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The oscillation model, based on the wave equation on networks, can describe user dynamics
in online social networks. The fundamental equation of user dynamics can be introduced into the
oscillation model to explicitly describe the causal relation of user dynamics yielded by certain specific
network structures. Moreover, by considering the sparseness of the link structure of online social
networks, a novel fundamental equation of different forms has been devised. In this paper, we derive
a closed-form solution of the new fundamental equation. Also, we show that the closed-form solution
of the new fundamental equation can generate the general solution of the original wave equation
and investigate the characteristics of the derived general solution.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, people around the world have been increasingly using social networking services (SNSs). With
the widespread use of SNSs, people can easily transmit and exchange information in online social networks (OSNs).
Accordingly, SNSs can bring benefits to people in the virtual space to facilitate the enrichment of friendships and
collect information about their preferences.

However, the SNSs also have their negative aspects. Prime examples are the online flaming phenomenon caused
by collective user dynamics and the online echo-chamber phenomenon in which specific opinions and beliefs are
strengthened among people in a closed community. These phenomena are likely to negatively impact not only on
online communities such as SNSs but also on activities in the real world. To consider countermeasures to such
phenomena, it is necessary to understand the characteristics of user dynamics caused by interactions between users
via OSNs.

As one of the models created to describe user dynamics in OSNs, the previous study [1, 2] proposed an oscillation
model based on the wave equation. Additionally, in the framework of the oscillation model, the fundamental equations
that can explicitly describe the causal relationship between user dynamics and certain specific network structures were
introduced [3, 4]. These fundamental equations of OSNs are of two types: one cannot consider the link structure
whereas the other can. The first type of fundamental equation is easy to solve and we can obtain closed-form solutions,
but no closed-form solutions of the second type of fundamental equation have been published so far. This paper is
an extended vesiion of a conference paper [5] and derives a closed-form solution of the second type of fundamental
equation for OSNs. We also show the closed-form solution of the second type of fundamental equation can generate
the general solution of the original wave equation. In addition, we show the characteristics of the generated solution,
and clarify it is important for describing causality of online user dynamics.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we describe studies on SNS and user dynamics related to
this work and explain innovation in our research. In Sec. III, we overview the oscillation model based on the wave
equation on networks and describe two different fundamental equations, they are called boson-type and fermion-type
equations. The boson-type equation cannot consider the link structure of OSNs, but the fermion-type equation can.
In Sec. IV, we derive a closed-form expression of the fermion-type fundamental equation. In Sec. V, we show the
closed-form solutions of the fermion-type fundamental equation can generate a general solution of the original wave
equation. In Sec. VI, we show the characteristics of a general solution of the original wave equation derived from the
closed-form solutions of the fermion-type fundamental equation, and clarify it is important for describing the causality
of online user dynamics. In Sec. VII, we present our conclusions.

II. RELATED WORK

Explosive user dynamics in OSNs, including online flaming phenomena, can seriously impact not only online com-
munities but also social activities in the real world. Therefore, understanding the online user dynamics is an important
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FIG. 1: Propagation of influences between users through links of OSNs

issue. Such online user dynamics are generated from user interactions and manifest themselves as a divergence of the
intensity of online user activity.

Studies on user dynamics in OSNs have examined by various models in an effort to capture the diversity of the
characteristics of user dynamics. User dynamics that describe the adoption and abandonment of a particular SNS
have been modeled by the SIR model, which is a traditional epidemiological model, and the irSIR model, which is
an extension of that model [6–8]. These models express the state transition of an objective system in a macroscopic
framework but are not good at describing individual user dynamics. Also, these models describe the speed of changes
in transient states and/or the configuration of the final steady-state of the system, but divergence in the intensity of
user dynamics is not addressed by these models.

The consensus problem including user opinion formation is typical of the dynamics in OSNs [9, 10]. This can
be modeled by a first-order differential equation with respect to time using a Laplacian matrix that represents the
social network structure. The differential equation used in this model is a sort of continuous-time Markov chain
on the network. First-order differential equations with respect to time are also used in modeling of the temporal
change in social network structure (linking or delinking of the nodes), and there are models that consider change via
a continuous-time Markov chain [11]. In addition to theoretical models, [12] and [13] studied user dynamics analysis
based on real network observations. Similar to epidemiological models, the Markov chain describes the transient states
and/or the steady-state of the system, but not the divergence of user dynamics.

The oscillation model, the main topic in this paper, has been introduced for describing explosive user dynamics
in OSNs including online flaming phenomena [1]. It is based on the wave equation on networks. Although the
wave equation may not be familiar in the field of network engineering, it can describe the propagation of a certain
influence between users at a finite speed. In this case, the wave equation describes the propagation of influence between
users through links of OSNs. Figure 1 illustrates such a situation, where nodes denote users and links denote the
relationships between users.

Let us consider a waveform of the influence between users. Since the influence propagates at a finite speed, the
waveform propagates at a finite speed. Also, the waveform can be decomposed into sine waves by the Fourier transform
because any continuous function can be. Therefore, the decomposed sine waves propagate also at a finite speed (see
Fig. 1). This is the reason why the online user dynamics generated by interactions between users can be described by
the wave equation-based model.

The validity of the oscillation model is also supported by the fact that the oscillation energy of the node represents
the well-known node centrality. The oscillation energy calculated from the oscillation model gives the conventional
node centrality (degree centrality and betweenness centrality) in simple cases and also gives a generalized notion of
node centrality in various situations [14, 15]. In addition, the oscillation model can describe explosive user dynamics
including online flaming phenomena as divergence in the oscillation energy.

Moreover, the oscillation model yields fundamental equations that can describe not only user dynamics but also
causal relationships between user dynamics and the structure of OSNs [3, 4].

There are two types of fundamental equations: boson-type and fermion-type [16]. The boson-type fundamental
equation cannot consider the structure of links, whereas the fermion-type can take account of characteristics such
as the sparseness of the link structure of OSNs. The solutions of both types of fundamental equations can generate
general solutions of the original wave equation of OSNs.

For the boson-type fundamental equation, the closed-form solution is easily obtained, but the closed-form solution
for the fermion-type equation is not obtained yet. Since the fermion-type fundamental equation is more suitable for
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FIG. 2: Wave equation in online social networks

describing user dynamics in actual OSN structures, derivation of closed-form solutions of the fermion-type fundamental
equation remains the desired target.

In this paper, we derive a closed-form solution of the fermion-type fundamental equation. Also, we show general
solutions of the original wave equation generated from the closed-form solution of the fermion-type fundamental
equation. In addition, we show the characteristics of a general solution of the original wave equation derived from the
closed-form solutions of the fermion-type fundamental equation and clarify it is important for describing the causality
of online user dynamics.

III. OSCILLATION MODEL FOR ONLINE SOCIAL NETWORKS

This section briefly explains the oscillation model [1] for describing user dynamics in OSNs, and introduces two
types of fundamental equations [3].

A. Wave Equation-Based Model for Online User Dynamics

Let G(V, E) be a directed graph representing the structure of an OSN with n nodes (n users), where V =
{1, 2, . . . , n} denotes the set of nodes and E denotes the set of links (the relationship between users). For a di-
rected link from node i to node j, (i → j) ∈ E, the weight of directed link (i → j) is denoted by wij > 0; the
adjacency matrix A := [Ai j ]1≤i, j≤n is defined as

Aij :=

{
wij , ((i→ j) ∈ E),

0, ((i→ j) /∈ E).

Furthermore, the weighted nodal degree of node i is defined as di :=
∑
j∈∂i wij and the degree matrix is given as

D := diag(d1, d2, . . . , dn),

where ∂i is the set of nodes adjacent from node i. Also, the Laplacian matrix of G(V, E) is defined as

L := D −A.
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The oscillation model is a minimal model for describing user dynamics, that is, we assume a universal model as
simple as possible. First, assuming that the state of each node can be described by a simple one-dimensional variable,
we let xi(t) be the state of node i at time t and x(t) := t(x1(t), x2(t), . . . , xn(t)) be an n-dimensional state vector
for all nodes. Next, we introduce the interaction between nodes. Between adjacent nodes i and j, a force acts in a
direction so as to reduce the difference in node state between nodes i and j. The strength of this force is proportional
to the absolute value of the difference in state quantities: |xi(t) − xj(t)|. The equation of motion of the user state
vector in OSNs is expressed as follows:

d2

dt2
x(t) = −Lx(t). (1)

This is called the wave equation on networks. The wave equation (1) describes a phenomenon that inter-user influence
propagates through OSNs at a finite speed.

B. Fundamental Equations of Online User Dynamics

The fundamental equations have been introduced for describing the causal relationship between user dynamics and
the structure of OSNs. This means that we can understand the causal relationship of a certain specific structure
of networks on user dynamics. Here, understanding the causal relationship is the following situation. Consider the
situation that we completely know the relationship between the structure of an OSN and user dynamics generated from
the OSN. If we change the structure of the OSN by adding some links to the OSN, the difference of the newly generated
user dynamics can be understood by using a newly added graph structure. To describe the causal relationship, it is
necessary to describe user dynamics by a first-order differential equation with respect to time [1, 3]. Since the wave
equation (1) is a second-order differential equation with respect to time, it cannot describe the causal relations. The
fundamental equations shown later are first-order differential equations with respect to time and can describe user
dynamics and causal relations.

Let us consider OSNs whose Laplacian matrix has only real eigenvalues and is diagonalizable. This constraint is
needed because non-real eigenvalues of the Laplacian matrix cause the divergence of oscillation energy like online
flaming phenomena. We now concentrate on the situations that the strength of user dynamics does not diverge. In
this case, the Laplacian matrix is a semi-positive definite matrix, and its square root is uniquely determined as a

semi-positive definite matrix. Let the square root matrix of L be
√
L, which is an n × n matrix and

(√L)2 = L.

Using
√
L, the fundamental equations are expressed as

±i
d

dt
x±(t) =

√
Lx±(t), (double sign corresponds), (2)

where x±(t) is an n-dimensional vector. The solutions x±(t) of (2) are also solutions of the original wave equation
(1), because

d2

dt2
x±(t) = ∓i

d

dt

√
Lx±(t) = −Lx±(t).

By introducing 2n-dimensional vector

x̂(t) := x+(t)⊗
(

1
0

)
+ x−(t)⊗

(
0
1

)
,

the fundamental equation (2) is expressed by the following one equation:

i
d

dt
x̂(t) =

(√
L⊗

[
+1 0
0 −1

])
x̂(t), (3)

where ⊗ denotes the Kronecker product [17]. We call the fundamental equation (3) (and equivalently (2)) the boson-
type fundamental equation.

The closed-form solution of the fundamental equation (2) is easily obtained as

x±(t) = P exp(∓i Ω t)P−1 x±(0), (double-sign corresponds). (4)
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√
L

FIG. 3: Network structures represented by L and
√
L

where P is a regular matrix consisting of the eigenvectors of the Laplacian matrix L. Also, Ω is a diagonal matrix,
and is defined as follows. First, we define the following diagonal matrix

Λ := diag(λ0, λ1, . . . , λn−1),

whereλµ (µ = 0, 1, . . . , n − 1) denotes eigenvalues of L and λ0 = 0 (the Laplacian matrix has at keast one 0
eigenvalue). L is diagonalized as

Λ = P−1 LP .

In addition,

Ω :=
√

Λ = diag(ω0, ω1, . . . , ωn−1),

and, for eigenvalue λµ of L, ωµ =
√
λµ and ω0 = 0. Rewriting the above solutions as the solution of the fundamental

equation (3) is expressed as follows:

x̂(t) =

(
P exp(−i Ω t)P−1 ⊗

[
+1 0
0 0

]
+ P exp(+i Ω t)P−1 ⊗

[
0 0
0 +1

])
x̂(0). (5)

Although the boson-type fundamental equation (3) can describe both user dynamics and the causal relation, they

have an unacceptable problem. The link structure of
√
L is generally a complete graph even if the network represented

by L has a sparse structure. In OSNs, the situation that all users of the world are connected directly is obviously
an unacceptable situation. Figure 3 shows an example of such a situation. The left panel shows an example of OSNs
with 6 nodes. The square root of the Laplacian matrix shown in the left panel corresponds to a complete graph shown
in the right panel. This is an unrealistic situation because there are extra links set between unrelated users. The
matrix appearing in the fundamental equation should have exactly the same link structure as the original OSNs

The fermion-type fundamental equation can avoid the above problem. First, we introduce the semi-normalized
Laplacian matrix. As the well-known normalized Laplacian matrix is defined as

N :=
√
D−1 L

√
D−1 = I −

√
D−1 A

√
D−1,

let us define the semi-normalized Laplacian matrix as

H :=
√

D−1 L =
√
D −

√
D−1 A,

where I is the n × n unit matrix. Note that the semi-normalized Laplacian matrix is a kind of Laplacian matrix
whose link weight of (i→ j) is wij/di. In addition, the link structure of H is completely the same as that of L with
respect to the presence or absence of links (see Fig. 4).
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FIG. 4: Network structures represented by L and H

Second, let us introduce the 2n× 2n matrix Ĥ defined as

Ĥ :=
√
D ⊗

[
+1 0
0 −1

]
−
(√

D−1 A
)
⊗ 1

2

[
+1 +1
−1 −1

]
, (6)

where the 2 × 2 matrix, the second term on the right side of (6), is a nilpotent matrix that becomes a zero matrix

when squared. We call Ĥ the Hamiltonian in this paper. By using the Hamiltonian, the fermion-type fundamental
equation is defined as

i
d

dt
x̂(t) = Ĥ x̂(t). (7)

Since the fermion-type fundamental equation (7) is a first-order differential equation with respect to time, it can
describe causal relationships. Also, with regard to user dynamics, the solutions of the fermion-type fundamental
equation (7) can generate solutions of the original wave equation (1). Details are as follows. From the fermion-type
fundamental equation (7), we obtain the second derivative of x̂(t) with respect to time t as follows:

d2x̂(t)

dt2
= −Ĥ2

x̂(t)

= −
([

D − 1

2

(
A +

√
D−1 A

√
D
)]
⊗
[
+1 0
0 +1

]
− 1

2

(
A−

√
D−1 A

√
D
)
⊗
[

0 +1
+1 0

])
x̂(t). (8)

By extracting the differential equation for each of x+(t) and x−(t) from (8), we obtain

d2x+(t)

dt2
= −

[
D − 1

2

(
A +

√
D−1 A

√
D
)]

x+(t) +
1

2

(
A−

√
D−1 A

√
D
)
x−(t), (9)

d2x−(t)

dt2
= −

[
D − 1

2

(
A +

√
D−1 A

√
D
)]

x−(t) +
1

2

(
A−

√
D−1 A

√
D
)
x+(t). (10)

Furthermore, by adding both sides of (9) and (10) respectively, we obtain

d2

dt2
(x+(t) + x−(t)) = −(D −A) (x+(t) + x−(t))

= −L (x+(t) + x−(t)). (11)

This means that the sum of x+(t) and x−(t) are solutions of the original wave equation (1).
Finally, we give the Hamiltonian in the fermion-type fundamental equation (7) in a different form. The Hamiltonian

(6) is equivalent to

Ĥ := H⊗ 1

2

[
+1 +1
−1 −1

]
+
√
D ⊗ 1

2

[
+1 −1
+1 −1

]
. (12)

This is a convenient form for deriving solutions of the fundamental equation (7).
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IV. CLOSED-FORM SOLUTION OF THE FERMION-TYPE FUNDAMENTAL EQUATION

In this section, after preparing necessary algebraic relations, we derive a closed-form solution of the fermion-type
fundamental equation (7).

A. Preliminaries for the Algebraic Structure

The solution of the fundamental equation (7) is formally expressed as

x̂(t) = exp
(
−i Ĥ t

)
x̂(0) =

∞∑
k=0

1

k!

(
−i Ĥ t

)k
x̂(0). (13)

Before deriving the closed-form solution, we introduce important algebraic relations. Let us define

â :=
1

2

[
+1 +1
−1 −1

]
, b̂ :=

1

2

[
+1 −1
+1 −1

]
, ê :=

[
+1 0
0 +1

]
,

where â and b̂ appear in the Hamiltonian (12) as

Ĥ := H⊗ â +
√
D ⊗ b̂.

They satisfy the following anticommutation relations:

{â, b̂} := âb̂ + b̂â = ê, â2 = b̂2 = ô (null matrix). (14)

From the anticommutation relation of â and b̂, we have

âb̂â = (ê− b̂â) â = â− b̂â2 = â,

b̂âb̂ = (ê− âb̂) b̂ = b̂− âb̂2 = b̂,

âb̂âb̂ = (ê− b̂â) âb̂ = â b̂,

b̂âb̂â = (ê− âb̂) b̂â = b̂â.

Therefore, when Ĥk
is expanded, the matrices that appear to the right of the Kronecker product are just

â b̂ =
1

2

[
+1 −1
−1 +1

]
, and b̂ â =

1

2

[
+1 +1
+1 +1

]
,

in addition to â, b̂, and ê.

B. Closed-Form Solution of the Fundamental Equation (7)

By using L =
√
DH, the expansion of Ĥn

is expressed as

Ĥ2
=
(
H⊗ â +

√
D ⊗ b̂

)(
H⊗ â +

√
D ⊗ b̂

)
= H

√
D ⊗ âb̂ + L⊗ b̂â,

Ĥ3
=
(
H
√
D ⊗ âb̂ + L⊗ b̂â

)(
H⊗ â +

√
D ⊗ b̂

)
= HL⊗ â + L

√
D ⊗ b̂,

Ĥ4
=
(
HL⊗ â + L

√
D ⊗ b̂

)(
H⊗ â +

√
D ⊗ b̂

)
= HL

√
D ⊗ âb̂ + L2 ⊗ b̂â,

Ĥ5
=
(
HL
√
D ⊗ âb̂ + L2 ⊗ b̂â

)(
H⊗ â +

√
D ⊗ b̂

)
= HL2 ⊗ â + L2

√
D ⊗ b̂,

Ĥ6
= HL2

√
D ⊗ âb̂ + L3 ⊗ b̂â,

Ĥ7
= HL3 ⊗ â + L3

√
D ⊗ b̂.
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In general, by using H =
√
D−1 L, we easily have

Ĥ2k
=
√
D−1Lk

√
D ⊗ âb̂ + Lk ⊗ b̂â, (15)

Ĥ2k+1
= HLk ⊗ â + Lk

√
D ⊗ b̂, (16)

for k ≥ 0. Using these relations, we can express the solution (13) of the fundamental equation (7) in closed-form. We
substitute (16) and (15) into

x̂(t) = exp
(
−iĤ t

)
x̂(0)

=
(

cos(Ĥ t)− i sin(Ĥ t)
)
x̂(0)

=

( ∞∑
k=0

(−1)k
(Ĥ t)2k

(2k)!
− i

∞∑
k=0

(−1)k
(Ĥ t)2k+1

(2k + 1)!

)
x̂(0).

Both infinite sums are expressed as trigonometric functions as

cos(Ĥ t) =

∞∑
k=0

(−1)k
(Ĥ t)2k

(2k)!

=

[√
D−1

(
I −L t2

2!
+ L2 t

4

4!
− · · ·

)√
D
]
⊗ (â b̂) +

[(
I −L t2

2!
+ L2 t

4

4!
− · · ·

)]
⊗ (b̂ â)

=

[√
D−1P

(
I −Ω2 t

2

2!
+ Ω4 t

4

4!
− · · ·

)
P−1
√
D
]
⊗ (â b̂) +

[
P

(
I −Ω2 t

2

2!
+ Ω4 t

4

4!
− · · ·

)
P−1

]
⊗ (b̂ â)

=
(√

D−1 P cos(Ω t)P−1
√
D
)
⊗ (â b̂) +

(
P cos(Ω t)P−1

)
⊗ (b̂ â),

and

sin(Ĥ t) =

∞∑
k=0

(−1)k
(Ĥ t)2k+1

(2k + 1)!

=

(
H t−HL t3

3!
+ HL2 t

5

5!
− · · ·

)
⊗ â +

(√
D t−L

√
D t3

3!
+ L2

√
D t5

5!
− · · ·

)
⊗ b̂

=

[√
D−1PΩ

(
Ω t−Ω3 t

3

3!
+ Ω5 t

5

5!
− · · ·

)
P−1

]
⊗ â +

[
P 0

(
Ω t−Ω3 t

3

3!
+ Ω5 t

5

5!
− · · ·

)
P−1
√
D
]
⊗ b̂

=
(√

D−1 P Ω sin(Ω t)P−1
)
⊗ â +

(
P 0 sin(Ω t)P−1

√
D
)
⊗ b̂,

where

cos(Ω t) = diag(cos(ω0 t), cos(ω1 t), . . . , cos(ωn−1 t)) ,

sin(Ω t) = diag(sin(ω0 t), sin(ω1 t), . . . , sin(ωn−1 t)) ,

0 := diag(0, 1/ω1, . . . , 1/ωn−1) .

Therefore, the closed-form solution is given by

x̂(t) =
(√

D−1P cos(Ω t)P−1
√
D ⊗ âb̂ + P cos(Ω t)P−1 ⊗ b̂â

)
x̂(0)

− i
(√

D−1P Ω sin(Ω t)P−1 ⊗ â + P 0 sin(Ω t)P−1
√
D ⊗ b̂

)
x̂(0). (17)

V. GENERAL SOLUTIONS OF THE WAVE EQUATION DERIVED FROM FUNDAMENTAL
EQUATIONS

The solution (17) of the fermion-type fundamental equation (7) looks very different in form from the solution (5)
of the boson-type fundamental equation (3). In this section, we derive the solutions of the original wave equation (1)
from the closed-form solutions of the two different fundamental equations (3) and (7), and verify that both solutions
are general solutions of the original wave equation.



9

A. General Solutions of the Wave Equation

As shown in Sec. III, solutions of the fundamental equations (3) and (7) should be able to generate solutions of the
original wave equation (1). That is, for solutions x+(t) and x−(t) of the fundamental equations (3) and (7), the sum
of them, x(t) = x+(t) + x−(t), should be able to give solutions of (1).

In the following, the solution of the boson-type fundamental equation will be referred to as x±b (t), and the solution

of the fermion-type fundamental equation will be referred to as x±f (t) in order to clarify which equation is the solution.
However, since the initial conditions are given in common, it will be referred as x±(0) in both equations.

Let us consider the boson-type fundamental equation (3) first. We can denote its solution as

x̂b(t) = x+
b (t)⊗

(
1
0

)
+ x−b (t)⊗

(
0
1

)
.

From the solutions (4) of the boson-type fundamental equation (3), a solution of the original wave equation (1) is
obtained as xb(t) := x+

b (t) + x−b (t), and it is expressed as

xb(t) = P exp(−i Ω t)P−1 x+(0) + P exp(+i Ω t)P−1 x−(0), (18)

for the initial condition xb(0) = x+(0) + x−(0).
The second-order derivative of xb(t) with respect to t gives

d2

dt2
xb(t) =

d2

dt2
P exp(−i Ω t)P−1 x+(0) +

d2

dt2
P exp(+i Ω t)P−1 x−(0)

= −i
d

dt
P Ω exp(−i Ω t)P−1 x+(0) + i

d

dt
P Ω exp(+i Ω t)P−1 x−(0)

= −P Ω2 exp(−i Ω t)P−1 x+(0)− P Ω2 exp(+i Ω t)P−1 x−(0)

= −
(
P Ω2P−1

) (
P exp(−i Ω t)P−1 x+(0)

)
−
(
P Ω2P−1

) (
P exp(+i Ω t)P−1 x−(0)

)
= −Lxb(t). (19)

This means xb(t) is a solution of the original wave equation (1). Since the original wave equation (1) is the second-order
differential equation, solution (18) that includes two arbitrary constants x+(0) and x−(0) as the initial conditions, is
a general solution of the original wave equation (1).

For comparison, we rewrite (18) in the following form:

xb(t) = P cos(Ω t)P−1
(
x+(0) + x−(0)

)
− iP sin(Ω t)P−1

(
x+(0)− x−(0)

)
, (20)

Next, we consider the fermion-type fundamental equation (7) and denote its solution as

x̂f(t) = x+
f (t)⊗

(
1
0

)
+ x−f (t)⊗

(
0
1

)
.

Solution (17) can be rewritten as separate entities for x+
f (t) and x−f (t) as follows:

x+
f (t) =

√
D−1 P cos(Ω t)P−1

√
D x+(0)− x−(0)

2
+ P cos(Ω t)P−1

x+(0) + x−(0)

2

− i
√
D−1 P Ω sin(Ω t)P−1

x+(0) + x−(0)

2
− iP 0 sin(Ω t)P−1

√
D x+(0)− x−(0)

2
, (21)

x−f (t) = −
√

D−1 P cos(Ω t)P−1
√
D x+(0)− x−(0)

2
+ P cos(Ω t)P−1

x+(0) + x−(0)

2

+ i
√
D−1 P Ω sin(Ω t)P−1

x+(0) + x−(0)

2
− iP 0 sin(Ω t)P−1

√
D x+(0)− x−(0)

2
, (22)

for the initial condition xf(0) = x+(0) + x−(0). The sum xf(t) := x+
f (t) + x−f (t) gives

xf(t) = P cos(Ω t)P−1
(
x+(0) + x−(0)

)
− iP 0 sin(Ω t)P−1

√
D (x+(0)− x−(0)

)
. (23)
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The second-order derivative of xf(t) with respect to t gives

d2

dt2
xf(t) =

d2

dt2
P cos(Ω t)P−1 (x+(0) + x−(0))− i

d2

dt2
P 0 sin(Ω t)P−1

√
D (x+(0)− x−(0))

= − d

dt
P Ω sin(Ω t)P−1 (x+(0) + x−(0))− i

d

dt
P 0Ω cos(Ω t)P−1

√
D (x+(0)− x−(0))

= −P Ω2 cos(Ω t)P−1 (x+(0) + x−(0)) + iP Ω sin(Ω t)P−1
√
D (x+(0)− x−(0))

= −P Ω2 P−1 P cos(Ω t)P−1 (x+(0) + x−(0))− P Ω2 P−1 (−iP 0 sin(Ω t)P−1)
√
D (x+(0)− x−(0))

= −Lxf(t). (24)

This means xf(t) is also a solution of the original wave equation (1). Since solution (23) includes two arbitrary
parameters x+(0) and x−(0) as the initial conditions, it is a general solution of the original wave equation (1).

The solution xb(t) of (18) (or equivalently (20)) derived from the boson-type fundamental equation (3) can be also
derived directly by solving the original wave equation (1). Of course, it is a general solution of the original wave
equation (1). On the other hand, the solution xf(t) of (23) is derived from the fermion-type fundamental equation
(7), and it is also a solution of the original wave equation (1). The solution xf(t) is different, at least in form, from
the well-known solution (20), and it is a new solution that cannot be derived directly by solving the original wave
equation (1). However, interestingly enough, since the solution (23) also includes two arbitrary initial conditions,
x+(0) and x−(0), it is a general solution of the original wave equation (1). That is, both solutions (20) and (23)
give the same set of solutions as the general solution, although the actual solutions for the given initial condition are
different. Such difference implies the importance of the fermion-type fundamental equation (7) because it is more
suitable for describing user dynamics in OSNs. We can expect that the user dynamics described by the fermion-type
fundamental equation (7) include unknown characteristics.

VI. CHARACTERISTICS OF THE FERMION-TYPE SOLUTION

This section compares the solution of the wave equation derived from the boson-type fundamental equation xb(t)
with the solution of the wave equation derived from the fermion-type fundamental equation xf(t) and clarifies the
characteristics of the solution of the fermion-type fundamental equation. First, we reprint the solutions (20) and (23)
to be compared as:

xb(t) = P cos(Ω t)P−1
(
x+(0) + x−(0)

)
− iP sin(Ω t)P−1

(
x+(0)− x−(0)

)
,

xf(t) = P cos(Ω t)P−1
(
x+(0) + x−(0)

)
− iP 0 sin(Ω t)P−1

√
D (x+(0)− x−(0)

)
.

From the time derivatives of them, we also obtain the following:

dxb(t)

dt
= −P Ω sin(Ω t)P−1

(
x+(0) + x−(0)

)
− iP Ω cos(Ω t)P−1

(
x+(0)− x−(0)

)
, (25)

dxf(t)

dt
= −P Ω sin(Ω t)P−1

(
x+(0) + x−(0)

)
− iP 0Ω cos(Ω t)P−1

√
D (x+(0)− x−(0)

)
. (26)

Let us compare the initial states of both fundamental equations. The initial state is determined by the initial
displacement and the initial velocity. The initial displacement is the displacement at time t = 0, that is, xb(0) for
boson-type and xf(0) for fermion-type. The initial velocity is the velocity at time t = 0 given as

ẋb(0) :=
dxb(t)

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

, ẋf(0) :=
dxf(t)

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

.

First, consider the initial displacement. By setting t = 0 for solutions (20) and (23), we obtain

xb(0) = x+(0) + x−(0),

xf(0) = x+(0) + x−(0).

Therefore, there is no difference between the two solutions regarding the initial displacement. Next, let us compare
the initial velocity. By setting t = 0 for (25) and (26), we obtain

ẋb(0) = −iP ΩP−1
(
x+(0)− x−(0)

)
, (27)

ẋf(0) = −iP 0ΩP−1
√
D (x+(0)− x−(0)

)
. (28)
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1 2 19 20 21 39 40

FIG. 5: 1-dimensional network model and the initial condition

Since both (20) and (23) are solutions of the original wave equation (1), if the initial velocity is 0, both the solutions
xb(t) and xf(t) are equal. Therefore, the difference between them becomes apparent when the initial velocity is not
0.

To analyze the difference between the two solutions, let us give the components of the initial conditions x+(0) and
x−(0) to be complex conjugates. If the components of x+(0) and x−(0) are expressed as

x+(t) = t
(
x+1 (t), x+2 (t), . . . , x+n (t)

)
,

x−(t) = t
(
x−1 (t), x−2 (t), . . . , x−n (t)

)
,

let us give

x+i (0) = ai + ibi, x−i (0) = ai − ibi,

where ai, bi ∈ R (i = 1, . . . , n). When selected in this way, it becomes

x+i (0) + x−i (0) = 2ai, x+i (0)− x−i (0) = 2ibi,

and therefore we can treat the initial displacement and the initial velocity as real values. Furthermore, the initial
displacement is not needed to compare the solutions xb(t) and xf(t), so the comparison is performed under the initial
condition where only the initial velocity given by ai = 0.

In the following, we will compare and examine both solutions concretely by numerical experiments using a simple
network model. Consider a one-dimensional undirected graph consisting of 40 nodes shown in Fig. 5, and the weights
of all the links are 1. As an initial state, the initial displacement is given to be 0 for all nodes, the initial velocity
is given only to the node 20, and the initial velocity of the other nodes is 0. As shown in Fig. 5, this assumes a
situation where the impact as the initial velocity is applied only to the node 20 at the time t = 0. Specifically, the
initial condition is given as

ai = 0, bi =

{
0 (i 6= 20),
1

2
(i = 20),

x±i (0) =

{
0 (i 6= 20),

±1

2
i (i = 20).

Figure 6 shows the displacement of each node in the above network model. The left panel shows the boson-type
solution xb(t), and the right panel shows the fermion-type solution xf(t). In addition, the passage of time is shown in
order from the graph above, the horizontal axis of each graph shows the node number of the one-dimensional network
model, and the vertical axis shows the displacement of each node.

The following is what can be seen from these results. First, at time t = 0, the displacements of all nodes are 0 for
both boson and fermion types. This is because the initial displacement is given to be 0, which is common to both.
However, the behavior of both solutions is significantly different after that time. From this, it can be understood that
the boson-type and the fermion-type represent different solutions.

As a tendency common to both, it can be seen that the influence spreads symmetrically around the node 20 that
gave the initial velocity. In this regard, the problem is causality. Since the wave equation should be a framework
for describing propagation at a finite speed in the first place, propagation at an infinite speed is not allowed. In
this model, the weight of the link is given as 1, so the propagation speed is 1, and at time t = 10, propagation can
only occur from the node 20 to the left and right nodes of up to about ±10 nodes. Nevertheless, both appear to be
propagating beyond that range. Especially for the Fermi-type solution, displacement appears in the entire network
from the initial stage, and at first glance, it seems that propagation occurs at an infinite speed.

To analyze why such violations of causality seem to occur, we examine the velocity changes at each node. Figure 7
shows the velocity of change of the displacement of each node. The left panel shows the boson-type solution xb(t),
and the right panel shows the Fermi type solution xf(t). In addition, the passage of time is shown in order from the
graph above, the horizontal axis of each graph shows the node number of the one-dimensional network model, and
the vertical axis shows the velocity of change of displacement of each node.
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(a) xb(t) for boson-type (b) xf(t) for fermion-type

FIG. 6: Temporal changes of the displacements of nodes for boson-type (left) and fermion-type (right) fundamental
equations

What we can see immediately from this is that even though the initial velocity is given only to the node 20, the
initial state of the wave equation takes a value other than 0 other than the node 20. For boson-type results, some
nodes around node 20 have non-zero initial velocity, but other nodes have an initial velocity of 0. In Fig. 6, the reason
why the boson-type displacement propagation occurs at a faster speed than expected is that the initial velocity is
distributed around the node 20 in this way. Since the initial velocity already has a spatial spread at time t = 0, the
displacement seems to propagate at an impossible velocity if we assume the influence propagates from the node 20.

The cause of this phenomenon is as follows. From (27) and

√
L = P ΩP−1,

the initial velocity of the boson-type is obtained as

ẋb(0) = −i
√
L (x+(0)− x−(0)

)
.

Since
√
L has components other than diagonal components, ẋb(0) has non-zero components other than node 20 even if

x+(0)−x−(0) has only one non-zero component corresponding to node 20. Conversely, when the initial velocity ẋb(0)
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FIG. 7: Temporal changes of the velocity of nodes for boson-type (left) and fermion-type (right) fundamental
equations

is concentrated only on a specific node in the original wave equation, consider whether we can choose the corresponding
x+(0) and x−(0). If there were an inverse matrix in L, we would obtain x+(0) and x−(0) corresponding to ẋb(0) as

x+(0)− x−(0) = i
√

L−1 ẋb(0).

Unfortunately, this is not possible because the Laplacian matrix does not have its inverse. That is, no matter how we
choose x+(0) and x−(0), an initial condition with only the node 20 having velocity in the original wave equation (1)
cannot be created.

On the other hand, in the fermion type, one peak can be seen at node 20 at time t = 0, but in fact, the other
nodes have negative values close to 0, and all of these negative values are the same. In Fig. 6, the reason that the
fermion-type displacement occurs in the entire network from the initial stage is that all nodes have initial velocities.
In the first place, the initial velocity is given only to node 20 on the assumption that nodes other than node 20 are
stationary, but which node is stationary depends on how the coordinate system is taken. Looking at the results from
that standpoint, the velocity distribution that appears here is thought to represent the coordinate system with the
origin of the entire center of gravity. In other words, with the center of gravity of the entire node as the origin, it is
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FIG. 8: Temporal changes of the shifted displacement (left) and the shifted velocity (right) for the fermion-type
fundamental equation

considered that the node 20 has an initial velocity in the positive direction, and at the same time, each of the other
nodes has a slight initial velocity in the negative direction.

To confirm this, in Fig. 8, the fermion type result is set to the coordinate system in which the node 0 is stationary,
considering the initial velocity of the node 0 and the time change of the displacement obtained from it. The left panel
shows the time change of displacement of nodes, and the right panel shows the time change of the velocity of nodes.

From the change in displacement of Fig. 8, it can be seen that the influence propagates at a finite speed from the
node 20. It can also be seen that only the node 20 has a value for the initial velocity, and the influence propagates at
a finite velocity thereafter. From the above, it seems that the fermion-type solution is propagating at a remarkable
speed at first glance, but the problem can be solved by performing a coordinate transformation from the resting
coordinate system of the center of gravity.

It is also noteworthy that the initial velocity that the velocity is given only to the node 20 is realized as originally
expected. In other words, in the fermion-type, by selecting x+(0) and x−(0), the initial condition of the original wave
equation (1) can be determined as desired. The reason why the origin of the coordinates shifts is as follows. At the
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initial velocity (28) of the fermion type, since

0Ω = diag(0,

n− 1 components︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, 1, . . . , 1 ),

the information of the eigenvector associated with the eigen angular frequency ω0 = 0 in x+(0) − x−(0) is deleted
and reflected in the initial condition xf(0).

From the above consideration, the following can be understood. The boson-type fundamental equation cannot
properly control the initial velocity of the original wave equation even if the initial condition x+(0) and x−(0) are
adjusted. This means that understanding the causal relationship between user dynamics and the OSN structure and
giving the initial conditions of the wave equation appropriately are incompatible in the framework of the boson-type
fundamental equation. On the other hand, in the fermion-type fundamental equation, the initial condition of the
original wave equation can be properly adjusted by adjusting the initial condition x+(0) and x−(0). Therefore, it can
be seen that the fermion-type fundamental equation is a better form than the original wave equation and boson-type
fundamental equation as a framework for understanding the causal relationship between user dynamics and the OSN
structure.

VII. CONCLUSION

This paper has derived the closed-form solution of the fermion-type fundamental equation, which is different from
the closed-form solution of the boson-type fundamental equation. In addition, we have derived a closed-form solution
of the original wave equation from the solution of the fermion-type fundamental equation. The solution of the original
wave equation derived from the fermion-type fundamental equation looks in a different form compared with the well-
known general solution of the original wave equation directly obtained from the boson-type fundamental equation.

Both solutions derived from two fundamental equations give general solutions of the original wave equation, although
the actual solutions for the given initial condition are different. Specifically, if the initial velocity is 0 under the initial
conditions, both solutions are the same, but otherwise, they are different. To clarify the difference, we compared the
two solutions under the condition that the initial displacement is 0 and the initial velocity is given only to a specific
node. As a result, it was found that the boson-type solution cannot properly control the initial conditions of the original
wave equation by adjusting the initial conditions of the fundamental equation. Since the fundamental equation is
necessary to understand the causal relationship of user dynamics, it means that the control of the initial condition
of the original wave equation and the description of the causal relationship is incompatible in the framework of the
boson-type fundamental equation. On the other hand, the fermion-type solution can control the initial conditions
appropriately and is compatible with the description of causality. Therefore, it can be seen that the fermion-type
fundamental equation is superior to the original wave equation and boson-type fundamental equation as equations
that describe online user dynamics.
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