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RA-ICM: A Novel Independent Cascade Model
Incorporating User Relationships and Attitudes
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Abstract—The rapid development of social networks has a
wide range of social effects, which facilitates the study of social
issues. Accurately forecasting the information propagation
process within social networks is crucial for promptly under-
standing the event direction and effectively addressing social
problems in a scientific manner. The relationships between non-
adjacent users and the attitudes of users significantly influence
the information propagation process within social networks.
However, existing research has ignored these two elements,
which poses challenges for accurately predicting the informa-
tion propagation process. This limitation significantly hinders
the study of emotional contagion and influence maximization
in social networks. To address these issues, by considering
the relationships between non-adjacent users and the influence
of user attitudes, we propose a new information propagation
model based on the independent cascade model. Experimental
results obtained from six real Weibo datasets validate the
effectiveness of the proposed model, which is reflected in
increased prediction accuracy and reduced time complexity.
Furthermore, the information dissemination trend in social
networks predicted by the proposed model closely resembles the
actual information propagation process, which demonstrates
the superiority of the proposed model.

Index Terms—Social network, information diffusion, cascade
model, stance, influence calculation

I. INTRODUCTION

HE continuous development of online social network-

ing services has significantly facilitated people’s daily
lives. The channels for information sharing and commu-
nication among people are consistently expanding. People
can now express their views and stances on specific topics
or events online, anytime and anywhere. Consequently, the
delay in information dissemination caused by geographical
and spatial constraints has been greatly reduced. Online
social networking platforms, such as Sina Weibo, Twitter,
and Facebook, have garnered a massive user base by capital-
izing on their features of mobile socialization and real-time
information updates. However, the rapid dissemination of
various types of information inevitably leads to polarization
of people’s stances, accompanied by the emergence of a
substantial amount of negative information, including rumors
and fake news. These phenomena result in diverse social
effects that constantly surface, such as: threatening the
legitimacy and credibility of online platforms, disrupting
social order, influencing the fairness of elections[1l], im-
pacting the stock market[2]], and even jeopardizing national
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stability. Consequently, accurately describing the trends in
information dissemination on social networking platforms
has become an ongoing research focus, which is crucial
for the timely understanding of the direction of events and
effectively addressing various social effects.

As an integral facet of our daily lives, online social net-
works have attracted increasing attention and research from
scholars. The current research on social networks primarily
focuses on information diffusion models and studies on in-
fluence maximization. These studies initially relied upon two
fundamental models, namely the Independent Cascade (IC)
Model[3]] and the Linear Threshold (LT) Model[4]], to predict
the process of information propagation. Nonetheless, with
the continuous evolution of social networking platforms,
people have discovered that besides neighboring nodes,
various factors such as time, topic, space, user emotions,
and individual preferences also influence the process of
information propagation. Consequently, an extensive body
of research has emerged, building upon the foundational
IC Model, while taking into account the influence of time
[5H8], topic [9H14], spatial dependencies [15], user emo-
tions [[16} [17], and individual preferences [14} [18H21]]. This
approach aims to make the propagation process of the
model more closely resemble the actual trends in information
dissemination in social networks.

However, previous studies only considered the influence
of neighboring users on the propagation process. It is evident
that the information posted by users on social networking
platforms like Weibo may not only reach their neighboring
users but also a significant number of non-neighboring users.
Taking the Weibo platform as an illustration, neighboring
users refer to those who have a following relationship with
a particular user, while non-neighboring users are those
who do not have a following relationship with that user.
For example, when a user uses a certain product and
shares his experience on a social platform, not only the
user’s neighboring users can receive that information, but
also numerous non-neighboring users who possess a higher
interest similarity with the user or exhibit an interest in the
product. Furthermore, on social platforms, the information
posted by users implicitly reflects their stance on a particular
event or product. During the process of information dissem-
ination, the stances of all users towards a specific event or
product may undergo constant changes as they are exposed
to information with different stances. For example, when
a user expresses a supportive stance towards a particular



(a) Traditional network model.
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(b) Network model of this Paper.
Fig. 1. Network Model.

event or product, as the information spreads, some users who
initially held opposing or neutral stances may be influenced
to shift towards a neutral or supportive stance, while the
user’s stance may also change to neutral or even opposing,
contingent on the various information he receives. [22]
suggests that users’ stances also exert a certain influence on
the rate of information propagation. However, prior studies
have not taken into account the influence of non-neighboring
users and the dynamic changes in user stances on the process
of information propagation. This omission has had a certain
impact on the accuracy of model predictions and, to some
extent, has limited research on influence maximization and
emotional contagion.

To address the aforementioned issues, this paper un-
dertakes the following work: Firstly, unlike previous ap-
proaches, this study models the social network as a directed
graph that incorporates topics and user stances, as depicted
in Fig. [I] Each user is associated with the topics they follow
and their stances on these topics. Additionally, it considers
the possibility of information propagation between non-
neighboring users, such as between user ¢ and user g, as well
as between user e and user a. Secondly, this paper improves
the mechanism for evaluating the influence between users.
In addition to considering the relationship between users, it
also takes into account the similarity of the topics they follow
and the influence of their stances on these topics. As shown
in Fig. [T} both user ¢ and user a express interest in topics
T3 and T4, and they hold exactly the same stance on these
topics. On the other hand, user f and user a are also interested
in topics T3 and T4, but they have completely opposing
stances on topic T3. Therefore, the influence between user

c and user a surpasses that between user f and user a.
However, previous influence assessment mechanisms have
overlooked the influence of both topic similarity and user
stances, which has compromised the accuracy of influence
assessment results between users. Thirdly, this paper extends
the independent cascade model by considering informa-
tion propagation between non-adjacent users. As shown in
Fig. [T} even though there is no direct connection between
user C and user G, they both share common interests in
topics T1, T3, and T4. Additionally, they hold the same
stance regarding topics T2 and T4. Therefore, there is a
possibility of information transmission between them. In
previous network models, it was assumed that there is no
information transmission between user ¢ and user g, which
clearly contradicts the reality. Finally, we summarize the
contributions of this paper as follows:

1) We propose a novel mechanism for calculating user
influence that enhances the accuracy of user influence
assessment by integrating topic similarity and user
stance.

2) We extend the independent cascade model to include
information propagation between non-adjacent users,
providing a more realistic depiction of the information
dissemination process in social networks.

3) We propose a computational mechanism for measuring
user stance changes based on the different stances en-
countered by users during the information propagation
process regarding the same topic. This mechanism
dynamically represents the continuous evolution of
user stances throughout the information propagation
process, effectively improving the model’s accuracy
in predicting the information dissemination process.

4) We constructed six real social network datasets and
conducted experiments on these datasets. The exper-
imental results confirmed the authenticity and effec-
tiveness of the proposed model in this paper.

The remaining sections of this paper are organized as
follows: Section II presents the related work. Section III
formalizes the computation of user influence, the mechanism
of user stance changes, and the process of information
propagation and diffusion. Building upon these formaliza-
tions, Section IV proposes an algorithm for topic and stance
awareness model of information propagation and diffusion
in social networks. In Section V, a comprehensive analysis
is conducted on the experiments performed and their corre-
sponding results. Finally, Section VI concludes this paper.

II. RELATED WORK

Understanding the propagation mechanisms behind
vast amounts of information is crucial in various re-
search fields, including viral marketing[4, 23], social
recommendations|24, 25], community detection[26, 27]], and
social behavior prediction[28430]]. Researchers from diverse
fields, such as epidemiology, computer science, and sociol-
ogy, have conducted extensive studies and proposed various



models of information diffusion to accurately describe and
simulate this intricate process.

Kempe et al. originally introduced two fundamental mod-
els of information diffusion: the Independent Cascade Model
(IO)[3] and the Linear Threshold Model (LT)[4)]. These
models provide explanations of the information propagation
process in social networks from the perspectives of prob-
ability and thresholds. They are widely recognized as the
most classic and extensively employed models for describing
information propagation in social networks. The IC model
assumes that a node u activates its neighboring node v with a
probability of p(u,v). The activation behavior between nodes
is independent. In this model, any active node in the network
has a single opportunity to activate its neighbors, regardless
of the outcome. After the propagation process, the node
no longer maintains any influence. In the LT model, the
number of newly activated nodes in each propagation process
depends on the current number of active nodes. This model
shares similarities with the IC model in terms of the prop-
agation process. However, it differs in one aspect. Unlike
the IC model, which assumes that the activation behavior
between nodes is mutually independent, this model assumes
that in each propagation process, every unactivated node
can determine its activation state by comparing the sum of
the linearly weighted values of all its activated neighboring
nodes with the corresponding threshold. Furthermore, in the
IC model, each node has only one chance to activate its
neighboring nodes, whereas, in the LT model, each activated
node has multiple opportunities to activate other unactivated
nodes.

With the rapid development of social networks, re-
searchers have discovered that in addition to neighboring
nodes, various factors such as time, topic, space, user
emotions, and individual preferences also exert influence
on the process of information propagation. Consequently,
traditional information propagation models are no longer
capable of accurately describing the process of information
dissemination in social networks. As a result, extensive re-
search has been conducted to incorporate the aforementioned
factors into the IC Model, resulting in certain improvements
to traditional information propagation models. These modi-
fications are aimed at enhancing the predictive accuracy of
the models, thereby enabling them to closely resemble the
actual process of information dissemination.

Taking into account the influence of time, [5] proposed
T-BaSIC, an asynchronous information propagation model
based on the IC Model. T-BaSIC considers temporal effects
in the information dissemination process and provides an
explanation for the dynamic propagation of information
at the macro level by considering micro-level interactions
and interconnected topology among users. T-BaSIC has
demonstrated effective prediction of the dynamic process
of information propagation. [6] introduces the Temporal
Independent Cascade model (T-IC), an extension of the IC
Model that incorporates temporal characteristics. This model
effectively captures the temporal aspects of the network,

such as the duration of evolving connections or the dynamic
likelihood of propagation along connections, thereby im-
proving the predictive performance of the model. [7]] extends
the IC Model by incorporating the time factor of information
diffusion in social networks. They propose the Independent
Cascade Model with Meeting Events (IC-M), a new propaga-
tion model that captures the temporal delays in information
propagation. [8] extends the IC Model by considering that in
real propagation processes, users have multiple opportunities
to activate neighboring nodes. They propose a new and prac-
tically meaningful Continuous Activation and Time-Limited
Influence Diffusion Model (CT-IC). This model assumes that
each active node repeatedly activates its neighboring nodes
until a given time, thereby improving the predictive accuracy
of the model. [31]] introduces the GT propagation model by
considering the influence of time on user behavior in the
process of information propagation. This model incorporates
both time-related and non-time-related information into the
decision-making process of users, enhancing the accuracy
of modeling and predicting the process of information
diffusion. It effectively forecasts changes in user behavior
decisions within specific time intervals.

Taking into account the influence of topics, researchers in
[9, 32] investigate the impact of user topic dependency on
the information propagation process, building upon the IC
model. They enhance the evaluation method for assessing
the infection probability between users and propose a novel
topic-aware influence-driven propagation model, which pro-
vides a more precise depiction of cascade effects in real
social networks. [10] introduces a topic-aware community-
based independent cascade model [33] that incorporates both
the characteristics of community structure and the integra-
tion of community topic features. This model demonstrates
enhanced stability, dynamic adaptability, increased computa-
tional efficiency, and reduced space requirements, all while
preserving the approximation ratio and influence scope.
Furthermore, [12] presents a topic-aware social influence
propagation model inspired by viral marketing, based on the
IC model. This model integrates topic awareness, facilitating
more personalized and precise advertising. In [13]], drawing
inspiration from the PageRank algorithm, the researchers
propose a topic-sensitive information diffusion model known
as TS-IDM (topic-sensitive information diffusion model).
The model measures and quantifies the interests of individual
users using relevance scores. These scores, in conjunction
with an evolutionary game model of information diffu-
sion, are employed to enhance the accuracy of information
propagation across various topics. [14] by combining the
influence of neighboring structures on different topics with
the distribution of user interests across various topics, a
propagation model called NSTI-IC (neighborhood structure
and topic-aware interest) is proposed. This model improves
the predictive accuracy of information propagation.

Taking into account the influence of spatial factors, [[10]
introduces a community-based independent cascade model
based on the IC model, considering the issue of spatial



consumption in the information propagation process. This
model incorporates the spatial structural features of com-
munities into the IC model, reducing the complexity of dy-
namic information propagation without sacrificing accuracy.
Considering specific spatial dependencies, [15] introduces
a spatial Markov-dependent influence propagation model
based on the existing IC model. This model offers an
improved depiction of the information diffusion process in
online social networks.

Taking into account the influence of user emotions, [16]
introduces an emotion-based independent cascade model,
recognizing that emotions can contribute to the broader
dissemination of information. This model illustrates the
process of information propagation in online social media
influenced by emotional contagion. In this model, infor-
mation is represented by the distribution values of five
different emotions. These emotions have a certain degree
of influence on the magnitude of influence between users.
The propagation probability of each piece of information is
computed as the weighted average of the diverse emotions.
This model enhances predictive performance and offers
insights for applying emotional contagion in viral marketing
on online social media platforms.Considering the dissemi-
nation of emotions in the process of information propaga-
tion, [17]] introduces a sentiment-based independent cascade
model to examine the dynamics of emotional contagion. A
learning model is developed that incorporates user features,
structural features, and tweet features to predict changes in
emotions after retweeting. The model calculates conversion
weights to anticipate the emotional transformation outcomes
of retweets. This model exhibits superior performance com-
pared to conventional information propagation models.

Taking into account the influence of individual preference
factors, [14] integrates the impact of individual preferences
into the propagation process of the model, proposing a prop-
agation model called NSTI-IC. This model enhances predic-
tion accuracy by combining structural influence and topic-
aware interests. [19] has developed a unified probabilistic
framework that formalizes the problem as a topic-enhanced
sentiment propagation model. This model predicts users’
sentiment states based on their historical emotional states,
the topic distribution of tweets, and the social structure.
It provides a more precise description of users’ emotional
prediction changes during the information propagation pro-
cess. [21] proposes a dynamic enhanced independent cascade
(EIC) model based on the IC model, taking into account both
group polarization effects and individual preferences. The
model utilizes real data to detect and model the information
propagation mechanism influenced by group polarization
effects. It effectively captures the impact of group polar-
ization effects and individual preferences on the information
propagation process.

In addition, there are some related studies as follows. [34]
proposes a particle dynamics-based information propagation
model by considering the initial influence of information
at the start of propagation and the activity of users when

retweeting information. [35]] investigates the learning prob-
lem of diffusion probabilities in the IC model and presents
a weighted estimation method for diffusion probabilities,
which reduces the average prediction error of the model.
[36] introduces the IC-n model with negative opinions based
on the IC model, incorporating the diffusion of both positive
and negative information. This model captures the evolution
and propagation process of negative information during the
information dissemination process. [37] proposes the TC-
IC model based on the IC model, which utilizes the triadic
closure structure of the social network to accurately measure
the closeness between nodes. By assigning different propa-
gation probabilities to each edge, this model significantly
enhances the efficiency of identifying influential nodes. [38]
proposes the BHICM algorithm, an improved heuristic ap-
proach. It introduces a dynamic correlation strategy between
propagation probabilities and hop counts, eliminating the
need to process neighboring nodes of seed nodes. There
are also other propagation models, such as the Susceptible-
Infected-Recovered (SIR) model[39], the Susceptible-
Infected-Susceptible (SIS) model[40], the Twin-SIR spread-
ing model[41], the Susceptible-Infected-Recovered-Anti-
spreader model[42]], and the SIR-IM model[43]. Most of
these models are infectious models and assume that infor-
mation spreads from a set of source (or seed) nodes. Other
nodes can only access information through their neighboring
nodes. During the information propagation process, nodes
in the network have only two states: either active or inac-
tive. Moreover, active nodes can influence their neighboring
nodes through the execution process of the propagation
model. Over time, the number of active nodes will gradually
increase[9]. However, as pointed out in[44], the IC diffusion
process is more accurate in describing the information prop-
agation process in social networks compared to infectious
disease models like SIR. Therefore, this paper primarily fo-
cuses on the information diffusion model in social networks
from the perspective of the IC model.

However, the aforementioned studies have overlooked the
relationships between non-adjacent users and the role of
user stances in the information propagation process of social
networks. This oversight significantly impacts the predictive
accuracy of the models. To address this gap, this paper
proposes a new information propagation model that takes
into account the influence of these two factors. The model
not only improves prediction accuracy but also reduces
time complexity. Consequently, the model’s predictions align
more closely with the actual information propagation process
observed in real social networks.

III. PROBLEM FORMULATION

For contemporary online social networking platforms, the
information that users can receive is no longer limited to
the scenarios described by previous models: where nodes
are influenced solely by their previously active neighboring
nodes or solely influenced by their neighboring nodes. How-
ever, in reality, a node’s stance on a particular topic can be



TABLE I
FREQUENTLY USED NOTATION

Notation Description
G=(V,E,T) Represents a social network, where V' is a node set of size n, E is an edge set of size m, where edge e;;
represents the direction of information flow from node i to j, and T is the set of topics in the network.
P. Probability of information propagation on edge e
n=|V| The number of nodes in G
m = |E| The number of edges in G
T; =<ti1,ti2, ... ,ti_» > Attitude held by user i towards information on all topics
z=|T| The number of topics in G
Pyt Influence of u on its neighbor node v against topic i
Pyy i Influence of u on a node v among its adjacent nodes that is unknown to the topic ti
P oyt Influence of u on its non-adjacent node v against topic i
Pyt Influence of u on node v, which is unknown to topic ti among its non-adjacent nodes
sim(u, v) Interest similarity between nodes u and v
O, A,y € Control parameter
Ayt Attitude value of node v for topic i

influenced not only by its neighboring nodes but also by non-
adjacent nodes that share similar topic interests, albeit with
a certain probability. Furthermore, each node has multiple
opportunities to influence other nodes, rather than just once.
Within a certain time frame, nodes possess the ability to
impact other nodes. In this section, the paper first introduces
the network model used in this study. Next, it presents
the measurement methods for assessing influence between
nodes, including topic similarity measurement among users,
calculation of the influence between users, determination of
the stance persistence of nodes towards a certain topic, and
the approach to determining the node’s state in a specific
topic. Finally, we provide a comprehensive description of
the topic and stance-aware social network diffusion model.

A. Network Model

As shown in Fig. |1} in the proposed topic and stance aware
information diffusion model, the social network is modeled
as a directed graph G = (V, E,T), where V is the set of
nodes of size n, F is the set of edges of size m, and T is the
set of topics in the network. Here, nodes represent users in
online social networks, edges represent connection relation-
ships between users, and edge e;; represents the direction of
information flow from node i to j. Each node v; € V corre-
sponds to a set of topics T; = {t; 1,8 2,t; 3,.-.-.. iz}
The set reflects the attitude of user i towards the information
of all topics, where t; , € {—1,0,0.5,1},¢; j is used to
represent user i’s attitude towards topic k. The value -
1 indicates that user i has not yet encountered topic k,
meaning the user’s stance on topic k is unknown. The value
0 represents user i’s opposition to topic k, while the value
0.5 represents a neutral stance. A value of 1 indicates user
1’s agreement with topic k. These three states represent the
known stance of the user regarding topic k. The variable z
represents the total number of topics in the social network.
Tabel [I] summarizes the commonly used symbols and their
meanings.

B. Influence Evaluation between Nodes

In online social networks, there are two main sources of
information that influence the views and stances of the target

user v. These sources come from both the neighboring nodes
of the target user and non-neighboring nodes. Furthermore,
for both neighboring and non-neighboring nodes, there are
two scenarios of influence: when the node u shares the same
topic with the target user v, and when the node u possesses
a topic that is unknown to the target user v.

Definition 1: Topic similarity between users

Given two nodes u, v, the topic sets corresponding to
these two nodes are Ty, = {t4_1,tu 2,80 35 - ,tu_»} and
Ty ={ty 1,0 2,tp 3, ,tu_ }, then the topic similarity
sim(u,v) between node u and node v is measured as follows.

sim(u, v) = 1/((\/2+

Where sim(u,v) € [1/v/2,1], a larger sim(u,v) indicates
a more significant topic similarity between node u and node
V.
Definition 2: The size of influence between users
Given two nodes u and v, the influence P; of node u on
node v on topic ¢; is measured as follows:
P;(u,v) = 6 x sim(u,v) * f(t',t) 2)

v U

o 1, t{=-1,0.50rt] =t
fltte) =3 A [t —t,1<05 3)
1 else

In the Eq., 4 is a parameter with a value range of [0,1],
which is used to control the influence weight of user u to
user v. When there is edge e,, € FE, the value range of
a should be [0.5,1], and when ¢,, ¢ E, the value range
of ¢ is set to [0,0,5). Due to the influence of current state-
of-the-art social network recommendation algorithms, there
is a certain probability that user v will come across infor-
mation from user u, regardless of whether there is a direct
relationship between user u and user v. Specifically, when
there is a relationship between them, the likelihood of user
v encountering information from user u is higher. However,
it does not imply that user v will always receive information



from user u just because they have a relationship. Therefore,
in this case, the range of ¢ is set to (0.5,1]. When there is
no relationship between user u and user v, there is still a
possibility for user v to encounter information from user
u. However, compared to users who have a relationship,
the probability of encountering the information is relatively
smaller. Therefore, the value range of § is set to [0,0.5).
sim(u,v) represents the topic similarity between users u and
v. In the Eq.(3), A is a parameter with a value range of
[0.5,1], and g is a parameter with a value range of [0,0,5).
These two parameters are used to control the weight of the
influence of user u on user v under topic i. In other words,
regardless of whether there is a connection between two
nodes or the topic similarity, there is a certain probability of
mutual influence, which is different from previous models
that only consider information propagation among adjacent
nodes. Clearly, it can be observed that when the similarity
between non-adjacent nodes is significantly greater than the
similarity between adjacent nodes, the influence of non-
adjacent nodes on the target node is not necessarily smaller
than the influence of adjacent nodes on the target node.

In particular, in order to facilitate the subsequent algo-
rithm analysis, we define that when u is the adjacent node
of v, if user u and target user v have the same topic ¢;,
then the size P;(u,v) that user v will be influenced by user
u under the topic #; is expressed as P, . If user u has the
unknown topic t; of user v, The size P;(u,v) that user v will
be influenced by user u under topic t; is denoted as P,’.
When u and v are non-adjacent nodes, if user u and target
user v have the same topic ¢;, the size P;(u,v) that user
v will be influenced by user u under topic ¢; is expressed
as P?,,. If user u has unknown topic ¢; of user v, the size
P;(u,v) will be influenced by user u. The size P;(u,v) that
user v will be influenced by user u under topic ¢; is denoted
as P! .

Definition 3: Node’s stance persistence to a topic

For any topic ¢; in the social network G, node v has a
stance persistence A’ towards that topic. This value is used
to indicate the likelihood of user v’s stance changing on that
topic, as follows:

k
Ay = 43 (1t~ 8 Pu o)~ (BT P, 0))

u=1

“)

In the Eq.(@), k represents the number of information
received by node v so far, A’ represents the stance per-
sistence of node v to topic ¢;, with a range of values
between [0, 1]. A higher value of Af, indicates that node
v’s current stance on topic ¢; is less likely to be influenced
by surrounding users. It is evident that node v’s stance
persistence A’ towards the current topic t; is influenced by
receiving information with different stances on that topic.
When node v receives information with different stances on
topic t;, Ai decreases, indicating an increased likelihood
of node v’s stance changing on topic ¢;. Conversely, when
node v receives information with the same stance on topic

t;, Af] increases, reducing the likelihood of node v’s stance
changing on topic ;.

Definition 4: Node status in a topic.

For a given node v, when it receives information from
other nodes regarding a certain topic t¢;, the stance of node
v on that topic may change. The measurement criteria for
assessing this change are as follows:

When node v is unknown or neutral about a topic i, the
state of node v at the next moment is as follows.

ti — { tzu
v 0.5,
When node v has an unknown or neutral stance towards
topic i, receiving information on that topic can lead to two
possible changes in its stance. If the influence of node u on
node v regarding topic i is greater than the stance value A?
of node v, then node v’s stance of topic i becomes equal
to node u’s stance of topic i. However, if the influence is
smaller than A?, node v’s stance on topic i remains neutral,
that is, ¢! equals 0.5.
When node v is in the support or opposition state for topic
1, the state of node v at the next moment is as follows.

P;(u,v) > Aj,
else

&)

t, = (t, @ th) xt, + (8, & ,) * (t, £+ 0.5)  (6)

As shown in the Eq.@, where ¢ is a constant parameter,
when P;(u,v)>A!, € is 1, when P;(u,v)<A! e is 0,% is
used to control the direction of stance change of node v.
When the initial ¢! is 0, indicating that node v initially holds
an opposing stance on topic t;, we assign a positive sign (+).
Conversely, when the initial ¢; is 1, indicating that node v
initially holds a supportive stance on topic t;, we assign a

negative sign (-).

C. Diffusion Models in Social Networks based on Topic and
Stance Awareness

In a social network, each node can be in one of four
states - unknown, opposing, neutral, or supporting - for
any of the n topics at any given time. Initially, users who
hold opposing, neutral, or supporting stances on a particular
topic are considered active users for that topic, while nodes
with unknown stances are considered inactive users for that
topic. These active users have the opportunity to influence
other nodes in the social network with a certain probability,
regardless of whether they are connected or not. The state of
other nodes in relation to a specific topic can be influenced
by the active user’s stance on that topic. Although the model
in this paper is based on topic and stance awareness, our
approach differs from existing topic-aware works[9, |10, 12+
14]). They assume that the activation probability on each edge
(u, v) is determined by the similarity of topic distributions
between nodes u and v. Furthermore, they assume that each
node can only be influenced by its neighboring nodes, and
the neighboring nodes are guaranteed to have an influence on
the node. However, in real social networks, the probability
of influence between nodes u and v depends not only



on the similarity of their topic distributions but also on
the differences in their stances on specific topics. Clearly,
the probability of influence between nodes with opposing
opinions is lower than the probability of influence between
nodes with similar opinions. Additionally, for neighboring
nodes, node v is not guaranteed to receive information
from those neighboring nodes. Moreover, whether node v
is activated depends not only on its neighboring nodes but
also on the probability of being influenced by other non-
neighboring nodes, regardless of whether they share the
same topic with node v.

In each step, we assume that all nodes have the ability to
activate their neighboring nodes or non-neighboring nodes
at any given time. We make this assumption for the follow-
ing reasons: Firstly, we assume that the information users
encounter in a social network is not limited by time con-
straints. In the current social networking environment, social
networks recommend information to users from any period.
Therefore, continuing to use the previous models where all
nodes have the ability to influence their neighboring nodes
only in the next time step after being activated does not
accurately reflect the information propagation process in
the current social networking environment. Secondly, we
assume that all nodes not only receive information from
their neighboring nodes but also have a certain probability
of receiving information from their non-neighboring nodes.
Because in current social networks such as Weibo, Facebook,
and others, users can not only receive information from
their connected users but also come across information from
completely unrelated users. The propagation models pro-
posed in previous models, where nodes can only influence
their neighboring nodes and can only be influenced by their
neighboring nodes, are not well-suited for the current online
social networks [45].

We take node a of the network model in Fig. [I] as an
example, specifically describe the propagation process of the
proposed social network diffusion model based on topic and
stance awareness. At time 0, the topic set corresponding
to node a is T, = {-1,0,1,0.5}. At this time, node
a will be affected by node c. For unknown topic tl, the
influence value of node ¢ on node a is P,} = Pi(c,a) =

0 * (1/(( Z;‘:l(t}l —t1)2 4 16—10)/\/1)),for a known
topic t3, the influence value generated by node ¢ on node

wis P = Pitea) = 0 (1/((YEL 00— +

1610)/\/41)> % \. Influenced by node c, the stance ad-

herence of node a to topic t1 is AL = AL — (Jt1 — L | x
Pi(c,a)),the stance adherence of node a to topic ¢35 is
A3 = A3 —(0—Ps3(c,a)).In this case, for topic ¢1, if Pi(c,a)
is greater than A}l, then t;:ti; otherwise, t}l:O.S, indicating
that node a is already in a known state for topic ¢, but it is
not affected by node c’s stance toward topic ¢; and remains
neutral.For topic ¢3,t5 = (¢3 @ t2) * t3 = ¢3 indicating that
the stance of node a towards topic t3 does not change after
being influenced by node c. Meanwhile, node a can also be

influenced by other non-adjacent nodes with probability p,
such as nodes b and g, and the influence process is the same
as above.

IV. ALGORITHM

In this section, we will provide a detailed description of
the proposed topic and stance-aware social network diffusion
model algorithm. Unlike previous algorithms, the model
proposed in this paper is insensitive to time and considers the
influence of non-neighboring nodes. Additionally, it incor-
porates the calculation of user stances on topics, taking into
account the impact of user stances on the diffusion process.
The detailed procedure of the algorithm is as follows.

A. Information Dissemination Process

Different from traditional information diffusion models,
we propose a Topic and Stance Aware social network
diffusion model based on the current landscape of new-
generation social networks. Considering that information in
the current landscape of new-generation social networks is
no longer time-sensitive, meaning that users are exposed to
not only the most recent information but also information
from previous time points, our model assumes that the
information posted by user v at any time ¢; may be received
by user u at a later time ¢ (where to(t2>1)). In addition, for
users in a social network, the information they are exposed to
is not limited to their connected nodes. Therefore, our model
assumes that user v can access information not only from
its neighboring nodes but also from non-neighboring nodes.
Regardless of the topic similarity sim(u,v) between users,
user v has a certain probability of accessing information
from other users u. The specific propagation process is
illustrated in Algorithm 1.

Here,V'\V,q; denotes the difference set between the set
V and the set Vgq;, for example, V' = {a,b, ¢, d, e}, Vaaj =
{b,d}, then V\V,q; = {a,c,e}. In the TSA algorithm, the
adjacency node V,q; and the non-adjacency node V ,q4; are
comprehensively considered, as well as all the users known
and unknown to the specified topic j.

B. Node State Change Process

During the process of information propagation, the stance
of a node towards the current topic may continuously
change. We consider the current stance of the node and
the influence of all the different stance information it has
received up until time t to determine the possible stance
changes at the current time t. Clearly, when the node is in
an unknown or neutral state, it is susceptible to the influence
of different stance information. However, when the node is
in a supporting or opposing state for the current topic, the
change in stance depends on factors such as the similarity
of topics between the node and other users, as well as all
the different stance information it has received so far. The
specific calculation process is shown in Algorithm 2.

The process of state change for node q regarding topic
j can be determined based on Definition 4. It distinguishes



Algorithm 1 TSA
Imput: G = (V,E,T), initial set of topics Ty =
{11, Ts,...... , T },initial topic number j,number of
propagation K.
Output: The updated network G=(V,E,T).
1: function TSA(G, T, j, K)

2 TR = Tyo, IOy = Tj—o.s, TP =Ty
3 Vj"”" = TJ”_"S" U T]T”_"a‘f5 u Tj"_";"

4 Vadj = @, S=0

5: for k =1to K do

6: for v in V*¢% do

7 S = {u|(u,v) € E}

8 for q € S do

9: if q ¢ Vaq; then

10: Tewr = Tg

11: Al = Eq.(4) ,
12: T] = ATT(G, q,v, j, A})
13: Vadj —q

14: end if

15: if T.yr = —1 and TJ! = —1 then
16: T. 54+ q

17: Vi."e:zg —q

18: end if

19: end for

20: end for

21: Vu,dj — V\Vadj

22: NADJ(G,3,V adgj, Vj"ew)

23: end for

24: return GG

25: end function

Algorithm 2 ATT
Input: G = (V, E,T), node q,v, the topic numberj,Ag.
Output: T7.

1: function ATT(G, ¢, v, j, A))

2: Tewr = Tg

3: if Tg = 0.5 or -1 then
4: Tq] = Eq.(5)

5: else ‘

6: T) = Eq.(6)

7: end if

8: if T...,n! = T] then

9: Tj—Tg —q

10: Tj_Tcu'r —q

11: end if

12: return Tg

13: end function

the state of node q for a specific topic j. If node q is in
an unknown or neutral state for topic j, it can be derived
using Eq. 5] If node q is in a supporting or opposing state
for topic j, it can be derived using Eq. [6] Particularly, when
the state of node q for topic j changes, the corresponding
set also undergoes dynamic changes.

C. Propagation in Non-adjacent Nodes

Nodes also influence their non-neighboring nodes during
the information propagation process. Whether these nodes
are in a known or unknown state for the current topic, there
is a certain probability that they will be influenced by the
information from the node. The specific propagation process
is shown in Algorithm 3.

Algorithm 3 NADJ
Input: G = (V,E,T),V q45, V€' the number of propa-
gation k, the topic number j, the parameters rl,r2.
Output: The updated network G = (V, E,T).
1: function NADJ(G, V oq4j, V", k, j, r1,72)
2: Generating collections V™¢% VZ&;-", ynew

3 |V mew| = ¢l x |V rew|

4 Vea ={UUVu,v € Vagj,uecTjv¢T;}
50 |Vaa | =r2% [V ag

6: for g € V5 do

7 Touwr = Tg

8 for v € V™€ do

9: Al = Eq.(4) ‘

10: ATT(G, q,v, j, A}) ‘

11: if Ty = —1 and T]! = —1 then
12: anew —q

13: T; < q

14: end if

15: end for

16: end for

17: return GG

18: end function

In this context, T} represents the set of users for whom
topic j is known, and V’;g;“ contains a subset of non-
neighboring users for node v. This subset includes both
users who have knowledge about topic j and those who
are unaware of it. The parameter r2 determines the size of
the set V'35, And for the collection of certain proportion
relationship in the U and V, the |[U| =r x |V7e¥| |V| =

adj

ax|V5er|, among them, r € [0.5,1],a € [0,0.5),7+a = 1.

V. EXPERIMENT

In this section, we will perform tests on our algorithm
using six real-world datasets obtained through Python web
scraping. To showcase the effectiveness and credibility of our
propagation method, we will compare it with several existing
models. Additionally, we will conduct visual analysis of
user activation and stance changes during the information
propagation process.



TABLE 11
THE DATASET

Average number of nodes

Dataset nodes  edges  topics in the initial topic
Dataset 1 1300 4951 1 15
Dataset 11 1061 4122 1 23
Dataset III 1791 5895 1 27
Dataset IV 2300 8780 2 41
Dataset V 2754 10241 2 45
Dataset VI~ 4005 14067 3 69

A. Dataset

We have categorized the dataset into two main categories:
datasets containing a single topic and datasets containing
multiple topics concurrently. Our study investigates the
information propagation process described in our proposed
model using six real-world datasets. Datasets containing only
a single topic are as follows: Dataset I encompasses all
original Weibo posts and Weibo topic comments pertaining
to the specific topic of “queue jumping” on Sina Weibo.
The data was collected from May 2, 2023, to June 2, 2023.
It comprises 1,300 user nodes and 4,951 edges. Dataset
II comprises all original Weibo posts and Weibo topic
comments related to the topic of accommodation provided
by a specific chain of hotels. The data was collected from
April 12, 2023, to May 12, 2023. It includes 1,061 user
nodes and 4,122 edges. Dataset III contains all original
Weibo posts and Weibo topic comments regarding a public
figure’s involvement in politically sensitive issues. The data
was collected from April 12, 2023, to May 12, 2023. It
consists of 1,791 user nodes and 5,895 edges.

Datasets containing multiple topics are as follows: Dataset
IV comprises all original Weibo posts and related comments
pertaining to the topics of “queue jumping” and a marketing
issue concerning a restaurant during the holidays. The data
was collected from April 12, 2023, to June 12, 2023, and
includes 2,300 user nodes, 8,780 edges, and 2 topics. Dataset
V includes all original Weibo posts and related comments
discussing the topics of ”budget travel during the holidays”
and a public figure’s involvement in politically sensitive
issues. The data was collected from April 15, 2023, to May
15, 2023, and includes 2,754 user nodes, 10,241 edges, and
2 topics. Dataset VI consists of all original Weibo posts and
related comments regarding the topics of "queue jumping by
a mother and daughter,” “budget travel during the holidays,”
and a public figure’s involvement in politically sensitive
issues. The data was collected from April 10, 2023, to June
10, 2023, and includes 4,005 user nodes, 14,067 edges,
and 3 topics. Tabel [lI] presents the details of the datasets.
From Tabel [ll] we can also observe that there are not many
connections between users who are interested in the same
topic on online social networking platforms. This indicates
that focusing solely on the connectivity between users is
not sufficient; we also need to consider the possibility of
information exchange between non-connected users.

TABLE III
AUC VALUES FOR IC, LT, EMIC, EIC, TIC AND TSA

Dataset IC TIC EMIC EIC TSA
Dataset 1 61.54% 77.01% 78.63% 84.48%  97.90%
Dataset I~ 61.50%  76.92%  77.92% 84.64%  98.71%
Dataset Il 59.10%  76.68%  77.01% 84.97%  97.82%
Dataset IV 65.35%  75.49%  78.15%  83.12%  97.01%
Dataset V. 59.30%  75.97%  76.69%  82.89%  98.67%
Dataset VI~ 56.28%  74.82% 7643% 82.71%  96.62%

B. Analysis of Propagation Results

Specifically, we designate users who have posted Weibo
and comments within the first half hour of each dataset as
seed users for the respective topic, assuming their initial
activity. The initial stance of all seed users is determined
by their own Weibo posts or comments. Subsequently, we
simulate the information propagation process using various
propagation models.

Based on the six aforementioned real-world datasets,
we conducted experiments to analyze the accuracy of the
proposed model in predicting the information propagation
process in real social networks. A comparison was made
with traditional IC model, as well as existing models based
on user sentiment or topic, namely TIC[9], EMIC[16], and
EIC[21]. The experimental results are presented in Tabel
It is evident that traditional propagation models, which disre-
gard information propagation between non-adjacent nodes,
struggle to accurately predict the actual information prop-
agation process due to the limited connectivity between
users in current online social networks. In contrast, the
algorithm proposed in this paper takes into account the
influence of all adjacent nodes, as well as selected non-
adjacent nodes that may have an impact. Additionally, it
considers the influence of users’ different stances on the
propagation process, making the spread of information more
aligned with the dynamics of online social networks. The
experimental results demonstrate that the proposed algorithm
outperforms existing models such as IC, TIC, EMIC, and
EIC in terms of accuracy. Furthermore, Fig. [2] illustrates the
dynamic changes of the affected users when information is
propagated through the TSA, IC, TIC, EMIC, and EIC mod-
els, respectively, for each of the six datasets. A comparison
with the affected users in the real network further highlights
the close resemblance of our model to the actual information
propagation process in social networks.

C. Stance Change Analysis

In this paper, three datasets containing a single topic,
namely the above datasetl, dataset II, and datasetIll, are
used to analyze the stance after the dissemination, and the
experimental results are shown in Tabel The experimen-
tal results show that our model also has high accuracy in
predicting the user’s stance status on the topic in information
dissemination. In addition, we also conducted a dynamic
analysis of the stance changes in the above three datasets
during the diffusion of information dissemination, as shown
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Fig. 3. The stance change process from dataset I to dataset III.

in Fig. |3| Obviously, in the process of information dissemi-
nation, users with different positions will continue to change,
and due to the promotion of the network, users tend to have
a negative attitude toward the topic of public opinion. With
the continuous dissemination of information, users who were
originally in a supportive or neutral position may also be
influenced to change to a negative attitude.

This paper conducted a stance analysis of the propagation
process on three datasets that contain single topics, namely
Dataset I, Dataset II, and Dataset III. The experimental
results are presented in Tabel |IV| The results indicate that our
model achieves high accuracy in predicting users’ stances
towards the topics during the information propagation pro-
cess. Furthermore, dynamic analysis of stance changes in

(b) Stance change for dataset Il.

(c) Stance change for dataset Ill.

TABLE IV
STANCE PREDICTION ACCURACY

Dataset Stance prediction accuracy
Dataset | 79.40%
Dataset 1T 76.92%
Dataset I11 77.41%

the information spreading process was conducted for the
aforementioned three datasets, as depicted in Fig. 3 It is
evident that users with different stances undergo continuous
changes during the information propagation process. Addi-
tionally, due to the influence of network dynamics, users tend
to adopt a negative attitude towards public opinion topics.



Moreover, as information spreads, users who initially held
a supportive or neutral stance may also be influenced and
shift towards a negative stance.

VI. CONCLUSION

In the context of information propagation in online so-
cial networks, traditional information propagation models
have become inadequate to adapt to the current network
landscape, which involves a lot of information transmission
among non-adjacent users. Therefore, this paper proposes
a novel Topic and Stance-Aware model for social net-
work information propagation and diffusion. To validate the
proposed model, experiments were conducted on six real-
world datasets. The experimental results demonstrate that the
proposed algorithm in this paper outperforms traditional in-
formation propagation models in simulating the information
diffusion process in current social networks. Furthermore,
this paper analyzes the changes in users’ stances towards
topics during the information propagation process and dy-
namically illustrates the process of stance changes among
users throughout the information spread. In future research,
we will explore methods to select initial seed nodes that
achieve the maximum propagation range while minimizing
the budget requirements. Additionally, we will seek methods
to promptly intercept the spread of negative information,
aiming to minimize the occurrence of adverse events in the
network.

REFERENCES

[1] Hunt Allcott and Matthew Gentzkow. Social media and
fake news in the 2016 election. Journal of economic
perspectives, 31(2):211-236, 2017.

[2] Nicholas DiFonzo and Prashant Bordia. Rumor and
prediction: Making sense (but losing dollars) in the
stock market. Organizational Behavior and Human
Decision Processes, 71(3):329-353, 1997.

[3] David Kempe, Jon M Kleinberg, and Eva Tardos. Influ-
ential nodes in a diffusion model for social networks.
In ICALP, volume 5, pages 1127-1138. Springer, 2005.

[4] David Kempe, Jon Kleinberg, and Eva Tardos. Max-
imizing the spread of influence through a social net-
work. In Proceedings of the ninth ACM SIGKDD
international conference on Knowledge discovery and
data mining, pages 137-146, 2003.

[S] Adrien Guille and Hakim Hacid. A predictive model
for the temporal dynamics of information diffusion in
online social networks. In Proceedings of the 21st
international conference on World Wide Web, pages
1145-1152, 2012.

[6] Aparajita Haldar, Shuang Wang, Gunduz Vehbi
Demirci, Joe Oakley, and Hakan Ferhatosmanoglu.
Temporal cascade model for analyzing spread in evolv-
ing networks. ACM Transactions on Spatial Algorithms
and Systems, 2023.

[7] Wei Chen, Wei Lu, and Ning Zhang. Time-critical
influence maximization in social networks with time-
delayed diffusion process. In Proceedings of the AAAI

Conference on Artificial Intelligence, volume 26, pages
591-598, 2012.

[8] Jinha Kim, Wonyeol Lee, and Hwanjo Yu. Ct-ic:
Continuously activated and time-restricted independent
cascade model for viral marketing. Knowledge-Based
Systems, 62:57-68, 2014.

[9] Nicola Barbieri, Francesco Bonchi, and Giuseppe
Manco. Topic-aware social influence propagation mod-
els. Knowledge and information systems, 37:555-584,
2013.

[10] Xi Qin, Cheng Zhong, and Qingshan Yang. An in-
fluence maximization algorithm based on community-
topic features for dynamic social networks. I[EEE
Transactions on Network Science and Engineering,
9(2):608-621, 2021.

[11] Jianchun Liu, Hongli Xu, Lun Wang, Yang Xu, Chen

Qian, Jinyang Huang, and He Huang. Adaptive asyn-

chronous federated learning in resource-constrained

edge computing. IEEE Transactions on Mobile Com-

puting, 22(2):674-690, 2023.

Shan Tian, Songsong Mo, Liwei Wang, and Zhiyong

Peng. Deep reinforcement learning-based approach

to tackle topic-aware influence maximization. Data

Science and Engineering, 5:1-11, 2020.

G Gracia Michelle, P Kumaran, and S Chitrakala. Topic

sensitive information diffusion modelling in online

social networks. In 2016 2nd International Conference
on Advances in Electrical, Electronics, Information,

Communication and Bio-Informatics (AEEICB), pages

152-156. IEEE, 2016.

Chuhan Zhang, Yueshuang Yin, and Yong Liu. Nsti-

ic: An independent cascade model based on neigh-

bor structures and topic-aware interest. In Web and

Big Data: 4th International Joint Conference, APWeb-

WAIM 2020, Tianjin, China, September 18-20, 2020,

Proceedings, Part I 4, pages 170-178. Springer, 2020.

[15] Zesheng Chen and Kurtis Taylor. Modeling the spread
of influence for independent cascade diffusion process
in social networks. In 2017 IEEE 37th International
Conference on Distributed Computing Systems Work-
shops (ICDCSW), pages 151-156. IEEE, 2017.

[16] Zhipeng Wang, Jichang Zhao, and Ke Xu. Emotion-

based independent cascade model for information prop-

agation in online social media. In 2016 13th Inter-
national Conference on Service Systems and Service

Management (ICSSSM), pages 1-6. IEEE, 2016.

Qiyao Wang, Yuehui Jin, Tan Yang, and Shiduan

Cheng. An emotion-based independent cascade model

for sentiment spreading. Knowledge-Based Systems,

116:86-93, 2017.

[18] Jinyang Huang, Bin Liu, Chenglin Miao, Xiang Zhang,
Jiancun Liu, Lu Su, Zhi Liu, and Yu Gu. Phyfinatt:
An undetectable attack framework against phy layer
fingerprint-based wifi authentication. IEEE Transac-
tions on Mobile Computing, pages 1-18, 2023.

[19] Xiaobao Wang, Di Jin, Katarzyna Musial, and Jianwu



[20]

[21]

(22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

Dang. Topic enhanced sentiment spreading model in
social networks considering user interest. In Proceed-
ings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence,
volume 34, pages 989-996, 2020.

Jianchun Liu, Yujia Huo, Pengcheng Qu, Sun Xu,
Zhi Liu, Qianpiao Ma, and Jinyang Huang. Fedcd:
A hybrid federated learning framework for efficient
training with iot devices. IEEE Internet of Things
Journal, pages 1-1, 2024.

Jialing Dai, Jianming Zhu, and Guoqing Wang. Opin-
ion influence maximization problem in online social
networks based on group polarization effect. Informa-
tion Sciences, 609:195-214, 2022.

HC Huang, SR Sun, and M Hu. An information diffu-
sion model of social network based on node attitude.
Advanced engineering science, 50(01):113-119, 2018.
Jure Leskovec, Lada A Adamic, and Bernardo A
Huberman. The dynamics of viral marketing. ACM
Transactions on the Web (TWEB), 1(1):5-es, 2007.
Lars Backstrom and Jure Leskovec. Supervised random
walks: predicting and recommending links in social
networks. In Proceedings of the fourth ACM inter-
national conference on Web search and data mining,
pages 635-644, 2011.

Tong Xu, Hengshu Zhu, Enhong Chen, Baoxing Huai,
Hui Xiong, and Jilei Tian. Learning to annotate via so-
cial interaction analytics. Knowledge and information
systems, 41:251-276, 2014.

Santo Fortunato. Community detection in graphs.
Physics reports, 486(3-5):75-174, 2010.

Santo Fortunato and Marc Barthelemy. Resolution limit
in community detection. Proceedings of the national
academy of sciences, 104(1):36-41, 2007.

Chao Ma, Chen Zhu, Yanjie Fu, Hengshu Zhu, Guiquan
Liu, and Enhong Chen. Social user profiling: A
social-aware topic modeling perspective. In Database
Systems for Advanced Applications: 22nd International
Conference, DASFAA 2017, Suzhou, China, March 27-
30, 2017, Proceedings, Part Il 22, pages 610-622.
Springer, 2017.

Tong Xu, Hengshu Zhu, Xiangyu Zhao, Qi Liu, Hao
Zhong, Enhong Chen, and Hui Xiong. Taxi driving
behavior analysis in latent vehicle-to-vehicle networks:
A social influence perspective. In Proceedings of
the 22nd ACM SIGKDD International Conference on
Knowledge Discovery and Data Mining, pages 1285—
1294, 2016.

Xiangyu Zhao, Tong Xu, Qi Liu, and Hao Guo. Explor-
ing the choice under conflict for social event participa-
tion. In Database Systems for Advanced Applications:
21st International Conference, DASFAA 2016, Dallas,
TX, USA, April 16-19, 2016, Proceedings, Part I 21,
pages 396—411. Springer, 2016.

Dong Li, Zhiming Xu, Yishu Luo, Sheng Li, Anika
Gupta, Katia Sycara, Shengmei Luo, Lei Hu, and Hong
Chen. Modeling information diffusion over social

[38]

networks for temporal dynamic prediction. In Pro-
ceedings of the 22nd ACM international conference on
Information & Knowledge Management, pages 1477—
1480, 2013.

Jinyang Huang, Bin Liu, Chenglin Miao, Yan Lu, Qijia
Zheng, Yu Wu, Jiancun Liu, Lu Su, and Chang Wen
Chen. Phaseanti: An anti-interference wifi-based activ-
ity recognition system using interference-independent
phase component. IEEE Transactions on Mobile Com-
puting, 22(5):2938-2954, 2023.

Jianchun Liu, Jiaming Yan, Hongli Xu, Zhiyuan Wang,
Jinyang Huang, and Yang Xu. Finch: Enhancing
federated learning with hierarchical neural architecture
search. IEEE Transactions on Mobile Computing,
pages 1-15, 2023.

Zhenche Xia, Zhenhua Tan, Yuling Zhang, Shaocheng
Zhang, and Yi Ma. A novel information diffusion
model inspired by particle-collision dynamics for on-
line social networks. In 2019 IEEE Intl Conf on
Parallel & Distributed Processing with Applications,
Big Data & Cloud Computing, Sustainable Computing
& Communications, Social Computing & Networking
(ISPA/BDCloud/Social Com/SustainCom), pages 1629—
1634. 1IEEE, 2019.

Yoosof Mashayekhi, Mohammad Reza Meybodi, and
Alireza Rezvanian. Weighted estimation of information
diffusion probabilities for independent cascade model.
In 2018 4th International Conference on Web Research
(ICWR), pages 63-69. IEEE, 2018.

Wei Chen, Alex Collins, Rachel Cummings, Te Ke,
Zhenming Liu, David Rincon, Xiaorui Sun, Yajun
Wang, Wei Wei, and Yifei Yuan. Influence maximiza-
tion in social networks when negative opinions may
emerge and propagate. In Proceedings of the 2011
siam international conference on data mining, pages
379-390. SIAM, 2011.

Jie Yang, Zhixiao Wang, Xiaobin Rui, Yahui Chai,
Philip S Yu, and Lichao Sun. Triadic closure sensitive
influence maximization. ACM Transactions on Knowl-
edge Discovery from Data, 17(6):1-26, 2023.

Liging Qiu, Yuying Liu, and Xiuliang Duan. The best
hop diffusion method for dynamic relationships under
the independent cascade model. Applied Intelligence,
pages 1-11, 2022.

Herbert W Hethcote. The mathematics of infectious
diseases. SIAM review, 42(4):599-653, 2000.

Reza Zafarani, Mohammad Ali Abbasi, and Huan Liu.
Social media mining: an introduction. Cambridge
University Press, 2014.

Jing Yi, Peiyu Liu, Zhihao Wang, and Wenfeng Liu.
Research on twin-sir rumor spreading model in online
social network. Journal of Intelligent & Fuzzy Systems,
40(4):5863-5874, 2021.

Akshi Kumar, Nipun Aggarwal, and Sanjay Kumar.
Sira: a model for propagation and rumor control with
epidemic spreading and immunization for healthcare



[43]

[44]

[45]

5.0. Soft Computing, 27(7):4307-4320, 2023.

Liging Qiu, Wei Jia, Weinan Niu, Mingjv Zhang,
and Shuqi Liu. Sir-im: Sir rumor spreading model
with influence mechanism in social networks. Soft
Computing, 25:13949-13958, 2021.

B Aditya Prakash, Deepayan Chakrabarti, Nicholas C
Valler, Michalis Faloutsos, and Christos Faloutsos.
Threshold conditions for arbitrary cascade models on
arbitrary networks. Knowledge and information sys-
tems, 33:549-575, 2012.

Yu Gu, Xiang Zhang, Huan Yan, Jingyang Huang,
Zhi Liu, Mianxiong Dong, and Fuji Ren. Wife: Wifi
and vision based unobtrusive emotion recognition via
gesture and facial expression. [EEE Transactions on
Affective Computing, 14(4):2567-2581, 2023.



	Introduction
	Related Work
	PROBLEM FORMULATION
	Network Model
	Influence Evaluation between Nodes
	Diffusion Models in Social Networks based on Topic and Stance Awareness

	Algorithm
	Information Dissemination Process
	Node State Change Process
	Propagation in Non-adjacent Nodes

	Experiment
	Dataset
	Analysis of Propagation Results
	Stance Change Analysis

	CONCLUSION

