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A Linear Circuit Model For Social Influence
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Abstract —Understanding the behaviors of information propagation is essential for the effective exploitation of social influence in social
networks. However, few existing influence models are both tractable and efficient for describing the information propagation process and
quantitatively measuring social influence. To this end, in this paper, we develop a linear social influence model, named Circuit due to its close
relation to the circuit network. Based on the predefined four axioms of social influence, we first demonstrate that our model can efficiently
measure the influence strength between any pair of nodes. Along this line, an upper bound of the node(s)’ influence is identified for potential
use, e.g., reducing the search space. Furthermore, we provide the physical implication of the Circuit model and also a deep analysis of
its relationships with the existing methods, such as PageRank. Then, we propose that the Circuit model provides a natural solution to the
problems of computing each single node’s authority and finding a set of nodes for social influence maximization. At last, the effectiveness
of the proposed model is evaluated on the real-world data. The extensive experimental results demonstrate that Circuit model consistently
outperforms the state-of-the-art methods and can greatly alleviate the computation burden of the influence maximization problem.

Index Terms —Saocial Influence Model, Circuit, Influence Spread, Authority, Social Influence Maximization
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1 INTRODUCTION the strategy for product marketing or information propagat

Social networks make connections among individuals. Ugualfowever, practically, we still need to model the influence of
in this social paradigm, people tend to connect with the@roup of individuals. For example, suppose there are mane th
friends, family members or colleagues, which makes tfff€ Person sharing their experiences of a product, you will b
connections in social networks are a kind of trust relatigms ffécted by their combination influence. This type of influence
Under this relationship, if somebody do something, henttie 1S Subtle, which is dferent from a single influence or the
tend to believe something is good or trustable. For exampfyM ©f those single influences. The modeling of combination
suppose a man bought a new product and shared his pIeag.’ﬂHence is very useful. When the marketing person design
experience about it on social network site, then his socfalViral marketing campaign, they always select more than
friends would be likely to be influenced by his experienc@n€ individuals to endorse their product, then, the infleemc
and may take it as an advice when they want to buy a similBfrson received from a viral marketing campaign are usually
product. This is a perfectfiect on product marketing andS0mbination influence from multiple persons.
information propagating. There are two obvious reasons for!" recent years, there has been many theoretical and em-
this. Firstly, the recommendation from one’s friends is enofPifical studies on social influence modeling. Anagnostépeu
likely to be accepted. Secondly, thisfext could trigger a gt al. [4] proposed twp statistical tests tq dls_tmgwshla;loc
domino fect, e.g., if a product is adopted and shared prluence_from the_multl—sources of gorrelatlon(l.e. hoiimgly, .
someone, then her friends may take it as an advice to adogtgffounding and influence respectively) between the astion
also, then her friends’ friends and so forth. Thigeet is so- of friends in a social network. Goyal et &l. |14] studied haw t
called “word-of-mouth” or “viral marketing” fiect and has learn the amount of social influence between adjacent iddivi
been investigated for a long tim&] [5]] [7]. 110, 112, l13]’uals. Granovetter et al. [15] proposed a model_, called asarin
[20], [22]. Marketing persons, news communicators are boti'reéshold(LT) model to simulate the information propagati
wondering how to take advantage of thifieet to improve Process and give the amount of so;:lal influence between
their work on social network platform. any pairs, while Goldenberg et al. |12] proposed another

To this end, it is preliminary to model the influence betweefi0del, called as Independent Cascade(IC) model. However,
individuals. Influence is thefiect that an individual has on POth Of them are operational models and are untractable and
the other ones when they are making decisions or behavifftffficient. Under these models, you couldn’t find a closed-
the amount of which could be viewed as a probability —Om solution for social influence; and if you want to get
roughly speaking, suppose individual A has tribti things the influence qf an n_‘1d|V|duaI on the others, you have to run
and individualB tried N of those things following A, then the Monte-Carlo simulations for a Siciently many times (e.g.
amount of influence from individual A to B i8l/M, which, ZOOOQ times) to o_btaln an approximate estimate [9], which is
ranged between 0 and 1, could be viewed as a probabilif§"y ime-consuming. _ o
If we could model the influence between individuals and get 1© alleviate these obstacles, in our preliminary workl [24],
its quantity, then we could take advantage of it to desighe proposed a circuit inspired linear model to describe the
influence between individuals. Specifically, we adopt a two-
e Enhong Chen is with the School of Computer Science and Tegyno stage strategy to_ap_hleve this goal. In_the first stage, \Amm_
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strength of influence from nodeo nodej. In the second stage, Social Influence Models.In the literature, many studies
we propose a concept “independent influence” with which wabout social influence have been published. For instance,
form the formula for the influence of group of individualsAnagnostopoulos et all [[4] proved the existence of social
Under this model, social influence is tractable and could lefluence by statistical tests. Also, Goyal et al.1[14] stadi
computed #iciently by a fast Gauss-Seidel iteration methodhow to learn the true probabilities of social influence betwe
In addition, we propose a upper bound to estimate the tobatlividuals. In addition, there are several models to itfew
influence of a node in the network, which could help us tthe influence propagates through the network. For example,
identify those actually influential nodes. Finally, by esiihg Granovetter et al.[[15] proposed the Linear Threshold(LT)
the influence model and using the upper bound to select seadsdel to describe it, while Goldenberg et al. |[12] proposed
we propose a novel method to solve the well-known virdhe Independent Cascade(IC) model. Since these two models
marketing problem. The experimental results demonsthete tare not tractable, Kimura et al._[17] proposed a comparably
this method outperforms the state-of-the-art algorithrathb tractable model SPM and Aggarwal et &ll [3] proposed a
in efficiency and fectiveness. stochastic model to address this issue. Recently, Easley et
In this paper, we further study the linear model for influencel. [11] and Aggarwal et al[2] summarized and generalized
Unlike the two-stage strategy adopted in the preliminangygt many existing studies on social influence and some other
we uniformly model the influence of individual and groupesearch aspects of social networks. More importantlyy the
of individuals by an axiomatic definition, and then find itsflemonstrate that by carefully study, the information eitptb
closed-form expression. Moreover, this expression co@d from social influence can be leveraged for dealing with the
solved by a fast Gauss-Seidel iteration method. Along thisal-world problems (e.g., the problems from markets oradoc
line, we further find a compact upper bound to estimate tlsecurity) €fectively and éiciently.
total influence of individual or group of individuals, which Social Influence Maximization. As an application, there
is helpful to evaluate whether or not an individual or & an important research branch to exploit social influence f
group of individuals is influential enough. On the powemarketing, which is called as viral marketing and target at
of this upper bound, we solve the viral marketing problerinding a small set of “influential” individuals (those indtl
effectively. What's more, we find that when we use the uppeals is called as “seed”) of the network— giving them free
bound as the approximation of its real number, the problesamples of a product — for triggering a cascade of influence
could be solved in nearly linear time and the experimentay which friends will recommend the product to other friends
results on variety of networks demonstrate that this methdping the product will be adopted by a large fraction of the
could produce a performance better than the state-ofithetaetwork.
algorithms both in fficiency and #ectiveness. In addition, There are many literatures which aimed at solving this
we also seek the relationship between our model and otlpgoblem, here we list part of them as representation. At the
traditional models (e.g. independent cascade madeél [1@] dmeginning, Domingoes and Richardson proposed this problem
stochastic mode[[3]) by theoretical and empirical ways. firstly [10], [22]. Kempe et al. formulated this problem as
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Secfibn&? discrete optimization problem and they proved that the
presents the latest related work about influence model amgtimization problem is NP-hard, and presented a greedy
social influence maximization. In Sectigh 3, we propose approximation (GA) algorithm which guarantees that the in-
axiomatic definition to model the influence of a set and thdluence spread result is within (11/€) of the optimal result.
deduces its closed-form expression which could be solved by address theficiency issue, Leskovec et al. |19] presented
a fast Gauss-Seidel iteration method. In this section, we alh "Lazy Forward” scheme (called &SELF optimization)
propose an upper bound to estimate the total influence of awdtich take advantage of the submodularity property of the
on the network. In Sectidd 4, we propose the circuit simatati influence maximization objective to reduce the number of
of the model and seek the relationship between our model amghluations on the influence spread of individuals. To askire
other traditional models. In Sectidh 5, we adopt the inflgenthe scalability issue, Chen et al. proposed several haurist
model to solve the well-known social influence maximizatiomethods includeBegreeDiscountIC[9] andPMIA [8] which
problem and propose two novel method, Cércuit-Complete  uses local arborescence structures of each individual to ap
andCircuit-Fast. In Sectiori 6, we demonstrate three claims gfroximate the social influence propagation. Wang et[all [23]
this paper through experiments: linear model is close edlatpresented a community-based greedy algorithm to find the
to the traditional models; upper bound is consistently elo§op-K influential nodes. They first detect the communities in
to the real total influence; and Circuit-Complete and Circuisocial network and then find influential nodes from the sekbct
Fast outperform the state-of-the-art algorithms. In ®edli potential communities.
we conclude this paper and propose several problems to be

solved in the future. 3  SoclAL INFLUENCE MODELING
Social influence refers to the behavioral change of indiaisiu
2 ReLATED \WORK affected by others in a network. Social influence is an intuitive

Related work can be grouped into two categories. In the firmhd well-accepted phenomenon in social netwdrks [11]. Here
category, we describe some existing social influence modeis will provide a quantitative way to measure the social
The second category includes the existing works for theasocinfluence. To facilitate the following discussion, we listet
influence maximization problem. important math notations used in this paper in Tdble 1.



TABLE 1
Math Notations.

Notations DESCRIPTION

fsor the influence from a group of individualS to another group of individualg™,
whereS and7 could be single individual.

fs =[fso1, fsoo, ... fsonl’ the influence vector fron® to each member ol’, whereS could be single individual.

F = [fijlnn Influence matrix wherd; is the influence from to j and equal tofi_,;.

T = [tij]nn transmission matrix whergy is the transmission probability fromto j.

A = diag(11, 42, ...4n) Damping coéficient matrix wherey; is the damping cd&cient ofi.

P =[pijlnen = (1 + A= T)-1 | Basis matrix whergpj; is the basis element to compound influence.

P = [P1>7, P2o7, - Paor]” | Potential vector wher@j s = Yier Pij

bs_7 the upper bound ofs_,7, equals 0y jes((1 + 1)) = Ykes j)PjoT

© = diag(6y, 62, ...6n) 6, = Z?:ltji is the total transmission probabilities flowing into indiual i.

Let G = (V,E) be a social network, where the node set Assumption 1:The sum of transmission probabilities flow-
V = {1,2,..,n} includes all of individuals, the edge s&t ing into one node should be less than or equal to 1. That is,
represents all the social connections which could be viewed N
as _tru_st_ relationships. We denote th_e |r_1f!uence from a group 6 = thi <1 for i=12.n
of individuals S to another group of individualg™ as fs_,+, =
whereS and7 are subsets o¥. WhenS and7™ are sets with
only one elementfs_,s is the influence between pair of singlewheret; is the transmission probability from nodeto node
individuals. Under this notation, the viral marketing camigm i. If (i, j) ¢ &, thent; = 0.
design could be formulated as the following optimization Actually, this assumption is used for measuring the amount

problem of information (e.g., with regard to an event or message)) tha
. will be accepted by each node. The corresponding valuesvarie
S =argmax.fs.y subjectto|S| =K (1) in the range of [0,1], where 0 stands for the ignorance of the

) ) information and 1 means this node totally believes in it.
In this paper, we propose four axioms to model the generalrhg gecong factor is the way how an individual combine

influe-ncefSiT as_ follows. ] the influences receiving from her trust-friends. For ins&n
Axiom 1: The influence fromS to 7" is equal to the sum aggarawal et all[2] proposed a way to describe this function,

of influence fromS to each member of ", that is that is
fsor = Z fsoi (2) fs—j = 1 = Iken; (1 — tj fs-k) ®)
ieT

which claims that the transmitted influences fronftetient
Axiom 2: If i is a member ofS, the influence fromS toi friends should be independent to each other. This is a the-
should be always equal to 1, that is oretically reasonable way, however it is too complex to tget i

) closed-form solution. Thus, in this paper, we propose aline

Axiom 3: Influence could transmit through the trust con-
nection in network with a certain transmission probabitty
it.

1 .
foj = mk;tk]fsqk for je¢ S (6)
]

Axiom 4: The influence to an arbitrary individual is deterwhere ; is the damping codficient of j for the influence
mined by the influences to her trust-friends. Suppgsérust- propagating. It locates in range, &). The smallert; is (i.e.,
friends set isNj = {j1, j2,...jm} (i.e. Yk € N;j, there is a trust approaching to 0), the less the information will be blocked
connection {,K) € E) and the influence tk € N;j is fs_x, then by nodej. In real applications, this number may also varies

] from the topics of the propagating information. For inst&nc
fsmj = fi(tisifs—ies toifs—izs o tinifsoin) fOr j€S (4) i node j favors the topic of the propagating informatioty,
will approach to 0, otherwise, it will approach to a big pvst

where fi(+) is a combination function fofj and t; is the number, evers-co.

transmission probability on trust connectiopk) [.
Based on the above four axioms, there are two factors which
will determine the shape of the social influence model. 3.1 The Deduction of Influence

The first factor is the transmission probabilities on eauahttr

connection. In this paper, we use an assumption to confine ﬁwog qutattlor‘FB OT‘t')V d(ﬁgcgpgj folr the ?nde_s ntthl,nwe f'g
probability, that is reform it to describe all individuals, including the memloér

S, as follows.

1. Notably, in social networks, the direction of trust coctien is inverse to 1 .
the direction of influencing, which means that tfusts j then j will influence fsoi = 131 Z (tjfsj+vs)) fori=12..n (7
i i =N
JEN;



wherevg; is a correction to guarantee thés,,; is equal to 1 if where Pss is the matrix which is cut down fronP by
i is a member oS andﬁ ke t&j fs—k otherwise (Axioni2 removing the columns and rows not corresponding to members
and Axiom[4). Thus, the value ofs; could be determined asof S.

In other forms,

v = {a number to guaranteesf,j = 1 | €S ®) fg = Z vsiPi (15)
’ 0 i¢S icS
Equatior(¥ fori = 1,2, ...n could be rewritten as since thevg; is equal to 0 ifi ¢ S. From this equation, we
could observe thafs is actually a linear combination of the
fs=(+A)Y(Tfs +vs) columns ofP, that is the reason why we cdllas basis matrix.
Specifically, whenS contains only one element, let it is
where R
f [f f f ]/ f3 = V{i},iP»i = fi (16)
; : [tiS]HL S§—25 .- 18—-n and thus
= [tijlnn / fisj = viiPj 17)
vs = Distvsz.vsal For|S| = 1, Pss is a 1x 1 matrix and equals topj]. Easil
o or|S| =1, Pss is a 1x 1 matrix and equals topf]. Easily,
A= diagld, &, o) based on Equatidn 114, we could get
which could be solved as 1 1
viiti = [Pss€li = — (18)
fs = (1+A-T)vs 9) i
— Povs (10) Equation 16 fori = 1,2,...n could be rewritten as
o ) , F £ [fyfo, . f]
where the transpose of ¢ A — T’) is strictly diagonally 1 1 1
dominant, thus it is invertible. In this paper, we denote the = [—P1,—Pay,..—Py
inverse of (+ A — T’) asP = [pij]nn and call it asbasis P11 7lp2/2 Phn
matrix . = diag(P)"P (29)

Based on Axiom 2 (the influence fro® to the member of \where the il j)-entry of F is the influence froni to j. Thus,
S should be 1) and Equatién 8, from Equation 10 we can ggk callF = [ ]nen = [%]n*n as theinfluence matrix of G. F
. gives all the influences between any pair of individuals.eBiv
fs-i = Z Pjvsj=1 fories (11) £ i want to know the influence frorto j, we only need to
Ies look up the value at the,(j)-entry ofF, that isfi,; = fij = 2.
SupposeS = {s1, &, ...} WhereK is the cardinality ofS, and !
without loss of generality we assunse< s, < ... < sc. After 32 The Computation of f
denotingvss = [vs,s» Vs.s» - VSis’» and denoting®ss as the
matrix which is cut down fronP by removing the columns
and rows not corresponding to members&f Equation[11L

could be rewritten as

It seems that, to compute the influence vedtgrit should
compute two inverse matrice$, {A—T’)~ and P‘é, thus the
time complexity of this computation should ¥n°). But, for-
tunately, based on Equatién]l15, we only need to compute the
columns ofP corresponding to the members 8f Moveover,
because the transpose of{ A — T’) is a strictly diagonally
wheree is a|S|-dimensions vector with all 1s. Thus, dominant matrix, it satisfies the convergence condition of

Gauss-Seidel method, it’s inverse could be computed inya ver

Pssvss = €

vss = Pte (12) ol arat
S8 = Fss fast way through a Gauss-Seidel iteration process.
and BecauseP is the inverse ofl(+ A — T’), there is
vss = [Psseli (I+A-T)Pi=8a,

Conclusively, we could form the closed-form solutionfgfas whereP,; could be viewed as the variables of this linear system
follows. of equations. For the transpose of{A — T’) is strictly diag-

Theorem 1:In a networkG(V, &), given the transmission onally dominantP,; could be solved by Gauss-Seidel method.
matrix T and information’s damping cdigcient matrixA, the Specifically, Gauss-Seidel method is an iterative methoidhwh
influence vector from a se$ = {51, S, ...} € V (assuming is operated as the following procedures:

S < S < ... < &) to members of the network will be 1. setp®=0forj=1,2.n;
(k+1) _ _1 . nK nk+) i =
fs = (1 + A= T') Lvg = Pyg a3 % fiig = 2o (@ + Do Uipy + T Py ), for j =
,2,..1n;
wherevs = [vs1,Vs2, ...vsn]” and 3. continue Step 2 until the changes made by an iteration

o . are below certain tolerance.
Vi = [Psselk I=s¢€S (14) This procedures isficient. To getP; within a valid tolerance
' 0 i¢S range, it often need only dozens of iterations. Thus, the



time complexity of computingS| columns ofP is O(|S||E|). O
Notably, S is often a set with a small amount of elements, Then, from Equatiof 15, based on Lemida 1, there is

then the computation ongé only consumes constant time.
Additionally, in the following sections, we will propose a fs = Z;VS"P" < Z;((l“l')_étk')p'
IS IS €,

method to computds in O(/E[) no matter how many the
carnality of S is.

3.3 An Upper Bound Of fs .7

Based on Axionil, we know thafts_+ is equal to the sum
of influence fromS to each member of . If we define

Pisr = Z Pii

jeT

(20)

, we could get

Theorem 2:The amount of influence from a group of

individualsS to another group of individualg has an upper
bound, that is

oo < D ((1+4) = ) t)Pir
ieS keS

To prove this theorem, let’s first prove a lemma about t
correction vectowng.
Lemma 1:The correction vectovs satisfies

Vs < (1+/lj)—ztkj for jeS
keS

(21)

(22)

Proof: First, let's denote

Iss ]
Iss Iss
where we rearrange and divide = (I + A — T) into four

F:(I+A—T’):[FSS

Thus, fsoj < Yies((1+ Ai) — Xkes tai) Pji, and then

fS—>'T = Z fS—)j
jeT
< Z Z((l + i) - Z ti) Pji
JeT ieS keS
= D ((A+A) =) tw)pr
ieS keS

Thus, Theorerq]2 is proved.
Discussion.Let’s denotep, = [pio7, P2o7s --Pnsr]’s Pr
is a quantity that can be computed@{|E|) time. Because

Py = Z pj =Pjer fori=12..,n
jeT

whereer = [e1, e, ...e1]’, g is equal to 1 ifi is a member of

h’ié and 0 otherwise, thus

pr = Per.
Then,
(P)'pr=(1+A-T)p, =er

which is a linear system of equations with varianze and
could be solved by Gauss-Seidel method for A — T) is a
strictly diagonally dominant matrix. Thus, we could comput
ps in O(|E[) time by the procedures similar to in Section]3.2.
Thus, if we spendD(|E|) time to getp, first, then the upper
bound of influence fronS to 7 will be a number could be

submatrices based on whether or not the row's or columiyst instantly. Moreover, because this upper bound proposed
corresponding individual is a member of sétFrom the linear in Theorem® is actually very consistently close to the real

algebra theory, we have

A
Pss Pss I'ss Tss
M - MT I
T | -TdrgM I g Mrgrat
where
M = ([ss ~ FggTeelse)

Thus,Pss = M and there is
vss = Pgge = Isse - gglelsee
Becausd“sgl"%l“gs is a nonnegative matrif, we can get
vss < T'ss€
From this inequality, we can get, whgre S,

Vs,j < a+ /lj) - Ztkj

keS

2. wherel'w is a strictly diagonal dominant matrix, thus its inverse-(de

S,

noted asN = [gni,-]) is a nonnegative matrix. Let's denote = I' gNI'5¢ =
[kj], there iskij = Yigs Xmes(viNimymj). Becauseyi = —ti <0, ymj
—tmj < 0, andnm > 0, kij > 0. Thus,K = FSEF%FSS is a nonnegative

matrix.

fsoo [, in this paper we denote

bs—r = D ((1+4) = D k)i

jeS keS

(23)

and often use it to substitute for the regl,+ if necessary.

As a consequence of Theoréin 2, we could get the following
important corollary

Corollary 1:

fia‘r < (1+ Ai)piﬁ‘T = bi—)‘T (24)

4 DeeP UNDERSTANDINGS

4.1 Another Deduction for Influence And A Physical
Implication

In Section 3.1, we proposed a way to rewrite the formula of
influence and get its closed-form expression. In this seg¢tio
we will propose another way to rewrite that formula and get
another closed-form expression of it. But in essence, tle tw
expressions is equivalent to each other.

Equation 6 could be rewritten as

1 .
Ztkjfsﬁk+ Ztkj for j¢ S
keS

1
fo = —— -
S=l 1+ 4 &4 1+ 4 -

3. which will be verified in the experimental part of this pape



sincefs_x = 1 if ke S (Axiom[2). This equation is equivalent
to

(1+/1])f36j—ztkjfsék=ztkj for j¢S
k¢S keS

which could be rewritten as

where Ags and Tg5 are the matrices cut down from and
T by removing the columns and rows corresponding to thgy 1. The Another Circuit Network.
members ofS respectivelyfs is the vector cut down frorfis
by removing the entries corresponding to the members,of
and - Z tlosys  forieS 4.2.1 Relationship with Independe.nt Cascade Model
s Independent Cascade(IC) model is a well known and mostly-
o ) ) ] _ studied influence model. Under this model, if individudk
For (1 +A55—Tgg) is still a strictly diagonally dominant matrix, 5 ctivated at timet, then it will influence her each not-yet-
this I|nea_1r equathn system could be solved by Gauss-Seideli ated friend at time + 1 (and only at timet + 1) with
method inO(E|) time. That's means, we could g&¢ (and 5 yansition probability, until no new individual is actteal.
thusfs also) inO(|E|) time. _ ~ Although IC model has been mostly studied, itsffigency
Interestingly, this deduction of influence has a circuit iMig g\ways a serious drawback. To alleviate this obstaclagYa
plication for undirected networg. If we construct the circuit ot g [25] proposed a linear system to approximate IC model,
network as follows they verified in both theoretical and experimental aspéwis t
« First, construct a topologically isomorphic circuit netkwo IC model could be approximated as
of G, where the conductance betwekand j is equal

IC 7 -1
to the weightc; of trust relationshipi( j) (If (i, j) does fs=0-Tx) s (27)
not exist,c; = 0) and guarantees th%ii = Y where . . - Ic
di= 0 ' oo when transmission matriX satisfies thafle < 1, wheref_
i = Zi=1 G is the vector of influences to the individuals notshunder

. Second, connect ¢ S with an external electrodé; . :
through an additional electric conductor with conductam%g model. Comparing Equati¢nP7 and Equaligh 25, we could

. _ |C _ - . .
(1+Ai9_—ei)di_ The electric potential value of is always O. nd that, if we setA = 0,f> = f<. Actually, the approximation

S
. Third, put a electrode pole on eagfe S with potential model in [25] is a specialization of linear circuit model. &n
value 1.

linear circuit model could also approximate to IC model.
the potential values on the circuit network (illustrated ir » » Relationship with Aggarawal’s Stochastic Model

Figure[1) will be equal to the social influen€e This could i .
be verified quite easily: for each membef S, because there In 2011, Agga}rawal et 6." [3] proposed a StO.ChaSt'C(ST) model
glo model the influence in a network which is as follows

is a electrode pole with potential value 1 on it, its potdnti

value will be always 1 which is equal ti3_,;; for i ¢ S, based 1 ieS
on Kirchhdt equations[[18], there is ST _ n
=1 1-[Ja-uisT)  ies (28)
n ~ ~ (1 + A — Qi)di ~ . =1 :
ZliZZCji(Uj_Ui)+_ o —(0-U)) =0 forigsS "
=1 ' wheret; is the transmission probability fromto i and 37,
) . (26) s the influence fromS to i under ST model. We can prove
and this equation could be reformed as that
3 1 & _ Theorem 3:If transmission matrixT satisfies thafle < e,
Ui=1+di;tﬂuj fori¢ S then fori ¢ S,
. . . . ) ST 1 : ST
which is equivalent to the Equatidd 6. Thus, the potential fo. = mztji fso; 4i€[0,1) (29)
values on the circuit network will be equivalent to social il
influence vectofs. TheoreniB tells that ST model could also be approximated as

a linear model and the damping d¢beient on each individual
should be ranged in [@). Before proposing the proof of
Theoren{B, we need to introduce a lemma first.

Lemma 2:If denote

4.2 The Relationship Between Linear Model And Tradi-
tional Influence Models

In this section, we will discuss the relationship betweeaedir

n n n
model and the other models to verify the rationality of linea Ok(P) = Z Z Z Bi, D, .- Pi,
mOde| i1=1ip=i1+1 i=i-1+1



then whereP = [py, P2, ...pn]” @andVp; € [0, 1], then
O«(P)O1(P) > 20:1(P)
Proof: Start from the left part of the inequality,

OPOIPY =D+ > PO B
i=1

i1:l ik:ik,lJrl
n n n
=Z- Z Z Piz - - PicPier
i1=1 Ik Ik 1+1Ik+1 1
n n Ik
= Z o Z p|1 plk plk+1 + Ok+1(P)
i;=1 k=i +1ligs1=1
where
n n ik
Z Z Z Pi; - PixPig,, =
i1:l ik:I 1+llk+1 1
i1
Z Z D P PP
ii=1 ik=ie1+1ige1=1
n
2, > Z P PiPis
ik=ik-1+1 ik =ig-1+1
Because of

n n
Z Z Pic Pik.1»

ik:ik,1+l ik+1:ik+l

n i
Z Z Pix Pi.s =

ik=ik-1+1 ik =ig-1+1

we have
n n ik
S 3> by b
i1:l ik ik 1+lik+1 ik 1+1
= Z Z Z Pi; -+ Pix Piks
ii=1 ik=ie1+1igs=ig+1
= Ok+1(P)

Sum up the above analysis, there is

Ok(P)O1(P) > 20x.1(P)

And if denotep; = t; f$T., Equation 2B fori ¢ S could be

. S-j’
rewritten as

55 =1-[ Ja-pp =D (-1)"0P)
j=1 k=1

With this form and Lemm@l2, we could prove Theoilgm 3 now.
The proof of Theorem[3 BecauseTl satisfies thafre < g,
there isy]_; tj < 1, andOy(P) = X0, ;i f§T. < 30, tj < 1.

S—
With Lemmal2, we could get :

O«(P) > 20x;1(P)

For fST. = ¥R 1 (-1)<Ok(P) = O1(P) — O2(P) + O3(P) -
(-1)"On(P), it's easy to get
ST, < Ou(P)

and

(57, 2 Ou(P) - Os(P) > Oy(P) - 2O1(P) = 501(P)

In summary
1
50u1(P) < 137 < Ou(P)

which could be rewritten as

n
1
S, = nOuP)=mn thi S5, me (5,1]
i=1
1
Toy ST
L 1% Zt,. 57 A €[0,1)
—
It is proved.

4.3 Rethinking Authority In the Perspective Of Influ-
ence

According to the dictionary, authority means the power of
someone to influence the others. This interpretation gives
a natural relation between influence and authority, that is,
someone’s authority is actually the total influence from toer
the others. In the past years, the computation of authauity f
many things, such as web pages, facebook accounts, twitter
accounts, has absorbed mountain of attentions due to its
importance in the internet era. However, there is less work
to discover the nature of authority. In this section, we will
rethink the concept of authority in the perspective of infice

and then propose a more accurate definition of it.

It's well accepted that pagerank algorithm and its variants
such as topic-sensitive pagerank, are the best methods to
compute the authority of a node in a graph which could be
internet, web network, twitter etc. Based on [6], the gehera
pagerank of nodes in a network could be formalized as follows
Denotex; =[x}, X,,...x}}]" as the pagerank vector for all nodes
on topict, then

(1-d

St
whered is a coéﬁcient ranged in (Q1), A = [&;j]n.n IS @anxn
matrix with a;; = W if there is an edgej(i) € Efand o
otherW|se,St is the set of nodes which belong to topjcand

= [e1, &, ...en]", Whereg = 1 if nodei € S; and 0 otherwise.

Notably, whens; is a set with all nodes in the network (i.e.
S = V), x; will be the general pagerank vector.

The above equation could be solved as

= dAX{ + ———&

(-4
x = (1-da)?
t (=A™
1=1+a 1
= I +al —A /l—
( ) S
where, ford € (0,1), 4 € (0,+). And Y & =
i 10ut\glég]) = 1, that isA’e = e, which meansA is a

transmission matrix satisfying Assumptidn 1. Thus, if wewi
A asT and viewal asA, the matrix ( + Al — A)~? could be
reviewed as the transpose of basis mafjxhat is

A

Xt =P
s 2

4. wj is the weight of edgej(i), usually it equals to 1



which could be rewritten as, far=1, 2, ...n whereA(S, s) denotes the marginal influence spread increment
when addings into seed seS.

X = é Z Pji Proposed Algorithm. As illustrated in [16], the optimiza-
tjes, tion problem of topK seeds selection is NP-hard, and by
_ A Pis exploiting the submpdular prpperty of_(S), a greedy strategy
|St| ' guarantees to obtain a solution that is within+1/¢€) of the
Coroliary 1] A b optimal result. In a greedy framework, it always choose the
- ISd(L+ ) individual who can produce the maximal marginal increment
oc bis, (31) on influence spread when adding her info The greedy

algorithm starts with an empty s& = 0, and iteratively, in

From this equation, we could see that the nddepagerank each steg, addss, who maximizes the increment on influence
value on topict is proportional to the upper bound &t,s,. spread intaSy_1, that is

For the bound is consistently close to real influence, thus it

could work well on the task of authority estimation. But in S = arg Ma¥e s, , A(Sk-1, )

essence, the follow|ng gsser'tmn shogld be true. . until the cardinality of seed set iK. Algorithm[1 describes
Assertion 1: The individual’s authority on a group is essen:

. . the greedy framework.

tially her total influences on each member of the group.

Based on it, we could propose a definition which may be more : _

close to the nature of authority. Algorithm 1: GreedyFramework

Definition 1: The authority ofi on group7 is equal to the 1. S=0;

sum of influences from to each member of", that is 2. s = arg max.q, sA(S, 9);
3.8U=s5
Ay = Z fisj (32) 4. If |S| < K, then go back to step2; else terminate.
jeT
With Equatior( 1V, In the framework, step 2 is the most consuming step. Under

IC model, to getA(S, s), the only available way is to run
Monte-Carlo simulations of the model for afBaiently many
times (e.g. 20,000). It is very ifigcient.

This equation also could tell us why we cgll+ as the  Because linear circuit(LC) model could approximate to IC

Qg = Z Viiy=i Pji = ViiLi Bis7 ~ PisT
jeT

potential ofi influencing7". model (see Sectidn4.2), in this paper, we fise,, (i.e., fs_y
discussed in Sectidd 3) to substitute tefS), that is
5 AN APPLICATION TO VIRAL MARKETING PROBLEM AS, 9 = A (S, 9 = f§& Gy fL., (35)

el calld acs 1o seecs selection prablem or soda B350 on the ciscussion in Sectioe.1, we know i,
P Iould be computed iMO(|E|) time, thus A(S,s) could be

ence maximization problem, which target at finding a Smagomputed inO(IE)) under linear circuit model.

set of “influential” members of a network (they are called as Moreover, we could go on with this reduction work. Based

seeds), could be formalized as the following optlmlzat|0n0n the discussion in SectidiiB.Bs_y is an estimation for

problem: fs©.,» then we could substitutéS , by bs_ further, that is

§=argmageylsy  subjectiold =K AS9 = A"(S,9 =bsygov—bsoy  (36)

In this problem,fs_ is the influence from sef to set - . . .
V, in other words, is the expected number of individuals wh\évIth Equatior2B, this equation could be reformed as
will be influenced by members af in the social network. AGS,s) =~ (1+ 25— ths)ps_}q/— Ztsjpj_)(v (37)
This number is, conventionally, called edluence spreadof €S €S
S and denoted as(S). o(-) is a submodular function under

IC model, that is be computed in advance (see Secfion 3.3), thus, foSaand

'_I'heorem 4:For all the seeds s& C T € V and any node any s, the computation oA(S, s) in Equatiori3V only spends
s, it holds that (1S time

Sincepq, = [Pisa, P, - Pros]’” IS @ quantity that could

(S ULs) - o'C(S) = 'C(T U {s)) - 'C(T) (33) Along this reduction way, we could get more profit. Based
on Corollary[l, there i&\'(So, s) = £S5, < (1+ As)ps~y and
whered'®(S) is the influence spread & under IC model. A" (So, s) = bs,y = (1 + As)Ps—y, thus if substitutingA(S, s)
If denoteA(S, ) = o'C(Su{s}) — o'°(S), as a corollary of by A'(S, s) or A" (S, s), Corollary[2 could be reformed as
Theoren(#, there is
Corollary 2: SupposeSy € S; € S;... € Sk and|Sj| = i, (1+25)Pssv < A(So, 9) < A(S1, 9)... < A(Sk. 9)

then which means that the marginal influence increment of individ
A(So, 9) > A(S1,9) 2 A(S2, 9)... > A(Sk. 9) (34) ual s can not be larger than (@ 1s)ps.v and her marginal



increment in previous iterations. Thus, in each iteratibAle

Function GetDeltallS, s, A, T, p.)

gorithm[1, when we go into step 2, we have at least one UPPEThput : S, A, T, py

bound for estimating\(S, s), that is either (% As)ps— Or SS

increment in last iteration. Upper bound, as an estimation f As=(1+2

output: Ag
s)Psov;

real value, can help us to reduce chunk of vain computationssy, each je S do
For example, if the upper bound of an individual’s influence | As=As—tisPssy — tsjPjmy;
increment is not large enough (comparably), it is impossibl return A

that she will make\(S, s) maximal, thus we could just skip the
individual. Actually, this property of upper bound couldlfe

us to skip many individuals with small influence and sharpl

reduce the total computation time. The complete procedu
for viral marketing problem is illustrated in Algorithi 2.

Algorithm 2: LinearCircuitMethodg, K, A, T)
input : G(V,8),K.A, T
output: S
S =0
Compute authority vector
Py = [P1>vs P2ovs --Prosy]’ (See it in Sectiol 313);
for each vertex s i do
L As =1+ 2s)psov;
while |S| < K do
re-arrange the order of node to make> Ag,1;
Amax = 0;
for s=1to n-|S| do
if As> Amax then
As = GetDeltal(S, s, fs)A, T
/jor A= GetDeltallS, s, A, T, p);
if As> Amax then
Amax = As;
Smax =S,

else
| break;
S=8Su{s}
fsov = fsoy + Amax
| As=0;
returnS;

Function GetDeltal(S, s, fs_v, A, T)
input : S,s fsoy, A, T
output: Ag
If P.s has never been computed, compute it first (see it i
Section3.R);
S =8Su{sh
Computevss = Pl e (Theorenfl);
fs/ =0, fsrary =0;
for int j €S’ do
| fs += vjPj//Equatior[Ib
for each je V do
| fsov += fsoj//Axiom[d
return fg ¢ — fs;

In Algorithm [2, we useAg to store the upper bound of
A(S, s) and useAnax and Snax to store the maximal(S, s)

eStS = (@, at this momentAs = (1 + As)ps» and in each
i?eration, it adds thes with the maximalA(S, s) into S until

the carnality ofS is equal toK. Specifically, in each iteration,
we first re-arrange the index of individual to make > Ag,1
which can help us to aim at those individuals with lgat

the beginning and reduce those vain computation spending on
nobody; then, for each individua] we compare her upper
boundAs with Amax. 1) If it is larger, theni maybe a better
one, then we need to compute its real increment; if her real
increment is still larger thad\may, then this one is truly a
better one, then we store her index by variaflgx and store
her real increment intdmax 2) If it is smaller, thens and all

of her successors cannot be better than the cusgptfor
Amax = As > As1; then, we can break out of the iteration.
When out of an iteration, the index of best supplemental
individual has been stored in variab$gay, We just need to
add it into S, at the same time, we should add the real
increment bysmax into fs_,q also. At last, setAs, ., to be O,
then, individualsyhax could not be accessed again. According to
the way how to computa(s, s), we call the Algorithm with
Function[GetDeltal aLircuit Complete(CC) method, and
call the one with Functiob _GetDeltall &Sircuit Fast(CF)
method.

6 EXPERIMENT PART

In this section, we will do the following experiments: a)
Comparing linear circuit model with IC model and ST model
to verify the relationship among them; b) Demonstrate the
effectiveness of upper bounds_s to estimate fs_7; C)
evaluate the performances @ircuit Complete and Cir-
cuit_Fast algorithm and compare them with the state-of-the-
art algorithms on real-world social networks.

@.1 Date Sets

The first data, denoted d@olblogs is a directed network of
hyperlinks between weblogs on US politics, recorded in 2005
by Adamic and Glance [1]. There are 1,499 nodes and 19,090
edges in this network.

The second data, denoted ®#ki-Vote, is a Wikipedia
voting network in which nodes represent wikipedia users and
a directed edge from nodeto node | represents that useér
voted on uselj, the network contains all the Wikipedia voting
data from the inception of Wikipedia till January 2d@8rhis
directed network contains 7,115 nodes and 103,689 edges.

The third one, denoted asa-HepPh is a collaboration
network which is from the e-print arXiv which covers scidiati

and its corresponding. The algorithm starts with an empty 5. httpy/snap.stanford.eddatawiki-Vote.html
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O'950 01 02 03 04 0}.\5 06 07 08 09 1 "0 01 02 03 04 0}\5 06 07 08 09 1 O'70 01 02 03 04 O).\S 06 07 08 09 10

(a) Polblogs. (b) Wiki-Vote. (c) ca-HepPh.
Fig. 2. The cosine similarity between LC model and the other two models on Polblogs, Wiki-Vote, ca-HepPh respectively. In
the three subfigures, the black vertical dash line is a mark of the optimal value of similarity; and the purple horizontal line is
the level of similarity between IC model and ST model. SimLOO(A, B) is the similarity between A model and B model on 100
randomly selected sets.

collaborations between authors whose papers have been suere, A, B are indicators for model an€Cos is Cosine
mitted to High Energy Physics - Phenomenology catedﬂ)ry function. Along this line, we propose a formula to define the
This undirected network contains 12,008 nodes and 654,1dfilarity between models,

edges. Sim(fA {8

The fourth one, denoted &BLP, is an even larger collab- SimA, B) = Zscy Sinlfs, fs) (39)
oration network, the DBLP Computer Science Bibliography Xscy
Database, which is the same asiin [8]. This undirected n&wornis equation is very exhaustive to be computed for there are
contains 655,000 nodes and 1,967,265 edges. 2! choices forS. However, practically, we could randomly

The fifth one, denoted aseb-NotreDame is an webpage selected a certain number of sets as representation of lthe al
link network where nodes represent pages from University get an approximation o in(A, B).
of Notre Dame (domain nd.edu) and directed edges represenbn three datasetspolblogs, Wiki-Vote, ca-HepPh we

hyperlinks between them. The data was collected in 1999 Bympute the similarities between models under the follgwin
Albert, Jeong and Barabdsi This directed network contains settings:

325,729 .nodes and 1’497'134_ edges. ) ) ) 1) randomly select 50,000 sets as representation of the all
The sixth one, denoted asiveJournal, is a friendship sets:
network crawled from LiveJournfl on July, 2010[[26]. This dz) set A — 2 B where 2 ranges in [01) (see into

is a large-scale network, containing 2,238,731 nodes an Sectior6.2), starts from 0.01 and steps by 0.01:

14,608,137 edges. ) _ 3) setT =Dw’ 9, whereW is the trust weight matrix
We chose these networks since they can cover a variety = ¢ G andD = diag(\W’e).

of networks with sizes ranging from 103K edges to 14!\%I
t

edges and include four directed networks and two undirec Be expe_rlmental resqlts '_S shown in Figlie 2. We could get
networks. the following observations:

. On each data sets, the similarity between LC model and
IC model could reach a high level (even larger than 0.99);
6.2 Model Similarity the similarity between ST model and the other two models
is not very stable on ¢lierent data sets, e.g., ca-HepPh
the similarity between ST and IC model is only 0.88;
« The similarity curves between LC model and IC model
all increased firstly and then decreased, and reached their
peaks at a certain ranges in [0.05,0.15];
When2 ranges in [0.10, 0.30], the similarity between LC
model and IC model keeps in a high level (always larger
than 0.97) on every data sets;
« The curve ofSin(A, B) and SinlLOOA, B) is very close.
The similarity curve computed on randomly selected
50,000 sets makes little fiierence with the similarity on

In Section[4.R, we proved that linear circuit(LC) model is
closely related to independent cascade model(IC) andasech
tic(ST) model. In this section, we will verify their relatiship
by experimental results. Suppo$§, f, and f3" are the
influence vector of seed s& under LC model, IC model
and ST model respectively. If LC model is closely related to *
the other two modelsfy® must be similar withf'S and {37

for any setS, and vice versa. In this paper ,we use Cosine
similarity as the metric to measure the similarity amdkgy
andfls, 3. That is,

i reA B A B 100 sets.
SimfA, f2) = Cogf4, 13) (38)
9. It means that the damping dheients of all individuals are identical,
6. httpy/snap.stanford.eddatgca-HepPh.html which is for a global model but not a personalized model.
7. httpy/snap.stanford.eddataweb-NotreDame.html 10. w this setting,Te = D-W’e = | which satisfies Assumptiofl 1, and

8. httpy/www.livejournal.com tij = T\Jllvlk
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Fig. 3. The plots of (fs_.7,bs_7) and their fitting curve on Polblogs, Wiki-Vote, ca-HepPh respectively.

These observations tell us that LC model might be a propgmoblem and compare them with the state-of-the art algosth
approximation to IC model; if we want to use LC model tdo verify their dfectiveness andfigciency.

approximate to IC model, we'd better assign a value rangingBenchmark Algorithms. The benchmark algorithms
in [0.10,0.30] to4; if we want to work out whether or not afor viral marketing problem are as follows. Firs€ir-

A value is good to approximate to IC model or ST model, weuit Independent (Cl) is the Algorithm proposed in [24].

just need to test it by computing the model similarity under @ELF is the original greedy algorithm with the CELF opti-
few number of sample sets. Based on the above observatigifation of [19], where the times of Monte-Carlo simulason
we also could explain why it is proper to u$g., to replace s set to be 20000PMIA is the algorithm proposed if[8].

fic ., in Sectionb. We used the source code provided by the authors, and set
the parameters to the ones produce the best reSliltin
6.3 The Comparison Between fs 4 and bs s the PageRank (PR)algorithm [21], we selected tol-nodes

In Section(3B, we proved thals.s = Yes((L + 2)) - with the highest pagerankvalljaegreel?is_countlc(DIC)[9] _
Skes j)Pjsr is an upper bound ofs_s. In this section, Measures the degree dlsc_oun_t heuristic with a propagation
we will explore the relationship between them in the aspegfoPability of p = 0.01, which is the same as used in [9].
of experimental investigation. On the three data sptd; Finally, the Degree (Deg)method captures the tdp-nodes
blogs, Wiki-Vote, ca-HepPh we compute 1,000 pairs of With th_e highest degree. Among these_algorlthms, Degree, De
(fs_7, bs_7) respectively and plot them into three coordigreeDiscountlC and pageRank are widely used for baselines.
nates. The three coordinates are shown in Figlire 3 where fifethe best of our knowledge, CELF and PMIA are two of the

read lines are the optimal linear curve fitting for those qlotP€St existing algorithms in terms of solving the viral makg
From FigureB, we could observe that problem (concerning the traddoetween #ectiveness and

« The upper bounds_.+ is almost linearly correlated to efficiency). . )
influencefs_;-, when fitting a linear line to the dots, the Measurement. The dfectiveness of the algorithms for the

coeficient of variants are only 0.0303, 0.0116, 0.030Yral marketing problem is justified by the estimated number
respectively; of individuals that will be influenced by the chosen seed set
. The upper bounts_; is consistently close to influence®f €ach algorithm, i.e., influence sprea(S). To estimate the
fsos, the gradient of the three fitting lines are 1'0669fluenge spread,_for each seed set, we rn the Mo_nte—CarIo
1.016 and 1.196, which means that in average; only Simulation under independent cascade m@de20000 times
exceedsfs_s 6.6%, 1.6%, and 19.6% respectively;  © find how many individuals can be influenced, and then use
Becausebs ., is consistently close tds_y, it is feasible to these influence spreads to compare tifectiveness of these

substitutebs_,o for fs_,o-. For the computation cost bf_,s is algonthms _

much less tharfs_+, thus when we make this substitution in Experlmenta_l Platform. The experiments were performed
practice, the computation cost of real application is pbipa 9N & Server with 2.0GHz Quad-Core Intel Xeon E5410 and
to be sharply reduced. By the way, the experimental setting§ Memory.

of this part is in some way along with the settings of above

section: 11. Based on the source code from its author, the parametaldwie
« A= anda=0.2: selected from(1/10,1/20,7/40,%80,1/160,%320,31280
. o 12. In detail, under the IC model, the node in the seed setagaips its
« T IS Sit tc/) beV; influence through the following operations. Let us view tlog® in the seed
« T=D"W". setS as the node influenced at tinte= 0, if nodei is influenced at time,

then it will influence its not-yet-influenced neighbor nodat timet+1 (and
. ) . . only timet+ 1) with transmission probability;;. In this paper, as long as the
6.4 Viral Marketing Campaign Design (or Top-K Seeds transmission probabilities on edges satisfy the confinéraeAssumptior[1L,
Selection) our method will handle its corresponding influence maxirtidza problem.
. . i . i Due to the limited space, in this paper, we set the transamisgrobability
In this section, we will useCircuit _Complete (CC) and tj as equal tog which is widely adopted in the previous studies and its

Circuit _Fast (CF) to face the chal@nge of viral marketingcorresponding model is called as Weighted Cascade (WC) Mode
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TABLE 2

6.4.1 A performance comparison
p p The Beat Table.

In the following, we present a performance comparison of

) ) ) . CC[CI|CF|[PMIA | PR| DIC | D Wi
both dfectiveness andficiency between our algorithms in | | | | | | | | Deg | Win

this paper and the benchmarks. For the purpose of compariso E,C o 2 2 ;‘ 2 2 S §§
we record the best performance of each algorithm by tuning [ CF 0 | 0| - 4 6 6 6 22
their parameters. We run tests on the six networks under the PMIA | 0 | 0 | 1 - 3 4 5 13
WC model to obtain the results of influence spread. The seed EE: 8 8 8 i 5 ? g 175
set sizeK ranges from 1 to 50. Figurel 4 shows the final peg 0 T o o 1 0 0 - 1
results of influence spread, where we paint tokens at each § Loss | 0 [ 0 [12] 18 [ 20| 27 | 35

points. In this figure, if two curves are too close to each pthe

we group them together and show properly in the legend.

Figure[® shows the computational performance comparisg(r;St

for selecting 50 seeds on the best parameters. In this figure;

for the running time ofDIC and Deg is almost 0, we Just_ 4.2 The Impact of A

remove their performances on this figure. Due to the running . . . .

time overflow,CELF is failure in networkswveb-NotreDame ~ ''© investigate thefBect of tuning parametet on the running

DBLP, LiveJournal. Due to the memory overfloaCC is time of CC and CF and the results of its influence spread.

failure in networkLiveJournal. Specifically, we sefl ranges from 0.05 to 1, step by 0.05, and
then get the corresponding influence spread and running time

From Figurel#, we could get a beat record for each IOaArnd, for a clear view of the influence spread results, we use

.Of algorithms. For example, if algorithi beat algorithmd the ratio of their influence spread result relative to CELtB’s
in x datasets, then we could get a recoAJ B, x). Then we . . . .
indicate their &ectiveness.

put these records into a table where the valueAnBj-entry Th : ,
: : e up row of Figuré}6 show thdfectiveness ofCC and
is x. Table[6.4.11 is the beat table. Moreover, the last colu o o
of Table[BITs-hows the total number of beat times, and the with different! on Polblogs, Wiki-Vote, ca-HepPh network
last row shows the total number of defeated times,. For r%spegtlve!y. In these.ﬁgu.res., the x axis is thealue; the red
algorithm, if we use the dlierence between its total number ash line 1Sy :.1 \.Nh'Ch |nd|cat§s the results of CELF’. the

. . . blatck dash line indicates the optimal value. From thesedgur
of beat times and defeated times as its strength, we could €' can obtain the following observations:
its position in all of algorithms. The fierences of the seven g " ,
algorithms are 25, 29, 10, -5, -5, -20, -34 respectively.cBas ° The performances oCC _and CF all increased firstly
on this number, we could get the order of these algorithms, and the_n dgcreased which fOII(_)WS the same trend ap-
ie., Cl > CC > CF > PMIA = PR > DIC > Degwhere " peared in Figuré]2, but thg optimal value is reached at
means “is better than”. However, actually, the performasfce I/l |: ?‘25’ O'h15’ O'hZ5 resieculvely;.they are "’?” reached a
CC is even a little better tha@l in five networks excluding ittle later than the peak values in Figure 2;
LiveJournal. Because of its failure lriveJournal, its overall « The performance of o€C is very stable._No matter what
performance is worse tha@l . Besides, we didn't liste€ELF value2 is, the diference of &#ectiveness is less than 0.04,
in the beat table for it only succeed in three networks. Bait it and for most oft values, the fiectiveness oCC is larger
performance is a little better tha®C. Elt]r?n k?gt?l ocated in th 004

In aspect of running time, we illustrated the computational * € bestt focate .|n e range [0 0.4]. L

costs of diferent algorithms on ierent datasets in Figuié 5. 1€ bottom row of Figurglé show the running time @€
For the running time ofDIC and Deg are almost equal to and CF with differentd on Polblogs, Wiki-Vote, ca-HepPh

0, we just removed them from the figure. We could see thégspectively. On these figures, we can observe that themgnni
in this aspect, the order of algorithm RR > CF > CC > time of CC is descending with the ascending ofwhile the

Cl > PMIA > CELE where " means “is faster than”. unning time ofCF always stays at a constant value. From the

Notably, the running time ofCF algorithm is almost equal 2POVe observations, we can know that, @€, if we want to

to PR which means thaCF is a linear time algorithm for 96t @ better Bectiveness we should sgtto be a number in

viral marketing. Based on the discussion in Secfion 4.3, W1 0-4]and if we want to get the resulffieiently, we should

know that the authority of individual is essentially heraot S€t4 tO be a comparable large value; while f6F, we just

influence in the network. ThuPR could find the top-k directly setd to be a number in [, 0.4].

most influential individuals. However these individualsyma

overlap their influence field for there are no mechanism b CONCLUSION

guarantee that they all have exclusive territories. WKl In this paper, we developed a social influence model based

could guarantee it in some way and then it could always beg circuit theory for describing the information propagati

PR. in social networks. This model is tractable and flexible for
Summary. Generally, for solving the viral marketing prob-understanding patterns of information propagation. Urtidisr

lem, CC andClI perform consistently well on each networkmodel, several upper bound properties were identified. &hes

when the network size is large-scal@| is a more proper properties can help us to quickly locate the nodes to be con-

choice. If we want to adopt a more faster algorith®f, is the sidered during the information propagation process. This ¢



13

1600

650 1800
600 1600) 1400 X
550 b
= g0 o 1200 L
8 s00 g g
5)- U)1200 %1000
© 450] @ Q
o e o
s -©-CELF/CC & 1000 g 800 -©-CELF/CCICI
S 400 ‘| s¢cCF 2 = —CF
£ —-PMIA/CI = 800 £ 600 S-PMIA
350 —+PR —+PR
De: .
300 o 600 40 ﬁg'e‘;
25 4062 200%
10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Seed Set Size Seed Set Size Seed Set Size
(a) Polblogs. (b) Wiki-Vote. (c) ca-HepPh.
8000, *
g 14X 10
7000
12|
- 3 6000) o 10
S o 8
: 35000 =
a @ 9]
) 3 ©
] £ 4000 ]
[} 3 )
2 = -o-ccicl 2
= < 3000 —%—CF/PR E
—*—PMIA
2000 ——DIC
—H—Deg
_ §
%% 10 15 20 25_ 30 35 40 45 50 1000515 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 % 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Seed Set Size Seed Set Size Seed Set Size
(d) web-NotreDame. (e) DBLP. (f) LiveJournal.
Fig. 4. The results of influence spread on six datasets.
T T T T T T
1E6 |- | NN PR EEEECF [ cc [ jo ImmrviAa EEEMCEF ]|
1E5 -
o
o 1E4 -
n
\q-)’ —
£ 1E3
= - -
= 100
£
c 10 1
c
S
@
0.0 l l 1

Polblogs Wiki-Vote ca—HepPh

Fig. 5. The computational performances.

drastically reduce the search space, and thus vastly ireihev [2]
efficiency of measuring the influence strength between any pair
of nodes. In addition, the circuit theory based model presid

a new way to compute the independent influence of nodes amd A. Anagnostopoulos, R. Kumar, and M. Mahdian.

leads to a natural solution to the social influence maxirionat
problem. Finally, experimental results showed the adgega
of the circuit theory based model over the existing models jg
terms of éficiency as well as thefiectiveness for measuring

the information propagation in social networks. (6]
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