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A bstract

In a recentpreprint[4],the tem poraldynam icsofan e-m ailnetwork hasbeen investigated by

J.P.Eckm ann,E.M oses and D.Sergi. Speci�cally,the tim e period between an e-m ailm essage

and its reply were recorded. It willbe shown here that their data agrees quantitatively with

thefram ework proposed to explain a recentexperim enton theresponseof\internauts" to a news

publication [8]despitedi�erencesin com m unication channels,topics,tim e-scaleand socio-econom ic

characteristicsofthe two population.Thissuggesta generalized responsetim e distribution � t
� 1

for hum an populations in the absence ofdeadlines with im portantim plications for psychological

and socialstudiesaswellthe study ofdynam icalnetworks.

1 Introduction

Therecan belittledoubtthattheW orld-W ide-W eb (W W W )and Internete-m ailprovidestwo ofthe

m ost e� cient m ethods for retrieving and distributing inform ation. As such,it carries an enorm ous

potentialwith respectto sale and m arketing ofallkindsofproducts. A rather troublesom e feature

from aresearch perspectiveofm any \old-age" com m unication channels,such asnewspapers,radioand

TV,interpersonalcontactsand so forth,isthatthedi� usion ofinform ation through thesechannelsis

in generalvery di� cultand/ortim e consum ing to probe.Thisisnotso with the W W W and e-m ail.

Thefactthatthese com m unication channelsare com puter-based and accessin principle unrestricted

providesa ratheruniqueopportunity to study in realtim ehow fastindividualsrespond to a new piece

ofinform ation.Itisgenerally believed thattherate ofdi� usion ofinform ation in a given population

dependson a num berofsocio-econom icalfactorssuch aseducation,culturalstatus,exposureto m ass

m edia and interpersonalchannelsetc.[1].Theevidence presented hereproposeotherwise.

Along a com plem entary line ofresearch the W W W has provide a sim ilarly unique opportunity

to study fastevolving (sociologicalorcom puter)networks[2].M oststudiesofthe W W W have until

now focused on the m ore easily accessed statisticalpropertiessuch asthe connectivity ofthe W W W

(the distributions ofoutgoing and incom ing links etc.) and a consensus that the W W W is scale-

free has been established. As the W W W or any other sociologicalnetwork is constantly evolving

any such investigation can only deliver a \snap-shot" picture ofthe network. The assum ption is

then thatthe dynam icalfeaturesofthe network isreasonably stable overthe tim e-scales considered

and that the results are representative over tim e. However,in order to correctly describe networks

between interacting hum ansone m ustestim ate characteristics speci� c to the nature ofthe \nodes",

e.g.,psychologicaltraitsofhum ans,asonem ay otherwisebem islead when generalizing from a \snap-

shot" analysis.In fact,little isknown aboutthe internautpopulation’sresponseto som e externalor

internalevent. W ith respect to com m ercialexploitation ofthe W W W it is obviously the response
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eq. (3): f(x)=alog(t/b) + ct
Cumulative downloads N(t)

Figure1: Cum ulativenum berofdownloadsN (t)asafunction oftim e.The� tisN (t)= aln(t=b)+ kt

with a � 583,b� 0:80 daysand k � 2:2 days� 1.

ofthe internautpopulation to som e new piece ofinform ation which isofprim e interestand notthe

topology orconnectivity ofthe underlying network itself.

Thepurposeofthepresentpaperistoprovideforacharacterization ofthepsychological/sociological

traits ofinteracting hum ans in absence ofform aldeadlines. Using em piricaldata ofresponse tim e

distributions of internaut individuals/populations when exposed to a new piece of inform ation, a

surprisingly robust\law" forhum an responsetim eswillbeputforward.

2 R esponse to an Internet Interview : Experim ent I

TheNasdaq crash culm inating on Friday the14th ofApril2000 caughtm any peoplewith surpriseand

shook the stock m arket quite forcefully. Asalways,m any di� erentreasons for the crash were given

ranging from the anti-trustcase againstM icroSoftto an \irrationalexuberance" ofthe participants

on the stock m arket. The authoralso had bid forthe cause [3],which wasm ade public on M onday

the 17th ofApril2000 on the Los Alam os preprint server. As a result,a forty m inute interview

with the authorcalled \The W orld (Not) According to G ARCH" was published on Friday the 26th

ofM ay 2000 on a \radio website" (www.wallstreetuncut.com ) In addition,the URL to the author’s

paperswas announced m aking it clear that work on stock m arketcrashes in generaland the recent

Nasdaq crash in particularcould befound usingtheposted URL.Asthem ain subjectoftheinterview

wasa som ewhattechnicaldiscussion aboutwhetherstock m arketcrashescould bepredicted,itseem s

reasonabletoassum ethatthepopulation in asocio-econom iccontextwasrelatively hom ogeneous.The

experim entproceeded asfollows.Thenum berofdownloadsofpapersfrom theauthorshom epageasa

function oftim e(days)from theappearanceoftheinterview wasrecorded.In � gure1,thecum ulative

num berofdownloadsN (t)asa function oftim etaftertheappearanceoftheinterview isshown on a
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sem i-logarithm icscale.Thedata isoveroneand halfdecadesurprisingly well-captured by therelation

N (t)� aln(t=b)+ ct) n(t)=
dN (t)

dt
�
1

t
+ c: (1)

Here k represents a constant background rate. After approxim ately 60 days,the data breaks away

from the� tted line.Thereason istheappearanceoftheauthor’sURL on theSocialScienceResearch

Network server(www.ssrn.com )causing a second advertisem ent. Hence,the experim entbecam e in-


 uenced by an additionaldistribution channeland wasconsequently halted after69 days.

3 R esponse tim es in Em ailInterchange: Experim ent II

In a recent preprint [4],the tem poraldynam ics ofan e-m ailnetwork has been investigated by J.P.

Eckm ann,E.M oses and D.Sergi. Speci� cally,the tim e period between an e-m ailm essage and its

reply wasrecorded.Thedatasetcontains3188 usersinterchanging 309129 m essagesand wasobtained

from the log-� lesfrom one ofthe m ain m ailserversofan university.In one sense,thisexperim entis

the\cleanest" asonly asingledistribution channelcan exist.However,aseach em ailm essagecontains

di� erentinform ation itisalso the\dirtiest" with respectto theinform ation distributed.Furtherm ore,

itseem sreasonableto assum ethatthepopulation in a socio-econom ic contextisquiteheterogeneous

opposed to thatofthe � rstexperim ent. In � gure 2,we see thatthe cum ulative distribution oftim e

periodsbetween an e-m ailm essagesand itsreply N (t)can bem odeled in term sofa responsetim e t

ofthe recipientofthee-m ailm essage,

N (t)� alog

�
t+ c

b

�

) n(t)=
dN (t)

dt
�

1

t+ c
: (2)

Here the constantc asa � rstapproxim ation incorporatesthe factthatthe m easured tim e isnotthe

trueresponsetim e.Theprim ereason forthe\shift" cisthatm ostpeopledonotdownload new e-m ail

m essages instantaneously butinstead every 10 m inutes or so. Furtherm ore,som e tim e is obviously

needed in order to form ulate and write the reply. The values ofthe � t param eters are a = 0:14,

b = 0:21 and c = 0:25,see � gure caption for details ofthe � tting procedure. W e clearly see that

equation (2)isan excellentapproxim ation ofthedata overthreedecades.An additionalfeatureofthe

data thatcan berationalized isthe� rst\ wiggle" occurring around 10� 16 hours.M any peoplesend

e-m ailm essagesjustbefore leaving theirwork place. Since people generally share the sam e working

hours (provided that they live in the sam e tim e zone),those m essages are not answered before the

nextday.Them ain resultto beextracted from thisexperim entcom pared to thepreviousoneisthat

the response tim e distribution ofthe population exposed to new inform ation is independentofthe

speci� cnatureofthenew inform ation.Thissuggestthattheobserved behaviourindeed hasitsorigin

in psychologicaltraitsofthe population.Furtherm ore,itshould be noted thatwhereasthe previous

experim ent deals with tim e scales ofup to 2 m onths,this experim ent deals with tim e scales up to

only oneweek,i.e.,a di� erencein tim escalesofapproxim ately a factoroften.Nevertheless,thesam e

distribution isobtained.Thissuggestthatthe di� erence in tim e scalesare m ainly due to di� erences

in com m unication channels,i.e.,im personalorpersonal.

4 D iscussion

Theresultsshown in � gures1and 2suggeststhatthegeneralresponserateofahum an population n(t)

isthatofapowerlaw n(t)� 1=(t+ c)wherecdependson thedetailsofthedistribution channel(s)used.
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Figure2: Cum ulativedistribution ofresponsesasafunction oftim e.The� tisN (t)= aln((t+ c)=b)

with a � 0:14,b� 0:21 hoursand c� 0:25 hours.Dueto the\wiggles",the� thasbeen stabilized by

� rstestim ating cfrom thedata and then � tting a and bkeeping c� xed.

Such powerlaw dependenceoftherateof\events" arefound in both naturaland sociologicalsystem s.

Twoquitedi� erentexam plesaretheO m orilaw fortherateofaftershocksasafunction oftim eelapsed

sincethem ain shock [5]and thedistribution ofreturnsin theSP500 exceeding a speci� ed threshold as

a function oftim eelapsed sincethe\m ain event",i.e.,the\crash",[6].A m oreappealing analogy,at

leaston a qualitative level,isprovided by therelaxation ofspin glassessubjected to a m agnetic � eld:

Attim etaftertheappearanceoftheinterview (experim entI),theexposed population consistsoftwo

groups,nam ely thosewhohavenotdownloaded apaperand thosewhohave.Sim ilarly with respectto

experim entII,atany tim etthepopulation considered consistsoftwo groups,nam ely thosewho have

an e-m ailtoanswerand thosewhohavenot.Thetransition from the� rststatetothesecond dem ands

thecrossing ofsom ethreshold speci� cto each individual.W ethusim aginethattheannouncem entof

theURL/thereception ofem ailsplaystherolea \� eld" to which theexposed population issubjected

and study the relaxation processby m onitoring the num berofdownloads/the num berofrepliesasa

function oftim e.Hence,wem ay view theprocessofdownloading/replying asa di� usion processin a

random potential,wheretheactofdownloading/replying issim ilarto thatofa barrier-crossing in the

Trap m odelofspin glasses[7].Them ostpressing unanswered question raised by thetwo experim ents

iswhethertheobserved powerlaw only isacharacteristicoftheentirepopulation orifitisalsotruefor

an individualovertim e.A qualitativeargum entthat\ensem bleaveraging" m ay bethesam eas\tim e

averaging" on theindividuallevel(\ergodicity")isthatpeoplereactvery di� erently to thesam epiece

ofinform ation,i.e.,one cannotgenerally deduce why people reacton a speci� c piece ofinform ation.

Thereason isthatindividualsperceivethesam epieceofinform ation quitedi� erently duetoindividual

psychology despite sim ilar socio-econom icalstatus,e.g.,notallrich people have an am bition to get

richerbecauseoftherisk and/orwork-load involved.Thisinterpretationsissupported by theresults

from the second experim ent,wherethe new piece ofinform ation ischangeswith tim e and individual
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and neverthelesswe getthe sam e functionalrelationship between the tim e ofthe presentation ofthe

new inform ation and the response tim e distribution ofthe population. However,itseem sa prioria

quite form idabletask to em pirically verify whetherthese considerationsare valid ornot.

A cknow ledgm ent:Ithank D.Sergi,E.M osesand J.P.Eckm ann forthedata ofexperim entII.
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