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Inform ation D ynam ics in the N etworked W orld

Bernardo A.Huberm an and Lada A.Adam ic

HP Labs,1501 Page M illRoad,CA 94304-1126 huberman@hpl.hp.com

Sum m ary. W ereview threestudiesofinform ation 
ow in socialnetworksthathelp

revealtheirunderlying socialstructure,how inform ation spreads am ong them and

why sm allworld experim entswork.

1 Introduction

The problem ofinform ation 
 owsin socialorganizationsisrelevantto issues

ofproductivity,innovation and the sorting outofusefulideasfrom the gen-

eralchatterofa com m unity.How inform ation spreadsdeterm inesthe speed

with which individualscan actand plan theirfuture activities.M oreover,in-

form ation 
 owstake place within socialnetworkswhose nature issom etim es

di� cultto establish.Thisisbecausethenetwork itselfissom etim esdi� erent

from whatone would inferfrom the form alstructure ofthe group ororgani-

zation.

The adventofem ailasthe predom inantm eansofcom m unication in the

inform ation society now o� ers a unique opportunity to observe the 
 ow of

inform ation along both form aland inform alchannels.Notsurprisingly,em ail

hasbeen established asan indicatorofcollaboration and knowledgeexchange

[51,52,22,46,15].Em ailis also a good m edium for research because it

providesplentifuldata on personalcom m unication in an electronicform .This

volum e ofdata enables the discovery of shared interests and relationships

wherenonewerepreviously known [41].

In thischapterwewillreview threestudiesthatutilized networksexposed

by em ailcom m unication.In allthree studies,the networks analyzed were

derived from em ailm essages sent through the Hewlett Packard Labs em ail

serverovertheperiod ofseveralm onthsin 2002 and 2003.The� rststudy,by

Tyleretal.[46],developsan autom ated m ethod applying a betweennesscen-

trality algorithm to rapidly identify com m unities,both form aland inform al,

within thenetwork.Thisapproach alsoenablestheidenti� cation ofleadership

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308321v2
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roleswithin the com m unities.Theautom ated analysiswascom plem ented by

a qualitativeevaluation ofthe resultsin the � eld.

The second study,by W u et al.[54]analyzes em ailpatterns to m odel

inform ation 
 ow in socialgroups,taking into accounttheobservation thatan

item relevantto one person ism ore likely to be ofinterestto individualsin

thesam esocialcirclethan thoseoutsideofit.Thisisdueto thefactthatthe

sim ilarity ofnode attributesin socialnetworksdecreasesasa function ofthe

graph distance.An epidem icm odelon a scale-freenetwork with thisproperty

has a � nite threshold,im plying that the spread of inform ation is lim ited.

These predictions were tested by m easuring the spread of m essages in an

organization and also by num ericalexperim entsthattake into consideration

the organizationaldistanceam ong individuals.

Since socialstructure a� ects the 
 ow ofinform ation,knowledge ofthe

com m unitiesthatexistwithin a network can also be used fornavigating the

networkswhen searching forindividualsorresources.The study by Adam ic

and Adar[1],doesjustthis,by sim ulating M ilgram ’ssm allworld experim ent

on theHP Labsem ailnetwork.Thesm allworld experim enthasbeen carried

outa num beroftim esoverthe pastseveraldecades,each tim e dem onstrat-

ing thatindividualspassing m essagesto theirfriendsand acquaintancescan

form a short chain between two people separated by geography,profession,

and race.W hile the existence ofthese chainshasbeen established,how peo-

ple are able to navigate without knowing the com plete socialnetworks has

rem ained an open question.Recently,m odelshave been proposed to explain

the phenom enon,and the work ofAdam ic and Adar is a � rststudy to test

the validity ofthese m odelson a socialnetwork.

2 Em ailas Spectroscopy

Com m unitiesofpracticearetheinform alnetworksofcollaboration thatnatu-

rally grow and coalescewithin and outsideorganizations.Any institution that

provides opportunities for com m unication am ong its m em bers is eventually

threaded by com m unitiesofpeople who have sim ilargoalsand a shared un-

derstanding oftheiractivities[38].Thesecom m unitieshavebeen the subject

ofm uch research asa way to uncoverthe reality ofhow people� nd inform a-

tion and execute theirtasks.(forexam ple,see [6,8,48],orfora survey see

[42]).

These inform alnetworks coexist with the form alstructure ofthe orga-

nization and serve m any purposes,such asresolving the con
 icting goalsof

the institution to which they belong,solving problem sin m oree� cientways

[24],and furthering the interestsoftheirm em bers.Despite theirlack ofo� -

cialrecognition,inform alnetworkscan providee� ectivewaysoflearning,and

with the proper incentives actually enhance the productivity ofthe form al

organization [10,9,29].
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Recently,therehasbeen an increased am ountofwork on identifying com -

m unitiesfrom onlineinteractions(a briefoverview ofthiswork can be found

in [51]).Som e ofthis work � nds that online relationships do indeed re
 ect

actualsocialrelationships,thus adding e� ectively to the \socialcapital" of

a com m unity.Ducheneaut and Bellotti[13]conducted in-depth � eld studies

ofem ailbehavior,and found thatm em bership in em ailcom m unitiesisquite


 uid and depends on organizationalcontext.M ailing listsand personalweb

pages also serve as proxies for socialrelationships [2],and the com m unities

identi� ed from theseonlineproxiesresem bletheactualsocialcom m unitiesof

the represented individuals.Because ofthe dem onstrated value ofcom m uni-

tiesofpractice,a fast,accuratem ethod ofidentifying them isdesirable.

Classicalpracticeisto gatherdatafrom interviews,surveys,orother� eld-

workand toconstructlinksand com m unitiesby m anualinspection (see[5,23]

oran Internet-centricapproach in [20]).Thesem ethodsareaccuratebuttim e-

consum ing and labor-intensive,prohibitively so in thecontextofa very large

organization.Alanietal.[4]recently introduced asem i-autom ated utility that

usesa sim plealgorithm to identify nearestneighborsto oneindividualwithin

a university departm ent.

The m ethod ofTyler et al.[46]uses em aildata to construct a network

ofcorrespondences,and then discoversthe com m unitiesby partitioning this

network.Itwasapplied to a setofoverone m illion em ailm essagescollected

overaperiod ofroughly twom onthsatHP Labsin PaloAlto,an organization

ofapproxim ately 400 people.The only piecesofinform ation used from each

em ailare the nam es ofthe sender and receiver (i.e.,the \to:" and \from :"

� elds),enabling the processing ofa largenum berofem ailswhile m inim izing

privacy concerns.

The m ethod wasable to identify sm allcom m unitieswithin the organiza-

tion,and theleadersforthosecom m unities,in a m atterofhours,running on

a standard Linux desktop PC.Thisexperim entwasfollowed by a qualitative

evaluation oftheexperim entalresultsin the\� eld",which consisted ofsixteen

face-to-faceinterviewswith individualsin HP Labs.Theinterviewsvalidated

the resultsobtained by the autom ated process,and provided interesting per-

spectiveson thecom m unitiesidenti� ed.W edescribetheresultsin m oredetail

below.

2.1 Identifying C om m unities

Itisstraightforward to constructa graph based on em aildata,in which ver-

ticesrepresentpeopleand edgesareadded between peoplewho exchanged at

leasta threshold num ber ofem ailm essages.Next,one can identify com m u-

nities:subsetsofrelated vertices,with m any edgesconnecting verticesofthe

sam esubset,butfew edgeslying between subsets[21].

The m ethod ofW ilkinson and Huberm an [53],related to the algorithm

ofG irvan and Newm an [21],partitionsa graph into discrete com m unitiesof

nodes and is based on the idea ofbetweenness centrality,or betweenness,
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B

A 

Fig.1.An exam ple graph with edge AB having high betweenness.

� rstproposed by Freem an [18].The betweennessofan edge isde� ned asthe

num berofshortestpathsthattraverse it.Thisproperty distinguishesinter-

com m unity edges,which link m any verticesin di� erentcom m unitiesand have

high betweenness,from intra-com m unity edges,whosebetweennessislow.

To illustrate the com m unity discovery process,consider the sm allgraph

shown in Figure 1.Thisgraph consistsoftwo well-de� ned com m unities:the

four vertices denoted by squares,including vertex A,and the nine denoted

by circles,including vertex B.EdgeAB hasthehighestbetweenness,because

allpathsbetween any circle and square m ustpassthrough it.Ifone were to

rem oveit,the squaresand circleswould be splitinto two separatecom m uni-

ties.The algorithm ofW ilkinson etal.repeatedly identi� esinter-com m unity

edgesoflarge betweennesssuch asAB and rem ovesthem ,untilthe graph is

resolved into m any separatecom m unities.

   

 

Fig.2.The sm allestpossible graph oftwo viable com m unities.

Becausethe rem ovalofan edge strongly a� ectsthe betweennessofm any

others,the valueswere repeatedly updated with the fastalgorithm ofBran-

des [7,36,21].The procedure stops rem oving edges when it cannot further

m eaningfully subdivide com m unities.Figure 2 shows the sm allest possible

com ponentthatcan be subdivided into two viable subcom m unities.Ithas6

nodes,consistingoftwotriangleslinked by oneedge.A com ponentwith fewer

than 6 nodescannotbe subdivided further.

Com ponents of size � 6,for exam ple the group ofsize nine in Figure

1,can also constitute single cohesive com m unities.Figure 3 shows how the

algorithm determ ines when to stop subdividing a com m unity.The edge XY

has the highestbetweenness,but rem oving it would separate a single node,

which does not constitute a viable com m unity.In general,the single edge

connecting a leafvertex (such asX in Figure 3)to the restofa graph ofN
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verticeshasabetweennessofN � 1,becauseitcontainstheshortestpath from

X to allN � 1 othervertices.Thestopping criterion forcom ponentsofsize�

6 istherefore thatthe highestbetweennessofany edge in the com ponentbe

equalto orlessthan N � 1.

 

X 

Y 

Fig. 3. An exam ple graph ofone com m unity that does not contain distinct sub-

com m unities.

2.2 M ultiple C om m unity Structures

Asm entioned above,the rem ovalofany one edge a� ectsthe betweennessof

allthe otheredges,particularly in large,real-world graphssuch asthe em ail

graph.Earlyin theprocess,therearem anyinter-com m unityedgeswhich have

high betweennessand thechoiceofwhich to rem ove,whilearbitrary,dictates

which edgeswillberem oved later.Forexam ple,anodebelongingtotwocom -

m unities can be placed in one or the other by the algorithm ,depending on

the orderin which edges are rem oved.O ne can take advantage ofthis arbi-

trariness to repeatedly partition the graph into m any di� erent \structures"

orsetsofcom m unities.These setsare then com pared and aggregated into a

� nallistofcom m unities.

W ilkinson and Huberm an [53]introduced random nessinto the algorithm

by calculating theshortestpathsfrom a random subsetasopposed to allthe

nodes.Thealgorithm cyclesrandom ly through atleastm centers(wherem is

som ecuto� )untilthebetweennessofatleastoneedgeexceedsthethreshold

betweenness ofa \leaf" vertex.The edge whose betweenness is highest at

that point is rem oved,and the procedure is repeated untilthe graph has

been separated into com m unities.The m odi� ed algorithm m ay occasionally

rem ove an intra-com m unity edge,but such errors are unim portant when a

largenum berofstructuresisaggregated.

Applying this m odi� ed process n tim es yields n com m unity structures

im posed on the graph.O ne can then com pare the di� erent structures and

identify com m unities.Forexam ple,afterim posing 50 structureson a graph,

one m ight� nd:a com m unity ofpeople A,B,C,and D in 25 ofthe 50 struc-

tures;a com m unity ofpeople A,B,C,D,and E in another 20;and one of

peopleA,B,C,D,E and F in therem aining 5.Thisresultisreported in the

following way:A(50)B(50)C(50)D(50)E(25)F(5)which signi� esthatA,B,
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C,and D form a well-de� ned com m unity,E isrelated to thiscom m unity,but

also to som e other(s),and F isonly slightly,possibly erroneously,related to

it.Fordetailsofthe aggregation procedure,pleasesee[53].

The entire processofdeterm ining com m unity structure within the graph

isdisplayed below.

� Foriiterations,repeatf

1.Break the graph into connected com ponents.

2.Foreach com ponent,check to see ifcom ponentisa com m unity.

{ Ifso,rem oveitfrom the graph and outputit.

{ If not,rem ove edges of highest betweenness,using the m odi� ed

Brandesalgorithm forlargecom ponents,and thenorm alalgorithm

forsm allones.Continuerem ovingedgesuntilthecom m unity splits

in two.

3.Repeatstep 2 untilallverticeshave been rem oved from the graph in

com m unities.g

� Aggregatethe istructuresinto a � nallistofcom m unities.

2.3 R esults

The algorithm wasapplied to em aildata from the HP Labsm ailserverfrom

the period Novem ber 25,2002 to February 18,2003,with 185,773 em ails

exchanged between the 485 HP Labs em ployees.For sim plicity,em ails that

had an externalorigin or destination were om itted.M essages sent to a list

ofm ore than 10 recipientswere likewise rem oved,asthese em ailswere often

lab-wide announcem ents(rather than personalcom m unication),which were

notusefulin identifying com m unitiesofpractice.

A graph wasconstructed from thisdata by placing edgesbetween any two

individualsthathad exchanged atleast30 em ailsin total,and atleast5 in

both directions.The threshold elim inated infrequentorone-way com m unica-

tion,and elim inated som e individuals from the graph who either sent very

few em ailsorused otherem ailsystem s.Theresulting graph consisted of367

nodes,connected by 1110 edges.

There was one giantconnected com ponent of343 nodes and six sm aller

com ponentsranging in size from 2 to 8.The m odi� ed Brandesalgorithm de-

tected 60 additionaldistinct com m unities within the giant com ponent.The

largestcom m unity consisted of57individuals,and therewereseveralcom m u-

nities ofsize 2.The m ean com m unity size was 8.4,with standard deviation

5.3.A com parison ofthesecom m unitieswith inform ation from theHP corpo-

ratedirectory revealed that49 ofthe66 com m unitiesconsisted ofindividuals

entirely within one lab or organizationalunit.The rem aining 17 contained

individualsfrom two orm oreorganizationswithin the com pany.
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2.4 Identifying Leadership R oles

In addition toidentifyingform aland inform alworkcom m unities,itisalsopos-

sibleto draw inferencesabouttheleadership ofan organization from itscom -

m unication data.O nem ethod isto visualizetheabovegraph oftheHP Labs

em ailnetwork with a standard force-directed spring algorithm [19],shown in

Figure 4.Thisspring layoutofthe em ailnetwork doesnotuse any inform a-

tion abouttheactualorganization structure,and yethigh levelm anagers(the

reddestnodesareatthetop ofthehierarchy)areplaced closeto thecenterof

thegraph.Thetrend isquanti� ed in Table1,which liststheaveragehierarchy

depth (levelsfrom thelab director)asa function oftheposition in thelayout

from the center.

Note that there is a group of6 nodes in the upper right portion ofthe

graph thatare quite rem oved from the center,butare relatively high in the

organizationalhierarchy.This is the university relations group that reports

directlytothehead ofHP Labs,buthasnoothergroupsreportingtoit.Hence

thelayoutalgorithm correctlyplacesthem on theperipheryofthegraph,since

their function,that ofm anaging HP’s relationship with universities,while

im portant,isnotatthe coreofday-to-day activitiesofthe labs.

Fig.4.Thegiantconnected com ponentoftheHP Labsem ailnetwork.Theredness

ofa vertex indicates an individual’s closeness to the top ofthe lab hierarchy (red-

close to top,blue-farfrom top,black-no data available).
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distance from centernum berofverticesaverage depth in hierarchy

< 0:1 14 2.6

0.1 to 0.2 32 3.0

0.2 to 0.3 56 3.2

0.3 to 0.4 66 4.0

0.4 to 0.5 56 4.0

0.5 to 0.6 45 4.2

0.6 to 0.7 42 4.0

0.7 to 0.8 12 3.9

0.8 to 0.9 13 3.8

Table 1.Average hierarchy depth by distance from centerin layout

Evaluating com m unication networkswith thistechniquecould providein-

form ation aboutleadership in com m unitiesaboutwhich littleisknown.Spar-

row proposed thisapproach foranalyzing crim inalnetworks[43],noting that

\Euclidean Centrality is probably the closest to the reality" ofthe current

crim inalnetwork analysistechniques.M orerecently,K rebsapplied centrality

m easuresand graphing techniques[28]to theterroristnetworksuncovered in

the 9/11 afterm ath.He found that the average shortestpath wasunusually

long forsuch a sm allnetwork,and concluded thatthe operation had traded

e� ciency for secrecy -individuals in one part ofthe network did not know

those in other parts ofthe network.Ifone cellhad been com prom ised,the

restofthenetwork would rem ain relatively una� ected.Severalsocialnetwork

centrality m easurespointed to M oham ed Atta’sleadership rolein theattacks

ofSept.11.Therolewasalso con� rm ed by O sam a bin Laden in a video tape

following the attacks.

2.5 Field Evaluation

The HP Labssocialnetwork,being m uch less covert,could readily be com -

pared to the structure ofthe form alorganization.Nevertheless,the inform al

com m unities identi� ed by the algorithm could not be veri� ed in this way.

Tyleretal.decided to validatetheresultsoftheiralgorithm by conducting a

brief,inform al� eld study.Sixteen individualschosen from seven ofthe sixty

com m unitiesidenti� ed were interviewed inform ally.The com m unitieschosen

represented variouscom m unity sizesand levelsofdepartm entalhom ogeneity.

They ranged in size from four to twelve people,and three out ofthe seven

wereheterogeneous(included m em bersofatleasttwo di� erentdepartm ental

unitswithin the com pany).

Allsixteen subjectsgavepositivea� rm ation thatthecom m unity re
 ected

reality.M ore speci� cally,eleven described the group as re
 ecting their de-

partm ent,four described it as a speci� c project group,and one said it was

a discussion group on a particular topic.Nine ofthe sixteen (56.25% ) said

nobody wasm issing from the group,six people (37.5% )said one person was
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m issing,and one person (6.25% ) said two people were m issing.Conversely,

ten ofthe sixteen (62.5% )said that everybody in the group deserved to be

there,whereasthe rem aining six (37.5% )said thatone person in the group

wasm isclassi� ed.

The interviews con� rm ed that m ost ofthe com m unities identi� ed were

based on organization structure.However,the com m unities also tended to

include people who were de facto departm ent m em bers,but who did not

technically appearin the departm ent’sorganization chart,such asinternsor

people whose directory inform ation had changed during the two m onths of

thestudy.Finally,thealgorithm seem ed to succeed in dividing departm ental

groups whose work is distinct,but lum ped together groups whose projects

overlap.

Heterogeneous,cross-departm ent com m unities are of particular interest

because they cannot be deduced from the form alorganization.The inter-

viewsrevealed thatm ostofthem represented groupsform ed around speci� c

projects,and in one case,a discussion forum .For exam ple,one com m unity

contained threepeoplefrom di� erentlabscoordinatingon oneproject:atech-

nology transferprojectm anager,a researcherwho wasthe originaldesigner

ofa piece ofPC hardware,and an engineer redesigning the hardware for a

speci� c printer.

2.6 D iscussion

The power ofthis m ethod for identifying com m unities and leadership is in

itsautom ation.Itdoesan e� ectivejob ofuncovering com m unitiesofpractice

with nothing m ore than em aillog (\to:" and \from :") data.Its sim plicity

m eansthatitcan be applied to organizationsofthousandsand produce re-

sults e� ciently.However,it is im portant for com puting centrality m easures

to be able to de� ne m em bership in an organization aswellas disam biguate

identities.In a setting likea corporatelab,theorganization isclearly de� ned

and identitiescan beclari� ed from o� cialdirectories.In an inform alnetwork,

however,thesetasksarem uch m oredi� cult.

Com m unitiesidenti� ed in thisautom ated way lack therichnessin contex-

tualdescription provided by ethnographicapproaches.They do notrevealthe

nature orcharacterofthe identi� ed com m unities,the relative im portance of

one com m unity to another,orthe subtle inter-personaldynam icswithin the

com m unities.These kindsofdetailscan only be uncovered with m uch m ore

data-orlabor-intensivetechniques.However,in caseswherean organization is

very large,widely dispersed,orincom pletely de� ned (inform al),thism ethod

providesan suitablealternativeorcom plim entto them oretraditional,labor-

intensiveapproaches.
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3 Inform ation Flow in SocialG roups

In theprevioussection wesaw thatindividualstend toorganizeboth form ally

and inform ally into groupsbased on theircom m on activitiesand interests.In

thissection we exam ine how thisstructure in the interaction network a� ects

the way inform ation spreads.Thisisnotunlike the transm ission ofan infec-

tiousagentam ong individuals,wherethepattern ofcontactsdeterm ineshow

fara diseasespreads.Thusonewould expectthatepidem icm odelson graphs

are relevantto the study ofinform ation 
 ow in organizations.In particular,

recent work on epidem ic propagation on scale free networks found that the

threshold foran epidem iciszero,im plying thata � nite fraction ofthe graph

becom es infected for arbitrarily low transm ission probabilities [11,39,34].

The presence ofadditionalnetwork structure wasfound to furtherin
 uence

the spread ofdiseaseon scale-freegraphs[16,47,33].

Thereare,however,di� erencesbetween inform ation 
 owsand the spread

ofviruses.W hile virusestend to be indiscrim inate,infecting any susceptible

individual,inform ation isselectiveand passed by itshostonly to individuals

thehostthinkswould beinterested in it.Theinform ation any individualisin-

terested in dependsstrongly on theircharacteristics.Furtherm ore,individuals

with sim ilarcharacteristicstend to associatewith oneanother,aphenom enon

known ashom ophily [30,44,17].Conversely,individualsm any stepsrem oved

in asocialnetwork on averagetend notto haveasm uch in com m on,asshown

in a study [2]ofa network ofStanford studenthom epagesand illustrated in

Figure5.

W u etal.[54]introduced an epidem icm odelwith decayin thetransm ission

probability ofa particularpiece ofinform ation asa function ofthe distance

between theoriginatingsourceand thecurrentpotentialtarget.Thisepidem ic

m odelon a scale-freenetwork hasa � nitethreshold,im plying thatthespread

ofinform ation islim ited.Thepredictionswerefurthertested by observingthe

prevalenceofm essagesin an organization and also by num ericalexperim ents

thattakeinto consideration the organizationaldistanceam ong individuals.

Considertheproblem ofinform ation transm ission in a power-law network

whosedegreedistribution isgiven by

pk = C k
� �
e
� k=�

; (1)

where �> 1,there isan exponentialcuto� at� and C isdeterm ined by the

norm alization condition.A realworld graph willatthevery leasthavecuto�

atthe m axim um degree k = N ,where N isthe num berofnodes,and m any

networksshow a cuto� atvaluesm uch sm allerthan N .Fortheanalysisofthe

spread ofinform ation 
 ow on networks,W u etal.used generating functions,

whose application to graphswith arbitrary degree distributions is discussed

in [35].Fora power-law network the generating function isgiven by

G 0(x)=

1
X

k= 1

pkx
k =

Li�(xe
� k=�)

Li�(e
� 1=�)

: (2)
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Fig. 5. Average sim ilarity of Stanford student hom epages as a function of the

num berofhyperlinksseparating them .

whereLin(x)isthe nth polylogarithm ofx.

Following the analysisin [37]forthe SIR (susceptible,infected,rem oved)

m odel,onecan estim atetheprobability p
(1)
m thatthe� rstperson in thecom -

m unity who hasreceived a pieceofinform ation willtransm ititto m oftheir

neighbors.Using the binom ialdistribution,we� nd

p
(1)

m =

1
X

k= m

pk

�

k

m

�

T
m (1� T)k� m ; (3)

where the superscript\(1)" refersto � rstneighbors,those who received the

inform ation directly from the initialsource.The transm issiblity T isthe av-

eragetotalprobability thatan infective individualwilltransm itan item to a

susceptibleneighborand isderived in [37]asa function ofrij,therateofcon-

tactsbetween two nodes,and �i,thetim ea noderem ainsinfective.Ifrij and

�i areiid random ly distributed according to thedistributionsP (r)and P (�),

then theitem willpropagateasifalltransm ission probabilitiesareequalto a

constantT.

T = hTiji= 1�

Z
1

0

drd�P (r)P (�)e� r� (4)

Thegenerating function forp
(1)
m isgiven by

G
(1)(x)=

1
X

m = 0

1
X

k= m

pk

�

k

m

�

T
m (1� T)k� m xm (5)

= G 0(1+ (x � 1)T)= G 0(x;T): (6)
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Suppose the transm issibility decays as a power ofthe distance from the

initialsource.The probability thatan m th neighborwilltransm itthe infor-

m ation to a person with whom hehascontactisgiven by

T
(m ) = (m + 1)� �T; (7)

where�> 0 isthedecay constant.T (m ) = T attheoriginating node(m = 0)

and decaysto zero asm ! 1 .Power-law decay istheweakestform ofdecay

and theresultsobtained from itwillalsobevalid forstrongerfunctionalform s

such asan exponentialdecay.

Thegenerating function forthetransm ission probability to 2nd neighbors

can be written as

G
(2)(x)=

X

k

p
(1)

k
[G

(1)

1
(x)]k = G

(1)(G
(1)

1
(x)); (8)

where

G
(1)

1
(x)= G 1(x;2

� �
T)= G 1(1+ (x � 1)2� �T) (9)

and

G 1(x)=

P

k
kpkx

k

x
P

k
kpk

=
G 0

0(x)

G 0

0
(1)

(10)

is the generating function ofthe degree distribution ofa vertex reached by

following a random ly chosen edge,notcounting theedgeitself[35].Sim ilarly,

ifwede� neG(m )(x)to bethethegenerating function forthenum berofm th

neighborsa� ected,then wehave

G
(m + 1)(x)= G

(m )(G
(m )

1
(x)) form � 1; (11)

where

G
(m )

1
(x)= G 1(x;(m + 1)� �T)= G 1(1+ (x � 1)(m + 1)� �T): (12)

O r,m oreexplicitly,

G
(m + 1)(x)= G

(1)(G
(1)

1
(G

(2)

1
(� � � G

(m )

1
(x)))): (13)

Theaveragenum berzm + 1 of(m + 1)th neighborsis

zm + 1 = G
(m + 1)

0

(1)= G
(m )

1

0

(1)G (m )
0

(1)= G
(m )

1

0

(1)zm : (14)

Thecondition thatthesize ofthe outbreak rem ains� nite isthatatsom e

distancem + 1,fewerindividualswillbe infected than atdistancem ,i.e.the

spread ofthe infection ishalting.Thiscan be expressed as

zm + 1

zm
= G

(m )

1

0

(1)< 1; (15)

or
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(m + 1)� �TG 0

1(1)< 1: (16)

NotethatG 0

1(1)doesnotdivergewhen �< 3duetothepresenceofacuto� at

�.Forany decaying T,thelefthand sideoftheinequality abovegoesto zero

when m ! 1 ,so the condition iseventually satis� ed forlarge m .Therefore

the averagetotalsize

hsi=

1
X

m = 1

zm (17)

isalways� nite ifthe transm issibility decayswith distance.
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Fig.6. Tc asa function of�.Thethreedi�erentcurves,from bottom to top are:1)

nodecay in transm ission probability,noexponentialcuto�in thedegreedistribution

(� = 1 ;� = 0).2)� = 100;� = 0,3)� = 100;� = 1.

W u etal.com pared theirm odelwith previousresults[39]on diseasespread

on scale-freenetworks,by considering a network m adeup of106 vertices.An

epidem icwasde� ned tobean outbreaka� ectingm orethan 1% or104 vertices.

Thusfor� xed �;� and �,T c isthe criticaltransm issibility above which hsi

would be m ade to exceed 104.

The num ericalresultofTc asa function of�isshown in Figure 6.W hen

�= 0(thereisnodecayin transm ission probability),�= 1 (thereisnocuto�

in thedegreedistribution),and �< 3,T c iszero and epidem icsencom passing

m ore than 104 vertices occur for arbitrarily sm allT,as was found in [39].

K eeping � atzero and adding a cuto� at�= 100 producesa non-zerocritical

transm issibility Tc,aswasfound in [37].For� = 2,a typicalvalue forreal-

world networks,Tc isstillvery nearzero,m eaning thatform ostvaluesofT,

epidem icsdo occur.However,when we im pose a decay in transm issibility by

setting � to 1,Tc risessubstantially.Forexam ple,Tc jum psto 0.54 at�= 2
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Fig.7.Num berofpeople receiving URLsand attachm ents

and rises rapidly to 1 as � increases further,im plying that the inform ation

m ay notspread overthe network.

In order to validate em pirically that the spread ofinform ation within a

network ofpeople islim ited,and hence distinctfrom the spread ofa virus,a

sam plefrom them ailclientsof40individuals(30within HP Labs,and 10from

otherareasofHP,otherresearch labs,and universities)wasgathered.Each

volunteer executed a program that identi� ed URLs and attachm ents in the

m essagesin theirm ailboxes,aswellasthe tim e the m essageswere received.

This data wascryptographically hashed to protectthe privacy ofthe users.

By analyzing the m essage content and headers,the data was restricted to

include only m essageswhich had been forwarded at leastone tim e,thereby

elim inating m ost postings to m ailing lists and m ore closely approxim ating

true inter-personalinform ation spreading behavior.The m edian num ber of

m essagesin am ailboxin thesam plewas2200,indicatingthatm anyuserskeep

a substantialportion oftheirem ailcorrespondence.Although som em essages

m ay havebeen lostwhen usersdeleted them ,itwasassum ed thata m ajority

ofm essagescontaining usefulinform ation had been retained.

Figure 7 showsa histogram ofhow m any usershad received each ofthe

3401 attachm entsand 6370 URLs.The distribution showsthatonly a sm all

fraction (5% ofattachm entsand 10% ofURLs)reached m orethan 1recipient.

Very few (41 URLs and 6 attachm ents) reached m ore than 5 individuals,a

num berwhich,in a sam pleof40,startsto resem blean outbreak.In follow-up

discussions with the study subjects,the content and signi� cance ofm ost of

these m essageswasidenti� ed.14 ofthe URLswere advertisem entsattached

to the bottom ofan em ailby free em ailservices such as Yahoo and M SN.
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node isthe num berofcorrespondentsthe node sentem ailto.

These are in a sense viral,because the senderissending them involuntarily.

It is this viralstrategy that was responsible for the rapid buildup of the

Hotm ailfreeem ailserviceuserbase.10 URLspointed to internalHP project

orpersonalpages,3 URLswereforexternalcom m ercialorpersonalsites,and

the rem aining 14 could notbe identi� ed.

Thenextportion oftheanalysisanalyzed thee� ectofdecay in thetrans-

m ission probabilityon theem ailgraphatHP Labs.Thegraphwasconstructed

from recorded logsofallincom ing and outgoing m essagesovera period of3

m onths.The graph hasa nearly power-law outdegreedistribution,shown in

Figure8,includingboth internaland externalnodes.Becausealloftheoutgo-

ing and incom ing contactswere recorded forinternalnodes,theirin and out

degreeswerehigherthan fortheexternalnodesforwhich wecould only record

theem ailthey sentto and received from HP Labs.A graph with theinternal

and externalnodesm ixed (asin [14])wasused tospeci� cally dem onstratethe

e� ectofa decay on the spread ofem ailin a power-law graph.

Thespread ofa pieceofinform ation wassim ulated by selecting a random

initialsenderto infectand following the em aillog containing 120,000 entries

involving over7,000 recipientsin the course ofa week.Every tim e an infec-

tiveindividual(onewilling to transm ita particularpieceofinform ation)was

recorded assending an em ailto som eoneelse,they had a constantprobability

p ofinfecting the recipient.Hence individuals who em ailm ore often have a

higherprobability ofinfecting.Itisalso assum ed thatan individualrem ains

infective fora period of24 hours.
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ability p.The totalnum berofpotentialrecipientsis7119.

Nexta decay wasintroduced in the one-tim etransm ission probability pij
asp� d

� 1:75
ij ,wheredij isthedistancein theorganizationalhierarchy between

individualsiand j.The exponentroughly correspondsto the decay in sim i-

larity between hom epagesshown in Figure5.Hererij = pij � fij,wherefij is

the frequency ofcom m unication between the two individuals,obtained from

the em aillogs.The decay representsthe factthatindividualsclosertogether

in theorganizationalhierarchysharem orecom m on interests.Individualshave

a distanceofoneto theirim m ediatesuperiorsand subordinatesand to those

they shareasuperiorwith.Thedistancebetween som eonewithin HP labsand

som eoneoutsideofHP labswassetto the m axim um hierarchicaldistance of

8.

Figure9 showsthevariation in theaverageoutbreak size,and theaverage

epidem icsize(chosen to beany outbreak a� ecting m orethan 30 individuals).

W ithoutdecay,the epidem ic threshold fallsbelow p = 0:01.W ith decay,the

threshold issetback to p = 0:20 and the outbreak epidem icsizeislim ited to

about50 individuals,even forp = 1.

Asthese resultsshow,the decay ofsim ilarity am ong m em bersofa social

group hasstrongim plicationsforthepropagation ofinform ation am ongthem .

In particular,the num berofindividuals that a given em ailm essage reaches

is very sm all,in contrast to what one would expect on the basis ofa virus

epidem ic m odelon a scale free graph.The im plication ofthis� nding isthat

m erely discoveringhubsin a com m unity network isnotenough to ensurethat

inform ation originating ata particularnodewillreach a largefraction ofthe

com m unity.
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4 Sm allW orld Search

In the preceding section we discussed how the tendency oflike individuals

to associate with one another can a� ect the 
 ow ofinform ation within an

organization.In thissection wewillshow how onecan takeadvantageofthe

very sam enetwork structureto navigatesocialtiesand locateindividuals.

The observation thatany two people in the world are m ostlikely linked

by a shortchain ofacquaintances,known asthe \sm allworld" phenom enon

hasbeen the focusofm uch research overthe lastforty years[32,45,31,25].

In the 1960’s and 70’s,articipants in sm allworld experim ents successfully

found pathsfrom Nebraska to Boston and from LosAngelesto New York.In

an experim entin 2001 and 2002,60,000 individuals were able to repeatthe

experim entusing em ailto form chainswith justfourlinkson averageacross

di� erentcontents[12].Thesm allworld phenom enon iscurrently exploited by

com m ercialnetworking services such as LinkedIn,Friendster,and Spoke1to

help people network,forboth businessand socialpurposes.

Theexistenceofshortpathsisnotparticularly surprising in and ofitself.

Although m any socialtiesare\local" m eaning thatthey areform ed through

oneswork orplace ofresidence,W attsand Strogatz[50]showed thatittakes

onlyafew \random "linksbetweenpeopleofdi� erentprofessionsorlocationto

createshortpathsin asocialnetworkand m aketheworld \sm all".In addition,

Pooland K ochen[40]haveestim ated thatan averageperson hasbetween 500

and 1,500 acquaintances.Ignoring for the m om ent overlap in one’s circle of

friends,onewould have 1;0002 or1;000;000friendsoffriends,and 1;0003 or

one billion friends-of-friends-of-friends.Thism eansthatitwould take only 2

interm ediariesto reach a num berofpeople on the orderofthe population of

the entireUnited States.

Although theexistenceofshortpathsisnotsurprising,itisanotherques-

tion altogether how people are able to select am ong hundreds ofacquain-

tances the correctperson to form the next link in the chain.K illworth and

Barnard[25]perform ed the \reverse" experim ent to m easure how m any ac-

quaintances a typicalperson would use as a � rst step in a sm allworld ex-

perim ent.Presented with 1,267 random targets,thesubjectschoseabout210

di� erentacquaintanceson average,based overwhelm inglyon geographicprox-

im ity and sim ilarity ofprofession to the targets.

Recently,m athem aticalm odelshavebeen proposed to explain why people

are able to � nd shortpaths.The m odelofW atts,Dodds,and Newm an [49]

assum esthatindividualsbelong to groupsthatare em bedded hierarchically

into largergroups.Forexam plean individualm ightbelong to a research lab,

that is part ofan academ ic departm ent at a university,that is in a school

1

http://www.linkedin.com/,http://www.friendster.com,

http://www.spokesoftware.com
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Fig. 10. D egree distribution in the HP Labs em ailnetwork.Two individuals are

linked ifthey exchanged at least 6 em ails in either direction.The inset shows the

sam e distribution,but on a sem ilog scale,to illustrate the exponentialtailofthe

distribution

consisting ofseveraldepartm ents,thatispartofa university,thatisone of

the academ ic institutionsin the sam e country,etc.The probability thattwo

individualshavea socialtie to one anotherisproportionalto exp� �h ,where

h isthe heightoftheirlowestcom m on branching pointin the hierarchy.

The decay in linking probability m eans that two people in the sam e re-

search laboratory are m ore likely to know one anotherthan two people who

arein di� erentdepartm entsata university.The m odelassum esa num berof

separatehierarchiescorresponding to characteristicssuch asgeographicloca-

tion orprofession.In reality,the hierarchiesm ay be intertwined,forexam ple

professorsata university living within a shortdistanceoftheuniversity cam -

pus,butforsim plicity,the m odeltreatsthem separately.

In num ericalexperim ents,arti� cialsocialnetworkswere constructed and

a sim ple greedy algorithm was perform ed where the next step in the chain

wasselected to betheneighborofthecurrentnodewith thesm allestdistance

along any dim ension.At each step in the chain there is a � xed probability,

called theattrition rate,thatthenodewillnotpassthem essagefurther.The

num ericalresultsshowed thatfora rangeofthe param eter�and num berof

attributedim ensions,thenetworksare\searchable",m eaningthatam inim um

fraction ofsearch paths� nd theirtarget.

K leinberg [26,27]posed a related question:in the absence ofattrition,

when does the length of the chains scale in the sam e way as the average

shortest path.Unlike the study ofW atts.et al.,there is no attrition - all

chainsrun untilcom pletion,butneed to scale asthe actualshortestpath in

the network does.In the case ofa sm allworld network,the averageshortest

path scales as ln(N ),where N is the num ber of nodes.K leinberg proved
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thata sim plegreedy strategy based on geography could achievechain lengths

bounded by (lnN )2 underthe following conditions:nodesaresituated on an

m -dim ensionallattice with connectionsto their 2� m closestneighborsand

additionalconnections are placed between any two nodes with probability

p � r� m ,where r isthe distance between them .Since in the realworld our

locationsarespeci� ed prim arilybytwodim ensions,longitudeandlatitude,the

probability isinversely proportionalto the square ofthe distance.A person

should be four tim es as likely to know som eone living a block away,than

som eone two city blocks away.However,K leinberg also proved that ifthe

probabilitiesofacquaintancedo notfollow thisrelationship,nodeswould not

be able to use a sim ple greedy strategy to � nd the targetin polylogarithm ic

tim e.

Them odelsofboth W attsetal.and K leinberg show thatthe probability

ofacquaintanceneedsto berelated to theproxim ity between individuals’at-

tributesin orderforsim plesearch strategiesusingonly localinform ation tobe

e� ective.Below we describe experim entsem pirically testing the assum ptions

and predictionsofthe proposed two m odels.

4.1 M ethod

In order to test the above hypothesis,Adam ic and Adar [1]applied search

algorithm sto em ailnetworksderived from theem aillogsatHP Labsalready

described in section 2.A socialcontactwasde� ned to besom eonewith whom

an individualhad exchanged at least 6 em ails each way over the period of

approxim ately 3 m onths.The bidirectionality ofthe em ailcorrespondence

guaranteed thata conversation had goneon between thetwo individualsand

hence thatthey arefam iliarwith oneanother.

Im posing thisconstraintyielded a network of436 individualswith a m e-

dian num berof10 acquaintancesand a m ean of13.The degreedistribution,

shown in Figure10,ishighly skewed with an exponentialtail.Thisisin con-

trast to the raw power-law em aildegree distribution,used in section 3 and

shown in Figure 8,pertaining to both internaland externalnodes and pos-

sessing no threshold in em ailvolum e.A scale free distribution in the raw

network arisesbecausetherearem any externalnodesem ailing justoneindi-

vidualinside the organization,and there arealso som eindividualsinsidethe

organization sending outannouncem entsto m any peopleand hencehaving a

very high degree.However,once we im pose a higher cost for m aintaining a

socialcontact(thatis,em ailing thatcontactatleastsix tim esand receiving

atleastasm any replies),then therearefew individualswith m any contacts.

4.2 Sim ulating M ilgram ’s experim ent on an em ailnetw ork

Theresulting network,consisting ofregularem ailpatternsbetween HP Labs

em ployees,had 3.1 edges separating any two individuals on average,and a

m edian of3.Sim ulationswereperform ed on thenetworktodeterm inewhether
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Pajek

Fig.11.Em ailcom m unicationswithin HP Labs(gray lines)m apped onto theorga-

nizationalhierarchy (black lines).Note thatem ailcom m unication tendsto \cling"

to the form alorganizationalchart.

m em bers ofthe network would be able to use a sim ple greedy algorithm to

locate a target.In thissim ple algorithm ,each individualcan use knowledge

only oftheirown em ailcontacts,butnottheircontacts’contacts,to forward

the m essage.

Threedi� erentstrategiesweretested,ateach step passing them essageto

the contactwho iseither

� bestconnected

� closestto the targetin the organizationalhierarchy

� sitting in closestphysicalproxim ity to the target

The � rst strategy selects the individualwho is m ore likely to know the

targetby virtue ofthe fact that he/she knowsso m any people.It has been

shown [3],thatthisisan e� ectivestrategy in power-law networkswith expo-

nentscloseto 2 (the caseoftheun� ltered HP Labsem ailnetwork),butthat

itperform spoorly in graphswith a Poisson degree distribution thathasan

exponentialtail.Sincethedistribution ofcontactsin the� ltered HP network

was not power-law,the high degree strategy was not expected to perform

well,and this wasveri� ed through sim ulation.The m edian num berofsteps

required to � nd a random ly chosen targetfrom a random starting pointwas

17,com pared to thethreestepsin theaverageshortestpath.Even worse,the
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Fig. 12. Exam ple illustrating a search path using inform ation about the target’s

position in theorganizationalhierarchy to directa m essage.Num bersin thesquare

give the h-distance from the target.

average num ber ofsteps is 40.This discrepancy between the m ean and the

m edian isa re
 ection oftheskewnessofthedistribution:a few wellconnected

individualsand theircontactsare easy to � nd,butsom e individualswho do

not have m any links and are not connected to highly connected individuals

aredi� cultto locateusing thisstrategy.

Thesecond strategy consisted ofpassing the m essageto the contactclos-

est to the target in the organizationalhierarchy.The strategy relies on the

observation,illustrated in Figures11 and 13 thatindividualsclosertogether

in theorganizationalhierarchyarem orelikely to em ailwith oneanother.Fig-

ure12 illustratessuch a search,labelling nodesby theirhierarchicaldistance

(h-distance)from the target.The h-distance is com puted asfollows:a node

hasdistanceonetotheirm anagerand toeveryonethey shaream anagerwith.

Distancesarethen recursively assigned,so thateach nodehash-distance2 to

their � rst neighbor’s neighbors,and h-distance 3 to their second neighbor’s

neighbors,etc.A sim plegreedy strategy using inform ation aboutthe organi-

zationalhierarchy worked extrem ely well.The m edian num ber ofsteps was

only 4,close to the m edian shortestpath of3.W ith the exception ofone in-

dividual,whose m anagerwasnotlocated on site,and who wasconsequently

di� cultto locate,the m ean num berofstepswas4.7,m eaning thatnotonly

are people typically easy to � nd,but nearly everybody can be found in a

reasonablenum berofsteps.

In theoriginalexperim entby M ilgram thecom pleted chainsweredivided

between those thatreached the targetthrough hisprofessionalcontactsand
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Fig.13.Probability oflinking asa function oftheseparation in theorganizational

hierarchy.The exponentialparam eter � = 0:92,in the searchable range according

to the m odelofW attsetal.[49]

those thatreached him through hishom etown.O n averagethose thatrelied

on geography took 1.5 steps longer to reach the target,a di� erence found

to be statistically signi� cant.In the wordsofTraversand M ilgram [45],the

following seem ed to occur:\Chainswhich convergeon the targetprincipally

by usinggeographicinform ation reach hishom etown orthesurroundingareas

readily,butoncethereoften circulatebeforeentering thetarget’scircleofac-

quaintances.Thereisno availableinform ation to narrow the� eld ofpotential

contactswhich an individualm ighthavewithin the town."

Perform ing the sm allworld experim ent on the HP em ailnetwork using

geography produced a sim ilarresult,in thatgeography could be used to � nd

m ostindividuals,butwasslower,taking a m edian num berof7 steps,and a

m ean of12.Figure14showstheem ailcorrespondencem apped ontothephys-

icallayoutofthebuildings.Individuals’locationsaregiven by theirbuilding,

the 
 oorofthe building,and the nearestbuilding post(forexam ple \H15")

to theircubicle.Thedistancebetween two cubicleswasapproxim ated by the

\street" distancebetween theirposts(forexam ple\A3" and \C10" would be

(C � A)� 250+ (10� 3)� 250 = 2� 250+ 7� 250 = 225 feet apart).Adding

thex and y directionsseparately re
 ectstheinteriortopology ofthebuildings

whereonenavigatesperpendicularhallwaysand cannottraversediagonally.If

individualsarelocated on di� erent
 oorsorin di� erentbuildings,thedistance

between buildingsand the length ofthe stairway arefactored in.
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Fig.14.Em ailcom m unicationswithin HP Labsm apped ontoapproxim atephysical

location based on the nearest post num ber and building given for each em ployee.

Each box representsa di�erent
oorin a building.The linesare colorcoded based

on the physicaldistance between the correspondents:red for nearby individuals,

blue forfaraway contacts.

Figure16showsa histogram ofchain lengthsresultingfrom searchesusing

each ofthethreestrategies.Itshowstheclearadvantageofusing thetarget’s

position in organizationalhierarchy asopposed to his/hercubiclelocation to

passa m essagethrough one’sem ailcontact.Italso showsthatboth searches

using inform ation aboutthe targetoutperform a search relying solely on the

connectivity ofone’scontacts.

4.3 D iscussion

Theabovesim ulated experim entsverify them odelsproposed in [49]and [26]

toexplain whyindividualsareabletosuccessfullycom pletechainsin thesm all

world experim entsusing only localinform ation.W hen individualsbelong to

groupsbased on a hierarchy and are m ore likely to interactwith individuals

within the sam e sm allgroup,then one can safely adopta greedy strategy -

pass the m essage onto the individualm ost like the target,and they willbe

m orelikely to know the targetorsom eonecloserto them .
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Fig.15.Probability oftwo individualscorresponding by em ailasa function ofthe

distance between theircubicles.The insetshowshow m any people in totalsitata

given distance from one another.

Atthe sam e tim e it is im portantto note that the optim um relationship

between the probability ofacquaintance and distance in physicalor hierar-

chicalspacebetween two individuals,asoutlined in [26,27],arenotsatis� ed.

Thegeneraltendency ofindividualsin closephysicalproxim ity to correspond

holds:over 87% percent ofthe 4000 em aillinks are between individuals on

thesam e
 oor,and overallthereisa tendency ofindividualsin closephysical

proxim ity to correspond.Still,individualsm aintain disproportionately m any

far-
 ung contactswhilenotgetting to know som eoftheirclose-by neighbors.

The relationship between probability ofacquaintance and cubicle distance r

between two individuals,shown in Figure 15,is well-� tted by a 1=r curve.

However,K leinberg hasshown thatthe optim um relationship in two dim en-

sionalspaceis1=r2 -a strongerdecay in probability ofacquaintancethan the

1=r observed.

In the case ofHP Labs,the geom etry m ay notbe quite two dim ensional,

becauseitiscom plicated by theparticularlayoutofthebuildings.Hencethe

optim um relationship m ay liebetween 1=rand 1=r2.In any case,theobserved

1=r probability oflinking showsa tendency consistentwith M ilgram ’sobser-

vations about the originalsm allworld experim ent.At HP Labs,because of

space constraints,re-organizations,and personalpreferences,em ployees’cu-

biclesm ay be rem oved from som e ofthe co-workersthey interactwith.This

hindersa search strategy relying solely on geography,because one m ightget
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Fig. 16. Results ofsearch experim ents utilizing either knowledge ofthe target’s

position in the organizationalhierarchy orthe physicallocation oftheircubicle.

physically quite close to the target,butstillneed a num ber ofstepsto � nd

an individualwho interactswith them .

Thesam eistrue,buttoalesserextent,ofthecontactsindividualsestablish

with respectto the organizationalhierarchy.In Section 2 em ailspectroscopy

revealed that while collaborations m ostly occurred within the sam e organi-

zationalunit,they also frequently bridged di� erentpartsofthe organization

orbroke up a single organizationalunit into noninteracting subgroups.The

optim um relationship derived in [27]fortheprobabilityoflinkingwould bein-

versely proportionalto thesizeofthesm allestorganizationalgroup thatboth

individualsbelong to.However,theobserved relationship,shown in Figure17

isslightly o� ,with p � g� 3=4,g being the group size.

O verall,the results ofthe em ailstudy are consistent with the m odelof

W attsetal.[49].Thism odeldoesnotrequirethesearch to � nd nearoptim um

paths,butsim ply determ ineswhen a network is\searchable",m eaning that

fraction ofm essagesreach thetargetgiven arateofattrition.Therelationship

found between separation in thehierarchy and probability ofcorrespondence,

shown in Figure 13,is wellwithin the searchable regim e identi� ed in the

m odel.

Thestudy ofAdam icand Adarisa � rststep,validatingthesem odelson a

sm allscale.Theem ailstudy givesa concreteway ofobserving how thesm all

world chains can be constructed.Using a very sim ple greedy strategy,indi-

vidualsacrossan organization could reach each otherthrough a shortchain

ofcoworkers.Itisquitelikely thatsim ilarrelationshipsbetween acquaintance
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.

and proxim ity (geographicalorprofessional)hold true in general,and there-

forethatsm allworld experim entssucceed on agranderscalefortheverysam e

reasons.

5 C onclusion

In this chapter we reviewed three studies ofinform ation 
 ow in socialnet-

works.The � rstdeveloped a m ethod ofanalyzing em ailcom m unication au-

tom atically to expose com m unitiesofpractice and theirleaders.The second

showed thatthetendency ofindividualsto associateaccordingto com m on in-

terestsin
 uencestheway thatinform ation spreadsthroughoutasocialgroup.

Itspreadsquicklyam ongindividualstowhom itisrelevant,butunlikeavirus,

isunableto infecta population indiscrim inately.Thethird study showed why

sm allworld experim ents work -how individuals are able to take advantage

ofthe structure ofsocialnetworksto � nd shortchainsofacquaintances.All

three studiesrelied on em ailcom m unication to expose the underlying social

structure,which previously m ay havebeen di� cultand labor-intensiveto ob-

tain.W e expectthatthese � ndingsare also valid with otherm eansofsocial

com m unication,such as verbalexchanges,telephony and instant m essenger

system s.
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