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FHRRAEHE RS BARE. CRAAURA P AATNEREEEEEENEL, AT
BOEYFHIRER A EEENAE EENRAER. N E LT RE, 120
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1 35l

TELEAEAE 24 KGR, A A thE SRR 0L 28 s 7, 6] BB R A A8 Pt B 3 (Frace-
book) 1A ¥EH F# Akt 1912 (b 2017 4 3 7), Fafa SRS — A0 <KE; #ERF (Twitter)
(s BR P #3842, BN 5T, IEFURR MG CF 9 23R 7, BHRBORT AR R EE &
BB IR GO M P Bt 28I 5 14, NATFEAEAS W24 E A5 B i A) L& i 7 AN ME I A% 5t
R G RIBT ). TEARATE A AZ IR E8 A= A T 2 1 I 288 KB, 3 Rk R EL BB X I FH
T — AN AE R T AT, L FAE AR O (R R S s A R 3, 4128 48 A7 7E R B AR Z (A1
AEHAG I, X BRI ERATRE W0 S N5 N Z R A EL e, DL RS BAE NS N ) AL A =X

FE MR NMIAT A WAL 1 B2 B I A B B R 5 AT R AR 208 A 2 s fE 4L 22 R
AR O — BT Usl IETHENLAU, BB E LA 2T S T KR, tE R MR T
(kL2 M IR 78 T+ 2 R e . Horh E B N AR A SR . R R )
R, DA BT X RO 5 AR IR SRR S i s P A i e Rl AT N AR S AR LA R
i R R AR G B R VI SEAEAEIXFI R R OC R, A REE AR BERe i /A& A1 | A DA F - A7 N AE 2R )
VEF R REAT AR 3R I 4. T2 ) P U 1 SR AR P 2 (RIS T (AR KN, BV SR A5 i) 7 4% 4
B 1S4, AE A3 50 ) AR SRR e i V) S R HE TR I VE . 18] 1 45 T AL 520 g (R ST 2L
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Figure 1 (Color online) Architecture of social influence investigation
+ A B AN
2 S

A2 AT H bR 4 5 A AT O, I R B A AT D, SR E T P S AL M FAT O (1
1, B R (R B S TR PR T i 558) 2 B0 75 A7 4E AR ) DR RO 2. B, S R 4> i
PRI PRI TR 18] % 3 A 2R T ARTRN AT D, AR SE R B AT A P e R AR AT R P AT — e 1Y
WaAAE . SRT GRS L, AT BER PR D L (RIS ] — S (8 s B ) 7 A M T A 3 ]
WRAE T HRIEAT 9, BT RBTPE (homophily) 38 AR, R {A] S IEASIN 2 5200 g 3K Eh J5 K B — 2 1
PRAPE. X5 T I T e o AR . — A DL SE IR 1 T BORBAIE S W D A AR, 55— Fd
I TSR REAT GE T DR SRR AR HEWT 10 5 VR B R M g A7 AR

2.1 SEIGk

& G IIAEAT I AL 23 520 J7 1 LS S o, — FROm i 48 55 B R AT SE e (40, BB AN &
HIME, A DU AR RS 251 65 24 i B SE R SEIG IR . 5] an3E T Facebook P&, Bakshy 22 (6] Bt FEAL
P SR8 RAGT I A 23 52 M RV B IR B S i B AR BOAE . AT R s s AT D E e
FeH bR, £ L R iR s A iz SR ACE R, RIUX LR R A B S S ) i Rl
AN, Bkt R RH) A R AT R T RE) T R R B A IR IR T RCR. R T
Facebook V£, Bond 4§ (7 SR FH BEATLA il S 58 SR A I 1 22 52 1 %6 T BUR HEEAT A . SEa k3
BRI BEES RE R R P, v DB R R A 34 5, BRI EAT N REY
WA NI ERAT 9. AERLERA b, 93Ah 25 R R ERAT A BERE E— 2D Aok 0.224% HISETT. SR T ISR
F2&, WEFEII N T — M A AN AT, NI SERR AR AE 2T 6 1 A R R GX 28 S5
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2.2 RERHERE

5 RSEspiGyk A b, U EEE AT G R R e RHERT R N wT AT, #ilan, Anagnostopoulos & (8]
PRt — MBI IR (shuffle test) HURTIN 7V, Ve RIER B2, aksgm AEER, IBa—4
T 0 B B TR R 12 5 40 1 s RS A TR Sy 7R SR BOSE AT B R, X T A A s ) TR AT e R,
B 3 A RFAE AT R AR AL, WMBCB AL, 5 AR R 5 AT #2. Anagnostopoulos %5 AEAG I, 1F
WAL 2 2R FHA ), Fond 55 O MY R BB ML ML, IFEIIERD B, 32— 3 A
RURZE 500 5 1% 48 (selection) HAZ HLILHE. Prigike, 48102 H - BT Ao M di 8 S7AH TG R )
R BRSO, -1 N 2 B AR M BRI T R P 2 AE ¢ 2L AR BOGR (IR
F2), t-1 RIS R RAH T AE ¢ N[ T ARBUE 1 B AT N RHE (B2 #E). Fond 28 AR
FH BEATLIGE R P 77 V25 oK B E X P b it [ R SR OG R ) 35 1. Arala 55 100 SR F R I 43 BOUL G %
(propensity score matching) fEHFFRIE BT MERIIRET T, s m ) B fFENE. HAEAR AR, e
) SEBaL N, b AR ZE PR A 0 B A ) ZELR T REAH T, (80381 5 K R P e B a2 428 s 22 i >k PR W A
LR 1) L, RHRRR [R5 e F) SR R sl 25 SR A Dy i [R] 5 A AR P15 A 4R 52 71 5 10 I 2% &5 4] 3 AT R AIE
JITSCHC, T HEENE ) 51 RS BAL R 2 H IRIKAN I, BB POE | BB KRR L AR, T
RITE TR FE TR EAR AT 0 A A3 R 4530, BRI A R UF, HBEMN —E R B ki ) 5 - P AT N
BRI RO 2R, AT e HERR By FoAth PR 3R 1) 520,

3 HETIIEE

Ak SRR AR H A KA S A 2 D 24 R B S ) A RS, P T 220 o 2% v P (AT 9IRS R
WE A &R BAT RS, RIS I — AT RS AE W 2% th i BB SR IS P AT RS s S S
ARBAHA PR, — A RVEBOE S BOHARHLH. 120 T 50 7 B, RS B A sl SR
SHIEREDL. BFTCH XA RIS SR th 2 PRS2 m A R, ot e v S REALVER . &
A SRR | it S AR AU A 5, LR AR RS ROAE S (Uil e 15E) 5 S iE
SC (A PRI ) BLESR R IOIE L (AP AR R S HON R R) I T R4S

3.1 FMAOEHEE

LI A G A R Ja T s AR R STR AL 01 DR SEIR A28 121 2 PRANRAT BOAL Qe i Y, i
BT HENRE R AR B A R B e AR NG € R B IR (susceptible)
YL H (infective) LARMKEH (recovered) &5, SR Jm Wit H RIH L T & 280 BRI & 8, filiit380
IR R RS R T AT AT AR B R e #a s . (5 BRI R 2 @ TR, — i id it
Z N5 N Z AR50 SR H R BEAME BRI . Kempe 45 13 $2 P2 ML (5 EAE R Y,
LeMERMEAR (LT) AT RIBAE S (1C).

FERSL RIAE T T, TR RESR R R ey MR HERAE p € [0,1], FRoR /L v MOLEGE I A
v; HIMEE, BIAMATRTERISE0E . JhS7 R AR 2R 2 20 1 S 0 ) 75 B8 H5ONT 18] R AL RB AL, B 1
AT : 1R to W2, —DTCIELF RIVIIREE & B SN, 2R e AT TR & 2 )G
FIREAIZ] ¢ > 1, -1 RFZDEr S KT 5 v 206 HM RS A0 AL vy DU pi; 2200E —, B
TR o S S AIRAL. R SR, W oy BBl A ZIA A B 075 Sl
T, AR RS AR, ML GRS R AR S R pyy TROE. BN RS RE R BENLIY, & )a™
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A BT R SR A BN S BRI TR, — OO R 4 TE WIAA T 15 R, AR 4RSS
JE B S AN B R E, YRR S SE RS (influence spread). A7 2K AR IR DUE 26 K ik
AN TBVAH ELSE A B 9 55, TR BCMA Z TBISZSE N FAT J9HEAE. X 57 8 B0 75 551 2 SR 1) A% 7%
R RARRF A 4 DRIl S IR AR 2 H AT T T Uz IR,

TELAMEBHARAL T, W PRER KR ey X ME w;; € [0,1], #RTA v £ vy 1
FIA A0 Ji h B R O], FAE 30, o,y wig < 1o BEAN, AT 0 JESRIK— MR ) B
0; € [0,1]. ZBELE—JAERRITLEHET, 72 0 2] 1 WyaHE N VLM AR R I, 5T R A A, 78
to W2 BACH MG R S B0E. EZEREANNZ] ¢ > 1, B EARBIER T R v RS
LU0 0 S 15 R 2 AR 2 75 R I T2 e A0 S W) o) R vk i L 15 e, RIS Db 136 2
D vieN ()t = Oie FE, W vy FEONBURAS. A 2N FATHT 0097 RIS I, A i AR A4S
. Zelh BT LIRER 0, SKAHE MR RIBELI 7, FRBGAAR & X9 B0E AT AR AL, T2
BB KRN, X5 N J ok SR (91 a0 SE R BUAHEEEAE) BRI MAAT g 01 M5 & 2tk M
BEAY R BE AL 56 4 FHAMA IR R A 0, SRRE . SR SRR, AMA 14 R e (8 B2 BEALYE, A0k
BN K. AR G0 SRR ) FEAE /N B A AR, 2 2 B )k B0 e R (181 R ok 0 2 2R P R A AN K
ST RIBAEIY N FH T3 (0 — A SR AL

Kempe &5 N 131 FE30 7 ZRIBCREY b5 2k [ (B A 2R F B il b, 2 M2 AL R SRODRABE 7Y 5 MBI AR Y, e
FOR I SN RE . IR ST ZIRAS Y 5 2 ) B 0 B SRR Y, AT AT T H S SR T B
K1 R ) P R A R FH — R 5 B R Ok R 1161, sl A T RIS TR B L. 25 B
AR ZALAG LI, A P I B — O AR B A U B0, BRI A w130, )y ik 1 =X
(progressive) &Y, il il N7 R HCASE R 15 A 1t [ B B TR 0 i T adfs ik sUBE Y. S i SRR AS 22 (8] AT LA
U, WRAEIE A (non-progressive) AL 17181 3 b SR — Ml iR A5 85 7 i S5 IR 4%, T
366 3t AR Y — M 220 e WL R 5 1 4 S (R AR R A, — o8 RO [ (R 3R Bl 1R SOPE (S B AR RS2t AH
AR, 81 ary B [V 5 D et 7 20 B A R A 28 119200 458 R AU (10 et 7. 200 B A R A 28 R 23 i B A Y 124
7 A =% & 1 T AP0 A7 1D 72 AL ) A AR 2 122 [ I 2 B I A 5 TN R R A R AR (230 A58 S
RAGRE I ARIEAY 24 X o3 2 WA 485 K V) R P A R AR 2R 1250 322 50 R A T 11
A AL R AR A 1261,

3.2 EMARKKL

B 5835 E 5200 A% RS A B Rt b5 ST 52 7 KA (influence maximization) HIHFFT I &, H
HRMRALTZME g B A 4. e o (0 — A 3 B 3 S5 A R AU 7 3 0 TR B 3 B KR 46 25 7, % 3
PRt G O i FH 7 S B2, S EE LA S AR 68 2 B 7E T A B RO R AT HE T, DAL AL R
(1A A4 52 5 ) S 12 i o 183, 27~301,

SR D0 B R AL ) R B s IR A, FEAL S 2% b TR & DN ERRD 7795 RCR 0, (LI 4
S 2% 5 R IS MR A% 3 die 24 BT 7 A1 RS T 0 3 i P8 e K. 22 AT vl R — B T 3 1R SR e M A PR )
FEIEs. J52K, Domingos A1 Richardson K Markov BEALIZAEBLEAZ in] @ 2040 8 — AN HER 7] /8, 3
SR i U S SR AR e )RR 81 R R T i e s R R — A BRI A RR A
JUZ IR AR AL, Kempe 55 N 131 85 UK 20 7 5 KA ) B A — A B EU AL 1) 8. AT
IR FAE B Tz ) g — A NP A R, 38 T F AR 3L (submodular function) 25 H T
R0 SR RS, BRI T B8 — D e R AR AR & Bl 01 1 0 5 A A (0 1 KT gt ik, X2
BT GG A AR R BT S I IR B0 R BT R M ST U . B, IR
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IEAGEFE— AN 5, LA CWOEE S A L) BEOS Ml R FUBr s s 1 i 2. BIRIEIZ o0
FIERT LA R (1-1/e) BIIEAMERE. S8 ER 0O EER B— ML R, BRI — M rEE
IR, S —/ NP M) @ Kempe 55 A 18] FE18SCH 2 HH F Monte-Carlo 77 23K B AL RS 1
FIAL RS, AT T HH S e 2 K/, SRR TR T AR ARAIS, Rt JE 1R Z2 B 7t & 4 o
TR KR J e KA SR AL, —Fh & B3k Y Monte-Carlo #0802, U0 Leskovee 25 A B Je 45
P 5 ) R A A0 T2 2 K S i BE AR TR R 5 — R Ja ke, B0 Chen 25N 1321 1
25 UL FE B TR PR, XTI A8 X B O FE AT — 8 BT 40, B2 HA 1 B s 280 S e 7 VKSR A s el 7
RN, WA TAER ST 9 AL R AR e s s g f RAL IR TE B 21231 o s AL 4 A
B R 7 B KA F (A T T4 A2 IR 285 v FH P 22 TR) A2 e 7 KNI 2T

4 HEFWNEE

E T T A A AR, AL RN A% S R AR OSSO Th A R IOAE Y,
T AU SRR R B RN ST A S RE R, A2 ) R — R T MR R i —
FELE TEAL 2 LR GE R HRHE, R 8] B 2 6 AR AT DAt i Jo g e e gy, R4 E R AT
NEE (M2 S5 EE AT AT ) R P AT R AR (R T e 0 0 o i e o Je i g 4
RN 77 R F bR A LS T F 2 Y 22 TR M XAl O R RIS 75 55 R )
I A 2R AR 1 S G 75, RIEEXE—AN P, BRI mia i N R RE 0 5 8t AR /1
T ; W B2 % — LSRR R M Z TR AR A0, BT PN TP, BB — RS S A — N s 775 5200
SRR G HEARFE 77, RIATXS 24> F P LSRR, B BEREANS —N P 520 ).

4.1 MFRRRASHEFAES

AR BE ST, AR R TR . H R eR 2 T B Is AU, 3
Hh AT DA SR AR A AR X 2 S5 R IR, T AR ST P A2 AT A R 52 LR 2% . Weng 55 A 33 4
TR Twitter <R Z%, JH4 H 02 I HEA, 53% (PageRank) SRS A - AE BRI 1G RE_E X
B NFISEIA /). Heidemann 45 A B4 ¥ Sa i P AT A SAIEAT AN 45, 78 EEEAME _E R HI 2B AU TT
THIHE 44 B S AN F P B v BERRAE SN 7). Ak B MR RN JIFR 2 R AR (15, 35~37)
Tang 55 A B8 3T H PAT N s BAL M AR A FE M fRERZ, TR i R 7 BB ARURAS THAMA B 0
FEAT N TN h B AOAE . Li &% N 139400 S9N P T — AN 2 AN B 20 505 1t N 2 i) 23 4,
H B R 25 RS 50 7 5 52 7 (0 AR Lt AT

4.2 MFZEHIFNE N

A BT FRIFE I 2 50 7 A% R (0 A, A ST ZOP AR R B BEER pu, RAE T4
PR Z IR RE I 3K/, AEXS AR 18] (S AT LR, (AR R, M T 520 ) 5 A
Z IR (AR ) DA G, EATZ M OR A AN INMAZ 18] AR B PSR, e A TR 5
MR ST AR B2 8] R R HYIEFE (selection); 2, AR AMIMAAME, TAHZ BRI ) 2 S 2B TR
FEABIE A 5 X P2 7K I A AZGUE — i, ASRBFIX 73 JT K. Holme Al Newman 1§ H— AN AE B
BRIk P SR R, HeA AR B GE AN Z AT R LR R (IEFERE), ZAK
AN R R AR e AN AR RO R KR P (N AE). Crandall S5 A 121 $2 H — N TE 42T

971



HKEFEE: AL HrsRid

A= R AR R 2 i — A N BRAT . LA SBAER — S AT Dy ok SR B B gl FLAS B 1) D SLAT N o0 A,
SCBRR T4 AT 970 A, BB T RARBIAT 970417 Seripps S5 131 BTAZS Y 1 R 5 5200 5
e T E S R B A G ME i, X AOMEREAROR, DRI ERR 1 DSR2 1 AR A H A
IR FE, — RO P AN CRF 39 X 77

RN 45 8 AL 2 A G5 5 TP AT BRI, MR Z TR D A T B A AR, AN sk k2
i SR PR P ) 1 8% P A 2 R AT g B P P 5 e AR /A S5 R e 8] A A A AR R AT U T P AR L, AR
Z VB PRI g B 5. AN B2 ) B i) BT AR oA S R UR L. s K RE R T
—ANEE RIRE R AR AR TG B — IR R G R A USRE , SR 5 8L o KA ALIR BERSR A S Wi g A 1 A
RIS H —— RIAME AR FE R SR/ [(20:44.45] R, B RAUSR T — IRAR AEAS 2 — MRS AR, 5
O ALLER bR it 38 e R A SIS AT kR g, Ha8on 7k R 2% L. Rk, — S/t 7u s BT
o 58 B BEAT I G S B B AMA Z T ISR . A0, Goyal 25 A 146] 3 LT3 Tl 2045 RIS 4t
THE. FEA AR T — DN EAE 1 R, A G A A8 A 2 S DTk, 12 00E B R R
[, AR 5 i R BRVEAH L, TR AR AR 5. Konstantin 55\ U7 gE—354 FH P AT A 8RS & B4
G T, JEHIE TR/ NE A (MinHash) B R AG HHAMAZ R 20 7.

FLLE I T AL RETT B AL o I 28 S B, SRR T AT . XML, M TR FENE ) Al
TH A A AR PN AERARABL, DU AAT ELAH <2 18] PRS2 g . 35 T ) 2% 235 4 FK A AL JRE 8 A R ECRT
PR i, — R A SRARABURE , JFLA 8 ) FE AR I A 4 R 2 M) ) B B R 2 R B 22, TR 7 1
FBRARABL. XA B 7 vk 3 BOR LUK T AR I g b R S LR R I A AR AR LA 1) B AR AR, A
FEAE AR 7E W 25 1525 SCR A& FZ (bibliographical coupling) [#81 F13L[H 5] %L (co-citation) 9],
FEARABE A LRI SRR, W EATTRAR L, IX AP EANREAS T AR e 5O FE R QR & 19 s 2
() (R ARMLARE . 2 5 B HH P — 073 ) DAGRE G i e L. 511 a1, Kz 500 A1 55 2 1) RIS ) B A
%, MIX AT AR L. Tsourakakis %5 A PU ARYE QB EAERE RN m05 3] —MIRGEEE (1] &, ok
FAENT AL X 37, S8 S5 d I T A ) B AR ALLBE SR R AE AT R A (R ARALLEE. Jeh 1 Widom P2 $i2
T SimRank 5%, LR AN EIHR S, HEA AR DI RO HA S S AT 048 & 19 s AH
f2l. SimRank W HETTHE AR K ARER AT A 2 B FIALE . VertexSim ¥ /& T SimRank, TCHF1HHE
PR AT BT i TR P A AL 53, [Rh SimRank FIAH SGSVEER R AR, RIS 5 A
JELLBES. BeAh, I — e B ML AH G I BRAR AU v 577 3% (54,991,

AT — R SR ARACLRE, LA B JEAE 99 A1 U X 28 4 T S A e, DU P A5 RBRAH 121,
XA BT iR S BRI 5 HAE R 2 L RIBR RS ok, AT DMREE, t] BURIZE, £ 2 A%, Blondel
SEN O SRIIET HITS MaEART VAR BE & AN AN 18 B BT s 8] (AR BLEE . RoleSim b7 47 & 17
SimRank 5%, VTSN ANIEIE Y 52 ) AHLEE. B4k, ANF T SimRank XA 555 95 4% & (1)
FAALLE SR, RoleSim A%} PLHAC b f 4% J& X 2 [A] AR ALBE SR A, 55 SimRank 240, X P A7 2 I [7)
SRR . SIAME —RINES AT ARG — MR R 2, 1) B 2 W) AR BA R 24 0 1 R 2
E] B AEARLEE. i1, Burt 581 FH—ANAT s Rl b 2 36 Fil = M T AR AN BOR AR — A1 2
SERIFFAE. S0l 7 s 0 & Fh i AR AR, W W RO PE (degree centrality) SEIUEHL 1 (closeness
centrality) PLEHI A0 (betweenness centrality) 25t a] DIARRTT i 45 M4 P9, ReFex 775N
=AW RUE T 3 MR, A 0 L R L X 2% TR KTIL R SR O P A SR B AR I
B, DALSEET BT ABJE AR 3 AN Fabrs I P 2 sl sk A [60.61) 51 2 JE TR AIE 1] & v SOAE AL EE 14 77
ENHZ WLRR [62).
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4.3 BFEmY

HEARFZIR 77 /218 2 AR IE R B — AR BT TR B AR 520 ). Tang 55 AN AN [FRLEE 1 [X 43
TAERAR G . AR R LA 00 ), FE3E H R 7 B B SR SR AN [R5 e ) i R/ B8] Belak 4
N 103 g — G e S RELH 2 1A M JT AT FE &, Myers 25N 164 DUK Lin 5 A (05) fp HeA 425
25 AR IR R AE — PR R RE MR 77, R 32 HAE R 10 M A 1 SR A A ax i B =X sz el 7 1 K.

BB T BB T ARSI S ) S5 R 9130 Ugander %5 A 166) ¥ 24 T S0 g 1 45 K 22 RE I
FEAE. AT — I Facebook MIME#R 5 AN Facebook I A Z 18] 45 H4) 1) 22 K 14 1k
EMRKR. ZJEH— R TAEEARESE T L —FeHEEAT THRE 67700 filln, Fang %A O8] %t
TELRUER H P I AT NI FURE N0 ) IG5 A0 22 1, 150 T P (0 A) 9 T ek 5 3 AR 38 A 4544
ZREMERIEF R, Zhang 25N U X252 25 T HARIG U 8 X, FRAE KB 2 55 F P
1T AR T, B2 XTS5 R 52 g B PR R A v T

5 HEENAMA

AN ) R BN S RS S R L BTN S AT RTINS, B, 45 e e kAR
HS IR DA W4 2 e i Y 2 1] RS R0, ST DA AS 190 2% v Bkack H 20 0 e K ORGP, 9 He g
BERE R AR IR I 2, (R AR IR IR S AL AR 2, R iR 22 IO P W SAZ i i, SR AR S ) d KAk
I EBRBTAE. 53— J7 T, i A2 SRS 00N LK R AT D 30000 v 2 i et Y P (RIS 2z, 005 T i
B SERG A ) TR

5.1  SEIETIM

CL A B T 1) 3= B V0456 W B 5 AR B 9 2% ) J71. Liben-Nowell A1 Kleinberg 72 1B 7k
BB AR M B S ST R T vk, B AR R EERAE (preferential attachment) (73] 5Bk Al A BE AL AETE (random
walk with restart, RWR) [ SimRank 1°2] DA} Katz [P0 5§, H 3= B2 AR AT s AR L, W EAT]
Z (A TR T B B G R B2 S M T VAL HE Markov FEALIZ 7)) HE[RIABEAY (logistic regres-
sion) 761 DL & W BfBEMLIFE T (supervised random walk) [77) 25, Lichtenwalter 25 A\ 78] $2H 7 —Fp i
B S BIRESE, R A (R B 2 S T AR I 2 B A ORI, 45 R AR I LU R e 1 T 4l
R B 22 2 T

BEAN, 2% A RO Rt ] DLR SR AU BE 2 TN, DX 28 2 R A Y 221 e 1 A [0 2% 5 2R 1) AR st
2 [19~82] " Barabasi %8 A\ B0 $2 HFEAREE B 10 7 V2 AR ORI TE R X 4%, Leskovec 56 A 1820 3L
T 2B B R 2 3 A (densification powerlaw) DL BLAR 24 (shrinking diameters) B ZEVET, FF
PEH AR KAERL (forest fire models) i H AL FF A IX LM . Leskovee S5 N U $ i = #1 A B A,
Romero %5 A 791 $ H AR R PO BE BB SRS IR e PR . 0 28 A R 2 55 IR 140065 22 W I 4%
R, B AN A KR B4R

OV BERE TR 1) 7V B R S A (S 5 A R 3R, IR i 2 % sk 2 5 ) Pl i /R .

5.2 RPITHRIN

F2 M IR R P AT AR — A EREE R R, DR D 3 TS R Z AT AR I T
i, Ma 55N B3] $i th — MRS HE R AR, (R 70 A P X S0 4T 70 % R A RE A B, T

973



HKEFEE: AL HrsRid

XS P Z 85 AR RFERERI M. Jiang S5 N B B 136 HIP 2 80 A 0 AR SR AR HEAT 73
fif, LB T 5P ZMESHIZE HR R, Bl Kk SR 55E1T . Fang 55N 1081 Y520 ) 4544 Rs
PEA T BB A AT T, Qi S5 7 R 52mia )y S5 AR RTINS B AL A9 4T D9 T, Zhang
SN OO KX Tl g2 g S5 R R PR I P T T s e P e R AT O AT . BRI R TN, &
K& TAEWRFE AT R R R S HLEE. 140 Boyd 55 A 891 Sk R R BRI T IR NI 43 BT, 1Z00F 52
FEA R AR5, PSSR T R e 8l EERIE. A F I 7 WA R B #
XS JR AT iR, 10, — LSBT TEE kT 1 A S TR ABE AR IS, Naveed S5 (86 9
251 A HLE A SRR ) 7 A 2 AP S EBCRRPE O, AT BUIR L5 hashtag, URL AKX
FUP A2 G T S 25 S e ). Macskassy 55 A 87 G848 ANG 74T —AMREE, JEfs— AN PR R 8 R T
AT AP AL AE i 02 7 %, AR 4 [ ORIE R 4R R H 3. AR AT 1 4 i
AT AR, R I AN P XBBRARALL, 8 RT B ELAR RS AR T G 1. 38 — SRR 7T AT R AT
L AR R RIBREE, LA & (L S ML 55 fy KA 70 5% R X 2 (88~91),
BRILZ AL, SAME JIAE) 4R 192931 DUR BB ;R B 133,92, 94~9061 2857 T AT T2 ¥ 7 .
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Abstract Social influence occurs when one’s opinions or behaviors are affected by others. It forms a prevalent,
complex, and subtle force that governs the dynamics of social networks. With the rapid proliferation of online
social networks such as Twitter, Facebook, Yelp, and Amazon, modeling the influence diffusion mechanism and

quantitatively measuring social influence between people become more and more critical for algorithms behind
features such as friend recommendations, expert finding, and behavior prediction. In addition, they can also benefit
the development of virtual marketing and supervision by public opinions. Social influence has been extensively
studied and has recently been attracting great attention from different communities. This paper introduces the
study and the future work of social influence, in particular, influence tests, modeling, and measurement.
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