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ABSTRACT

Given a hypergraph, influence maximization (IM) is to discover a
seed set containing : vertices that have the maximal influence. Al-
though the existing vertex-based IM algorithms perform better than
the hyperedge-based algorithms by generating random reverse re-
searchable (RR) sets, they are inefficient because (i) they ignore im-
portant structural information associated with hyperedges and thus
obtain inferior results, (ii) the frequently-used sampling methods
for generating RR sets have low efficiency because of a large num-
ber of required samplings along with high sampling variances, and
(iii) the vertex-based IM algorithms have large overheads in terms
of running time and memory costs. To overcome these shortcom-
ings, this paper proposes a novel approach, called HyperIM. The
key idea behind HyperIM is to differentiate structural information
of vertices for developing stratified sampling combined with highly-
efficient strategies to generate the RR sets. With theoretical guaran-
tees, HyperIM is able to accelerate the influence spread, improve
the sampling efficiency, and cut down the expected running time. To
further reduce the running time and memory costs, we optimize Hy-

perIM by inferring the bound of the required number of RR sets in
conjunction with stratified sampling. Experimental results on real-
world hypergraphs show that HyperIM is able to reduce the number
of required RR sets and running time by orders of magnitude while
increasing the influence spread by up to 2.73- on average, com-
pared to the state-of-the-art IM algorithms.

1 INTRODUCTION

In recent years, hypergraphs have been found more appropriate and
effective than regular graphs to model the connections in compli-
cated networks such as social networks, literature networks and
molecular networks [22, 41]. A hyperedge in a hypergraph is able to
represent connections among an arbitrary number of vertices while
an edge in a regular graph simply represents the connection between
two vertices. Influence spread is defined as the number of vertices
influenced by a vertex set containing : vertices under a cascade
model that expresses the effect of information spreading over net-
works [20, 36]. Influence maximization (IM) in a hypergraph is to
discover a seed set among all the vertex sets with the same size :

having the maximum influence spread. IM has important applica-
tions, such as broadcasting opinions, promoting products, and dis-
covering the influential users in complicated networks.

Given a hypergraph� with |+ | vertices and |�� | hyperedges, the
studies of IM can be classified into two types: hyperedge-based IM

algorithms and vertex-based IM algorithms. The former tend to esti-
mate the influence from the aspect of hyperedges by discovering the
connection among hyperedges [33, 42, 43] while the latter study the
information diffusion process from the aspect of connection among
vertices [2, 3, 33]. Since the time complexity of studying influence

spreading along the hyperedges is large [1, 39], it is impractical
for hyperedge-based IM algorithms to discover the seed set for a
relatively large hypergraph. For example, as shown in [39], a rep-
resentative hyperedge-based IM algorithm costs 15991 seconds by
using a greedy algorithm to discover the seed set in a hypergraph
just containing 1268 hyperedges. The vertex-based IM algorithms
[2, 3, 33] first describe the connection among vertices by using the
corresponding regular graph of a hypergraph such that a hyperedge

containing < (< ≥ 2) vertices can be replaced by < (<−1)
2 regular

edges. As shown in Figure 1, Hypergraph � in Figure 1(a) can be
transformed into a regular graph� ′ in Figure 1(b). Then, the vertex-
based IM algorithms designed for regular graphs, such as TIM [37]
and IMM [38], are able to discover the influential vertices from the
transformed regular graph. In contrast to the hyperedge-based IM
algorithms that consume huge time but without a desired approxi-
mation guarantee, the vertex-based IM algorithms are popular for
discovering the seed set with theoretical guarantees on both the ap-
proximation and the time complexity.
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(a)  Hypergraph G (b) Regular graph G’     

Figure 1: Example of a hypergraph, Figure 1(a) and its trans-

formation into a regular graph, Figure 1(b). When analyzing

the influence, although the vertices D1 and D3 have the same

structure in Hypergraph, as shown in Figure 1(a), they show

different structures shown in the corresponding regular graph

in Figure 1(b).

Kempe et al. [27], the first study of vertex-based IM algorithms
on influence maximization, proves the IM problem to be NP-hard.
They employ a general greedy algorithm under two popular cas-
cade models, namely, the Independent-Cascade (IC) model and the
Linear- Threshold (LT) model. Thus, the algorithm is able to dis-
cover : vertices that have the largest influence under the two mod-
els by returning a (1 − 1

4 − n)-approximate solution for any given
n ∈ (0, 1). Their proposed algorithm requires Ω(: |+ | |� |?>;~ ( 1n ))

computation time [27] where |+ | and |� | denote the numbers of
vertices and edges in the regular graph. As the size of the graph in-
creases, the cost of the algorithm becomes extremely high. Borgs et
al. [4] make a theoretical breakthrough that reduces the time com-

plexity of the greedy algorithm to$ (: ( |+ | + |� |) log |+ |
2

n3
) by gener-

ating a sufficiently large number of random reverse reachable (RR)
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sets, defined as the sets of vertices influencing, also referred to as ac-
tivating, some vertices. They still achieve the (1− 1

4 −n)-approximate
solution. The main step of their proposed algorithm is to use reverse
influence sampling to generate RR sets. Since then, many follow-up
studies focus on sampling methods for generating the RR sets. For
example, SUMSIM [20] proposes a subset sampling method and
TriangleIM [24] uses a triangle-based sampling method to generate
the RR sets. How the RR sets are generated by sampling in a vertex-
based IM algorithm is the key factor determining the accuracy of
and time complexity for discovering a seed set.

However, when the existing algorithms are used to discover the
seed set in a hypergraph, they face the following challenges. First,

these algorithms ignore the important structural information asso-
ciated with hyperedges, resulting in inferior vertex selections. As
shown in Figure 1, the vertices D1 and D3 in hypergraph � are in-
cluded by two hyperedges. However, when hypergraph � is trans-
formed into the regular graph� ′,D1 andD3 have different structures
such that D′1B degree is five while D′3B is four. This is because, al-
though D4 is included by two hyperedges, it is counted as one neigh-
bor of D3. Such structural inconsistency makes the existing IM al-
gorithms inaccurate when selecting the influential vertices. Second,

the frequently-used sampling methods for generating the RR sets
have low sampling efficiency but have high sampling variance. The
probability distribution of the sampling operations in the existing
IM algorithms follow either the geometric distribution [13] or (0-

1)-distribution [7]. For example, given a sample set with = vertices,
each of which is sampled with probability ?, ⌈ 1? ⌉ sampling opera-
tions on average just add one vertex into a RR set while the sam-
pling variance in the geometric-based sampling methods reaches
=? (1−? )

?2 . Third, the time complexity is large to generate a large

number of required RR sets which in turn results in high memory
costs to store these RR sets.

To address these challenges, we propose a novel approach, named
HyperIM, to efficiently settle the IM problem in hypergraphs. The
key idea behind HyperIM is to differentiate vertex structures for de-
veloping stratified sampling combined with a Binomial-based strat-
egy and a Possion-based strategy that changes how sampling is done
to increase sampling efficiency. Specifically, when generating a ran-
dom RR set of a given vertex, its relevant edges determine the size
of the sample set while the number of hyperedges from which each
edge is transformed acts as a guide to stratify the vertices in the
sample set into different layers. This stratification helps alleviate
the impact of post-transformation structural difference and incon-
sistency mentioned earlier, by separating structurally different ver-
tices of the sample set into different layers. Furthermore, HyperIM

designs a Binomial-based strategy and a Possion-based strategy to
render the probability distributions of the sampling operations on
the sample set with = vertices to either follow a binomial distribu-
tion (= ≤ 20) or a Poisson Distribution (= > 20 ). In contrast to the
existing IM algorithms, HyperIM optimizes the vertex selections to
ensure high influence spread and increases the sampling efficiency
while decreasing the sampling variances.

We further show that the time complexity of HyperIM is bounded

by $ (: · |+ | · \ (;∗) log
|+ |
n2
) where ;∗ is a function of the number of

layers of the stratified sampling. The time complexity is proven to
be smaller than the existing state-of-the-art IM algorithms while

providing the same desired theoretical guarantee. Moreover, when
dealing with a highly complicated network, even if we use the strat-
ified sampling combined with the two strategies to generate random
RR sets, it still requires substantial computation and memory costs
to process the RR sets when the hypergraph is very large. To reduce
the number of required RR sets, we first divide the RR sets into
two independent parts, explore the stratified information of the in-
fluential ability to derive an upper bound and a lower bound of the
obtained influence from the divided RR sets, and then compute the
maximum number of the RR sets to obtain the seed set. Therefore,
the optimized HyperIM is able to provide (1 − 1

4 − n)-approximate
guarantee while reducing the costs of generating the RR sets.

This paper makes the following contributions.

• Our in-depth analysis reveals that the state-of-the-art IM al-
gorithms in a hypergraph have low accuracy but large time
complexity. To settle this, we propose HyperIM that employs
stratified sampling to efficiently differentiate the vertices based
on their structures in a hypergraph by assigning different
sampling probabilities to generate the RR sets.
• We further develop stratified sampling combined with two

sampling strategies in HyperIM, a Binomial-based strategy
and a Possion-based strategy, to increase the sampling effi-
ciency in terms of a smaller number of required samplings
and low sampling variances.
• We provide theoretical analysis to show that HyperIM can

obtain the seed set with higher influence spread, higher sam-
pling efficiency and lower time complexity. To further cut
down the costs of generating RR sets, we more deeply ex-
plore the stratified information in HyperIM to derive the re-
quired number of RR sets for discovering the seed set with
the desired theoretical guarantee.
• Experimental results on real-world hypergraphs show that

our proposed algorithms improve the influence spread by up
to 2.73X on average over the existing IM algorithms while
significantly increasing the sampling efficiency and reducing
both the running time and the number of RR sets by orders
of magnitude.

2 PRELIMINARIES

3 PRELIMINARIES

3.1 Problem definition

Let � = (+ , ��) denote a hypergraph where + is a vertex set and
�� denotes a set of hyperedges. We use + (ℎ4) to denote the set
of vertices contained by hyperedge ℎ4 . A hypergraph can be trans-
formed into a regular graph structurally such that a hyperedge is
transformed into several regular edges, where each edge is weighted
by the number of hyperedges from which the edge is transformed.
The regular graph transformed from a hypergraph is denoted by
�F = (+ , �,, ) where � is the edge set and , is the weight set
of the edges. We use 346(`) and F (`, a) to denote vertex `′B de-
gree, defined as the number of `′B neighbors, and the weight of
edge 4 (`, a) respectively, where `, a ∈ + and 4 (`,a) ∈ �. This pa-
per considers �F as undirected. For example, Figure 2(a) is the
regular graph transformed from the hypergraph � shown in Figure
1(b). Table 1 lists notations frequently used in this paper, along with
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their definitions. Unless stated otherwise, the words activate and in-

fluence are interchangeably used throughout the paper.

Table 1: Frequently-used notations in this paper

� = (+ ,�4 ) a hypergraph with vertex set+ and hyperedge set �4
�F = (+ , �,, ) a weighted graph transformed from� edge set � and weight set,

346 (` ) the degree of ` in�F
�(` ) the vertex set in which vertices can activate `
' (` ) a random reverse researchable set of `
∧' (( ) the coverage of seed set ( with respect to '
;` the number of layers of vertices in �(` ) activating `

!8 the vertex set in the 8Cℎ layer
∧' (` |( ) the coverage of ` in the seed set ( with respect to '

_, Y any constant _, Y > 0
( a seed set
C the discrete-time stochastic cascade
IC (( ) the expected influence of ( under C

Given a hypergraph and its corresponding graph �F and a seed
set ( of vertices, a discrete-time stochastic cascade model works
as that: (i) At timestamp 0, we set all the vertices in set ( as acti-
vated and the other vertices inactivated. (ii) If vertex ` is activated
at timestamp 8, it has a probability ? (`) ∈ (0, 1) to activate the ver-
tices in the hyperedges containing ` at timestamp 8 + 1. After time
8 + 1, ` cannot activate any vertex. (iii) The influence propagation
terminates when none of the vertices can be activated in �F .

Let C denote a set of cascade models and �� (() denote the num-
ber of vertices activated by the seed set ( in �F for a specific in-
fluence propagation model � of C. Then, IC (() = E�∈C [�� (()] is
also referred to as the expected influence of seed set ( under � of C.
Given ( = {`3}, Figure 2(b) shows an example of the propagation
process over the weighted graph in Figure 2(a). At timestamp 1, `3
activates `1 and `4 with probabilities of 0.1 and 0.2 respectively; At
timestamp 2, `4 is able to activate `2 and `7; At timestamp 3, `1 ac-
tivates `5 and `6. Then, the influence propagation process will stop
as all the vertices are activated. Thus, we have �� (() = 7.

u1 u2

u3 u4

1

1

u5

u6

1

u7

(a) Weighted graph Gw     

u3u1 u40.1 0.2

u4u2 u70.1 0.1

(b) Influence propagation process    

u1u5 u60.1 0.1

Figure 2: Example of an influence propagation process.

DEFINITION 1. Influence maximization in a hypergraph: Given

an integer : and a cascade model � , the influence maximization in

hypergraph � is to discover a seed set ( with size : which has the

largest expected influence in the transformed graph �F defined as

( = "0G{IC ((: )}, where (: is a set containing : vertices.

Cascade models. Two cascade models are widely used in the
existing IM researches: the Independent Cascade (IC) model and
the Linear Threshold (LT) model. These two cascade models, which
we adopt to study the influence propagation in hypergraphs, have
different activating processes.

• IC model: assume vertex ` to be activated at timestamp 8,
then ` has a probability ? (`,a) < 1 to activate its neighbor
vertex a at timestamp 8 + 1.

• LT model: for vertex `,
∑

a∈#48 (` ) ? (`,a) ≥ 1, where #48 (`)

is the set of `′B neighbors and ? (a, `) is the probability of
a activating `. Given a randomly generated parameter _(`)
from [0, 1], if ` is inactivate at timestamp 8, it will get acti-
vated at timestamp 8 + 1 only if

∑

a∈�#48 (` ) ? (`,a) ≥ _(`),
where �#48 (`) is the set of activated neighboring vertices of
` at timestamp 8.

3.2 The existing IM algorithms

Since information spreads over a hypergraph either through hyper-
edges or vertices, the existing IM algorithms can be categorized into
hyperedge-based algorithms and vertex-based algorithms.

The hyperedge-based IM algorithms consider a hyperedge as a
unit of the information propagation such that an activated vertex
is able to influence the vertices in the currently analyzed hyperedge
[43]. For example, A MA et al. [33] propose to employ a refinement-
based technique to rank the vertices of a hyperedge according to the
amount of influence spread requiring iterative computations. Ak-
tas et al. [1] settle the IM problem from the aspect of discovering
similarity among hyperedges by computing the similarity scores be-
tween any two hyperedges. Zhang et al. [42] propose a method to
calculate the influence of both vertices and hyperedges by using
message passing equations but without any theoretical explanations
on the required guarantee and time complexity. Due to the vari-
ous structures of hyperedges, the hyperedge-based IM algorithms
usually require significant computations with time complexity ex-
pressed as

∑

1≤8≤ |�� |
∑8≠ 9

1≤ 9≤ |�� |
|+ (ℎ48) | |+ (ℎ4 9 ) |. Worse still, hyperedge-

based IM algorithms do not provide theoretical guarantees about
the approximate results and the time complexity because of compli-
cated connections among hyperedges that contain un-uniform num-
bers of vertices.

The vertex-based IM algorithms consider information spreading
from one vertex to another based on their connections, which can
provide solutions to the IM problem with theoretical guarantees of
the desired approximation and the time complexity. It is for this
reason that this paper focuses on the vertex-based IM algorithms.
To reduce the time complexity, the state-of-the-art vertex-based IM
algorithms mainly employ sampling for generating random reverse
researchable (RR) sets to discover the seed set. A typical sampling
method used to produce a random RR set first randomly selects a
vertex ` from + (` ∈ + ), then generates the RR set '(`) from the
set of vertices that can activate ` with their respective probabilities.
Thus, set '(`) is called as a random RR set of `. The following
equation describes the relationship between the expected influence
of seed set ( and RR sets labeled as '.

IC (( ) = |+ | · %A [( ∩ ' ≠ ∅] (1)

Equation (1) infers that the probability of the vertices in set ( emerg-
ing in ' is necessary to discover the influence of the seed set ( .
∧' (() is defined as the coverage of the seed set ( that is considered

as the number of RR sets covering the seed set ( . Thus, ∧' (( )
|' |

can
be used to estimate the value of %A [( ∩ ' ≠ ∅] in Equation (1) and
the influence of the seed set ( . For seed set ( and vertex `, we define
the marginal coverage of ` as follows:

∧' (` |( ) = ∧' ( {` ∪ ( }) − ∧' (( ) (2)
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Based on Equation (2), Algorithm 1 is to iteratively choose the
vertex with maximum marginal coverage with respect to the current
seed set and then the vertex is added into the seed set. The standard
greedy algorithm in Algorithm 1 lays a foundation for the existing
IM algorithms by generating RR sets to discover the seed set. To
reduce the time complexity of the greedy algorithm, the existing
IM algorithms focus on the study of the sampling methods and the
number of required RR sets.

Algorithm 1: Vertex-Selection-Greedy
1 (: ← ∅;
2 Generate \ random RR sets;
3 for 8 = 1→ 8 = : do

4 identify E8 covering the most RR sets: E8 ← "0G`∈+ {∧' (` |( ) };

5 (: ← (: ∪ E8 ;
6 Remove the RR sets containing E8

3.2.1 Sampling methods for RR set generations. Given ver-
tex `, its random RR set is generated by sampling from set �(`) in
which vertices can activate `. The frequently-used sampling meth-
ods for generating random RR sets include reverse influence sam-
pling [34, 36, 37] and subset sampling [20, 40] described as follows.

Reverse influence sampling. Many IM algorithms use reverse
influence sampling to generate RR sets [4, 37, 38]. For each vertex
in the sample set (�(`)) of a given vertex (`), reverse influence
sampling determines whether it is added into a random RR set by
flipping a coin according to its probability of activating `. The num-
ber of the sampling operations is equal to that of vertices in �(`).
In general, the existing IM algorithms consider the influence proba-
bility of vertices in the sample set as the same, i.e., ? (`). Therefore,
the probability distribution of the reverse influence sampling fol-
lows the 0− 1 distribution. Thus, the expected number of executing
the sampling operations is |�(`) | while the expected number of ver-
tices in the RR set is |�(`) |? (`) with the sampling variance being
equal to |�(`) |? (`)(1 − ? (`)).

Subset sampling. Since the reverse influence sampling requires
to execute an operation on each vertex in the sample set to deter-
mine its addition into a random RR set, the sampling cost is rela-
tively high considering the total sampling operations over a large
graph. Wei.et al. [20] proposed a subset sampling method to reduce
the number of sampling operations. Given vertex ` and '(`) = ∅,
it uses geometric distribution based sampling to iteratively deter-
mine the selected position (i.e., 8) of an element in �(`) and then
adds the vertex in the 8Cℎ position of �(`) into '(`). The proba-
bility of the 8Cℎ vertex in �(`) being added into '(`) is expressed
as % (8) = (1 − ? (`))8−1? (`). Thus, given a random value (labeled

as * ) from (0, 1), the value of 8 is computed as: 8 = ⌈ log*
log(1−? (` ) )

⌉.

If 8 > |�(`) |, it indicates that none of the elements is chosen and
the sampling process is terminated. Based on subset sampling, Wei
et al. [20] proposed an IM algorithm called SUMSIM. As shown
in Line 7 and Line 14 of Algorithm 2, SUBSIM is able to skip the
un-sampled vertices while directly positioning the sampled vertices.

According to Lemma 3 in [20], the expected number of sub-
set sampling operations required for generating `′B RR set is 1 +

|�(`) |? (`). Thus, compared to the reverse influence sampling, the

Algorithm 2: SUBSIM
1 Randomly sample a node ` ∈ + and set '` = {`};
2 Initialize& = {`} and 02C8E0C43 (` ) = CAD4;
3 while & ≠ ∅ do

4 ` ← ?>? (& ) ;
5 Let ` [C ] (C = 1, 2, ..., =) be the vertex set activating `;
6 ? (` ) is the probability activating `;

7 8 ← ⌈
log*

log(1−?)
⌉;

8 while ?>B8 ≤ = − 8 do

9 l ← ` [8 ];
10 if l is not activated then

11 Add l to ';
12 Add l to queue & ;
13 02C8E0C43 [l ] ← true;

14 8 ← 8+ ← ⌈
log*

log(1−?)
⌉;

15 Return ';

number of sampling operations using SUBSIM is greatly reduced.
However, SUBSIM significantly increases the sampling variance.
Based on the knowledge of the geometric sampling, the sampling

variance of each geometric sampling is 1−? (` )

? (` )2
. Since the sampling

operations are executed independently, the total sampling variance

of generating '(`) using Algorithm 2 is |� (` ) |? (` ) (1−? (` ) )
? (` )2

, which

is obviously larger than |�(`) |? (`)(1 − ? (`)) that is the sampling
variance of the reverse influence sampling as described above. Even
though the vertices in �(`) have different probabilities to be added
into the RR set, Lemma 5 in [20] shows that the probability distri-
bution of the sampling operations still follows the geometric distri-
bution and thus SUBSIM also has large sampling variances.

3.2.2 The number of RR sets. Borgs et al. [4] have proved that
the greedy algorithm shown in Algorithm 1 is able to provide a
(1− 1

4 −Y)-approximate solution in$ (: ( |+ | + |� |)Y−3 log2 |+ |) time.
Tang et al. [37, 38] employ Chernoff bounds [38] to further reduce
the time complexity by reducing the number of RR sets.

Specifically, Tang et al. [37, 38] propose Tim+ and IMM by em-
ploying the Chernoff bounds to derive the number of required RR
sets. They have proved that the greedy algorithm is able to pro-
vide an approximate guarantee in $ (: ( |+ | + |� |)Y−2 log |+ |) time.
Nguyen et al. [34] observe that the time complexity of IMM is
highly related to the value of : and it requires a large number of
RR sets to be generated with a large : . Thus, they propose the
Stop-and-Stare algorithm (SSA) and the Dynamic Stop-and-Stare
algorithm (D-SSA) to address the problem. However, as shown in
[25, 36], SSA and D-SSA do not provide an approximation guaran-
tee on the influence. Tang et al. [36] further propose an algorithm,
named OPIM-C to divide the RR sets into two equal groups for
deriving an upper bound and a lower bound by employing the Cher-
noff bounds to obtain the approximation guarantee of the seed set.
Then, the IM algorithm stops as soon as the ratio defined as the
lower bound divided by the upper bound is smaller than the de-
sired approximation guarantee. With the bounds, OPIM-C is able
to provide the desired approximation guarantee while reducing the
number of RR sets. The latest IM algorithm based on the genera-
tion of RR sets is SUBSIM, proposed by Guo et al.[20]. SUBSIM

reduces the average size of random RR sets by two phases of ex-
ecutions: a sentinel set selection phase and an IM-Sentinel phase.
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The first phase looks for a seed set with 1, (1 < :) while the sec-
ond phase discovers a (k-b)-size seed set. The IM-Sentinel phase
will stop when the RR set reaches a vertex that has been added into
the seed set in the sentinel set selection phase. SUBSIM derives the
upper bound and the lower bound in the same way as OPIM-C to
derive the stop condition for the sentinel set selection. Compared
to OPIM-C, SUBSIM does not reduce the required number of RR
sets but it reduces the size of each RR set. From these descriptions,
we can see that these existing IM algorithms mainly explores the
already-generated RR sets to derive the bounds of the influence of
the seed set and then obtain the desired approximation based on the
bounds.

Based on the above analysis of the existing IM algorithms, they
share the following drawbacks when used to solve the IM problem
in a hypergraph. First, the existing IM algorithms consider neigh-
bors of a vertex as a single structure of a graph to form the sample
set to generate a random RR set of the vertex. As a result, they
ignore the important structural information associated with hyper-
edges in a hypergraph which plays an important role in broadcast-
ing information. Second, they tend to use a sampling strategy with
high sampling variance, resulting in the inaccuracy of the obtained
seed set. Third, when generating the RR sets, they tend to infer the
lower and upper bounds for deriving an approximation guarantee
by dividing the already-generated RR sets into two groups without
any reasonable explanations. Thus, there is a risk of failing to ob-
tain the required approximation with a small number of RR sets and
thus the existing IM algorithms require more RR sets to reach the
desired approximation which in turn increase overheads. Therefore,
we propose HyperIM to efficiently and accurately discover the seed
set in hypergraphs as described in the following sections.

4 HYPERIM

This section presents HyperIM that designs the activation probabil-
ity based on the division of the sample set and combines stratified
sampling with a Binomial-based strategy and a Possion-based strat-
egy to generate random RR sets in Section 4.1. Furthermore, we
present a theoretical analysis of HyperIM in Section 4.2 in terms
of influence spread, the sampling efficiency and accuracy and time
complexity while explaining the advantages of HyperIM.

4.1 Stratified sampling for generating RR sets

4.1.1 Sample set division. Given vertex ` in hypergraph � , its
sample set �(`) is formed by the vertices that can activate `. The
vertices in �(`) can be called `′B neighbors in the corresponding
weighted graph �F transformed from � , that share the same hyper-
edges with `. The more hyperedges that a vertex is contained in,
the more channels the vertex has to activate other vertices. Based
on this observation, we divide vertices of �(`) into different layers
based on the number of channels through which a vertex can ac-
tivate other vertices, as measured by the weights on its associated
edges. That is, given a, U ∈ �(`), (i) If F (`, a) > F (`, U), then a

is placed in a higher layer than U . (ii) If F (`, a) = F (`, U), a and
U are placed in the same layer. (iii) The vertices in the same layer
have the same activation probability while the sum of probabilities
of the vertices in a high layer is larger than that in a low layer. For
example, a hypergraph is formed by 9 vertices and 4 hyperedges as

shown in Figure 3(a). Then, the vertices that can activate `1 form
a hierarchical group of 4 layers as shown in Figure 3(b) such that
vertex `5 participates in the largest number of hyperedges and it
resides in the top layer while `2, `4, `6 and `9 are placed in the
bottom layer because they only participate in one hyperedge each.

he1

he2

he3

he4

u5

u3

u7 u8

u2 u4 u9

u1

u2

u3

u4

u5

u6

u7

u8

u9

L1

L2

u6

L3

L4

P(L1)

P(L2)

P(L3)

P(L4)

(a)  Hypergraph  G (b) Subset divisions activating u1

(2)P(L1)>P(L2)>P(L3)>P(L4)

(1)P(Li)= µ Li p(u)

Figure 3: An example of sample set divisions according to the

vertices’ ability to activate D1 in hypergraph � .

Activation probability. Let ;` , !8 and =(!8) denote the total num-
ber of layers in �(`), the vertex set and the number of vertices in
the 8Cℎ layer. Since the activation probability of a vertex in �(`) is
highly related to its residence layer in the layered sample set, we
construct a function to express the connection between the 8Cℎ layer
and the probability of the vertices in the 8Cℎ layer activating ` as
% (!8) =

1
8×ln(;`+1)

. Each vertex in !8 has the same chance to acti-

vate ` with the probability % (!8 )
= (!8 )

and thus % (!8) =
∑

a∈!8 ? (a) is

easily established where ? (a) denotes a′B activation probability in
!8 as shown in Figure 3(b).

LEMMA 1. Given vertex ` and its two layers denoted as !8 and

!9 in �(`) where 0 < 8 < 9 ≤ ;` , we have %` (!8 ) > %` (!9 ) and
∑8=;`
8=1 %` (!8) ≤ 1.

Proof. As % (!8 ) = 1
8×ln(;`+1)

and % (!9 ) =
1

9×ln (;`+1)
where 8 <

9 , it is easy to infer % (!8 ) > % (!9 ) and
∑8=;`
8=1 % (!8 ) =

1
ln(;`+1)

(1 +

1
2 + ... +

1
;`
) ≤ 1. Lemma 1 explains that the activation probability

is set reasonably and each vertex in the sample set can be properly
added into a RR set based on their corresponding layers.

4.1.2 Sampling methods. The probability of a vertex being added
into a random RR set is equal to that of the vertex activating `. Be-
cause the probabilities of vertices in �(`) activating ` are different,
the sampling methods designed with equal probability [20, 24] are
ineffective. A straightforward way is to use the random sampling to
generate a random RR set as follows.

Random sampling. The vertices in �(`) are sampled one by
one for generating '(`) when using random sampling. The time
complexity of generating a RR set of vertex ` is $ (346(`)). Conse-
quently, the time complexity of generating RR sets using the greedy
algorithm (shown in Algorithm 1) is closely related to the number
of samplings for generating RR sets which is

∑

`∈+ $ (346(`)). To
reducing the number of samplings, we design a novel stratified sam-
pling with two sampling strategies, reducing the time complexity to
∑

`∈+ $ (;`).
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Stratified sampling. Given vertex `, stratified sampling gener-
ates a random RR set of vertex ` by discriminating the vertices of
�(`) in different layers. That is, (i) for each layer, i.e., !8 (8 > 0),
vertices are randomly selected from it to form a random subset, la-
beled as (8 ; (ii) the union of the random subsets sampled from all
the layers is considered as a random RR set of `. The following two
lemmas ensure the correctness and validity of employing stratified
sampling to generate a random RR set for a given vertex.

LEMMA 2. The total number of possible RR sets generated by

stratified sampling is equal to that generated by random sampling.

Proof. Suppose the total number of vertices in�(`) is3 and these
vertices can be divided into ; layers, where =(!1) + ... + =(!; ) = 3

and =(!8) is the number of vertices in !8 . The size of the vertices
in `′B '' sets ranges from 0 to 3 . Given any number, i.e., 9, 0 ≤
9 ≤ 3 , let =(' 9 A ) and =(' 9

B ) denote the numbers of j-size RR sets
generated by random sampling and stratified sampling respectively.
By random sampling, we have =(' 9 A ) = �

9

3
. By stratified sampling,

we have =(' 9 B ) =
∑

�
01
= (!1)

· · ·�
0;
= (!; )

, where 01 + ...+0; = 9 . Given

0, 1 and 1 ≤ 0,1 ≤ ; , according to the Vandermonde’s identity
which is expressed as �G

< =
∑

0≤8≤<�8
= (!0 )

�G−8
= (!1 )

[15] where< =

=(!0) + =(!1) and 0 ≤ G ≤ "8={=(!0), =(!1)}, we can easily infer
=(' 9

A ) = =(' 9
B ) and thus

∑

1≤ 9≤3
=(' 9

A ) =
∑

1≤ 9≤3
=(' 9

B ).

LEMMA 3. The probability of a random RR set being generated

by stratified sampling is equal to that by random sampling.

Proof. Given two sets ( = {`1, ..., `3 }, ' = {`1, ..., `B } and ' ⊂ ( ,
let ? (`8)(1 ≤ 8 ≤ 3) denote the probability of vertex `8 emerging in
'. The probability of generating ' from ( with random sampling is
expressed as ?A (') = ? (`1) · · · ? (`B) · (1− ? (`B+1)) · · · (1− ? (`3 )).
Suppose '8 denote the subset of ' in the 8Cℎ (1 ≤ 8 ≤ ;) layer, then
? ('8) =

∏

`B ∈'8

? (`B) ·
∏

`C ∈ (!8−'8 )
(1 − ? (`C )) and the probability of

producing ' by stratified sampling is ?B (') =
∏

1≤8≤A
? ('8). Since

?B (') doesnot change the value of each multiplier in ?A (') as well
as the number of multipliers, we have ?B (') = ?A (').

4.1.3 Sampling strategy. A straightforward way to use strati-
fied sampling is to employ the latest sampling strategies, such as the
subset sampling [20] in each layer to generate RR sets. However, as
described in Section 3.2.1, the subset sampling has low sampling
efficiency and large sampling variance which are fundamentally de-
cided by the distributions of sampling operations. Therefore, we
redesign the sampling strategies to change the distributions of the
sampling operations for increasing the sampling efficiency and de-
creasing the sampling variance. Specifically, when generating a ran-
dom subset from !8 , we tailor design a Binomial-based strategy and
a Possion-based strategy by setting a selection condition as that:
if |!8 | ≤ 20, the Binomial-based strategy is used; Otherwise, the
Possion-based strategy is used. The distributions of the sampling op-
erations follow the binomial distribution if |!8 | ≤ 20 or the Poisson
distribution if |!8 | > 20. We describe the two sampling strategies in
detail as follows.
• Binomial-based strategy. If |!8 | ≤ 20, a binomial-based strat-

egy is used to obtain the specific subset. As elements in the same

layer are sampled with equal probability labeled as ?C , the prob-
ability distribution of selecting a subset whose size ranges from
0 to |!8 | follows the binomial distribution. Thus, we use ?C and
|!8 | to construct a Binomial-based function and for any given num-
ber, the function is able to determine its corresponding probability
under the Binomial-based distribution and then output a number,
i.e., ℎ, between 0 to |!8 | with the probability equaling to ? (ℎ) =

�ℎ
|!8 |

?ℎC (1−?C )
( |!8 |−ℎ) . Therefore, given a number* generated uni-

formly at random, we use the Binomial-based function to determine
the size of a sample subset.
• Possion-based strategy. When using the Binomial-based strat-

egy, it is required to compute the permutation and combination
of the vertices in !8 for determining the probability of a random
subset with some size. However, if |!8 | > 20, such computations
are time-cost. The knowledge of the connection between the Bino-
mial distribution and the Possion distribution [13, 23] shows that:
when the number of elements in the sample set is larger than 20

and each element is sampled with a probability that is smaller than
0.05, the Poisson formula can be leveraged to approximately com-
pute the sampling probability to obtain the size of a random sub-
set. Let ? 5 denote the sampling probability of an element in !8

and we have ? 5 <
1

20 ln(20+1)
<< 0.05. Thus, the sampling prob-

ability of a ℎ − B8I4 subset from !8 using the Poisson formula is

? (ℎ) = _ℎ ·4−_

ℎ!
where _ = |!8 | · ? 5 . Therefore, when |!8 | > 20, we

propose a Possion-based strategy by constructing a Possion-based
function that works as that: for any given number, the function is
able to determine its corresponding probability under the Possion-
based distribution and then output a number, i.e., ℎ, between 0 to

|!8 | with the probability equaling to ? (ℎ) = _ℎ ·4−_

ℎ!
.

Both the Binomial-based strategy and the Possion-based strategy
are able to determine the size of a RR set, i.e, ℎ. Once ℎ is deter-
mined, we select ℎ vertices from !8 . This process is equivalent to
iteratively select one element randomly from the remainder subset
which have removed the already-selected elements from !8 . Thus,
we generate a random integer 0 and 1 ≤ 0 ≤ |!8 | − A (0 ≤ A ≤ ℎ − 1)
to determine the position of the selected element in the ACℎ itera-
tion. These selected vertices form the h-size subset that is consider
as a random RR set generated from the sample set !8 . The stratified
sampling combined with the two sampling strategies leads to the
generation algorithms of RR sets as show in Algorithm 3. Firstly,
a random number is generated in Line 7. Then, either a Binomial-
based function in Line 9 or a Possion-based function in Line 11 is
used to determine the size of a RR set and then Lines 13-17 are used
to add the vertices into the RR set.

4.2 Theoretical analysis for HyperIM

We analyze HyperIM from three aspects: (i) influence spread that ul-
timately decides the number of influential vertices for a k-size seed
set; (ii) sampling efficiency and accuracy that reflect the quality of
the RR sets by sampling used by the IM algorithms; (iii) the time
complexity required to reach the desired approximation guarantee.

4.2.1 Influence spread. The main step of maximizing the num-
ber of influential vertices is to generate the influential RR sets by
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Algorithm 3: HyperIM
1 Randomly sample a node ` ∈ + and set '` = {`};
2 Initialize & = {`} and 02C8E0C43 (` ) = CAD4;
3 while & ≠ ∅ do

4 ` = %>? (& ) ;
5 ! (` ) = ;0~4A (` ) ;
6 for 8 ≤ ! (` ) do

7 '0=3><_4=68=4 (64=4A0C>A ) ;
8 if = (!8 ) ≤ 20 then

9 �8B ← �8=><80;_38BCA81DC8>= (= (!8 ), ? (!8 ) ) ;

10 else

11 �8B ← %>8BB>=_38BCA81DC8>= (1) ;

12 ℎ ← �8B (64=4A0C>A ) ;
13 for A ≤ ℎ do

14 Generate a uniform number randomly from |!8 | − A ;
15 ' (` ) ← the selected vertices in !8 − ' (` ) ;
16 Mark the vertices in ' (` ) as activated;
17 & ← ' (` ) and ' ← ' ∪ ' (` ) ;

sampling, meaning that the high influential vertices should be en-
dowed with large probabilities to be added into the RR sets. How-
ever, almost all the existing IM algorithms employ the uniform set-
ting, which considers the activation probability of vertices as same
in the sample set. Thus, the uniform setting is conducive to obtain-
ing influential RR sets. We set the activation probability differently
in HyperIM which is called as stratified sampling. As show in Fig-
ure 4(b), the probabilities of vertices in Figure 4(a) to activate `1
are different in stratified sampling while they are equal in uniform
settings. The stratified setting of the activation probability benefits
to obtain the influential RR sets. For example, since the cascade
models (described in Section 3.1) imply that only activated vertices
have the ability to influence other vertices, the probabilities of `5
and `9 activating `1 in Figure 3(a) are positively correlated to the
number of vertices activating `5 and `9 respectively. There are 7 ver-
tices activating `5 but only two vertices can activate `9 as shown in
Figure 4(b). Consequently, the total number of `′5B related RR sets
is larger than that of `′9B relevant RR sets. According to the greedy
algorithm shown in Algorithm 1, `5 has larger influence spread than
`9 and `5 is endowed with higher activation probability than `9 as
shown in 4(a). On the other hand, the different numbers of vertices
activating `5 and `9 fundamentally lie in the different number of
hyperedges containing `5 and `9 as show in Figure 3(a). Therefore,
HyperIM employs the way of stratified setting to render that the ac-
tivation probability of a vertex is positively related to the number of
its corresponding hyperedges for generating influential RR sets.

We demonstrate the vertices chosen by HyperIM with larger in-
fluence spread in a formal way. Given vertex ` and its C hyperedges,
i.e., ℎ41, ℎ42, ... ℎ4C , the probability of ` (labeled as ? (`)) emerging
in RR sets is related to the number of `′B hyperedges. The marginal
coverage of ` with respect to seed set ( can be expressed as the
number of subsets containing ` as shown in Equation (3).

∧' (` |() = ∧' ({` ∪ (})? (`) − ∧' (()

=

∑

' (` ) ⊂ {+ (ℎ41 )∪+ (ℎ42 ) ...∪+ (ℎ4C ) }

? (`) (3)

Since HyperIM tends to select the vertices with high activation prob-
ability and these vertices are usually contained in a large number
of hyperedges, the marginal coverage of the selected vertices com-
puted by Equation (3) is certainly large. Therefore, the seed set that
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Figure 4: Activation probabilities of vertices in Figure 3(b) un-

der stratified setting and uniform setting while the stratified set-

ting benefits to obtain influential RR sets.

is selected from the generated RR sets has higher influence spread
than that produced by the existing IM methods which treat the ver-
tices equally when to select the vertices for generating the RR sets.

4.2.2 Sampling efficiency and accuracy. When to use sam-
pling methods to generate RR sets, the sampling efficiency and
the sampling variance are important metrics to evaluate the IM al-
gorithms. The sampling efficiency is measured by the number of
samplings required to obtain the expected size of the RR sets. The
sampling variance is to evaluate the accuracy of the sampling meth-
ods. The larger sampling variance means a larger number of RR
sets required to reduce the estimated errors. Before comparing the
sampling efficiency and accuracy to the sampling methods used in
the existing IM algorithms, we analyze the expected size of a RR
set and the required number of sampling operations in HyperIM as
shown in Theorem 1.

THEOREM 1. Given a sample set in which the vertices are di-

vided into ; (; ≥ 1) layers, the expected size of a random RR set

labeled as ' is 1 + ;
ln(;+1)

with the number of sampling operations

equaling to ; while the sampling variance ranges from
;−

∑8=;
8=1 ?8

ln(;+1)
to

;
ln(;+1)

, where ?8 denotes the sampling probability of a vertex in the

8Cℎ layer to be added into '.

Proof. Let � (') and + (') denote the expected size and the sam-
pling variance of set ' generated by sampling. The sampling oper-
ations in different layers are independent so that we have � (') =
∑8=;
8=1 � ('8 ) and + (') =

∑8=;
8=1+ ('8 ), where '8 denotes a random

RR subset of !8 . When |!8 | ≤ 20, the probability distribution of
obtaining '8 from !8 follows the binomial distribution and thus the
expected size of '8 is |!8 |?8 and the sampling variance is |!8 |?8 (1 −

?8) =
∑8=;
8=1(1 − ?8) |!8 |

1
|!8 | ln(;+1)

=
;−

∑8=;
8=1 ?8

ln(;+1)
. When |!8 | > 20, the

probability distribution for obtaining '8 follows the Poisson distri-
bution. Thus, both the expected size and the sampling variance for
obtaining '8 are |!8 |?8 . Furthermore, we need to add at least one
vertex into a RR set and thus we have � (') = 1 +

∑8=;
8=1 |!8 |?8 =

1+
∑8=;
8=1 |!8 |

1
|!8 | ln(;+1)

= 1+ ;
ln(;+1)

and
;−

∑8=;
8=1 ?8

ln(;+1)
≤ + (') ≤ ;

ln(;+1)
.

As described in Section 4.1.3, both the Binomial-based strategy and
the Possion-based strategy just requires one execution in each layer
to determine the size of a RR set. Therefore, the number of sam-
pling operations is equal to the number of layers of the sample sets.
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Comparisons to the existing IM algorithms. Since SUMSIM[20]
represents the existing sophisticated IM algorithm, we compare Hy-

perIM with SUMSIM theoretically from the aspects of both sam-
pling efficiency and sampling variances as follows.

As the activation probabilities in the same layer are equal, SUM-

SIM can easily execute the subset sampling in each layer. Suppose
; be the total number of layers and ?8 denote the sampling proba-
bility of a vertex being added into a random RR set from !8 whose
number of vertices is labeled as =8 where 1 ≤ 8 ≤ ; . According
to Lemma 3 in [20], the expected size of a RR set produced by
SUBSIM is 1 +

∑8=;
8=1 =8?8 = 1 + ;

ln(;+1)
which requires |!8 | sam-

plings. As the subset sampling follows the geometric distribution,

the sampling variance is
∑8=;
8=1

=8?8 (1−?8 )

?2
8

. Therefore, when required

to reach the expected size of a RR set at the 8Cℎ layer, HyperIM

requires to execute one sampling while SUMSIM requires |!8 | sam-
plings. On the other hand, at the 8Cℎ layer, the sampling variance in
HyperIM can be reduced to =8?8 (1 − ?8) in binomial-based strategy
and =8?8 in Possion-based sampling strategy which is much smaller

than =8?8 (1−?8 )

?2
8

caused by SUMSIM. Table 2 shows a brief compar-

ison between HyperIM and SUBSIM. Table 2 presents that when to
generate the same size of RR sets, SUMSIM requires a much larger
number of sampling operations than HyperIM and meanwhile SUM-

SIM leads to much larger sampling variances. This is because the
sampling distribution in HyperIM follows the Binomial distribution
or the Poisson Distribution that fundamentally decides the high sam-
pling efficiency and low sampling variance.

Table 2: The comparisons between HyperIM and SUBSIM.

IM algorithm Probability distribution Expected size Expected samplings Sampling variance

SUBSIM [20] Geometric distribution 1 + ;
ln(;+1)

∑8=;
8=1 |!8 |

∑8=;
8=1

=8?8 (1−?8 )

?2
8

HyperIM
Binomial distribution 1 + ;

ln(;+1)
;

;−
∑8=;
8=1

?8
ln(;+1)

Poisson Distribution 1 + ;
;= (;+1)

; ;
ln(;+1)

4.2.3 Time complexity. This subsection first analyzes the time
cost of generating a random RR set and then analyze the total time
complexity of HyperIM.

THEOREM 2. Under the IC model and the LT model, for any ver-

tex `, the time cost of generating a random RR set can be bounded

by $ (\ (;∗)IC ({`})), where \ (;∗) = 1
|+ |

∑

a∈+
;a

ln(;a+1)
.

Proof. We prove Theorem 2 in two steps: (i) We firstly describe
the time cost of generating a random RR set that should contain a
given vertex, i.e., `; (ii) Based on the result of the first step, we infer
the expected cost to produce a random RR set in a hypergraph. The
following explanations of the two steps are described under the IC
model. The proof under the LT model is similar to that under the IC
model so that we omit it for space limits.

Let %A [`
!8
−−→ a] denote the probability of ` in the 8Cℎ layer of the

sample set activating a . Thus, the probability of ` emerging in a′B

RR set is %A [`
!8
−−→ a]. According to the cascade model, only if the

vertices activated at the previous timestamp have the ability to in-
fluence the other vertices, we should evaluate the expected chances

of the vertices activating ` at the current timestamp to ensure that
` has a chance to activate a at the next timestamp and thus to be

added into a′B RR set. Let %A [(l, `)
!8
−−→ a] be the probability of `

activating a through l and ? (l, `) be the probability of l activating
`. Therefore, we have:

%A [ (l, ` )
!8
−−→ a ] = ? (l, ` ) × %A [`

!8
−−→ a ] (4)

Given vertex a , the expected cost of generating a′B random RR
set containing `, denoted as E['a` ], is described as below:

E['a` ] =
∑

l ∈+ ,1≤8≤;a

%A [ (l, ` )
!8
−−→ a ]

=

∑

l ∈+ ,1≤8≤;a

? (l, ` ) × %A [`
!8
−−→ a ]

≤
∑

1≤8≤;a

%A [`
!8
−−→ a ] × 346 (` )? (l, ` ) <<

;a · 346 (` )

ln(;a + 1)
? (l, ` )

(5)

Let E['] denote the expected cost of generating a RR set for any
vertex. Since \ (;∗) =

1
|+ |

∑

a∈+
;a

ln(;a+1)
, we have the following

equation:

E['] =
1

|+ |

∑

`,a∈+

E['a` ] <<
1

|+ |

∑

`,a∈+

;a · 346 (` )

ln(;a + 1)
? (`, l )

=
1

|+ |

∑

a∈+

;a

ln(;a + 1)

∑

`∈+

346 (` )? (`, l )

<

1

|+ |

∑

a∈+

;a

ln(;a + 1)
IC ( {`}) = \ (;∗ )IC ( {`})

(6)

THEOREM 3. Under the IC model and the LT model, the time

complexity of HyperIM can be bounded by$ (: ·\ (;∗) · |+ | · log
|+ |
n2
)

for discovering a seed set with size: to provide a (1− 1
4−n)−approximate

solution with 1 − 1
|+ |

probability.

Proof. Let $%): define the largest expected influence of the ver-
tex among all the seed sets. As explained in [20, 37], $%): can be

used to bound the number of the RR sets as $ ( : · |+ | log |+ |
$%): ·n2

) to pro-

vide a (1 − 1
4 − n)−approximate solution with 1 − 1

|+ |
probability.

As IC ({`}) < $%): , we have E['] ≤ \ (;∗) · $%): . Thus, the time
complexity of HyperIM can be expressed as follows:

$ (
: · |+ | log |+ |

$%): · n
2
· E[']) = $ (: · \ (;∗) · |+ | ·

log |+ |

n2
).

Comparisons to the existing IM algorithms. Among the recent
IM algorithms, SUBSIM has the least time complexity. Let )( and
)� denote the time complexities of SUMSIM and HyperIM respec-
tively. According to Theorem 1 in [20] and Theorem 3 described
above, )( and )� can be expressed as follows:

)( = \ (

∑

a∈+
;a

ln(;a+1)

|+ |
) ·),)� = \ (

∑

a∈+ 346(a)

|+ |
) ·),

where \ is a monotonically increasing concave function and ) =

: · |+ | log
|+ |
n2

. As ;a is the number of layers of the sample set whose
size is equal to 346(a), we have ;a < 346(a) and thus )( < )� .

5 OPTIMIZING HYPERIM

With the increase of a hypergraph, the number of RR sets gets large
and thus the generation of the RR sets will cause huge costs as
shown in Theorem 2. This section optimizes HyperIM from the as-
pect of reducing the number of RR sets. We first divide the RR
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sets by fully employing the stratified information of the sample sets.
Then, according to the division, we derive the upper bound and the
lower bound to infer the required number of RR sets to obtain the
desired approximation of a seed set.

5.1 Division of the RR sets

Based on the sample set division and the activation probability in
HyperIM described in Section 4, the vertices in high layers usually
have larger influential ability than those vertices in low layers. Thus,
when generating the RR sets, we propose to contain more vertices
of the low layers to derive a tighten upper bound of the influence
spread while increasing the number of vertices in high layers to
raise the lower bound, leading to the acceleration of shortening the
distance between the upper bound and the lower bound. Therefore,
we speed the greedy algorithm to discover a seed set by quickly
approaching the desired approximation.

Specifically, the random RR sets can be divided into two groups:
'1 and '2. Suppose �2=C ,)2=C and !2=C be the number of the vertices
in the first layers, the total size of the vertices in all the layers and
the number of layers of the sample sets. Thus, we use U =

�2=C
)2=C

to
denote the ratio of the vertices in the first layers among those in all
the layers and employ V =

!2=C
|+ |

to express the average number of
layers of a sample set. Then, we use U and V to adjust the RR sets in
'1 and '2. Let 8 denote the order of the layer in which the vertices
are to be dealt with where 1 ≤ 8 ≤ V . When |!8 | < U |�(`) |, `′B RR
set in '1 must contain the vertices in |!8 |. Otherwise, we insert `′B
RR set into '2. Then, we use '1 and '2 to derive the upper and the
lower bounds and the required number of the RR sets for reaching
the desired approximation described by the following subsections.

5.2 Derivations of the upper and lower bounds

With respect to seed set ( , let ∧'1
(` |() be the marginal coverage of

vertex ` in '1 and<0G� ((,:) represent the set of : vertices with the
largest coverage in '1. Let ?<0G denote the maximum probability
of a vertex emerging in '1 which will be certainly added into the
optimal set (> defined as the seed set with the maximum influence
spread among all the seed sets with size : . Let ∧'1

((> ) denote the
marginal coverage of the optimal seed set (> . Thus, we bound the
upper bound of ∧'1

((> ) as follows.

LEMMA 4. Given any seed set ( , we have ∧'1
((> ) ≤ ∧'1

(() +
∑

`∈<0G� ((,: )
∧'1
(` |() · ?<0G , where ∧'1

(() denotes the marginal

coverage of set ( .

Proof. If ( = (> , the lemma is obviously valid. Otherwise, at
least one vertex in ( is not included in (> . Since (> is the optimal
set with the largest influence and any vertex in '1 can be included
in ( with a probability, we have the following description.

∧'1 ((
> ) ≤ ∧'1 (( ∪ (

> ) ≤ ∧'1 (( ) +
∑

`∈<0G� ((,: )

∧'1 (` |( ) · ?<0G (7)

Assume (∗8 be a set with 8 vertices obtained by the first 8 iterations
of the greedy algorithm. Based on Lemma 4, we derive a upper

bound labeled as ∧D
'1
((> ) in the following equation:

∧D'1
((> ) = min

0≤8≤:
(∧'1
((∗8 )

+
∑

`∈<0G� ((∗8 ,: )

∧'1
(` |(∗8 ) · ?<0G )

(8)

Thus, we deduce ∧D
'1
((> ) using the following lemma.

LEMMA 5. ∧D
'1
((> ) <

∧'1 ((
∗
:
)

1−(1− 1
:?<0G

):
.

Proof. Considering the basic nature of the greedy algorithm, given
a constant 0 ≤ 8 ≤ : − 1, we have:

∧'1
((∗8+1) − ∧'1

((∗8 ) = max
`∈+
(?<0G ∧'1

(` |(∗8 )).

Thus,

∧'1 ((
∗
8 ) +

∑

`∈<0G� ((∗
8
,: )

?<0G ∧'1 (` |(
∗
8 )

≤ ∧'1 ((
∗
8 ) + :?<0G · (∧'1 ((

∗
8+1 ) − ∧'1 ((

∗
8 ) )

∧'1 ((
> ) − ∧'1 ((

∗
8+1 ) ≤ (1 −

1

:?<0G
) (∧'1 ((

> ) − ∧'1 ((
∗
8 ) )

(9)

Recursively, we obtain the following inequality:

∧'1 ((
> ) − ∧'1 ((

∗
: ) ≤ (1 −

1

:?<0G
): (∧'1 ((

> ) − ∧'1 ((
∗
> ) )

≤ (1 −
1

:?<0G
): ∧'1 ((

> ) .

(10)

Therefore, we have the following expression:

∧D'1
((> ) ≤

∧'1 ((
∗
:
)

1 − (1 − 1
:?<0G

):
<

∧'1 ((
∗
:
)

1 − ( 14 )
. (11)

According to lemma 5.2 in [36], given a constant X ∈ (0, 1) related
to the approximation guarantee, we use '2 to derive the lower bound
labeled as ∧;

'2
((> ) as follows:

∧;'2
((> ) = ( (

√

∧'2 ((
∗
:
) +

2;= 1
X

9
−

√

;= 1
X

2
)2 −

;= 1
X

18
) ·

=

|'2 |
. (12)

5.3 Determination of the number of RR sets

LEMMA 6. Given Y, X ∈ (0, 1), if |'1 | satisfies

|'1 | ≥
2|+ | (C

√

ln 2
X
+

√

C ln
( |+ |
:

)

+ ln 2
X
)2

Y2 · IC ((
>
:
)

,

where C = 1 − 1
4 . Then, with at least 1 − X probability,

IC ((
∗
:
) ≥ (C − Y)IC ((

>
:
).

The proof of Lemma 6 is similar to the proofs of Lemma 6.1 in
[36] and Lemma 6 in [20]. Lemma 6 is used to deduce an upper
bound for |'1 |, labeled as \<0G as that:

\<0G =

2|+ | (

√

ln 2
Y +

√

ln
( |+ |
:

)

+ ln 6
Y )

Y2 · :
(13)

The number of RR sets in '1 and '2 is initially set as \0 =
\<0G ·Y

2 ·:
|+ |

.
Once we obtain the RR sets including both '1 and '2, based on
the upper bound and the lower bound shown in Equation (11)and
Equation (12) respectively, we compute U = ∧;

'1
((> )/∧D

'2
((> ) as

the approximation guarantee of the obtained seed set.
According to the division of RR sets, the inferred upper and

lower bounds of the influence spread and the required number of the
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RR sets, we proposed an optimized algorithm, called HyperIM_BRR,
shown in Algorithm 4. If U ≤ 1− 1

4 − Y, we terminate the algorithm
and return the seed set. Otherwise, we iteratively double the num-
ber of the current size of '1 and '2 and insert new elements to '1
and '2 to obtain a new seed set until U ≤ 1 − 1

4 − Y. As described

in [36], when the number of the iterations reaches ⌈log2
\<0G
'0
⌉, the

algorithm must return a seed set with the required approximation.

Algorithm 4: HyperIM_BRR
1 Initialize \<0G by Equation (13);

2 \0 =
:\<0G Y
|+ |

;

3 while 8 ≠ \0 do

4 Generate '1 and '2;
5 ∧D

'1
((> ) = ;>F4A1>D=3 ('1 ) ;

6 ∧;
'2
((> ) = D??4A1>D=3 ('2 ) ;

7 U = ∧;
'2
((> )/∧D

'1
((> ) ;

8 if U ≤ 1 − Y − 1
4 then

9 Return S;

10 else

11 Double \0;

6 RELATED WORK

In this paper, we settle the IM problem in a hypergraph by follow-
ing the basic idea of vertex-based IM algorithms, that is, to study
information diffusion among vertices. A large body of researches
belong to the vertex-based IM algorithms. Domingos and Richard-
son [12] pioneer the research of the IM problem. Then, Kempe et
al.[27] formalize influence maximization as a NP-hard problem and
develop a popular greedy algorithm to settle the problem. Since
then, lots of research [5, 8–11, 16–18, 26, 29, 30] has been pro-
posed to settle the IM problem. Most of these algorithms develop
heuristic strategies but without providing the approximation guar-
antee for discovering a seed set. Instead, a family of RR sets based
research [20, 25, 34, 36], as discussed in Section 3.2, are able to ef-
ficiently settle the IM problem with a strong theoretical guarantee.
These existing vertex-based IM algorithms settle the IM problem
in a regular graph and however the important structural information
among hyperedges is ignored. Our IM algorithms consider the struc-
tural information of hyperedges while improving the efficiency and
accuracy to discover an optimal seed set in a hypergraph.

Besides, lots of research work studies the maximum influence
under given conditions. For instance, the budgeted influence maxi-
mization takes cost into consideration [19, 35]. Topic-aware IM ex-
plore the properties of the topics for propagation [6, 30] to discover
the seed set. Time-aware IM [14, 31] considers that the diffusion
process in social network is changing over time while competitive
IM [5, 32] studies the influence of social network in face that sev-
eral competitors prompt their products simultaneously. These stud-
ies can be cosidered orthogonal to our study.

7 EVALUATION

In this section, we present the evaluation of HyperIM by extensive
experiments conducted on a machine with Intel(R) Xeon(R) Silver
4110 CPU @2.10GHz and 32GB memory.

Datasets. We evaluate the IM algorithms on five real-world hy-
pergraph datasets as shown in Table 3. These hypergraphs model

the complicated connection among data in different applications
[21, 28]. Hypergraph email-Eu-full represents data of a mail sys-
tem where a vertex denotes a sender or a receiver and a hyperedge
represents an email including both senders and receivers. Hyper-
graph tags-ask-ubuntu is to model connection among questions and
tags where a vertex is a tag and a hyperedge represents a question
containing different tags. NDC-substances-full models the temporal
higher-order network of substances where a hyperedge is to repre-
sent a simplex forming by a set of substances. Hypergraph threads-

ask-ubuntu models the question system where each hyperedge is a
question along with its corresponding answers. Hypergraph coauth-

MAG-Geology-full is to model information of publications where a
hyperedge is to model the authors of a publication.

Table 3: Summary of hypergraph datasets, where AVGDeg
denotes the average number of neighbors of a vertex in the
weighted graph and AVGSize is the average number of hyper-
edges that a vertex participates in.

Hypergraph |+ | |�4 | |� | AVGDeg, AVGSize

email-Eu-full 1,005 25,148 66,672 132.68, 25.02
tags-ask-ubuntu 3,029 147,222 265,406 175.24, 48.6

NDC-substances-full 5,556 10,273 336,826 121.24, 1.8
threads-ask-ubuntu 125,602 166,999 374,314 5.96, 1.32

coauth-MAG-Geology-full 1,261,129 1,204,704 11,165,572 17.71, 0.95

Evaluation methods. To reduce the costs while providing the
guarantee as described in Section 3.2, the existing methods mainly
employ the reverse influence sampling and subset sampling to gen-
erate the RR sets for discovering the seed set. We select the latest
algorithms to evaluate our proposed algorithms. The first is SUB-

SIM [20] which employs the subset sampling to reduce the genera-
tion costs of RR sets. The second is TriangleIM [24] which mainly
produces a subset of : vertices with the maximum triangular struc-
tural stability defined in [24] by employing the triangle-based edge
sampling. In nature, TriangleIM [24] follows the basic idea of re-
verse influence sampling. In contrast, our proposed algorithms of
HyperIM and HyperIM_BRR use the stratified sampling combined
with a Binomial-based strategy and a Possion-based strategy to gen-
erate RR sets. Furthermore, HyperIM_BRR reduces the number of
RR sets required to reach the desired approximation guarantee. All
the algorithms are implemented in C++. Each algorithm is executed
10 times to report the average results.

Parameter settings and Evaluation metrics. Recall that an error
parameter (Y) and a failure probability parameter (X) are required
by each IM algorithm for discovering the seed set. We set Y = 0.01

and X =
1
|+ |

as the same to the previous work except for evaluating
the performances under different error parameters. We evaluate the
IM algorithms from three aspects: (i) influence spread, (ii) the effi-
ciency of RR sets in terms of the number of samples and sampling
efficiency, and (iii) the running time of the IM algorithms. Further-
more, we evaluate the four IM algorithms under different settings
in terms of cascade models and the error parameters.

7.1 Influence spread

Given a seed set containing : vertices, we evaluate influence spread
in terms of the number of the influential vertices. Figure 5 shows the
expected influences of the seed sets with : ranging from 100 to 1000

using the four IM algorithms. The seed sets of the five hypergraph
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datasets obtained by HyperIM have 1.6X, 1.74X, 1.85X, 1.67X and
4.25X on average higher influence than those obtained by SUBSIM

over the five datasets. This is because HyperIM optimizes the ver-
tex selection by stratified sampling and the higher influential ver-
tices are selected with larger probabilities to be added into the RR
sets. Then, the seed set obtained from the higher influential RR sets
in HyperIM must have the higher influence spread than SUBSIM

and TriangleIM. The seed sets obtained by TriangleIM perform the
smallest influences and this is because TriangleIM tends to discover
the vertices from the angle of participate in more triangle forma-
tions rather than from the perspective of higher influence to infect
the other vertices. Besides inheriting the strengths of HyperIM of
setting the activation probability, HyperIM_BRR optimizes the gen-
erations of RR sets by adjusting the number of vertices from the top
layers of the sample sets and thus HyperIM_BRR performs a little
better than SUBSIM and it has 2.73X on average higher influence
spread than SUBSIM.

7.2 The efficiency of RR sets

We evaluate the efficiency of RR sets from two aspects: (i) the num-
ber of RR sets required by the IM algorithms to discover the seed
sets and (ii) the number of the sampling operations and the sampling
variance to obtain the RR sets.

The number of RR sets. As shown in Figure 6, with the increase
of the size of the seed sets, HyperIM_BRR and HyperIM require the
minimum number of RR sets while providing the desired approxi-
mate guarantees over the five hypergraphs. Compared to SUBSIM,
HyperIM reduces the number of RR sets by up to at least 1.1X and
on average 3X. In general, TriangleIM requires the largest num-
ber of RR sets over the datasets because it needs more RR sets to
form the required number of triangles as presented in [24]. Such
results confirm the efficiency of stratified sampling combined with
the Binomial-based strategy and the Possion-based strategy which
are efficient to just require a smaller number of RR sets for obtain-
ing an optimal seed set. Because HyperIM_BRR decreases the up-
per bound while increasing the lower bound by setting the number
of vertices in the top layers, HyperIM_BRR requires smaller num-
bers of RR sets than HyperIM. HyperIM_BRR can thus greatly re-
duce the number of RR sets by up to 8X compared to SUBSIM over
the five hypergraph datasets while it can bring in higher influence
spread.

Sampling number and variance. As shown in Figure 7(a), Hy-

perIM_BRR and HyperIM require two orders of magnitude smaller
numbers of sampling operations than SUBSIM and TriangleIM over
the five datasets. Compared to the subset sampling and reverse in-
fluence sampling used by SUBSIM and TriangleIM respectively,
when using the same number of sampling operations, the strati-
fied sampling with a Binomial-based strategy and a Possion-based
strategy is able to produce a RR set with larger size. Since SUB-

SIM and TriangleIM require large numbers of RR sets, they ne-
cessitate larger numbers of sampling operations accordingly. Be-
sides the required numbers of samplings, the sampling variance of
the total sizes of the RR sets is an important to evaluate the effi-
ciency of the IM algorithms. Figure 7(b) shows that HyperIM_BRR

and HyperIM have much smaller sampling variances than the ex-
isting two IM algorithms. The distributions of sampling operations

decide naturally the sampling variances such that the Geometric-
based distribution followed by SUBSIM leads to larger sampling
variance than the Binomial-based distribution or the Possion-based
distribution when generating the RR sets from the same sample
sets. The distribution of sampling operations in TriangleIM follows
(0-1)-distribution which causes larger sampling variances than that
of the Binomial-based distribution and exhibits the same sampling
variances as that of the Possion-based distribution. However, Trian-

gleIM requires to execute a large number of sampling operations to
obtain the RR sets that results in large sampling variances. Since
HyperIM_BRR reduces the number of required RR sets, it brings
in a smaller number of sampling operations and exhibits smaller
sampling variance than HyperIM.

7.3 Running time

Figure 8 shows that HyperIM exhibits at least 60%, at most 10.7X
and 3.18X on average fewer running time than SUBSIM while Hy-

perIM consumes at least 368- fewer time TriangleIM with differ-
ent sizes of the seed sets over the five hypergraphs. This is because
when generating RR sets, the time complexity of HyperIM is highly
related to the number of layers of the vertices while that of SUB-

SIM is highly related to the degrees of the vertices in the sample
sets. Since the number of layers is smaller that the degree of the ver-
tices, HyperIM performs fewer running time. TriangleIM uses the
random edge sampling to generate triangle-based RR sets without
optimizations and it exhibits much more time than SUBSIM and Hy-

perIM. Because HyperIM_BRR reduces the number of RR sets as
explained in Section 5, HyperIM_BRR can further reduce the run-
ning time to at least 1.56X. fewer than HyperIM.

7.4 Experimental results under the LT model

We evaluate the four IM algorithms under LT model in terms of in-
fluence spread and the number of RR sets. As shown in Figure 9,
when varying the error thresholds, HyperIM and HyperIM_BRR al-
ways have higher influence spread than TriangleIM and SUBSIM as
they can obtained more influenced vertices. It is noted that vary er-
ror thresholds almost do not cause the changes of influence spreads
because the four algorithms use the generations of RR sets to dis-
cover the seed sets whose approximation guarantees are solid. On
the other hand, the numbers of required RR sets by HyperIM and
HyperIM_BRR are also smaller than TriangleIM and SUBSIM un-
der the LT model as shown in Figure 10. The running times of the
four algorithms are similar to those shown in Figure 10. These ex-
perimental results show that the stratified sampling combined with
the two strategies is highly effective under both the IC and LT mod-
els.

8 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose HyperIM to efficiently solve the IM prob-
lem in hypergraphs by stratified sampling to generate random re-
verse reachable sets. It is proven that HyperIM is able to optimize
the vertex selections and improve the accuracy while reducing the
time complexity. Specifically, we carefully design the stratified sam-
pling combined with a Binomial-based strategy and a Possion-based
strategy to improve the efficiency and accuracy when generating the
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Figure 5: The number of influential vertices with different sizes of seed sets using different IM algorithms under the IC model.
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Figure 6: The number of RR sets with different sizes of seed sets using different IM algorithms under the IC model.
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Figure 7: Sampling efficiency.

reverse reachable sets. We further propose HyperIM_BRR by ex-
ploring the information of the stratified sampling to derive tighten
bounds of the number of the RR sets to reduce the costs. The ex-
perimental results on the five hypergraph datasets confirm that our
proposed algorithms outperform the state-of-the-art algorithms.

9 CONCLUSION
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Figure 8: Running time with different sizes of seed sets using different IM algorithms under the IC model.
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Figure 9: The number of influence vertices with vary thresholds under the LT model.
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Figure 10: The number of RR sets using different IM algorithms under the LT model.

Big Data and Smart Computing (BigComp), pages 739–742. IEEE, 2018.
[22] L. He, H. Chen, D. Wang, S. Jameel, P. Yu, and G. Xu. Click-through rate pre-

diction with multi-modal hypergraphs. In Proceedings of the 30th ACM Inter-

national Conference on Information & Knowledge Management, pages 690–699,
2021.

[23] Y. Hong. On computing the distribution function for the poisson binomial distri-
bution. Computational Statistics & Data Analysis, 59:41–51, 2013.

[24] Z. Hu, W. Zheng, and X. Lian. Triangular stability maximization by influence
spread over social networks. Proceedings of the VLDB Endowment, 16(11):2818–
2831, 2023.

[25] K. Huang, S. Wang, G. Bevilacqua, X. Xiao, and L. V. Lakshmanan. Revisiting
the stop-and-stare algorithms for influence maximization. Proceedings of the

VLDB Endowment, 10(9):913–924, 2017.
[26] K. Jung, W. Heo, and W. Chen. Irie: Scalable and robust influence maximization

in social networks. In 2012 IEEE 12th international conference on data mining,
pages 918–923. IEEE, 2012.

[27] D. Kempe, J. Kleinberg, and É. Tardos. Maximizing the spread of influence
through a social network. In Proceedings of the ninth ACM SIGKDD inter-

national conference on Knowledge discovery and data mining, pages 137–146,
2003.

[28] F. Klimm, C. M. Deane, and G. Reinert. Hypergraphs for predicting essential
genes using multiprotein complex data. bioRxiv, 2020.

[29] S. Lei, S. Maniu, L. Mo, R. Cheng, and P. Senellart. Online influence maxi-
mization. In Proceedings of the 21th ACM SIGKDD international conference on

knowledge discovery and data mining, pages 645–654, 2015.
[30] Y. LI and D. ZHANG. Real-time targeted influence maximization for online

advertisements.(2015). In Proceedings of the VLDB Endowment: 41st Interna-

tional Conference on VLDB Endowment, Kohala Coast, Hawaii, pages 1070–
1081, 2015.

[31] B. Liu, G. Cong, D. Xu, and Y. Zeng. Time constrained influence maximization
in social networks. In 2012 IEEE 12th international conference on data mining,

pages 439–448. IEEE, 2012.
[32] W. Lu, W. Chen, and L. V. Lakshmanan. From competition to complementarity:

comparative influence diffusion and maximization. Proceedings of the VLDB

Endowment, 9(2):60–71, 2015.
[33] A. MA and A. Rajkumar. Hyper-imrank: Ranking-based influence maximization

for hypergraphs. In 5th joint international conference on data science & manage-

ment of data (9th ACM IKDD CODS and 27th COMAD), pages 100–104, 2022.
[34] H. T. Nguyen, M. T. Thai, and T. N. Dinh. Stop-and-stare: Optimal sampling

algorithms for viral marketing in billion-scale networks. In Proceedings of the

2016 international conference on management of data, pages 695–710, 2016.
[35] C. V. Pham, M. T. Thai, H. V. Duong, B. Q. Bui, and H. X. Hoang. Maximizing

misinformation restriction within time and budget constraints. Journal of Combi-

natorial Optimization, 35(4):1202–1240, 2018.
[36] J. Tang, X. Tang, X. Xiao, and J. Yuan. Online processing algorithms for in-

fluence maximization. In Proceedings of the 2018 International Conference on

Management of Data, pages 991–1005, 2018.
[37] Y. Tang, Y. Shi, and X. Xiao. Influence maximization in near-linear time: A

martingale approach. In Proceedings of the 2015 ACM SIGMOD international

conference on management of data, pages 1539–1554, 2015.
[38] Y. Tang, X. Xiao, and Y. Shi. Influence maximization: Near-optimal time com-

plexity meets practical efficiency. In Proceedings of the 2014 ACM SIGMOD

international conference on Management of data, pages 75–86, 2014.
[39] M. Xie, X.-X. Zhan, C. Liu, and Z.-K. Zhang. Influence maximization in hyper-

graphs. arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.01394, 2022.
[40] L. Yi, H. Wang, and Z. Wei. Optimal dynamic subset sampling: Theory and ap-

plications. In Proceedings of the 29th ACM SIGKDD Conference on Knowledge

Discovery and Data Mining, pages 3116–3127, 2023.
[41] L. Zhang, Z. Zhang, G. Wang, and Y. Yuan. Efficiently sampling and estimating

hypergraphs by hybrid random walk. In 2023 IEEE 39th International Confer-

ence on Data Engineering (ICDE), pages 1273–1285. IEEE, 2023.



Conference’17, July 2017, Washington, DC, USA Lingling Zhang, Hong Jiang, Ye Yuan and Guoren Wang

[42] R. Zhang, X. Qu, and S. Pei. Influence maximization based on threshold model
in hypergraph. arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.13458, 2023.

[43] J. Zhu, J. Zhu, S. Ghosh, W. Wu, and J. Yuan. Social influence maximization
in hypergraph in social networks. IEEE Transactions on Network Science and

Engineering, 6(4):801–811, 2018.


	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	3 Preliminaries
	3.1 Problem definition
	3.2 The existing IM algorithms

	4 HyperIM
	4.1 Stratified sampling for generating RR sets
	4.2 Theoretical analysis for HyperIM

	5 Optimizing HyperIM
	5.1 Division of the RR sets
	5.2 Derivations of the upper and lower bounds
	5.3 Determination of the number of RR sets

	6 Related work
	7 Evaluation
	7.1 Influence spread
	7.2 The efficiency of RR sets
	7.3 Running time
	7.4 Experimental results under the LT model

	8 Conclusion
	9 Conclusion
	References

