and learning. Individuals update regrets
after observing the outcome of the previous decisions and, accordingly, make next
decisions. These new decisions will then be shared within social groups.

The communication protocol which allows agents to exchangeinformation only
with neighbors is referred to asneighborhood monitoring[102]. This generalizes
the perfect monitoring assumption, standard in the game theory literature [118],
where agents share decisions with all other agents at the endof each period8.

5.3.1 Case I: Fully Social Players

For simplicity of exposition, we start with the adaptive learning procedure for the
scenario with the highest level of social knowledge:perfect monitoring. That is,
once a decision is made by an agent, it is observable by all other agents9. More
precisely,

The graphG is complete andNn
c = N . (5.10)

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

8Note that sharing actions differs from exchanging strategies according to which decisions are
made; the latter is more cumbersome and less realistic, however, conveys information about the
payoff functions of opponents, hence, can lead to faster coordination.

9In certain situations, the aggregate decisions of all agents affects individual agent’s strategy
update, e.g., proportion of neighbors adopting a new technology or proportion of neighboring
sensors that have chosen to activate. Therefore, one can assume that this aggregate information is
available to each agent (instead of individual decisions) at the end of each period.
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Suppose the gameG, defined in§5.2.1, is being repeatedly played over time:
k = 1, 2, . . .. At time k, each agentn makes a decision ank ∈ An according to a
probability distributionpn

k , which is defined via the following “regret-matching”
procedure [117]:

Let I{·} denote the indicator operator and0 < ε < 1 be a small parameter.
Define the matrixRn

k , where each elementrnk (i, j) records

rnk (i, j) = ε
∑

τ≤k

(1− ε)k−τ
[
Un
(
j, a−n

τ

)
− Un

(
aτ

)]
I {anτ = i} . (5.11)

The above expression forrnk (i, j) has a clear interpretation as a measure of the
“regret” that agentn would experience for not having played actionj, every time
actioni was picked in the past. The strategypn

k =
(
pnk(1), · · · , pnk(An)

)
is then

defined as follows

pnk(i)
defn
= P

(
ank = i

∣∣ank−1 = j
)

=

{
1
µn

∣∣rnk (j, i)
∣∣+, i 6= j

1−∑j 6=i p
n
k(j), i = j

(5.12)

where|x|+ = max{0, x}, andµn > 0 is a large enough number so thatpn
k is a

valid probability mass function10.

Intuitively speaking, the regret-matching procedure governs the decision-making
process by propensities to depart from the current decision. It is natural to postu-
late that, if a decision maker decides to switch her action, it should be to actions
that are perceived as being better. The regret-matching procedure assigns posi-
tive probabilities to all such better choices. In particular, the better an alternative
action seems, the higher will be the probability of choosingit next time. More pre-
cisely, the probabilities of switching to different actions are proportional to their
regrets relative to the current action.

The regret-matching procedure in the case of fully social players is summa-
rized in Algorithm 5.

10It suffices to letµn > An |Un
max− Un

min|, whereUn
max andUn

min represent the upper and lower
bounds on the payoff functionUn(·) for agentn, respectively.
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Algorithm 5 Local Adaptation and Learning for Social Players

Let 1N = [1, · · · , 1]T denote anN × 1 column vector of ones,Un
max andUn

min

represent the upper and lower bounds on the payoff functionUn(·) for agentn,
respectively, andI{·} denote the indicator function.

Initialization : Setµn > An |Un
max− Un

min|, pn
0 = 1

An · 1An, andRn
0 = 0.

Step 1: Action Selection. Choose ank ∼ pn
k , where

pnk(i) =

{
1
µn

∣∣rnk
(
ank−1, i

)∣∣+ , i 6= ank−1

1−∑j 6=i p
n
k(j), i = ank−1

(5.13)

where|x|+ = max{0, x}.
Step 2: Information Exchange. Share decisions ank with others.
Step 3: Regret Update.

Rn
k+1 = Rn

k + ε [Bn (ak)−Rn
k ] (5.14)

whereBn (ak) =
[
bnij (ak)

]
is anAn × An matrix with elements

bnij (ak) =
[
Un
(
j, a−n

k

)
− Un

(
i, a−n

k

)]
· I {ank = i} . (5.15)

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

Discussion and Intuition:

1) Adaptive Behavior:In (5.11),ε serves as a forgetting factor to foster adaptiv-
ity to the evolution of the non-cooperative game parametersor the social network
architecture. That is, as agents repeatedly take actions, the effect of the old un-
derlying parameters on their current decisions vanishes; see§5.5 for a somewhat
detailed treatment of regime switching non-cooperative games.

2) Inertia: The choice ofµn guarantees that there is always a positive proba-
bility of playing the same action as the last period. Therefore,µn can be viewed as
an “inertia” parameter: A higherµn yields switching with lower probabilities. It
plays a significant role in breaking away from bad cycles. It is worth emphasizing
that the speed of convergence to the correlated equilibria set is closely related to
this inertia parameter.
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3) Better-reply vs. Best-reply:In light of the above discussion, the most dis-
tinctive feature of the regret-matching procedure, that differentiates it from other
works such as [90, 92, 93], is that it implements a better-reply rather than a best-
reply strategy11. This inertia assigns positive probabilities to any actions that are
just better. Indeed, the behavior of a regret-matching decision maker is very far
from that of a rational decision maker that makes optimal decisions given his
(more or less well-formed) beliefs about the environment. Instead, it resembles
the model of a reflex-oriented individual that reinforces decisions with “pleasur-
able” consequences [119].

(4) Computational Complexity:The computational burden (in terms of cal-
culations per iteration) of the “regret-matching” procedure is small. It does not
grow with the number of agents, hence, is scalable. At each iteration, each agent
needs to execute two multiplications, two additions, one comparison and two ta-
ble lookups (assuming random numbers are stored in a table) to calculate the next
decision. Therefore, it is suitable for implementation in sensors with limited local
computational capability.

(5) Decentralized Adaptive Filtering:As will be seen later in§5.4, if every
agent follows Algorithm 5, the global behavior converges tothe set of correlated
equilibria. Theoretically, finding a correlated equilibrium in a game is equivalent
to solving a linear feasibility problem; see (5.8). Algorithm 5 is thus an adaptive
filtering algorithm for solving this problem, which is quiteinteresting due to its
decentralized nature.

5.3.2 Case II: Social Groups

As pointed out above, the “perfect monitoring” assumption is quite restrictive
in the emerging large-scale social networks. A natural extension is to devise an
adaptive learning procedure that relies on the “neighborhood monitoring” model
for exchange of information among agents. That is, once a decision is made by
agentn, it is only observable by her neighborsNn on the connectivity graphG;
see Definition 5.4. In fact, agents are oblivious to the existence of other agents
except their neighbors.

Social groups are characterized by the coalition of agents that perform the
same localized task and interact locally. However, not onlydoes the payoff of
each agent depend on her local interaction and contributionto carrying out the

11This has the additional effect of making the behavior continuous, without need for approxi-
mations [117].
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local tasks, but also it is affected by the inherent interaction with those outside
her social group. In particular, the payoff that each agent receives as the outcome
of her decision comprises of two terms: (i)Local payoff, due to local interaction
(e.g., performing tasks) within social groups; (ii)Global payoff, due to the implicit
strategic global interaction with agents outside social group. More precisely, the
payoff function can be expressed as [102]

Un
(
an, a−n

)
= Un

L

(
an, aNn)

+ Un
G

(
an, aSn)

. (5.16)

Here,Sn = N −Nn
c denotes the set of “non-neighbors” of agentn.

Now, suppose the gameG, defined in§5.2.1, with payoff function (5.16) is
being repeatedly played over time:k = 1, 2, . . .. At time k, each agentn makes a
decision ank and receives a payoff12 Un

k

(
ank
)
. Assume that agents know their local

payoff functions; hence, knowing the action profile of neighbors, they are able to
evaluate their local stage payoffs. In contrast, even if agents know their global
payoff functions, they could not directly compute global payoffs as they do not
acquire the action profile of agents outside their social groups. However, they can
compute theirrealizedglobal payoffs by

Un
G,k

(
ank
) defn
= Un

k

(
ank
)
− Un

L

(
an, aNn

k

)
. (5.17)

The “revised regret-matching” procedure, depicted in Figure 5.3, is then as
follows [102, 119]: The local regret matrixRL,n

k is defined as before; that is, each
elementrL,nk (j, i) records

rL,nk (j, i) = ε
∑

τ≤k

(1− ε)k−τ
[
Un
L

(
j, aNn

τ

)
− Un

L

(
anτ , a

Nn

τ

)]
I {anτ = i} . (5.18)

However, since agentn knows neither her global payoff function nor the decisions
aSn

k of those outside her social group, she is unable to perform the thought exper-
iment to evaluate global payoffs for alternative actions asshe does in (5.18). She
thus employs an unbiased estimatorRG,n

k of the global regrets, which relies only
on the realizations of global payoffs

{
Un
G,k(a

n
k)
}

. More precisely, each element

rG,n
k (j, i) can be expressed as follows:

rG,n
k (j, i) =ε

∑

τ≤k

(1− ε)k−τ

×
[
pnτ (i)

pnτ (j)
Un
G,τ

(
anτ
)
I {anτ = j} − Un

G,τ

(
anτ
)
I {anτ = i}

]
.

(5.19)

12Note thatUn
k (·) = Un

(
·, a−n

k

)
, i.e., the time-dependency ofUn

k (·) corresponds to the time-
variations of other agents’ action profilea−n

k .
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Figure 5.3: Game-theoretic learning within social groups.Circles represent indi-
viduals in the social network. Agent 5 exchanges decision with her social group
membersN5 = {1, 2, 4}. The exchanged decisions, together with agent 5’s real-
ized payoff, are then fed into the regret-matching adaptivefilter to determine the
next action for agent 5.

The agent combines local and global regrets

Rn
k

defn
= RL,n

k +RG,n
k (5.20)

to update her strategypn
k as follows: Let0 < δ < 1, and recallAn represents the

cardinality of the action setAn. The play probabilities are then given by

pnk(i) = P
(
ank = i

∣∣ank−1 = j
)

=

{
(1− δ)min

{
1
µn

∣∣rnk (j, i)
∣∣+, 1

An

}
+ δ

An , i 6= j

1−∑j 6=i p
n
k(j), i = j

(5.21)

where, as before,|x|+ = max{0, x}, andµn > 0 is a large enough number.

The local adaptation and learning algorithm within social groups is summa-
rized in Algorithm 6.
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Algorithm 6 Local Adaptation and Learning Within Social Groups

Initialization : Set 0 < δ < 1, µn > An |Un
max− Un

min|, pn
0 = 1

An · 1An , and
RL,n

0 = RG,n
0 = 0.

Step 1: Action Selection. Choose ank according to the mixed strategypn
k :

pnk(i) =

{
(1− δ)min

{
1
µn

∣∣rnk
(
ank−1, i

)∣∣+ , 1
An

}
+ δ

An , i 6= ank−1

1−∑j 6=i p
n
k(j), i = ank−1

(5.22)

where|x|+ = max{0, x}.
Step 2: Information Exchange. Share decisions ank with neighborsNn.
Step 3: Regret Update.
(i) Form ∈ {L,G}:

Rm,n
k+1 = Rm,n

k + ε [Bm,n (ak)−Rm,n
k ] (5.23)

whereBm,n (ak) =
[
bm,n
ij (ak)

]
is anAn ×An matrix:

bL,nij (ak) =
[
Un
L

(
j, a−n

)
− Un

L

(
i, a−n

)]
I {ank = i}

bG,n
ij (ak) =

[
pnk(i)

pnk(j)
Un
G,k

(
ank
)
I {ank = j} − Un

G,k

(
ank
)
I {ank = i}

]
(5.24)

(ii) Combine local and global regrets:

Rn
k = RL,n

k +RG,n
k . (5.25)

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

Discussion and Intuition:

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

(1) Global Regret Estimate:Close scrutiny of (5.19) reveals that the second
term is similar to the second term in (5.18), and simply evaluates the weighted
average global payoffs realized in periods when actioni was picked. The first
term, roughly speaking, estimates the weighted average global payoffs if actionj
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replaced actioni in exactly those periods when actioni was chosen13. To this end,
it only uses realized payoffs of those periods when actionj was actually played.
The normalization factorpnτ (i)/p

n
τ (j), intuitively speaking, makes the lengths of

the respective periods comparable [119].
(2) Play Probabilities:The randomized strategy (5.21) is simply a weighted

average of two probability vectors: The first term, with weight 1 − δ, is propor-
tional to the positive part of the combined regrets

∣∣RL,n
k + RG,n

k

∣∣+ in a manner
similar to (5.12). Taking the minimum with1

An guarantees thatpn
k is a valid prob-

ability distribution, i.e.,
∑

i p
n
k(i) = 1. The second term, with weightδ, is just a

uniform distribution over the action spaceAn [102, 119].
(3) Reinforcement Learning:Assuming that no player is willing to form a so-

cial group, Algorithm 6 simply implements a reinforcement learning procedure
that only requires the realized payoff to prescribe the nextdecision. The probabil-
ity of choosing a particular actioni at timek + 1 gets “reinforced” by pickingi
at timek, while the probabilities of the other actionsj 6= i decrease. In fact, the
higher the payoff realized as the consequence of choosingi at timek, the greater
will be this reinforcement [119].

(4) Exploration vs. Exploitation:The second term, with weightδ, simply
forces every action to be played with some minimal frequency(strictly speaking,
with probability δ/An). The “exploration” factor14 δ is essential to be able to
estimate the contingent payoffs using only the realized payoffs; it can, as well, be
interpreted as exogenous statistical “noise.”

5.3.3 Case III: Homogeneous Social Groups

Next, we consider non-cooperative games in the presence of social groups with
closer and more intense ties: Individuals in each social group have identical in-
terests in the sense that they all share, and are aware of sharing, the same payoff
function. This opens up opportunity for agents to collaborate within social groups
to optimize their payoffs, while retaining their autonomy [100].

More precisely, agents formS non-overlapping communitiesCs ⊂ N , s ∈
13Strictly speaking, the limit sets of the process (5.19) and the true global regret updates (if

agents observed the action profile of agents outside their social group) coincide; see [102] for
details. Alternatively, the conditional expectation of the difference between the global regret esti-
mates and the true global regrets can be proved to be zero; see[119] for details.

14As will be discussed later, largerδ will lead to the convergence of the global behavior to a
largerǫ-distance of the correlated equilibria set.
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S = {1, · · · , S}, each with cardinalityJs and identical payoff functions15, i.e.,

Un(·) = U l(·)⇔ n, l ∈ Cs for some s ∈ S. (5.26)

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

An = Al(·)⇔ n, l ∈ Cs for some s ∈ S. (5.27)

For notational convenience, denote byUs(·) andAs the payoff function and action
set, respectively, of communityCs. Let furtherAs =

∣∣As
∣∣, where| · | denotes the

cardinality operator.
Within communities, agents form social groups. For notational convenience,

we continue to use the connectivity graphG in Definition 5.4 to represent such
“homogeneous social groups.” Individuals in a social groupare more closely tied
in the sense that they have identical interests and are willing to share the extra (and
strategically of great value) piece of information that they share the same payoff
function16. In particular,

(n, l) ∈ E in graphG⇔ agentsn andl both knowUn(·) = U l(·). (5.28)

The social group for each agentn is represented by the set of neighborsNn
c on

the connectivity graphG; see (5.9). Finally, for clarity of exposition and without
loss of generality, we adopt the “perfect monitoring” [118]model for information
exchange among agents; see (5.10). It is straightforward for the interested reader
to extend the local adaptation and learning algorithm that follows to the case of
“neighborhood monitoring,” which was discussed in§5.3.2.

Example 5.1. Consider the problem of multi-target tracking using a network of
ZigBee-enabled sensors [161]. Sensors close to each targetshare the same goal,
i.e., to localize the same target, hence, have identical payoff functions. The entire
network thus incorporates several communities of sensors with identical payoff
functions, each localizing a particular target. The measurements collected by such
communities of sensors are correlated both in time and space. Therefore, nodes
can save battery power by choosing to sleep while their neighbors are active. Two

15Without loss of generality, agents belonging to the same community are assumed to have
identical action sets.

16Note that, although individuals within the same social group are mindful of sharing the same
payoff function, they are unaware of the strategies according to which group members make their
decisions.
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advantages directly follow by letting such sensors become social and exchange
information within the social groups that they form: (i) Sharing regrets will lead
to faster coordination of their activation behavior; (ii) Sharing local estimates
will lead to improved localization performance.

In what follows, inspired by the idea of diffusion least meansquares [182,
225], we enforce cooperation among individuals in each social group via exchang-
ing and fusing regret information. Such diffusion of regretinformation within
social groups is rewarding for all members as they all share the same payoff func-
tion. This provably leads to faster coordination among agents and enables them to
respond in real time to changes in the game.

The regret matrixRn is defined as in§5.3.1; see (5.11). The cooperative diffu-
sion protocol is then implemented as follows: Agents exchange regret information
within social groups and fuse the collected data via a linearcombiner. More pre-
cisely, define theweight matrixfor each communityCs asW s = [ws

nl] satisfying

W s = IJs + µQs, 0 < µ < 1 (5.29)

whereIN denotes theN ×N identity matrix, the matrixQs = [qsnl] is symmetric,
i.e., [Qs]′ = Qs where′ denotes the transpose operator, and satisfies

(i) |qsnl| ≤ 1;

(ii) qsnl > 0 if and only if (k, l) ∈ E;

(iii) Qs1 = 0, where1 and0 are column vectors of ones and zeros, respectively.

Each rown of the matrixW s simply gives the weights that agentn assigns to the
regret information collected from neighbors. These weights may depend on the
reputation of the group members [95, 205, 265]. The fused regret matrix for agent
n at timek, denoted byR

n

k , is then computed via

R
n

k =
∑

l∈Nn
c

ws
nlR

l
k. (5.30)

Recall that all neighbors of agentNn
c belong to the same community as agent

n. Therefore, they all share the same payoff function. The fused regrets are
then promptly fed back into the stochastic approximation algorithm that updates
regrets:

Rn
k+1 = R

n

k + ε
[
Bn (ak)− Rn

k

]
(5.31)
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whereBn (ak) is aN ×N matrix with elements identical to (5.15). Finally, agent
n picks her next action according to the same strategypn as in (5.12). Simply
put, agentn follows the “regret-matching” procedure [119], summarized in Algo-
rithm 5, with the exception that fused-regret matrixR

n

k replaces the regret matrix
Rn

k .
The cooperative regret-matching procedure in the presenceof homogeneous

social groups is summarized in Algorithm 7.

Discussion and Intuition:

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

(1) Diffusion of Regrets:Within each community of agents, the social group
that an agent forms may differ from that of his neighbor’s. Therefore, the cooper-
ative diffusion protocol (5.30) helps fuse information across the community into
agentn.

(2) Data Fusion Timescale:The particular choice of the weight matrixW s

allows to perform regret update and fusion of social group’sinformation on the
same timescale by choosingµ = ε in (5.29). This enables the agents to respond in
real-time to the evolution of the game, e.g., changes in community memberships
or payoffs of communities.

5.4 Emergence of Rational Global Behavior

This section characterizes the global behavior emergent from individuals follow-
ing the local adaption and learning algorithms in§5.3. Section 5.4.1 provides a
formal definition for the global behavior of agents. Section5.4.2 then entails the
main theorem of this chapter that shows the global behavior manifested as the
consequence of each agent individually following algorithms in§5.3 converges to
the correlated equilibria set. Finally,§5.4.3 lays out a less technically involved
sketch of the convergence proofs that will further shed light on the dynamics of
the “regret-matching” procedure and how it could be adaptedto strategic decision
making in social networks. Detailed proofs are relegated toAppendix B for clarity
of presentation.



116 CHAPTER 5. NON-COOPERATIVE GAME-THEORETIC LEARNING

Algorithm 7 Adaptation and Learning Within Homogeneous Social Groups

Initialization : Setµn > An |Un
max− Un

min|, pn
0 = 1

An · 1An , andRn
0 = 0.

Step 1: Action Selection. Choose ank according to the mixed strategypn
k :

pnk(i) =

{
1
µn

∣∣rnk
(
ank−1, i

)∣∣+, i 6= ank−1

1−∑j 6=i p
n
k(j), i = ank−1

(5.32)

where|x|+ = max{0, x}.
Step 2: Information Exchange. Share decisions ank with others.
Step 3: Regret Update.

Rn
k+1 = R

n

k + ε
[
Bn (ak)− Rn

k

]
(5.33)

whereBn (ak) is anAs × As matrix identical to Algorithm 5.

(The first two steps implement the regret-matching procedure [117].)

Step 4: Regret Fusion.

R
n

k+1 = R
n

k + µ
[
Dn(ak)− Rn

k

]
(5.34)

whereDn(ak) =
[
dnij(ak)

]
is anAs × As matrix:

dnij(ak) =
∑

l∈Nn
c

ws
nl

[
Us(j, a−l

k )− Us(i, a−l
k )
]
I
{

alk = i
}
. (5.35)

ands denotes the index of the community to which agentn belongs.

(This step implements the diffusion protocol [182, 225].)

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

The global behaviorzk at timek is defined as the empirical frequency of joint
play of all agents up to periodk. Formally,

zk =
∑

τ≤k

(1− ε)k−τeaτ
(5.36)

whereeaτ
denotes the unit vector with the element corresponding to the joint play

aτ being equal to one. Further,ε serves as a forgetting factor to foster adaptivity
to the evolution of game. That is, the effect of the old game model on the de-
cisions of individuals vanishes as agents repeatedly take actions. Givenzk, the
average payoff accrued by each agent can be straightforwardly evaluated, hence
the name global behavior. It is more convenient to definezk via the stochastic
approximation recursion

zk = zk−1 + ε [eak
− zk−1] . (5.37)

The global behaviorzk is a system “diagnostic” and is only used for the anal-
ysis of the emergent collective behavior of agents. That is,it does not need to be
computed by individual agents. In real-life application such as smart sensor net-
works, however, a network controller can monitorzk and use it to adjust agents’
payoff functions to achieve the desired global behavior [191].

5.4.2 Main Result: Convergence to Correlated Equilibrium

In what follows, the main theorem of this chapter is presented that reveals both
the local and the global behavior emerging from each agent individually following
the algorithms presented in§5.3. We useRn

k andzk as indicative of agent’s local
and global experience, respectively.

The main theorem simply asserts that, if an agent individually follows any of
the algorithms of§5.3 (depending on the particular game and connectivity graph
model), she will experience regret of at mostǫ (for a small numberǫ) after suf-
ficient repeated plays of the game. Indeed, the numberǫ diminishes and asymp-
totically goes to zero in Algorithms 5 and 7, where agents exhibit no exploration.
This theorem further states that if now all agents start following any of algorithms
of §5.3 independently, the global behavior converges to the correlated equilibria
set. Differently put, agents can coordinate their strategies in a distributed fashion
so that the distribution of their joint behavior belongs to the correlated equilibria
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set. From the game-theoretic point of view, we show non-fully rational local be-
havior of individuals, due to utilizing a “better-reply” rather than a “best-reply”
strategy, can lead to the manifestation of globally sophisticated behavior.

Before proceeding with the theorem, recall that weak convergence is a gener-
alization of convergence in distribution to a function space17; see Definition 3.2
in §3.5.2.

Theorem 5.4.1.Suppose the gameG, defined in§5.2.1, is being repeatedly played.
Define the continuous-time interpolated sequence of the global behavior iterates
zk as follows:

zε(t) = zk for t ∈ [kε, (k + 1)ε) (5.38)

wherezk is defined in (5.36). With a slight abuse of notation, denote by Rn
k the

regret matrices rearranged as a vector of length(An)2, and define the continuous-
time interpolated sequence

Rn,ε(t) = Rn
k for t ∈ [kε, (k + 1)ε) (5.39)

whereRn
k is given in (5.11) and (5.20). Let furtherR− represent the negative

orthant and‖ · ‖ denote the Euclidean norm. Then, the following results hold:

Result 1: Consider “Case I” that examines fully social players; see§5.3.1. If
every agent follows the “regret-matching” procedure [117], summarized in Algo-
rithm 5, then asε→ 0 andt→∞:

(i) Rn,ε(t) converges weakly to the negative orthant in the sense that

dist
[
Rn,ε(t),R−] = inf

r∈R−

∥∥Rn,ε(t)− r
∥∥⇒ 0; (5.40)

(ii) zε(t) converges weakly to the correlated equilibria setC in the sense that

dist[zε(t), C] = inf
z∈C
‖zε(t)− z‖ ⇒ 0. (5.41)

Result 2: Consider “Case II” that examines formation of social groups; see
§5.3.2. For eachǫ, there exists an upper bound̂δ(ǫ) on the exploration factor
δ such that, if every agent follows Algorithm 6 withδ < δ̂(ǫ), as ε → 0 and
t→∞:

17We refer the interested reader to [167, Chapter 7] for further details on weak convergence and
related matters.
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(i) Rn,ε(t) converges weakly toǫ-distance of the negative orthant, i.e.,

dist
[
Rn,ε(t),R−]− ǫ⇒ 0;

(ii) zε(t) converges weakly to the correlatedǫ-equilibria setCǫ, i.e.,

dist[zε(t), Cǫ]⇒ 0.

Result 3: Consider “Case III” that examines formation of homogeneoussocial
groups; see§5.3.3. If every agent follows Algorithm 7, then asε→ 0 andt→∞:

(i) Rn,ε(t) converges weakly to the negative orthant.
(ii) zε(t) converges weakly to the correlated equilibria setC.

Discussion:
1) Convergence to Set:Note that Theorem 5.4.1 proves convergence ofzk to

the correlated equilibria setC, rather than a point in the setC. In fact, once the
convergence occurs,zk can generally move around in the polytopeC. The same
argument holds for convergence of regretsRn

k to the negative orthant.
2) Time-invariant Games:If the parameters of the gameG (such as the payoff

functions, action sets, etc.) do not evolve with time, one can replace the constant
adaptation rateε with the decreasing step-sizeεk = 1/k in Algorithms 5–7. This
results in achieving stronger convergence results in the sense that one can now
prove almost sure convergence to the correlated equilibriaset. More precisely,
there exists with probability oneK(ǫ) > 0 such that fork > K(ǫ), one can find a
correlated equilibrium joint distributionπ ∈ C at most atǫ-distance ofzk [117].

5.4.3 Sketch of Convergence Proof

Let us now proceed with a sketch of the proof of the main results summarized in
Theorem 5.4.1. For better readability, details for each step of the proof are post-
poned to Appendix B. Certain technical details, that are outof the scope of this
chapter, are also passed over; however, adequate citation will be provided for the
interested reader. The convergence analysis is based on [26] and is organized into
three steps as follows: First, it will be shown that the limitsystems for the discrete
time iterates of the presented algorithms are differentialinclusions18. Differential

18Differential inclusions are generalization of the conceptof ordinary differential equation. A
generic differential inclusion is of the formdX/dt ∈ F(X, t), whereF(X, t) specifies a family
of trajectories rather than a single trajectory as in the ordinary differential equationsdX/dt =
F (X, t). See Appendix B for a formal definition.
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inclusions arise naturally in game-theoretic learning, since the strategies accord-
ing to which others play are unknown. Next, using Lyapunov function methods,
stability of the limit dynamical system is studied and its set of global attractors is
characterized. Accordingly, asymptotic stability of the interpolated processes as-
sociated with the discrete-time iterates is proved. Up to this point, we have shown
that each agent asymptotically experiences zero (or at mostǫ) regret by following
any of the algorithms presented in§5.3. In the final step, it will be shown that
the global behavior emergent from such limit individual dynamics in the game is
attracted to the correlated equilibria set.

For the sake of simplicity of exposition, we shall focus in what follows on the
proof for the “regret-matching” procedure (Algorithm 5). We then elaborate on
how to modify each step of the proof so as to adapt it to the assumptions made in
“Case II” and “Case III” in§5.3.

Before proceeding with the proof, we shall study propertiesof the sequence
of decisions{ank} made according to Algorithms 5–7. Careful consideration of
the strategypn

k in the “regret-matching” procedure indicates that the sequence
of decisions{ank} simply forms a finite-state Markov chain. Standard results on
Markov chains show that the transition probabilities in (5.12) admits (at least)
one invariant measure. Letψn

(
Rn
)

denote such an invariant measure. Then, the
following lemma holds.

Lemma 5.1. The invariant measureψn (Rn) satisfies19

∑

i 6=j

ψn
i (R

n) |rn(i, j)|+ =
∑

i 6=j

ψn
j (R

n) |rn(j, i)|+ . (5.42)

Proof. Lettingψn (Rn) denote the invariant measure of transition probabilities (5.12),
one can write

ψn
i (R

n) = ψn
i (R

n)

[
1−

∑

j 6=i

|rn(j, i)|+
µn

]
+
∑

j 6=i

ψn
j ·
|rn(i, j)|+

µn
.

Cancelling outψn
i

(
Rn
)

on both sides and rearranging the equality yields the desire
result.

We shall now proceed with the proof.

19Equation (5.42) together withψn (Rn) ≥ 0 and
∑

i ψ
n
i (Rn) = 1 forms a linear feasibility

problem (null objective function). Existence ofψn (Rn) can alternatively be proved using strong
duality; see [37, Sec. 5.8.2] for details.
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Step 1: Characterization of Limit Individual Behavior

The first step characterizes the asymptotic behavior of individual agents as a dif-
ferential inclusion when they follow algorithms of§5.3. We borrow techniques
from the theory of stochastic approximations [167] and workwith the piecewise-
constant continuous-time interpolations of the discrete-time iterates of regrets.
The regret matrixRn

k incorporates all information recorded inzk, however, trans-
lated to each agent’s language based on her payoff function.Since it is more
convenient to work withRn

k , we characterize the limiting process forRn
k and ana-

lyze its stability instead in the next step. Technical details are tedious and are only
provided for “Case I”. The interested reader is referred to [102], [167, Chapter 8]
for more details.

Case I:Let p−n denote a probability measure over the joint action spaceA−n

of all agents excluding agentn, and denote by∆A−n the simplex of all such
measures. The expected payoff to agentn given the joint strategyp−n is then
defined as

Un
(
an,p−n

) defn
=
∑

a−n

p−n
(
a−n
)
Un
(
an, a−n

)
(5.43)

wherep−n
(
a−n
)

denotes the probability of all agents excluding agentn jointly
pickinga−n.

Theorem 5.4.2.Asε → 0, the interpolated processRn,ε(·) converges weakly to
Rn(·), that is a solution to the differential inclusion20

dRn

dt
∈ Hn

(
Rn
)
− Rn (5.44)

whereHn
(
Rn
)

is anAn ×An matrix with elements defined below:

hnij
(
Rn
) defn
=
{[
Un
(
j,p−n

)
− Un

(
i,p−n

)]
ψn
i

(
Rn
)
;p−n ∈ ∆A−n

}
. (5.45)

Proof. See Appendix B.1.

Discussion and Intuition:The asymptotics of a stochastic approximation al-
gorithm is typically captured by an ordinary differential equation (ODE). Here,
although agents observea−n, they are oblivious to the strategiesp−n from which
a−n has been drawn. Differentp−n ∈ ∆A−n form different trajectories ofRn(t).

20Since the r.h.s. in (5.44) is a compact convex set, the lineargrowth condition (B.2) for the
differential inclusion is trivially satisfied; see Definition B.1 for detials.
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Therefore,Rn,ε(t) converges weakly to the trajectories of a differential inclusion
rather than an ODE .

Case II: Let ν−n denote a probability measure over the joint action space of
the open neighborhood of agentn, and denote by∆ANn

the simplex of all such
measures. The expected local payoff to agentn given the joint strategyν−n can be
defined similar to (5.43). It is straightforward to show thatthe invariant measure
of the transition probabilities (5.32) now takes the form

σn
(
Rn
)
= (1− δ)ψn

(
Rn
)
+

1

An
· 1N (5.46)

whereψn
(
Rn
)

is the stationary distribution satisfying (5.42); see Lemma 5.1.
That is,ψn

(
Rn
)

corresponds to the stationary distribution of the transitions prob-
abilities (5.32) when the exploration factorδ = 0.

Theorem 5.4.3.Define the continuous-time interpolated sequence

RL,n,ε(t) = RL,n
k

RG,n,ε(t) = RG,n
k

for t ∈ [kε, (k + 1)ε) (5.47)

whereRL,n
k andRG,n

k are given in§5.3.2. Then, asε → 0, the interpolated pair
processes

(
RL,n,ε(·), RG,n,ε(·)

)
converges weakly to

(
RL,n(·), RG,n(·)

)
, that is a

solution to the system of interconnected differential inclusion
{

dRL,n

dt
∈ HL,n

(
RL,n, RG,n

)
− RL,n,

dRG,n

dt
∈ HG,n

(
RL,n, RG,n

)
− RG,n.

(5.48)

whereHL,n
(
RL,n, RG,n

)
andHG,n

(
RL,n, RG,n

)
areAn × An matrices with ele-

ments defined as follows:

hL,nij

defn
=
{[
Un
L

(
j,ν−n

)
− Un

L

(
i,ν−n

)]
σn
i

(
Rn
)
;ν−n ∈ ∆ANn}

hG,n
ij

defn
=
[
Un
G,t(j)− Un

G,t(i)
]
σn
i

(
Rn
) (5.49)

whereUn
G,t(·) is the interpolated process of the global payoffs accrued from the

game,σn
(
Rn
)

is given in (5.46), andRn = RL,n +RG,n.

Discussion and Intuition:The interconnection of the dynamics in (5.48) is
hidden inσn

(
Rn
)

since it is a function of the pair
(
RL,n, RG,n

)
; see (5.20).

Agents are oblivious to the strategiesν−n from which the decisionaNn

has been
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made. Therefore, following the same argument as in “Case I,”RL,n,ε(·) converges
weakly to the trajectories of a differential inclusion. Thesame argument holds
for RG,n,ε(·) except that the limit dynamics follows an ODE. This is due to agents
being oblivious to the facts: (i) non-neighbors exist, and (ii) global payoffs are
affected by non-neighbors’ decisions. However, they realize the time-dependency
of Un

G,k (·) as taking the same action at various times results in different payoffs.

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

Rs
k

defn
= col

{
Rn1

k , . . . , R
n
Js

k

}
, ∀nj ∈ Cs (5.50)

and the associated sequence of interpolated process

Rs,ε(t) = Rs
k for t ∈ [kε, (k + 1)ε). (5.51)

Let further⊗ denote the Kronecker product.

Theorem 5.4.4.Asε → 0, the interpolated processRs,ε(·) converges weakly to
Rs(·) that is a solution of the differential inclusion

dRs

dt
∈ Hs (Rs) + (Qs − I)Rs (5.52)

whereQs = Qs ⊗ IAs (see (5.29)),As denotes the cardinality of the action set of
communityCs, and

hs
ij (R

s)
defn
= {[Us(ι,p−κ)− Us(j,p−κ)]ψκ

ι ;p
−κ ∈ ∆A−κ} ,

ι = i mod As, κ =
⌊

i
As

⌋
+ 1.

(5.53)

Further,ψn represents the stationary distribution of the transition probabilities
(5.32), which satisfies (5.42).

Step 2: Stability Analysis of Limit Dynamical System

This step examines stability of the limit systems that have been shown to represent
the local dynamical behavior of agents in Step 1. The set of global attractors
of these limit systems are then shown to comprise the negative orthantR−; see
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Figure 5.4a. Therefore, agents asymptotically experiencezero (or at most as small
asǫ) regret via exhibiting the simple local behavior prescribed by Algorithms 5–7.

In what follows, we unfold the regret matrix and rearrange its elements as a
vector. With a slight abuse of notation, we continue to use the same notation for
this regret vector.

Theorem 5.4.5.The limit systems presented in Theorems 5.4.2–5.4.4 are globally
asymptotically stable. In particular,

lim
t→∞

dist
[
Rn(t),R−] = 0 (5.54)

where dist[·, ·] denotes the usual distance function.

Proof. See Appendix B.

The following corollary then follows from Theorems 5.4.2–5.4.4 and Theo-
rem 5.4.5. It asserts that the result of Theorem 5.4.5 also holds for the interpolated
processes associated with the regrets—they also converge to the negative orthant;
see Figure 5.4a.

Corollary 5.1. Consider the interpolated processRn,ε(·), defined in (5.39). Then,

lim
t→∞

lim
ε→0

∣∣Rn,ε(t)
∣∣+ = 0 (5.55)

where| · |+ denotes the element-wise positive operator, and0 represents the zero
vector of the same size asRn,ε(t).

Step 3: Convergence to Correlated Equilibria Set

In the final step of the proof we characterize the global behavior of agents whose
local behavior ensures no (or smallǫ) asymptotic regret; see Figure 5.4. It will
be shown that the regret of individual agents converging to the negative orthant
provides the necessary and sufficient condition for convergence of global behavior
to the correlated equilibria set.

Theorem 5.4.6.Recall the interpolated process for global behaviorzε(·), defined
in (5.38), and the interpolated regret processRn,ε(·), defined in (5.39). Then,

zε(·)⇒ C iff Rn,ε(·)⇒ R
− for all n ∈ N . (5.56)

Proof. The detailed proof is provided in Appendix B.

The above theorem, together with Corollary 5.1, completes the proof.
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(a)

2U

3U

1U

(b)

Figure 5.4: (a) Asymptotic stability and convergence of regrets to the negative
orthant (Corollary 5.1). (b) A typical correlated equilibria polytope in a three-
player game. The red line depicts the trajectory of average payoff accrued by
each player (Theorem 5.4.6).

5.5 Markov Modulated Non-Cooperative Games

In this section, motivated by applications in cognitive networks [101, 161, 191],
we introduce a general class of Markov modulated noncooperative games. We
then comment on whether the results of§5.4 can be generalized to such settings.
In particular, we examine if the simple local adaptation andlearning algorithms,
presented in§5.3, can lead to a global behavior that is agile enough to track the
regime-switching polytope of correlated equilibria.

Suppose the non-cooperative game model, formulated in§5.2.1, evolves with
time due to: (i) agents joining or leaving the game; (ii) changes in agents’ in-
centives (payoffs); and (iii) the connectivity graphG varying with time. Suppose
further that all time-varying parameters are finite-state and absorbed to a vector
indexed byθ. It is thus reasonable to model evolution of the game via a discrete-
time finite-state Markov chain{θk}. Without loss of generality, assume that the
Markov chain has state-spaceM = {1, . . . ,M} and transition probability matrix

P ρ = IM + ρQ. (5.57)

Here,ρ > 0 is the small parameter that, roughly speaking, determines the speed
of jumps of{θk}, IM denotes theM ×M identity matrix, andQ = [qij ] is the
generator of a continuous-time Markov chain satisfying
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(i) Q1M = 0M ;

(ii) qij ≥ 0 for i 6= j;

(iii) |qij| ≤ 1 for all i, j ∈ M.

Choosingρ small enough ensures thatpρij = δij + ρqij > 0 in the entries of (5.57),
whereδij denotes the Kroneckerδ function satisfyingδij = 1 if i = j and 0
otherwise.

For better exposition, let us assume that the payoff functions vary with the
state of the Markov chain{θk} in the rest of this section. More precisely, the
payoff function for each agentn takes the form

Un
(
an, a−n, θ

)
: An ×A−n ×M→ R. (5.58)

The main assumption here is that agents do not observe the Markov chain{θk},
nor are they aware of its dynamics. Agents however may realize time-dependency
of the payoff functions as taking the same action at different time instants may
result in different payoffs. Put differently, it does not enter implementation of the
local adaptation and learning algorithms. The Markov chaindynamics are used in
analyzing the tracking capability of the algorithms.

As the payoff functions jump change according to the Markov chain {θk},
so does the correlated equilibria set as illustrated in Figure 5.5. We thus need
to modify Definition 5.3 to incorporateθ-dependency of the payoff functions as
follows:

Definition 5.5. Let p denote a probability distribution on the space of action
profilesA. The set of correlated equilibria of the regime-switching game is the
convex polytope

Cǫ(θk) =
{
p :
∑

a−n

pn
(
i,a−n

) [
Un
(
j,a−n, θk

)
− Un

(
i,a−n, θk

)]
≤ 0,∀i, j, n

}

wherepn
(
i, a−n

)
denotes the probability of agentn playing actioni and the rest

playinga−n.

The following theorem then provides a condition that ensures the local adap-
tation and learning algorithms of§5.3 (with no further modifications) generate
trajectories of global behaviorzk that tracks the regime switching set of corre-
lated equilibriumC(θk).
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Figure 5.5: Tracking convex polytope of correlated equilibria C(θk) randomly
evolving with time according to a Markov process{θk}. Theorem 5.5.1 asserts
that such tracking is attainable by each agent individuallyfollowing the regret-
matching algorithms presented in§5.3.

Theorem 5.5.1.Consider the non-cooperative gameG regime switching accord-
ing to a finite-state Markov chain{θk}with transition probabilities given by (5.57).
Suppose that the step-size of Algrithms 5–7 is small, i.e.,0 < ε≪ 1. Assume fur-
ther that that

the processθk is “slow” in the sense thatρ = ε. (5.59)

Recall the interpolated sequence of regretsRn,ε(·), defined in (5.39), and interpo-
lated global behaviorzε(·), defined in (5.38). If every agent follows Algorithms 5–
7, asε→ 0 andt→∞21:

(i) Rn,ε(t) converges weakly to the negative orthant in the sense that

dist
[
Rn,ε(t),R−] = inf

r∈R−

∥∥Rn,ε(t)− r
∥∥⇒ 0; (5.60)

(ii) zε(·) converges weakly to the regime-switching polytope of correlated
equilibria C(θ(·)). More precisely,

dist[zε(·), C(θ(·))] = inf
z∈C(θ(·))

|zε(·)− z| ⇒ 0. (5.61)

21To be more precise, the following results hold for anǫ neighborhood of the convergent sets in
“Case II”.
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whereθ(·) is a continuous-time Markov chain with generatorQ; see (5.57).

Proof. We skip the detailed proof for the sake of brevity. Here, we only provide
a descriptive sketch of the steps of the proof: First, by a combined use of updated
treatment on stochastic approximation [167], and Markov-switched systems [261,
263], we show that the limiting behavior converges weakly tothe differential
inclusions presented in Theorems 5.4.2–5.4.4 modulated bya continuous-time
Markov chain with generatorQ. Next, using the multiple Lyapunov function
method [53, 54], [177, Chapter 3], we show that the limiting dynamical system
is globally asymptotically stable almost surely. The interested reader is referred
to [102] for the detailed proof in “Case II.”

Discussion and Intuition: It is well known that: (i) If the underlying parameter
θk change too drastically, there is no chance one can track the time-varying prop-
erties via an adaptive stochastic approximation algorithm. (Such a phenomenon is
known as trackability [29].) b) If the parameters evolve on aslower time-scale as
compared to the stochastic approximation algorithm, they remain constant in the
fast time-scale and their variation can be asymptotically ignored. Condition (5.59)
simply ensures that the parameters of the game model evolve according to a
Markov chain that evolves on the same timescale as Algorithms 5–7. The above
theorem then asserts that, if the “matching-speed” condition holds, Algorithms 5–
7 are agile in tracking the jump changes in the correlated equilibria set. From
the game-theoretic point of view, non-fully-rational behavior of individual agents
(due to utilizing a “better-reply” rather than a “best-reply” strategy) leads to a so-
phisticated globally rational behavior that can adapt to time inhomogeneities in
the game model.

5.6 Example: Energy-Aware Sensing via Diffusion
LMS

This section provides an example of how the adaptation and learning algorithms
of §5.3 can be applied to achieve sophisticated global behaviorin a social sens-
ing application. We consider energy-aware activation control of sensors aiming
to collaboratively estimate the true value of a common parameter of interest22.
We focus on the diffusion least mean square (LMS) algorithms[182, 224, 226];

22The material in this section is based on the recent paper [101].
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however, the proposed framework can applied to any collaborative non-Bayesian
estimation setting.

5.6.1 Centralized Parameter Estimation Problem

Consider a set ofN sensorsN = {1, . . . , N} with the objective to estimate an
unknownM × 1 parameter vectorψo via recording noisy measurements

ynk = un
kψ

o + vnk , n = 1, . . . , N. (5.62)

Here,{un
k} and{vnk} denote the sequences of1×M random regressor vectors and

zero-mean local measurement noises, respectively. Such linear models are well-
suited to approximate input-output relations for many practical applications [224].
The sequence{un

k , v
n
k} can generally be correlated as long as the remote past and

distant future are asymptotically independent; see [101, Section II-C] for details
and examples of such processes. For simplicity of presentation, we assume here
that the sequence{un

k , v
n
k} is temporally white and spatially independent such

that [182]:

E
{
[un

k ]
′
ul

k

}
= Rn

d · δkk · δnl
E
{
vnkv

l
k

}
= σ2

v,n · δkk · δnl
(5.63)

wherex′ denotes the transpose of vectorx, Rn
d is positive-definite andδij is the

Kronecker delta function:δij = 1 if i = j, and 0 otherwise. The noise sequence
{vnk} is further uncorrelated with the regression data{ul

k} for all {k, k, n, l}:

E
{
[un

k ]
′ vlk
}
= 0. (5.64)

The network of sensors then seeks to solve the least mean square parameter esti-
mation problem

min
ψ

E ‖Y k − ukψ‖2 (5.65)

where‖ · ‖ denotes Euclidean norm and

uk
defn
= col

(
u1

k, . . . ,u
N
k

)
, Y k

defn
= col

(
y1k, . . . , y

N
k

)
.
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5.6.2 Diffusion Least Mean Squares (LMS)

We focus on the diffusion LMS algorithm [182] that adopts a peer-to-peer dif-
fusion protocol and provides a distributed solution to the centralized parameter
estimation problem (5.65). Sensors form social groups within which estimates
are exchanged. Sensors then fuse the collected data and combine it with the local
measurements to refine their estimates. Deploying such “social sensors” has been
proved to improve the estimation performance, yet yield savings in computation,
communication and energy expenditure [226, 225].

Recall the connectivity graphG = (V,E), from Definition 5.4, and the closed
neighborhoodNn

c in (5.9). For simplicity of presentation, we assume the connec-
tivity graphG is fixed and strongly connected, i.e., there exists a path between
each pair of nodes23. Let 0 < µ ≪ 1 be a small positive step size and define the
weight matrixW = [wij] for the diffusion protocol as follows:

W = IK + µQ,
|qij| ≤ 1, ∀i, j, qij ≥ 0, for i 6= j,

Q1 = 0, and Q′ = Q.
(5.66)

The diffusion LMS then requires each sensor to employ a stochastic approxima-
tion algorithm of the form

(Data Assimilation) ψn
k+1 = φ

n
k + µ [un

k ]
′ [ynk − un

kφ
n
k ]

(Data Fusion) φn
k+1 =

∑

l∈Nn
c

wnlψ
l
k+1

(5.67)

where the second step is the local fusion of estimates via a linear combiner. Note
that, since each sensor has a different neighborhood, the fusion rule (5.67) helps
fuse data across the network into node’s estimate. This enables the network to
respond in real-time to the temporal and spatial variationsin the statistical profile
of the data.

Define the interpolated process associated with each sensor’s estimate of the
true parameter as follows:

ψn,µ(t) = ψn
k for t ∈ [kµ, (k + 1)µ).

23Intermittent sensor failures can be captured by a random graph model where the probability
that two sensors are connected is simply the probability of successful communication times the
indicator function that shows the two sensors are neighborsin the underlying fixed graph. In this
case, mean connectedness of the random graph is sufficient, i.e.,λ2(L) > 0, whereL = ELn, Ln

denotes the Laplacian of the random graph process{Gn}, andλ2(·) denotes the second largest
eigenvalue; see [137] for details.



5.6. EXAMPLE: ENERGY-AWARE SENSING VIA DIFFUSION LMS 131

Using the well-known ODE method for convergence analysis ofstochastic ap-
proximation algorithms, it is shown in [101] that, asε→ 0,

ψn,µ(t)⇒ ψo as t→∞. (5.68)

To provide some intuition on the particular choice of the weight matrix in (5.66),
consider the standard diffusion LMS algorithm in [182]: it uses the same updates
as in (5.67), however, with weight matrix̂W that is only assumed to be stochastic,
i.e.,Ŵ1 = 1. Define the network’s global estimate of the true parameter as

Ψk = col
(
ψ1

k, . . . ,ψ
N
k

)
.

Let further
U k = diag

(
u1

k, . . . ,u
N
k

)
, Ŵ = Ŵ ⊗ IM

where⊗ represents the Kronecker product. The global recursion forthe diffusion
LMS across the network can then be expressed as

Ψk+1 = ŴΨk + µINMU
′
k

[
Y k −U kŴΨk

]
. (5.69)

Remark 5.1. A classical stochastic approximation algorithm is of the formΨk+1 =
Ψk + µg(Ψk, vk), wherevk denotes a noise sequence and0 < µ ≪ 1 denotes
the step-size. Clearly, the global recursion for diffusionLMS (5.69) is not in such
form because of the data fusion captured by the first term on the r.h.s in (5.69).

The following theorem shows that the diffusion LMS (5.69) is“equivalent”
to a classical stochastic approximation algorithm. Below,we use the notation
log(A) to denote the matrix logarithm of a matrixA. Equivalently,B = log(A) if
A = exp(B) whereexp(B) denotes the matrix exponential.

Theorem 5.6.1. Let Ŵ be a stochastic matrix. Then, as the sampling time
∆→ 0, the discrete-time data fusion recursion (5.69) is equivalent to a standard
stochastic approximation algorithm of the form

Ψk+1 = Ψk + µINM

[
W̃Ψk +U

′
k

[
Y k −U kŴΨk

]]
,

whereW̃ = ln
(
Ŵ
)
/∆, and0 < µ≪ 1

(5.70)

in the sense that they both form discretizations of the same ODE

dΨ

dt
= W̃Ψ.
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Proof. Suppose∆ time units elapse between two successive iterations of (5.69).
Then, the diffusion protocol (the first term on the r.h.s of (5.69)) can be conceived
as a discretization of the ODEdΨ/dt = W̃Ψ, whereexp

(
W̃∆

)
= Ŵ . Taking

Taylor expansion yields

Ŵ = I +∆W̃ + o(∆), where o(∆)→ 0 as ∆→ 0. (5.71)

Therefore, as∆ → 0, the standard diffusion LMS (5.69) is equivalent to the
standard stochastic approximation iterate (5.70).

Further inspection of the matrix̃W in (5.70) shows that, sincẽW =

lim∆→0(exp(W̃∆)− I)/∆,

W̃1 = 0, and w̃ij > 0 for i 6= j. (5.72)

Now, comparing (5.72) with (5.66), together with Theorem 5.6.1, confirms the
equivalence between the standard diffusion protocol [182]and the diffusion pro-
tocol constructed by using the weight matrix (5.66). The advantages of the partic-
ular choice of the weight matrix (5.66) in the adaptive filtering algorithm (5.67)
are however threefold: (i) both data assimilation and fusion takes place on the
same timescale; (ii) simpler derivation of the known results can be obtained by
employing the powerful ordinary differential equation (ODE) method [29, 167];
(iii) one can use weak convergence methods [167, Chapter 8] to show how respon-
sive the adaptive filtering algorithm is to the time-variations of the true parameter.

5.6.3 Energy-Aware Activation Control of Diffusion LMS

Can one make the above decentralized solution to the sensingproblem even more
efficient by allowing sensors to activate only when their contributions outweigh
the activation costs? We equip the sensors with an activation mechanism that,
taking into account the spatial-temporal correlation of their measurements, pre-
scribes sensors to sleep when the the energy cost of acquiring new measurement
outweighs its contribution to the estimation task. When a node is active, it up-
dates its estimate and performs fusion of its own estimate with those received
from neighboring nodes, whereas inactive nodes do not update their estimates.
More precisely, each sensor runs local updates of the form

ψn
k+1 =

{
φn

k + µ [un
k ]

′ [ynk − un
kφ

n
k ] , if an

k = 1 (Active)
ψn

k , if an
k = 0 (Sleep)

(5.73)
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whereφn
k is the fused local estimate, defined in (5.67). Due to the interdependence

of sensors’ activation behavior, a game-theoretic approach is a natural choice to
model their interaction.

The problem of each sensorn is then to successively pick action an
k from the

setAn = {0 (sleep), 1 (activate)} to strategically optimize a utility function. This
utility function captures the trade-off between energy expenditure and the “value”
of sensor’s contribution. LetΨ =

[
ψ1, · · · ,ψN

]
denote the profile of estimates

across the network. The utility function for each sensorn can then be defined as
follows:

Un
(
an, a−n;Ψ

)
= Un

L

(
an, aNn

;Ψ
)
+ Un

G

(
an, aSn)

. (5.74)

The local utility function Un
L(·) captures the trade-off between the value of

the measurements collected by sensorn and the energy costs associated with it.
If too many of sensorn’s neighbors activate simultaneously, excessive energy is
consumed due to the spatial-temporal correlation of sensormeasurements—that
is, the data collected by sensorn is less valuable. On the other hand, if too few of
sensorn’s neighbors activate, their fused estimates lack “innovation.” The local
utility of sensork is then given by

Un
L

(
an, aNn

;Ψ
)
=
[
Kl,1

(
1− exp

(
−γl‖ψn − φn‖2s(ηk)

))

−Kl,2

(
ETx

(
ηn
)
+ EAct

)]
I {an = 1} .

(5.75)

where
ηk
(
an, aNn)

= an +
∑

l∈Nn

al.

In addition,Kl,1 andγl are the pricing parameters related to the “reward” associ-
ated with the data collected by sensorn, Kl,2 is the pricing parameter related to
the energy costs associated with activationEAct and broadcasting measurements
ETx (·). Finally, s(ηn) denotes the probability of successful transmission24. A

24The probability of successful transmission is given by

s(ηn) =

Bmax∑

m=0

p(ηn)(1 − p(ηn))m.

Here,Bmax denotes the maximum number of back-offs,p(ηn) = (1 − qn)ηn

−1 denotes the prob-
ability that the channel is clear, andqn represents the probability that sensorn is transmitting at a
given time; see [161, p. 6099] for details in the unslotted CSMA/CA scheme.
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sensor is thus motivated to activate when majority of its neighbors are in the sleep
mode and/or its estimateψn is far from the local fused estimateφn.

Theglobalutility functionUn
G(·) concerns the connectivity of the network and

diffusion of estimates. LetRn
r denote the set of sensors within radiusr from

sensorn excluding the neighborhoodNn
c . Define the number of active sensors in

Rn
r by

ζn
(
an, aSn)

= an +
∑

l∈Rn
r

al.

Theglobalutility of sensorn is then given by

Un
G

(
an, aSn)

= Kg

(
e−γgζn

)
I {an = 1} (5.76)

whereKg andγg are the pricing parameters. Higherζn lowers the global utility
due to less importance of sensorn’s contribution to the diffusion of estimates
across the network and keeping connectivity inRk

r . Sensorn is thus motivated to
activate when majority of the nodes in its geographic regionRn

r are in the sleep
mode.

Each sensorn realizesηnk = ηn
(
ank , a

Nn

k

)
as a consequence of receiving esti-

mates{ψl
k}l∈Nn from neighbors, therefore, is able to evaluate its local utility at

each periodk. However, it does not observe the actions of non-neighbors,there-
fore, does not realizeζnk = ζn

(
ank , a

Sn

k

)
and is unable to evaluate its global utility.

The above game-theoretic model for activation control of sensors matches the
setting of§5.3.2. Therefore, we employ Algorithm 6 with the above utility func-
tion to devise the activation mechanism. This mechanism is then embedded into
the diffusion LMS algorithm such that the overall energy-aware diffusion LMS
forms a two-timescale stochastic approximation algorithm: the fast timescale cor-
responds to the game-theoretic activation mechanism (step-sizeε) and the slow
timescale is the diffusion LMS (step-sizeµ = O(ε2)).

The resulting energy-aware diffusion LMS algorithm is summarized in Algo-
rithm 8.
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Algorithm 8 Energy-Aware Diffusion LMS

Initialization : Set 0 < δ < 1, µn > An |Un
max− Un

min|, pn
0 =

[
1
2
, 1
2

]′
, and

RL,n
0 = RG,n

0 = 02×2. Choose0 < ε, ρ ≪ 1 such thatµ = O(ε2), and
ψn

0 = φn
0 = 0.

Step 1: Node Activation. Choose ank ∈ {1 (Activate), 0 (Sleep)} according to the
randomized strategypn

k :

pnk(i) =

{
(1− δ)min

{
1
µn

∣∣rnk
(
ank−1, i

)∣∣+ , 1
2

}
+ δ

2
, ank−1 6= i

1−∑j 6=i p
n
k(j), ank−1 = i

(5.77)

Step 2: Diffusion LMS.

ψn
k+1 =

{
φn

k + µ [un
k ]

′ [ynk − un
kφ

n
k ] , if an

k = 1 (Active),
ψn

k , if an
k = 0 (Sleep).

(5.78)

Step 3: Estimate Exchange. If an
k = 1: (i) Transmitψn

k to neighborsNn and
collect{ψl

k}l∈Nn ; (ii) set

alk =

{
1, if noden receieves nodel’s estimateψl

k,
0, otherwise,

(5.79)

and

ψ̂
l

k =

{
received estimate, if al

k = 1,

ψl
k−1, if al

k = 0.
(5.80)

If an
k = 0, go to Step 5.

Step 4: Fusion of Local Estimates.

ψn
k =

∑

l∈Nn
c

wnlψ̂
l

k. (5.81)

Step 5: Regret Update. Run ‘Step 3’ in Algorithm 6.
Step 6: Recursion. Setk ← k + 1, and go Step 1.

In such two timescale algorithms, the fast time-scale will see the slow compo-
nent as quasi-static while the slow component sees the fast one near equilibrium.
By virtue of the results of§5.4, consistency of the diffusion LMS (5.68), and treat-
ment of asynchronous stochastic approximation algorithms, it is shown in [101]
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Figure 5.6: Energy-aware diffusion LMS is asymptotically consistent, yet the
global activation behavior along the way tracks the correlated equilibria set of
the activation control game.

that, if each sensor individually follows Algorithm 6, the following results hold:

(i) As µ→ 0,ψn,µ(t) converges weakly toψo across the network. That is, the
energy-aware diffusion LMS is consistent.

(ii) As ε→ 0, zε(·) converges weakly toCǫ(Ψ(·)). That is, the global activation
behavior across the network belongs to the correlatedǫ-equilibria set of the
underlying activation control game.

The local and global behavior of the energy-aware diffusionLMS in illustrated in
Figure 5.6. Note that, since the utility function (5.74) is afunction of the estimates
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Figure 5.7: Network topology and sensors’ regressors statistics.

across the network, so is the correlated equilibria set of the underlying game—it
slowly evolves as the parameter estimates across the network Ψk change over
time.

5.6.4 Numerical Study

Fig. 5.7 depicts the network topology that we study in this example. It further
illustrates the statistics of each sensor’s sequence of regressors that is generated
by a Gaussian Markov source with local correlation functionof the formr(τ) =

σ2
u,nα

|τ |
u,n, whereαu,n is the correlation index. We defineQ = [qkl] in (5.66) as

qnl =





1∣∣Nn
c

∣∣ , l ∈ Nn
c ,

0, otherwise.
(5.82)

It is further assumed that sensors are equipped with ChipconCC2420 transceiver
chipset which implements CSMA/CA protocol for exchanging estimates with
neighbors25. For brevity of presentation, we skip the detailed model description
and expressions forETx(·) andEAct in (5.75); the interested reader is referred

25The ZigBee/IEEE 802.15.4 standard is currently a leading choice for low-power communica-
tion in wireless sensor networks. It employs a CSMA/CA scheme for multiple access data trans-
mission. In networks with tight energy constraints, the non-beacon-enabled(unslotted CSMA/CA)
mode is more preferable as the node receivers do not need to switch on periodically to synchronize
to the beacon.
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to [101], [161, Appendix] for the details. We further assumethe noisevkn is i.i.d.
with σ2

v,k = 10−3, andµ = 0.01.
Define the network excess mean square error:

EMSEnet =
1

N

N∑

n=1

EMSEn (5.83)

where EMSEn denotes the EMSE for sensorn. EMSEnet is simply obtained by av-
eragingE|un

k(ψ
o − φk

k−1)|2 across all sensors in the network. Figure 5.8 demon-
strates the trade-off between energy expenditure in the network and the rate of
convergence of the diffusion LMS algorithm in terms of EMSEnet after104 itera-
tions. Sensors become more conservative by increasing the energy consumption
parameterKl,2 and, accordingly, activate less frequently due to receiving lower
utilities; see (5.75). This reduces the average proportionof active sensors and in-
creases EMSEnet due to recording fewer measurements and less frequent fusion of
neighboring estimates. Increasing the pricing parametersγl, in (5.75), andγg, in
(5.76), has the same effect as can be observed in Figure 5.8. The global perfor-
mance of Algorithm 8 is further compared with the standard diffusion LMS [182]
in Figure 5.9. As the pricing parametersKl,1 in (5.75) (corresponding to the con-
tribution of sensors in local parameter estimation) andKg in (5.76) (corresponding
to the contribution of sensors in local diffusion) increase, sensors activate more
frequently. As shown in Figure 5.9, this improves the rate ofconvergence of the
energy-aware diffusion LMS algorithm.

5.7 Closing Remarks

In this chapter, we used non-cooperative game-theoretic learning as a model for
interactive sensing with social sensors. Besides the competitive situations, equally
abundant are interactions wherein multiple agents cooperate to reach a common
goal. For instance, family members and friends register to the same long-distance
service to take advantage of more affordable rates. Similarly, multiple airlines
may form alliances to provide convenient connections between as many airports
as possible so as to increase profit [234]. Associated with each formed group
of cooperating parties, namely,coalitions, there corresponds a productive value
which captures how fruitful their collaboration is in fulfilling the coalition’s goal.
Such a value may depend not only on parties that form a coalition and their con-
nection (influence), but also on those who are excluded from the coalition. For
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instance, registering to a particular long-distance service clearly has advantages
to the members of a family; however, due to the associated overhead costs, it
may limit communication with friends who are registered to adifferent service.
Therefore, any competition (if existent at all) will be among coalitions, rather than
parties.

In such situations the main issue is to obtain a fair distribution of the joint rev-
enues from cooperation so as to form stable coalitions. For instance, the produc-
tive value may be split based on the relative contributions or relations (influence)
of different parties within each coalition. In the presenceof multiple coalitions,
each agent naturally favours the one that ensures the highest payoff. Allocation
of shares from the joint revenues, thus, impacts the structure of formed coalitions
and their stability.

Formation of such stable coalitions can be naturally modelled and analysed in
a particular strain of the cooperative game framework, namely, coalition forma-
tion games. Coalition formation is of particular significance in several economic,
political and social contexts such as cartel formation, lobbies, customs unions,
conflict, public goods provision, political party formation, etc. [216, 217]. The
single-valuedShapley value[230, 122], named in honour of Lloyd Shapley, and
the set-valuedcore26 are the most prominent solution concepts in the context of
cooperative games.

An extension of the game-theoretic learning approach to interactive sensing
is to model formation of stable coalitions of sensors that collaborate to gather
data about the same phenomenon of interest; cf. [98, 99] for two instances of
cooperative game-theoretic learning approach to target localization and resource
allocation problems.

Another direction for further research is to explore the adaptive learning al-
gorithms of game-theoretic nature in large-scale discreteoptimization problems,
where the optimal solution is obtained by collecting observations from many sep-
arate sources via a social network [96, 103]. One such problem is choosing in-
fluential sets of individuals to maximize the spread of influence through a so-
cial network, which was first formulated as a discrete optimization in the seminal
work [142]: “if we can try to convince a subset of individualsto adopt a new prod-
uct or innovation, and the goal is to trigger a large cascade of further adoptions,
which set of individuals should we target?” For more recent works in this area,
the reader is referred to [57, 58].

26The formal concept of the core for cooperative games in characteristic form was first intro-
duced by Gillies [104] and Shapley [229]; see [194, Ch. 6] foradditional background.



Chapter 6

Summary

The motivation for this monograph stems from understandinghow individuals in-
teract in a social network and how simple local behavior can result in complex
global behavior. The underlying tools employed in this monograph are widely
used by the electrical engineering research community in the areas of signal pro-
cessing, control, information theory and network communications. In what fol-
lows, we summarize the main results discussed in detail in this monograph:

Chapter 2 considered social learning models for interaction among sensors
where agents use their private observations along with actions of other agents to
estimate an underlying state of nature. We considered extensions of the basic so-
cial learning paradigm to online reputation systems in which agents communicate
over a social network. Despite the apparent simplicity in these information flows,
the systems exhibit unusual behavior such as herding and data incest. Also, an
example of social-learning for change detection was considered.

Chapter 3 analyzed the dynamics of a duplication-deletion graph where at each
time instant, one node can either join or leave the graph (an extension to the dupli-
cation model of [62, 211]). The power law component for such graph was com-
puted. Also, a Markov-modulated random graph was proposed to model the so-
cial networks whose dynamics evolve over time according to afinite-state Markov
chain. Using the stochastic approximation algorithms, theprobability mass func-
tion of degree of each node (degree distribution) was estimated. Then, an upper
bound was derived for the distance between the estimated andthe expected degree
distribution. As a result of this bound, we showed that the scaled tracking error
between the expected degree distribution and the estimatedone weakly converges
to a diffusion process. From that, the covariance of this error can be computed.
Finally, we presented a discussion on simulating graphicalrealizations of a de-

141
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gree sequence which is a problem of much interest in numerical studies of social
networks.

Chapter 4 discussed the Susceptible-Infected-Susceptible (SIS) model for dif-
fusion of information in social networks. By using the mean field dynamics, the
degree distribution was shown to satisfy an ordinary differential equation. As a
result, the probability of a link pointing to an infected node satisfies a scalar dif-
ferential equation. Given these dynamics for the state of information diffusion,
sampling of the nodes in the network can be viewed as a noisy measurements of
the state. We outlined two types of sampling individuals in anetwork that are of
recent interest—namely, social sampling and respondent-driven sampling. Given
these noisy measurements, estimation of the underlying state was formulated as a
Bayesian filtering problem.

Chapter 5 discussed, at length, a non-Bayesian formulation, where agents
seek to achieve coordination in decision making by optimizing their own utility
functions. We adopted a non-cooperative game-theoretic formulation and con-
sidered three protocols for information exchange among interacting agents. The
well-known game-theoretic learning algorithm—namely, the Hart & Mas-Colell’s
“regret-matching” procedure—was presented and extended to accommodate the
information flow protocols that are typical in interactionsamong agents in social
networks. Interestingly enough, we have shown that, while each individual has
limitations in sensing the environment and communicating with other agents, the
coordinated behavior among agents can lead to the manifestation of sophisticated
behavior at the network level. More precisely, the global behavior of agents turn
out to be distributed according to randomized strategies drawn from the convex
polytope of correlated equilibria. Instances of such emergent global behavior are
even observed in nature, e.g., fish schooling and birds flightin formation [49, 246].

In this monograph, to give a flavor of the various averaging analysis meth-
ods, we used a variety of analysis tool to analyse the asymptotic properties of
the presented stochastic approximation algorithms: (a) Mean square convergence:
Chapter 3 used this method to derive bounds on the differencebetween the esti-
mated and the expected degree distribution of a Markov-modulated random graph;
(b) Maximum deviation bounds: Chapter 4 employed this method to derive an
exponential bound (in terms of the number of agents) for the probability of de-
viation of the sample path of the infected distribution fromthe mean field dy-
namics in finite time interval; (c) Weak convergence: Chapter 3 and Chapter 5
use weak convergence methods to analyze the convergence of stochastic approx-
imation algorithms. In Chapter 3 these methods were used to specify how the
empirical distribution of a Markov chain can be tracked and how the tracking er-
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rors satisfy a switched Markovian diffusion process. Finally Chapter 5 used weak
convergence methods to derive the limit system representing the asymptotics of
the game-theoretic decision making procedure. This methodwas shown to be
strong enough to tackle Markovian evolution of the parameters underlying the
non-cooperative game model.

There exist other important problems in the context of social networks that
have been extensively studied in the literature, hence, were not included in this
monograph. Examples include consensus formation [132, Chapter 8], [149, 240],
metrics for measuring networks (other than degree distribution) [132, Chapter 2],
[253], small world [144, 254, 255], cooperative models of network formation [131,
Chapter 1], [132, Chapter 12], [233], behavior dynamics in peer-to-peer media-
sharing social networks [112, 267], and privacy and security modeling [169, 179],
to name a few. The interested reader can find detailed discussions on these topics
in the above references and the references therein.
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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, Chapter 4, p79]. To com-
pute the expected degree distribution of the Markov-modulated random graph, we
obtain a relation between the number of nodes with specific degree at timen and
the degree distribution of the graph at timen− 1. For the sake of notational con-
venience, we drop the dependency of probabilities of connection and deletion on
θ and we denotep(θ) andq(θ) by p andq. Given the resulting graph at timen, the
aim is to find the expected number of nodes with degreei+ 1 at timen + 1. The
following events can occur that result in a node with degreei+ 1 at timen+ 1:

• Degree of a node with degreei increments by one in the duplication step (Step 2
of Algorithm 2) and remains unchanged in the deletion step (Step 3):

– A node with degreei is chosen at the duplication step as a parent node and
remains unchanged in the deletion step. The probability of occurrence of
such an event is(

1− q(i+ 1) + q(1 + pi)− q(1 + pi)(i+ 1)/Nn

Nn

)
fn(i)

Nn
;

the probability of choosing a node with degreei is fn(i)
Nn

and the probability
of the event that this node remains unchanged in the deletionstep is1

1− q(i+ 1) + q(1 + pi)− q(1 + pi)(i+ 1)/Nn

Nn

.

1The deletion step (Step 3 of Algorithm 2) comprises an edge-deletion step and a duplication
step. The probability that the degree of node with degreei changes in the edge-deletion step is

144
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– One neighbor of a node with degreei is selected as a parent node; the parent
node connects to its neighbors (including the node with degreei) with prob-
ability p in the edge-duplication part of Step 2. The probability of such an
event is

fn(i)pi

Nn

(
1− q(i+ 2) + q(1 + p(i+ 1))− q(1 + p(i+ 1))(i+ 2)/Nn

Nn

)
.

Note that the node whose degree is incremented by one in this event should
remain unaffected in Step 3; the probability of being unchanged in Step 3 for
such a node is

1− q(i+ 2) + q(1 + p(i+ 1))− q(1 + p(i+ 1))(i+ 2)/Nn

Nn

.

• A node with degreei + 1 remains unchanged in both Step 2 and Step 3 of
Algorithm 2:

– Using the same argument as above, the probability of such an event is

fn(i+ 1)

(
1− q

i+ 3 + p(i+ 1)− (1+p(i+1))(i+2)
Nn

Nn

)(
1− p(i+ 1) + 1

Nn

)
.

• A new node with degreei+ 1 is generated in Step 2:

– The degree of the most recently generated node (in the vertex- duplication
part of Step 2) increments toi + 1; the new node connects to“i” neighbors
of the parent node and remains unchanged in Step 3. The probability of this
scenario is

q(i+1)
Nn

; either this node or one of its neighbors should be selected in the edge-deletion step. Also
given that the degree of this node dose not change in the edge-deletion step, if either this node or
one of its neighbor is selected in the duplication step (within Step 3) then the degree of this node
increments by one with probability1+pi

Nn

. Therefore, the probability that the degree of a node of
degreei remains unchanged in Step 3 is

1− q(i+ 1) + q(1 + pi)− q(1 + pi)(i+ 1)/Nn

Nn

.

Note that for simplicity in our analysis, we assumed that thenodes whose degrees are changed in
the edge-deletion part of Step 3, remain unchanged in the duplication part of Step 3 at that time
instant. Also, the new node, which is generated in the vertex-duplication step of Step 2, remains
unchanged in Step 3. Therefore, although the degree of parent node becomesi+1 in this case but
this node is treated as a node with degreei in Step 3 of Algorithm 2.
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(
1− q

i+ 3 + p(i+ 1)− (1+p(i+1))(i+2)
Nn

Nn

)∑

j≥i

fn(j)

Nn

(
j

i

)
pi(1− p)j−i.

• Degree of a node with degreei+ 2 decrements by one in Step 3:

– A node with degreei+ 2 remains unchanged in the duplication step and one
of its neighbors is eliminated in the deletion step. The probability of this
event is

q

(
i+ 2

Nn

)(
1− p(i+ 2) + 1

Nn

)
.

• A node with degreei+ 1 is generated in Step 3:

– The degree of the node generated in the vertex-duplication part of duplication
step within Step 3 increments toi+ 1. The probability of this event is

q
∑

j≥i

1

Nn
fn(j)

(
j

i

)
pi(1− p)j−i.

• Degree of a node with degreei increments by one in Step 3:

– A node with degreei remains unchanged in Step 2 and its degree increments
by one in the duplication part of Step 3. The corresponding probability is

q(1 + pi)

Nn

(
1− 1 + pi

Nn

)
.

Let Ω denote the set of all arbitrary graphs andFn denote the sigma algebra gen-
erated by graphsGτ , τ ≤ n. Considering the above events that result in a node
with degreei + 1 at timen + 1, the following recurrence formula can be derived
for the conditional expectation offn+1(i+ 1):
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E{fn+1(i+ 1)|Fn} =(
1− q

i+ 3 + p(i+ 1)− (1+p(i+1))(i+2)
Nn

Nn

)(
1− p(i+ 1) + 1

Nn

)
fn(i+ 1)

+

(
1− q(i+ 1) + q(1 + pi)− q(1 + pi)(i+ 1)/Nn

Nn

)(
1 + pi

Nn

)
fn(i)

+

(
1− q

i+ 3 + p(i+ 1)− (1+p(i+1))(i+2)
Nn

Nn

)∑

j≥i

fn(j)

Nn

(
j

i

)
pi(1− p)j−i

+ q
∑

j≥i

fn(j)

Nn

(
j

i

)
pi(1− p)j−i + q

(
i+ 2

Nn

)(
1− p(i+ 2) + 1

Nn

)
fn(i+ 2)

+
q(1 + pi)

Nn

(
1− 1 + pi

Nn

)
fn(i). (A.1)

Let f
θ

n(i) = E{fn(i)|θn = θ}. By taking expectation of both sides of (A.1)
with respect to trivial sigma algebra{Ω, ∅}, the smoothing property of conditional
expectations yields:

f
θ
n+1(i+ 1) =
(
1− q

i+ 3 + p(i+ 1)− (1+p(i+1))(i+2)
Nn

Nn

)(
1− p(i+ 1) + 1

Nn

)
f
θ
n(i+ 1)

+

(
1−

q(i+ 1) + q(1 + pi)− q(1+pi)(i+1)
Nn

Nn

)(
1 + pi

Nn

)
f
θ
n(i)

+

(
1− q

i+ 3 + p(i+ 1)− (1+p(i+1))(i+2)
Nn

Nn

)∑

j≥i

f
θ
n(j)

Nn

(
j

i

)
pi(1− p)j−i

+ q
∑

j≥i

1

Nn
f
θ
n(j)

(
j

i

)
pi(1− p)j−i + q

(
i+ 2

Nn

)(
1− p(i+ 2) + 1

Nn

)
f
θ
n(i+ 2)

+
q(1 + pi)

Nn

(
1− 1 + pi

Nn

)
f
θ
n(i). (A.2)

Assuming that size of the graph is sufficiently large, each term like fn(i
′)

N2
n

can be
neglected. Also, taking functional dependencies ofp andq on θ into account, Eq.
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(A.2) can be written as

f
θ

n+1(i+ 1) =

(
1− q(θ)(i+ 2) + q(θ)

(
p(θ)(i+ 1) + 1

)

Nn

)
f
θ

n(i+ 1)

+

(
(1 + p(θ)i)q(θ)

Nn

)
f
θ

n(i) + q(θ)

(
i+ 2

Nn

)
f
θ

n(i+ 2)

+ q(θ)
∑

j≥i

1

Nn

f
θ

n(θ, j)

(
j

i

)
p(θn+1)

i(1− p(θn+1))
j−i. (A.3)

Using (A.2), we can write the following recursion for the(i + 1)-th element
of gθ(n+ 1):

gθn+1(i+ 1) =

(
Nn −

(
q(θ)(i+ 2) + q(θ)

(
p(θ)(i+ 1) + 1

))

Nn+1

)
gθn(i+ 1)

+

(
(1 + p(θ)i)q(θ)

Nn+1

)
gθn(i) + q(θ)

(
i+ 2

Nn+1

)
gθn(i+ 2)

+ q(θ)
∑

j≥i

1

Nn+1
gθn(j)

(
j

i

)
p(θ)i(1− p(θ))j−i. (A.4)

Since the probability of duplication stepr = 0, the number of vertices does not
increase. Thus,Nn = N0 and (A.4) can be written as

gθn+1(i+ 1) =
(
1− 1

N0

(
q(θ)(i+ 2) + q(θ)

(
p(θ)(i+ 1) + 1

)) )
gθn(i+ 1)

+
1

N0

(
(1 + p(θ)i)q(θ)gθn(i) +

1

N0
q(θ)(i+ 2)gθn(i+ 2)

)

+
1

N0
q(θ)

∑

j≥i

gθn(j)

(
j

i

)
p(θ)i(1− p(θ))j−i. (A.5)

It is clear in (A.5) that the vectorgθn+1 depends on elements ofgθn. In a matrix
notation, (A.5) can be expressed as

gθn+1 =

(
I +

1

N0
L(θ)

)
gθn (A.6)

whereL(θ) is defined as (3.7).
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To prove thatL(θ) is a generator, we need to show thatlii < 0 and
∑N0

i=1 lki =
0. Accordingly,

N0∑

i=1

lki = − (q(θ)(k + 1) + q(θ)(1 + p(θ)k)) + (1 + p(θ)k)q(θ)

+ q(θ)k + q(θ)
∑

k≤i−1

(
k

i− 1

)
p(θ)i−1(1− p(θ))k−i+1

= −q(θ) + q(θ)
∑

k≤i−1

(
k

i− 1

)
p(θ)i−1(1− p(θ))k−i+1. (A.7)

Letm = i− 1. Then, (A.7) can be rewritten as

N0∑

i=1

lik =− q(θ) + q(θ)
k∑

m=0

(
k

m

)
p(θ)m(1− p(θ))k−m

=− q(θ) + q(θ)(1− p(θ))k
k∑

m=0

(
k

m

)(
p(θ)

1− p(θ)

)m

. (A.8)

Knowing that
∑k

m=0

(
k
m

)
am = (1 + a)k, (A.8) can be written as

N0∑

i=1

lik = −q(θ) + q(θ)(1− p(θ))k
(

1

1− p(θ)

)k

= 0. (A.9)

Also, it can be shown thatlii < 0. Sincep(θ)i−1 ≤ 1, p(θ)i−1 < 1 + 2
i
+

p(θ) + p(θ)i. Consequently,iq(θ)p(θ)i−1(1 − p(θ)) − q(θ)(i + 2 + ip(θ)) < 0.
Therefore,lii < 0 and the desired result follows. It is straightforward to show
that all elements ofBN0(θ)

N0 are strictly greater than zero. Therefore,BN0(θ) is
irreducible and aperiodic. (Recall thatBN0(θ) = I + 1

N0
L(θ).)

A.2 Proof of Theorem 3.5.1

Define the Lyapunov functionV (x) = (x′x)/2 for x ∈ R
N0. UseEn to de-

note the conditional expectation with respect to theσ-algebraHn generated by
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{yj, θj, j ≤ n}. Then,

En{V (g̃n+1)− V (g̃n)} =
En

{
g̃′n[−εg̃n + ε (yn+1 − g(θn)) + g(θn)− g(θn+1)]

}

+ En

{
| − εg̃n + ε (yn+1 − g(θn)) + g(θn)− g(θn+1)|2

}
(A.10)

whereyn+1 andg(θn) are vectors inRN0 with elementsyn(i) andg(θn, i), 1 ≤
i ≤ N0, respectively. Due to the Markovian assumption and the structure of the
transition matrix ofθn, defined in (3.2),

En{g(θn)− g(θn+1)} = E{g(θn)− g(θn+1)|θn}

=

M∑

i=1

E{g(i)− g(θn+1)|θn = i}I {θn = i}

=
M∑

i=1

[
g(i)−

M∑

j=1

g(j)Aρ
ij

]
I {θn = i}

= −ρ
M∑

i=1

M∑

j=1

g(j)qijI {θn = i}

= O(ρ) (A.11)

whereI(·) denotes the indicator function. Similarly, it is easily seen that

En{|g(θn)− g(θn+1)|2} = O(ρ). (A.12)

UsingK to denote a generic positive value (with the notationKK = K and
K +K = K), a familiar inequalityab ≤ a2+b2

2
yields

O(ερ) = O(ε2 + ρ2). (A.13)

Moreover, we have|g̃n| = |g̃n| · 1 ≤ (|g̃n|2 + 1)/2. Thus,

O(ρ)|g̃n| ≤ O(ρ) (V (g̃n) + 1) . (A.14)
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Then, detailed estimates lead to

En

{∣∣∣− εg̃n + ε (yn+1 − g(θn)) + g(θn)− g(θn+1)
∣∣∣
2}

≤ KEn

{
ε2|g̃n|2 + ε2|(yn+1 − g(θn)|2 + ε2

∣∣g̃′n (yn+1 − g(θn+1))
∣∣

+ ε|g̃′n (g(θn)− g(θn+1)) |+ ε| (yn+1 − g(θn))′ (g(θn)− g(θn+1)) |
}

+ En{|g(θn)− g(θn+1)|}2. (A.15)

It follows that

En

{∣∣∣− εg̃n + ε (yn+1 − g(θn)) + g(θn)− g(θn+1)
∣∣∣
2}

= O(ε2 + ρ2)(V (g̃n) + 1).
(A.16)

Furthermore,

En{V (g̃n+1)− V (g̃n)} = −2εV (g̃n) + εEn{g̃′n[yn+1 − g(θn)]}
+ En{g̃′n[g(θn+1)− g(θn)]}+O(ε2 + ρ2)(V (g̃n) + 1).

(A.17)

To obtain the desired bound, defineV ρ
1 andV ρ

2 as follows:

V ρ
1 (g̃, n) = ε

∞∑

j=n

g̃′En{yj+1 − g(θj)},

V ρ
2 (g̃, n) =

∞∑

j=n

g̃′En{g(θj)− g(θj+1)}. (A.18)

It can be shown that

|V ρ
1 (g̃, n)| = O(ε)(V (g̃) + 1),
|V ρ

2 (g̃, n)| = O(ρ)(V (g̃) + 1).
(A.19)

DefineW (g̃, n) as

W (g̃, n) = V (g̃) + V ρ
1 (g̃, n) + V ρ

2 (g̃, n). (A.20)

This leads to

En{W (g̃n+1, n+ 1)−W (g̃n, n)} = En{V ρ
1 (g̃n+1, n+ 1)− V ρ

1 (g̃n, n)}
+ En{V (g̃n+1)− V (g̃n)}+ En{V ρ

2 (g̃n+1, n+ 1)− V ρ
2 (g̃n, n)}.

(A.21)
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Moreover,

En{W (g̃n+1, n+ 1)−W (g̃n, n)}
= −2εV (g̃n) +O(ε2 + ρ2)(V (g̃n) + 1).

(A.22)

Equation (A.22) can be rewritten as

En{W (g̃n+1, n+ 1)−W (g̃n, n)} ≤O(ε2 + ρ2)(W (g̃n, n) + 1)

− 2εW (g̃n, n).
(A.23)

If ε andρ are chosen small enough, then there exists a smallλ such that−2ε +
O(ρ2) +O(ε2) ≤ −λε. Therefore, (A.23) can be rearranged as

En{W (g̃n+1, n+ 1)} ≤ (1− λε)W (g̃n, n) +O(ε2 + ρ2). (A.24)

Taking expectation of both sides yields

E{W (g̃n+1, n+ 1)} ≤ (1− λε)E{W (g̃n, n)}+O(ε2 + ρ2). (A.25)

Iterating on (A.25) then results

E{W (g̃n+1, n+ 1)} ≤(1− λε)n−NρE{W (g̃Nρ
, Nρ)}

+
n∑

j=Nρ

O(ε2 + ρ2)(1− λε)j−Nρ.
(A.26)

As the result,

E{W (g̃n+1, n+ 1)} ≤ (1− λε)n−NρE{W (g̃Nρ
, Nρ)}

+O
(
ε+ ρ2/ε

)
.

(A.27)

If n is large enough, one can approximate(1− λε)n−Nρ = O(ε). Therefore,

E{W (g̃n+1, n+ 1)} ≤ O

(
ε+

ρ2

ε

)
(A.28)

Finally, using (A.19) and replacingW (g̃n+1, n+ 1) with V (g̃n+1), we obtain

E{V (g̃n+1)} ≤ O

(
ρ+ ε+

ρ2

ε

)
. (A.29)
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A.3 Sketch of the Proof of Theorem 3.5.2

The proof uses weak convergence techniques [85].
LetZk andZ beRr-valued random vectors. We sayZk converges weakly toZ

(Zn ⇒ Z) if for any bounded and continuous functionf(·),Ef(Zk)→ Ef(Z) as
k → ∞. The sequence{Zk} is tight if for eachη > 0, there is a compact setKη

such thatP (Zn ∈ Kη) ≥ 1−η for all k. The definitions of weak convergence and
tightness extend to random elements in more general metric spaces. On a complete
separable metric space, tightness is equivalent to relative compactness, which is
known as the Prohorov’s Theorem [85]. By virtue of this theorem, we can extract
convergent subsequences when tightness is verified. In whatfollows, we use a
martingale problem formulation to establish the desired weak convergence. This
usually requires to first prove tightness. The limit processis then characterized
using certain operator related to the limit process. We refer the reader to [167,
Chapter 7] for further details on weak convergence and related matters.

Since the proof is similar to [260, Theorem 4.5], we only indicate the main
steps in what follows and omit most of the verbatim details.

Step 1:First, we show that the two component process(ĝε(·), θε(·)) is tight
in D([0, T ] : RN0 ×M), which is the space of functions defined on[0, T ] taking
values inRN0 ×M that are right continuous, have left limits, and endowed with
the Skorohod topology. Using techniques similar to [262, Theorem 4.3], it can be
shown thatθε(·) converges weakly to a continuous-time Markov chain generated
byQ. Thus, we mainly need to considerĝε(·). We show that

lim
∆→0

lim sup
ε→0

E

[
sup

0≤s≤∆
Eε

t |ĝε(t+ s)− ĝε(t)|2
]
= 0 (A.30)

whereEε
t denotes the conditioning on the past information up tot. Then, the

tightness follows from the criterion [165, p. 47].
Step 2:Since(ĝε(·), θε(·)) is tight, we can extract weakly convergent subse-

quence according to the Prohorov theorem; see [167]. To determine the limit,
we show that(ĝε(·), θε(·)) is a solution of the martingale problem with operator
L0. For eachi ∈ M and continuously differential function with compact support
f(·, i), the operator is given by

L0f(ĝ, i) = ∇f ′(ĝ, i)[−ĝ + g(i)] +
∑

j∈M
qijf(ĝ, j), i ∈M. (A.31)

We can further demonstrate the martingale problem with operatorL0 has a unique
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weak solution. Thus, the desired convergence property follows.

A.4 Sketch of the Proof of Theorem 3.5.3

The proof comprises of four steps as described below:
Step 1:First, note

νn+1 = νn − ενn +
√
ε(yn+1 − Eg(θn)) +

E[g(θn)− g(θn+1]√
ε

. (A.32)

The approach is similar to that of [260, Theorem 5.6]. Therefore, we will be brief.
Step 2:Define the operator

Lf(ν, i) = −∇f ′(ν, i)ν +
1

2
tr[∇2f(ν, i)Σ(i)] +

∑

j∈M
qijf(ν, j), i ∈M, (A.33)

for function f(·, i) with compact support that has continuous partial derivatives
with respect toν up to the second order. It can be shown that the associated
martingale problem has a unique solution (in the sense of in distribution).

Step 3: It is natural now to work with a truncated process. For a fixed,but
otherwise arbitraryr1 > 0, define a truncation function

qr1(x) =

{
1, if x ∈ Sr1 ,
0, if x ∈ R

N0 − Sr1,

whereSr1 = {x ∈ R
N0 : |x| ≤ r1}. Then, we obtain the truncated iterates

νr1n+1 = νr1n − ενr1n qr1(νr1n ) +
√
ε(yn+1 −Eg(θn))

+
E[g(θn)− g(θn+1]√

ε
qr1(νr1n ).

(A.34)

Defineνε,r1(t) = νr1n for t ∈ [εn, εn + ε). Then,νε,r1(·) is anr-truncation of
νε(·); see [167, p. 284] for a definition. We then show the truncatedprocess
(νε,r1(·), θε(·)) is tight. Moreover, by Prohorov’s theorem, we can extract a con-
vergent subsequence with limit(νr1(·), θ(·)) such that the limit(νr1(·), θ(·)) is the
solution of the martingale problem with operatorLr1 defined by

Lr1f r1(ν, i) = −∇′f r1(ν, i)ν +
1

2
tr[∇2f r1(ν, i)Σ(i)] +

∑

j∈M
qijf

r1(ν, j) (A.35)
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for i ∈M, wheref r1(ν, i) = f(ν, i)qr1(ν).
Step 4:Lettingr1 →∞, we show that the un-truncated process also converges

and the limit, denoted by(ν(·), θ(·)), is precisely the martingale problem with
operatorL defined in (A.33). The limit covariance can further be evaluated as
in [260, Lemma 5.2].



Appendix B

Appendix to Chapter 5

This appendix starts with a formal definition of differential inclusions that capture
the asymptotic local behavior of individual agents that follow the algorithms of
§5.3.

Definition B.1. Differential inclusions are generalizations of ordinary differential
equations. In this monograph, we consider differential inclusions of the form

d

dt
X ∈ F (X) (B.1)

whereX ∈ R
r andF : Rr → R

r is a Marchaud map [14]. That is: (i) the graph
and domain ofF are nonempty and closed, (ii) the valuesF (X) are convex, and
(iii) the growth ofF is linear, i.e., there existsη > 0 such that for everyX ∈ R

r:

sup
Y ∈F(X)

‖Y ‖ ≤ η (1 + ‖X‖) (B.2)

where‖ · ‖ denotes any norm onRr.

The rest of this appendix presents details on the proofs of theorems presented
in §5.4. The key tools we use are weak convergence and Lyapunov stability meth-
ods. We refer to [85, 167] for excellent textbook treatmentsof weak convergence
theory.

156
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B.1 Proof of Theorem 5.4.2

Close scrutiny of the action selection strategy (5.12) reveals that
{

ank , R
n
k

}
is a

Markov chain with the transition matrixP (Rn) = [Pij (R
n)] given by

Pij

(
Rn

k

)
= P

(
ank = j|ank−1 = i, Rn

k

)

=

{
1
µn

∣∣rnk (i, j)
∣∣+, i 6= j,

1−∑j 6=i Pij

(
Rn

k

)
, i = j.

(B.3)

That is, the transition matrix is a function of the regret matrix Rn. It is straightfor-
ward to show that the transition matrixP (Rn) satisfies the following conditions:

(i) it is continuous inRn;

(ii) for eachRn, it is irreducible and aperiodic.

Condition (ii) essentially indicates that the Markov chainis ergodic in the sense
that there is a unique stationary distributionψn

(
Rn
)
=
(
ψn
1

(
Rn
)
, . . . , ψn

Ak

(
Rn
))

such that
[
P
(
Rn
)]n → 1ψn

(
Rn
)
, a matrix with identical rows consisting of the

stationary distribution asn→∞. (The convergence in fact takes place exponen-
tially fast.)

Further, the sequence of opponents’ action profile
{
a−n
k

}
is independent of{

ank
}

, and satisfies the following condition:

d

[
1

n

n+m−1∑

ℓ=m

Em

{
Bn
(
i, a−n

ℓ

)}
,Sn(i)

]
→ 0 in probability (B.4)

whered[·, ·] denotes the usual distance function,Em denotes conditional expec-
tation given theσ-algebra generated by

{
Rn

ℓ , a
n
ℓ−1, a

−n
ℓ−1 : ℓ ≤ m

}
, andSn(i) =[

Sn
pq(i)

]
is a set ofAn × An matrices, where

Sn
pq(i) =

{ {
Un
(
q,p−n

)
− Un

(
i,p−n

)
;p−n ∈ ∆A−n

}
p = i,

0 p 6= i.
(B.5)

It is then straight forward to show that, for any stationary distributionψn
(
Rn
)
,

the set
Hn
(
Rn
)
=
∑

i∈An

ψn
i

(
Rn
)
Sn(i) (B.6)

is closed, convex, and upper semi-continuous; see [167, pp.108–109].



158 APPENDIX B. APPENDIX TO CHAPTER 5

To proceed, recall the continuous-time interpolated processRn,ε(t) = Rn
k for

t ∈ [kε, (k + 1)ε). We first prove the tightness . Consider (5.14) for the sequence
of (Ak)2-valued vectors resulted after rearranging the elements ofthe regret matrix
Rn into a column vector. Noting the boundedness of payoff functions, and using
Hölder’s and Gronwall’s inequalities, for any0 < T <∞, we obtain

sup
k≤T/ε

E
∥∥Rn

k

∥∥2 <∞ (B.7)

where in the above and hereaftert/ε is understood to be the integer part oft/ε for
eacht > 0. Next, consideringRn,ε(·), for anyt, s > 0, δ > 0, ands < δ, it is
fairly easy to verify that

Rn,ε(t + s)−Rn,ε(t) = ε

(t+s)/ε−1∑

ℓ=t/ε

[
Bn
(
anℓ ,A−n

ℓ

)
− Rn

ℓ

]
. (B.8)

As a result,

lim
δ→0

lim sup
µ→0

{
E

[
sup
0≤s≤δ

Eε
t ‖Rn,ε(t+ s)− Rn,ε(t)‖2

]}
= 0. (B.9)

Thus,Rn,ε(·) is tight in the space of functions that are defined in[0,∞) taking
values inR(Ak)2 ; see [167, Chapter 7] or [165, Theorem 3, p. 47].

By Prohorov theorem [167], one can extract a convergent subsequence. For
notational simplicity, we still denote this convergent subsequence byRn,ε(·) with
limit Rn(·). Thus,Rn,ε(·) converges weakly toRn(·). By Skorohod representation
theorem [167], with a slight abuse of notation, one can assumeRn,ε(·) → Rn(·)
with probability one and the convergence is uniform on any finite interval. Next,
using martingale averaging methods, we need to characterize the limit process.
Normally, one uses a smooth functionf(·) with compact support to carry out the
analysis. Here, for simplicity, we suppress the dependenceof f(·) and proceed
directly; see [166] for a similar argument. Choose a sequence of integers{kε}
such thatkε →∞ asε→ 0, butδε = εkε → 0. Note

Rn,ε(t+ s)− Rn,ε(t) =

t+s∑

ℓ:ℓδε=t

δε
∑

i∈An

1

kε

ℓkε+kε−1∑

τ=ℓkε

Bn
(
i, a−n

τ

)
I {anτ = i}

−
t+s∑

ℓ:ℓδε=t

δε
1

kε

ℓkε+kε−1∑

τ=ℓkε

Rn
τ (B.10)
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where
∑t+s

ℓ:ℓδε=t denotes the sum over integersℓ in the ranget ≤ ℓδε ≤ t + s.
We shall use the techniques in [167, Chapter 8] to prove the desired result. Let

h(·) be any bounded and continuous function,t, s > 0, κ0 be an arbitrary positive
integer, andtι ≤ t for all ι ≤ κ0. It is readily seen that, by virtue of the weak
convergence and the Skorohod representation, asε→ 0,

Eh(Rn,ε(tι) : ι ≤ κ0) [R
n,ε(t+ s)− Rn,ε(t)]

→ Eh(Rn(tι) : ι ≤ κ0) [R
n(t+ s)−Rn(t)] .

(B.11)

By using the technique of stochastic approximation (see, e.g., [167, Chapter 8]),
we also have

Eh
(
Rn,ε(tι) : ι ≤ κ0

) t+s∑

ℓδε=t

δε
1

kε

ℓkε+kε−1∑

τ=ℓkε

Rn
τ

→ Eh
(
Rk(tι) : ι ≤ κ0

) [∫ t+s

t

Rn(u)du

]
asε→ 0.

(B.12)

Moreover, by the independence of an
k anda−n

k ,

lim
ε→0

Eh
(
Rn,ε(tι) : ι ≤ κ0

)

×
[

t+s∑

ℓδε=t

δε
∑

i∈An

1

kε

ℓkε+kε−1∑

τ=ℓkε

Bn
(
i, a−n

τ

)
I {anτ = i}

]

= lim
ε→0

Eh
(
Rn,ε(tι) : ι ≤ κ0

)

×
[

t+s∑

ℓδε=t

δε
∑

i∈An

1

kε

ℓkε+kε−1∑

τ=ℓkε

Eℓkε

{
Bn
(
i, a−n

τ

)}
EℓkεI {anτ = i}

]

= lim
ε→0

Eh
(
Rn,ε(tι) : ι ≤ κ0

)
[

t+s∑

ℓδε=t

δε
∑

i∈An

1

kε

ℓkε+kε−1∑

τ=ℓkε

∑

j∈An

I
{

anℓkε = j
}

×
[
Eℓkε

{
Bn
(
i, a−n

τ

)}
ϕi

(
Rn

ℓnε
) + Eℓkε

{
Bn
(
i, a−n

τ

)}

×
[
P

{τ−ℓkε}
ji

(
Rn

ℓkε

)
− ϕi

(
Rn

ℓkε

)]]
]
. (B.13)

In (B.13),P {τ−ℓkε}
ji

(
Rn
)

denotes the(τ − ℓkε)-step transition probability. Except
the indicator function on the l.h.s. of (B.14), the rest of the terms in the summand
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are independent ofj, therefore,
∑

j∈An

I
{

anℓkε = j
}
Eℓkε

{
Bn
(
i, a−n

τ

)}
ϕi

(
Rn

ℓkε

)

= Eℓkε

{
Bn
(
i, a−n

τ

)}
ϕi

(
Rn

ℓkε

)
.

(B.14)

Recalling the properties of the transition matrixP
(
Rn
)
, regardless of the choice

of j, asε→ 0 andτ − ℓkε →∞, for each fixedRn,
[
P

{τ−ℓkε}
ji

(
Rn
)
− ϕi

(
Rn
)]
→ 0 (B.15)

exponentially fast. As the result, asε→ 0,

Eh
(
Rn,ε(tι) : ι ≤ κ0

)

×
[

t+s∑

ℓδε=t

δε
∑

i∈An

1

kε

ℓkε+kε−1∑

k=ℓkε

∑

j∈An

I
{

anℓkε = j
}

Eℓkε

{
Bn
(
i, a−n

τ

)}

×
[
P

{τ−ℓkε}
ji

(
Rn

ℓkε

)
− ϕi

(
Rn

ℓkε

)]
]
→ 0 in probability. (B.16)

Therefore,

lim
ε→0

Eh
(
Rn,ε(tι) : ι ≤ κ0

)

×
[

t+s∑

ℓδε=t

δε
∑

i∈An

1

kε

ℓkε+kε−1∑

τ=ℓkε

Bn
(
i, a−n

τ

)
I {anτ = i}

]

= lim
ε→0

Eh
(
Rn,ε(tι) : ι ≤ κ0

)

×
[

t+s∑

ℓδε=t

δε
∑

i∈An

1

kε

ℓkε+kε−1∑

τ=ℓkε

Eℓkε

{
Bn
(
i, a−n

τ

)}
ϕi

(
Rn

ℓnε

)
]
. (B.17)

Using (B.4) together with (B.17), we obtain that, asε→ 0,

Eh
(
Rn,ε(tι) : ι ≤ κ0

)
[

t+s∑

ℓδε=t

δε
∑

i∈An

1

kε

ℓkε+kε−1∑

τ=ℓkε

Bn
(
i, a−n

τ

)
I {anτ = i}

]

→ Eh
(
Rn,ε(tι) : ι ≤ κ0

)
[∫ t+s

t

∑

i∈An

ϕi

(
Rn(u)

)
Sn(i)du

]
. (B.18)
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Finally, combining (B.12) and (B.18), and using (B.6) yields

dRn(t)

dt
∈ Hn

(
Rn
)
− Rn(t) (B.19)

as desired.

B.2 Proof of Theorem 5.4.5

Define the Lyapunov function

V
(
Rn
)
=

1

2

[
dist
[
Rn,R−]]2 = 1

2

∑

i,j∈An

[∣∣rn(i, j)
∣∣+
]2
. (B.20)

For the sake of notational convenience, we drop theRn dependency of the invari-
ant measure, and denote it simply byψn hereafter.

Case I:Taking the time-derivative of (B.20), and substituting fordrn(i, j)/dt
from (5.44)–(5.45), we obtain

d

dt
V
(
Rn
)
=
∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rn(i, j)
∣∣+ · d

dt
rn(i, j)

=
∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rn(i, j)
∣∣+
[ [
Un
(
j,p−n

)
− Un

(
i,p−n

)]
ψn
i − rn(i, j)

]

=
∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rn(i, j)
∣∣+ [Un

(
j,p−n

)
− Un

(
i,p−n

)]
ψn
i

︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0 (See Lemma B.1 below)

−
∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rn(i, j)
∣∣+rn(i, j)

= −V
(
Rn
)
. (B.21)

In the last equality we used

∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rn(i, j)
∣∣+rn(i, j) =

∑

i,j∈An

[∣∣rn(i, j)
∣∣+
]2

= V
(
Rn
)
. (B.22)

This completes the proof.
The following lemma shows that the first term in the r.h.s. of (B.21) equals

zero.
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Lemma B.1. Let p−n denote a probability measure over the joint action space
A−n of all agents excluding agentk. Then,

∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rn(i, j)
∣∣+ [Un

(
j,p−n

)
− Un

(
i,p−n

)]
ψn
i = 0 (B.23)

whereψn =
(
ψn
1 , . . . , ψ

n
An

)
represents the invariant measure of transition proba-

bilities (5.12).

Proof. Separating the summation over the two terms in (B.23) yields

∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rn(i, j)
∣∣+Un

(
j,p−n

)
ψn
i −

∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rn(i, j)
∣∣+Un

(
i,p−n

)
ψn
i

=
∑

j,i∈An

∣∣rn(j, i)
∣∣+Un

(
i,p−n

)
ψn
j −

∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rn(i, j)
∣∣+Un

(
i,p−n

)
ψn
i

=
∑

i∈An

Un
(
i,p−n

)
[∑

j∈An

ψn
j

∣∣rn(j, i)
∣∣+ −

∑

j∈An

ψn
i

∣∣rn(i, j)
∣∣+
]
. (B.24)

In the second line we used
∑

i,j aij =
∑

j,i aji, and in the last line we changed the

order of summation both applied to the first term. Finally, applying
∣∣rn(i, i)

∣∣+ =
0, for all i ∈ An, and substituting (5.42) into (B.24) completes the proof.

Case II:Define the Lyapunov function

V
(
RL,n, RG,n

)
=
[
dist
[
RL,n +RG,n,R−

]]2

=
∑

i,j∈An

[∣∣rL,n(i, j) + rG,n(i, j)
∣∣+
]2
. (B.25)

Taking the time-derivative of (B.25) yields

d

dt
V
(
RL,n, RG,n

)
= 2

∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rL,n(i, j) + rG,n(i, j)
∣∣+

×
[
d

dt
rL,n(i, j) +

d

dt
rG,n(i, j)

]
. (B.26)
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Next, replacing fordrL,nij /dt anddrG,n
ij /dt from (5.48)–(5.49),

d

dt
V
(
RL,n, RG,n

)
= 2

∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rL,n(i, j) + rG,n(i, j)
∣∣+

×
[[
Un
L

(
j,ν−n

)
− Un

L

(
i,ν−n

)]
σn
i

+
[
Un
G,t(j)− Un

G,t(i)
]
σn
i

−
[
rL,n(i, j) + rG,n(i, j)

]]
. (B.27)

Substituting forσn from (5.46) in (B.27) yields

d

dt
V
(
RL,n, RG,n

)
= 2(1− δ)

∑

i,j

ψn
i

∣∣rL,n(i, j) + rG,n(i, j)
∣∣+

×
[
Un
L

(
j,ν−n

)
+ Un

G,t(j)−
[
Un
L

(
i,ν−n

)
+ Un

G,t(i)
]]

+
2δ

An

∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rL,n(i, j) + rG,n(i, j)
∣∣+

×
[
Un
L

(
j,ν−n

)
+ Un

G,t(j)−
[
Un
L

(
i,ν−n

)
+ Un

G,t(i)
]]

(B.28)

− 2
∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rL,n(i, j) + rG,n(i, j)
∣∣+ [rL,n(i, j) + rG,n(i, j)

]
.

Similar to Lemma B.1, it is straightforward to show that the first term in the r.h.s.
of (B.28) is zero. Therefore,

d

dt
V
(
RL,n, RG,n

)
= −2V

(
RL,n, RG,n

)

+
2δ

An

∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rL,n(i, j) + rG,n(i, j)
∣∣+

×
[
Un
L

(
j,ν−n

)
+ Un

G,t(j)

−
[
Un
L

(
i,ν−n

)
+ Un

G,t(i)
]]
. (B.29)

Finally, noting that the payoff functionUn
L

(
·,ν−n

)
+ Un

G,t(·) is bounded, one can
find a constantα such that

d

dt
V
(
RL,n, RG,n

)
≤2αδ
An

∑

i,j∈An

∣∣rL,n(i, j) + rG,n(i, j)
∣∣+

− 2V
(
RL,n, RG,n

)
. (B.30)
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In (B.30),α > 0 depends on the differences in payoffs for different actionsi andj
and can be specified based on the particular choice of the payoff function. In this
lemma, however, we only require existence of such a bound, which is guaranteed
since the payoff functions are bounded.

Now, assuming
∣∣rL,n(i, j) + rG,n(i, j)

∣∣+ > ǫ > 0 for all i, j ∈ An, one can
chooseδ small enough such that

d

dt
V
(
RL,n, RG,n

)
≤ −V

(
RL,n, RG,n

)
. (B.31)

This proves global asymptotic stability of the limit system(5.48) and

lim
t→∞

dist
[
RL,n +RG,n,R−] = 0. (B.32)

Case III: Define the Lyapunov function

V
(
Rs
)
=
[
dist
[
Rs,R−]]2

=
∑

k∈Cs

∑

i,j∈An

[∣∣rn(i, j)
∣∣+
]2
. (B.33)

Taking the time-derivative of (B.33) and using a similar argument to Lemma B.1,
we obtain

d

dt
V
(
Rs
)
=
∑

k∈Cs

∑

i,j∈An

|rn(i, j)|+

∑

l∈Nn
c

qsnlr
l(i, j)− rn(i, j)


 . (B.34)

Recall thatRs represents the global regret matrix for social groupCs rearranged
into a vector. We consider the following cases:

(i)
∣∣Rs
∣∣+ > 0. This is the worst case scenario where all agents’ regrets for

switching from actioni to j is positive. It is straightforward to rewrite (B.34) as
follows

d

dt
V
(
Rs
)
=
[
|Rs|+

]′
(Qs − I)Rs. (B.35)

Noting that, when
∣∣Rs
∣∣+ > 0,

∣∣Rs
∣∣+ = Rs, we obtaine

d

dt
V
(
Rs
)
= [Rs]′ (Qs − I)Rs

= [Rs]′ QsRs − [Rs]′ Rs. (B.36)



B.3. PROOF OF THEOREM 5.4.6 165

SinceQs1 = 0, it is weakly diagonally dominant. SinceQs is further symmetric,
it is well-known from linear algebra thatQs is negative semi-definite. That is,
for all vectorsx ∈ R

Js, xTQsx ≤ 0. This, together with (B.36), concludes
dV
(
Rs
)
/dt < 0.

(ii)
∣∣rn(i, j)

∣∣+ > 0 and
∣∣rl(i, j)

∣∣+ = 0 for somel ∈ Cs. In (B.34), looking at
the term

∣∣rn(i, j)
∣∣+

∑

l∈Nn
c

qsnlr
l(i, j)− rn(i, j)


 (B.37)

it can be clearly seen thatrl(i, j) < 0 actually helps pulling the regrets to the
negative orthant more forcefully sincecsnlr

l(i, j) − rn(i, j) < 0. This concludes
the limit system (5.52) is globally asymptotically stable and (5.54) holds.

B.3 Proof of Theorem 5.4.6

The proof relies on how the “regret” measure is defined. For brevity, we present
the proof for “Case I”. Similar argument can be used to prove this result for the
other cases. Recall, fort ∈ [kε, (k + 1)ε), rn,ε(i, j)(t) = rnk (i, j); hence, substi-
tuting (5.11) forrnk (i, j) on the r.h.s., we obtain

rn,ε(i, j)(t) = ε
∑

τ≤k

(1− ε)k−τ
[
Un
(
j, a−n(τ)

)
− Un

(
a(τ)

)]
I {anτ = i}

=
∑

a−n

zn,ε
(
i, a−n

)
(t)
[
Un
(
j, a−n

)
− Un

(
i, a−n

)]
(B.38)

wherezn,ε
(
i, a−n

)
(t) denotes the interpolated empirical distribution of agentn

choosing actioni and the rest playinga−n. On any convergent subsequence
{zk}k≥0 → π, with slight abuse of notation, letzε(t) = zk andRn,ε(t) = Rn

k for
t ∈ [kε, kε+ ε). Then,

lim
t→∞

rn,ε(i, j)(t) =
∑

a−n

πn
(
i, a−n

) [
Un
(
j, a−n

)
− Un

(
i, a−n

)]
(B.39)

whereπn
(
i, a−n

)
denotes the probability of agentn choosing actioni and the rest

playinga−n. Next, combining (B.39) with (5.55) in Corollary 5.1, and comparing
with (5.8) in Definition 5.3, the desired result follows.

To prove (5.56) for “Case II,” one needs to look at the combined regrets
rL,n,ε(i, j)(t)+rG,n,ε(i, j)(t) instead. We first prove that the sequence

{
rG,n
k (i, j)

}
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is an unbiased estimator of the sequence of regrets if agentswere to observe the
action profile of those outside their social group. The rest of the proof is similar to
the above proof. The interested reader is referred to [102, Sec. IV] for the detailed
proof.



Bibliography

[1] D. Acemoglu, M. Dahleh, I. Lobel, and A. Ozdaglar. Bayesian learning
in social networks. Working Paper 14040, National Bureau ofEconomic
Research, May 2008.

[2] D. Acemoglu and A. Ozdaglar. Opinion dynamics and learning in social
networks.Dynamic Games and Applications, 1(1):3–49, Mar. 2011.

[3] L. Adamic and E. Adar. How to search a social network.Social Networks,
27(3):187–203, Jul. 2005.

[4] G. Adomavicius and A. Tuzhilin. Toward the next generation of recom-
mender systems: A survey of the state-of-the-art and possible extensions.
IEEE Transactions on Knowledge and Data Engineering, 17(6):734–749,
Jun. 2005.

[5] C. C. Aggarwal and T. Abdelzaher. Integrating sensors and social networks.
Social Network Data Analytics, pages 397–412, 2011.

[6] Y.-Y. Ahn, S. Han, H. Kwak, S. Moon, and H. Jeong. Analysisof topolog-
ical characteristics of huge online social networking services. InProceed-
ings of 16th International Conference on World Wide Web, pages 835–844,
Banff, AB, Canada, May 2007.

[7] M. Albakour, C. Macdonald, and I. Ounis. Identifying local events by using
microblogs as social sensors. InProceedings of 10th Conference on Open
Research Areas in Information Retrieval, pages 173–180, Lisbon, Portugal,
May 2013.

[8] R. Albert and A.-L. Barabási. Statistical mechanics ofcomplex networks.
Reviews of Modern Physics, 74(1):47–97, Jan. 2002.

167



168 BIBLIOGRAPHY

[9] D. Aldous. Interacting particle systems as stochastic social dynamics.
Bernoulli, 19(4):1122–1149, 2013.

[10] R. Amir. Supermodularity and complementarity in economics: An elemen-
tary survey.Southern Economic Journal, 71(3):636–660, 2005.

[11] C. Anderson and G. J. Kilduff. Why do dominant personalities attain in-
fluence in face-to-face groups? the competence-signaling effects of trait
dominance.Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 96(2):491–503,
Feb. 2009.

[12] G. M. Angeletos, C. Hellwig, and A. Pavan. Dynamic global games of
regime change: Learning, multiplicity, and the timing of attacks. Econo-
metrica, 75(3):711–756, May 2007.

[13] S. Asur and B. A. Huberman. Predicting the future with social media. In
2010 IEEE/WIC/ACM International Conference on Web Intelligence and
Intelligent Agent Technology, volume 1, pages 492–499, Toronto, ON,
Canada, 2010.

[14] J. P. Aubin. Dynamic Economic Theory: A Viability Approach, volume
174. Springer-Verlag, 1997.

[15] J.-Y. Audibert, S. Bubeck, and R. Munos. Best arm identification in multi-
armed bandits. InProceeding of 23th Conference on Learning Theory,
pages 41–53, Haifa, Israel, Jun. 2010.

[16] P. Auer, N. Cesa-Bianchi, and P. Fischer. Finite-time analysis of the multi-
armed bandit problem.Machine Learning, 47(2-3):235–256, May 2002.

[17] P. Auer, N. Cesa-Bianchi, Y. Freund, and R. E. Schapire.Gambling in a
rigged casino: The adversarial multi-armed bandit problem. In Proceedings
of 36th Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science, pages
322–331, Milwaukee, WI, Oct. 1995.

[18] R. J. Aumann. Subjectivity and correlation in randomized strategies.Jour-
nal of Mathematical Economics, 1(1):67–96, Mar. 1974.

[19] R. J. Aumann. Agreeing to disagree.The Annals of Statistics, 4(6):1236–
1239, Nov. 1976.



BIBLIOGRAPHY 169

[20] R. J. Aumann. Correlated equilibrium as an expression of bayesian ratio-
nality. Econometrica, 55(1):1–18, Jan. 1987.

[21] M. Avellaneda and S. Stoikov. High-frequency trading in a limit order
book. Quantitative Finance, 8(3):217–224, 2008.

[22] V. Bala and S. Goyal. A noncooperative model of network formation.
Econometrica, 68(5):1181–1229, Sep. 2000.

[23] A. Banerjee. A simple model of herd behavior.Quaterly Journal of Eco-
nomics, 107(3):797–817, Aug. 1992.

[24] A.-L. Barabási and A. Reka. Emergence of scaling in random networks.
Science, 286(5439):509, 1999.

[25] G. Bebek, P. Berenbrink, C. Cooper, T. Friedetzky, J. Nadeau, and S. C.
Sahinalp. The degree distribution of the generalized duplication model.
Theoretical Computer Science, 369(1–3):239–249, Dec. 2006.

[26] M. Benaı̈m, J. Hofbauer, and S. Sorin. Stochastic approximations and dif-
ferential inclusions, part II: applications.Mathematics of Operations Re-
search, 31(4):673–695, 2006.

[27] M. Benaı̈m and J. Weibull. Deterministic approximation of stochastic evo-
lution in games.Econometrica, 71(3):873–903, May 2003.

[28] N. Bennett. 4 great (free) tools to measure social sentiment and 4 important
stats. http://socialmediatoday.com/nick-bennett/287405/4-great-free-tools-
measure-social-sentiment-and-4-important-stats, Apr.2011.

[29] A. Benveniste, M. Métivier, and P. P. Priouret.Adaptive algorithms and
stochastic approximations. Springer-Verlag, 1990.

[30] A. Benveniste, M. Métivier, and P. Priouret.Adaptive Algorithms and
Stochastic Approximations. Springer, 2012.

[31] S. Bikchandani, D. Hirshleifer, and I. Welch. A theory of fads, fashion,
custom, and cultural change as information cascades.Journal of Political
Economy, 100(5):992–1026, Oct. 1992.

[32] A. Blum and Y. Mansour. From external to internal regret. Journal of
Machine Learning Research, 8(6):1307–1324, 2007.



170 BIBLIOGRAPHY

[33] J. Bollen, H. Mao, and X. Zeng. Twitter mood predicts thestock market.
Journal of Computational Science, 2(1):1–8, Mar. 2011.

[34] B. Bollobás, O. Riordan, J. Spencer, and G. Tusnády. The degree sequence
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[38] Y. Bramoullé and R. Kranton. Public goods in networks.Journal of Eco-
nomic Theory, 135(1):478–494, Jul. 2007.

[39] T. Brehard and V. Krishnamurthy. Optimal data incest removal in Bayesian
decentralized estimation over a sensor network. InProceedings of IEEE In-
ternational Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing, pages
173–176, Honolulu, Hawaii, Apr. 2007.

[40] P. Bremaud.Markov Chains: Gibbs fields, Monte Carlo Simulation, and
Queues. Springer-Verlag, 1999.

[41] J. Burke, D. Estrin, M. Hansen, A. Parker, N. Ramanathan, S. Reddy, and
M. B. Srivastava. Participatory sensing. InWorkshop on World-Sensor-
Web: Mobile Device Centric Sensor Networks and Applications, Boulder,
CO, 2006.

[42] A. Cahn. General procedures leading to correlated equilibria. International
Journal of Game Theory, 33(1):21–40, Dec. 2004.

[43] D. S. Callaway, M. E. J. Newman, S. H. Strogatz, and D. J. Watts. Network
robustness and fragility: Percolation on random graphs.Physical Review
Letters, 85(25):5468–5471, Dec. 2000.



BIBLIOGRAPHY 171

[44] A. T. Campbell, S. B. Eisenman, N. D. Lane, E. Miluzzo, R.Peterson,
H. Lu, X. Hong, X. Zheng, M. Musolesi, K. Fodor, and G. Ahn. Therise
of people-centric sensing.IEEE Internet Computing, 12(4):12–21, 2008.

[45] H. Carlsson and E. van Damme. Global games and equilibrium selection.
Econometrica, 61(5):989–1018, Sep. 1993.

[46] E. Cartwright and M. Wooders. Correlated equilibrium,conformity and
stereotyping in social groups.Becker Friedman Institute for Research in
Economics Working Paper 2012–014, 2012.

[47] T. N. Cason and T. Sharma. Recommended play and correlated equilibria:
an experimental study.Economic Theory, 33(1):11–27, Oct. 2007.

[48] A. R. Cassandra.Exact and Approximate Algorithms for Partially Observed
Markov Decision Process. PhD thesis, Brown University, 1998.

[49] F. S. Cattivelli and A. H. Sayed. Modeling bird flight formations using dif-
fusion adaptation.IEEE Transactions on Signal Processing, 59(5):2038–
2051, May 2011.

[50] C. Chamley.Rational Herds: Economic Models of Social Learning. Cam-
bridge University Press, 2004.

[51] C. Chamley, A. Scaglione, and L. Li. Models for the diffusion of be-
liefs in social networks: An overview.IEEE Signal Processing Magazine,
30(3):16–29, May 2013.

[52] C. P. Chamley. Rational Herds: Economic Models of Social Learning.
Cambridge University Press, 2003.

[53] D. Chatterjee and D. Liberzon. Stability analysis of deterministic and
stochastic switched systems via a comparison principle andmultiple lya-
punov functions.SIAM Journal on Control and Optimization, 45(1):174–
206, 2006.

[54] D. Chatterjee and D. Liberzon. On stability of randomlyswitched nonlin-
ear systems.IEEE Transactions on Automatic Control, 52(12):2390–2394,
Dec. 2007.



172 BIBLIOGRAPHY

[55] K. C. Chen, M. Chuang, and H. V. Poor. From technologicalnetworks
to social networks.IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communications,
31(9):548–572, Sept. 2013.

[56] N. Chen. On the approximability of influence in social networks. SIAM
Journal on Discrete Mathematics, 23(3):1400–1415, 2009.

[57] W. Chen, C. Wang, and Y. Wang. Scalable influence maximization for
prevalent viral marketing in large-scale social networks.In Proceedings of
the 16th ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge Discovery
and Data Mining, pages 1029–1038, Washington, DC, Jul. 2010.

[58] W. Chen, Y. Wang, and S. Yang. Efficient influence maximization in social
networks. InProceedings of the 15th ACM SIGKDD International Con-
ference on Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining, pages 199–208, Paris,
France, Jul. 2009.

[59] Z. Cheng, J. Caverlee, and K. Lee. You are where you tweet: A content-
based approach to geo-locating twitter users. InProceedings of 19th ACM
International Conference on Information and Knowledge Management,
pages 759–768, Toronto, ON, Canada, Oct. 2010.

[60] N. A. Christakis and J. H. Fowler. Social network sensors for early detec-
tion of contagious outbreaks.PLoS ONE, 5(9), Sep. 2010.

[61] F. Chung and L. Lu.Complex Graphs and Networks. Conference Board of
the Mathematical Sciences, National Science Foundation (U.S.), 2006.

[62] F. Chung, L. Lu, T. G. Dewey, and D. G. Galas. Duplicationmodels for
biological networks. Journal of Computational Biology, 10(5):677–687,
Oct. 2003.

[63] C. Cooper and A. Frieze. A general model of web graphs.Random Struc-
tures and Algorithms, 22(3):311–335, 2003.

[64] R. Corten. Composition and structure of a large online social network in
the netherlands.PLoS ONE, 7(4), Apr. 2012.

[65] T. M. Cover and M. E. Hellman. The two-armed-bandit problem with
time-invariant finite memory.IEEE Transactions on Information Theory,
16(2):185–195, Mar. 1970.



BIBLIOGRAPHY 173

[66] A. Dasgupta, R. Kumar, and D. Sivakumar. Social sampling. In Proceed-
ings of 18th ACM SIGKDD International Conference on Knowledge Dis-
covery and Data Mining, pages 235–243, Beijing, China, Aug. 2012.

[67] A. Dhillon and J. F. Mertens. Perfect correlated equilibria. Journal of
Economic Theory, 68(2):279–302, Feb. 1996.

[68] A. Doucet, N. Gordon, and V. Krishnamurthy. Particle filters for state es-
timation of jump Markov linear systems.IEEE Transactions on Signal
Processing, 49(3):613–624, Mar. 2001.

[69] X. G. Doukopoulos and G. V. Moustakides. Adaptive powertechniques for
blind channel estimation in cdma systems.IEEE Transactions on Signal
Processing, 53(3):1110–1120, Mar. 2005.

[70] A. Drexl. Scheduling of project networks by job assignment.Management
Science, 37(12):1590–1602, Dec. 1991.

[71] A. Drexl and J. Gruenewald. Non-preemptive multi-moderesource-
constrained project scheduling.IIE transactions, 25(5):74–81, 1993.

[72] J. Duffy and N. Feltovich. Correlated equilibria, goodand bad: an experi-
mental study.International Economic Review, 51(3):701–721, Aug. 2010.

[73] F. Dufour and P. Bertrand. An image based filter for discrete-time Marko-
vian jump linear systems.Automatica, 32:241–247, Feb. 1996.

[74] R. Durrett.Random Graph Dynamics. Cambridge Series on Statistical and
Probabilistic Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, 2007.

[75] N. Eagle and A. Pentland. Reality mining: Sensing complex social systems.
Personal and Ubiquitous Computing, 10(4):255–268, May 2006.

[76] D. Easley and J. Kleinberg.Networks, Crowds, and Markets: Reasoning
About a Highly Connected World. Cambridge University Press, 2010.

[77] H. Ebel, L.-I. Mielsch, and S. Bornholdt. Scale-free topology of e-mail
networks.Physical Review E, 66, Sep. 2002.

[78] R. J. Elliott, L. Aggoun, and J. B. Moore.Hidden Markov Models: Esti-
mation and Control. Springer-Verlag, New York, NY, 1995.



174 BIBLIOGRAPHY

[79] G. Ellison and D. Fudenberg. Rules of thumb for social learning. Journal
of Political Economy, 101(4):612–643, Aug. 1993.

[80] G. Ellison and D. Fudenberg. Word-of-mouth communication and social
learning.The Quarterly Journal of Economics, 110(1):93–125, 1995.

[81] Y. Ephraim and N. Merhav. Hidden Markov processes.IEEE Transactions
on Information Theory, 48(6):1518–1569, Jun. 2002.

[82] P. Erdös and T. Gallai. Graphs with given degrees of vertices. Mat Lapok,
11:264–274, 1960.
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