arXiv:2204.00201v2 [physics.soc-ph] 29 Oct 2022

Takeuchi and Sano

RESEARCH

Burstiness of human physical activities and their characterisation

Makoto Takeuchi^{1,3*†} and Yukie Sano^2

*Correspondence: takemak@gmail.com 1Policy and Planning Sciences, University of Tsukuba, Ibaraki, Japan Full list of author information is available at the end of the article †Equal contributor

Abstract Human behaviour is heterogeneous and temporally fluctuates. Many studies have focused on inter-event time (IET) fluctuations and have reported that the IET distributions have a long-tailed distribution, which cannot be explained by a stationary Poisson point process. Such phenomenon observed in IET distributions are known as burstiness. Burstiness has also been reported for human physical activity, but the mechanism underlying it has not been clarified. In this study, we collected human physical activity data while specifying the age of the subjects and their situations (for example, children’s play and adults’ housework), and we analysed their event time-series data. We confirmed the burstiness in both children and adults. For the first time, burstiness studied in physical activities of children between the ages 2 and 5. We also confirmed that the characteristics of the IET distribution are unique to each activity situation. Our results may be critical in the identification of the burstiness mechanisms in human physical activity.

Keywords: Burst; Human dynamics; Children’s Activities; Long-tailed distribution; Accelerometers; Wearables Sensors; Complex system

1 Introduction

Temporal fluctuations in dynamic patterns are studied as a typical phenomenon in many complex systems [1]. Particularly, it has been reported that the distribution of inter-event times (IETs) in a system frequently displays a long-tailed distribution rather than an exponential distribution, such as the power-law distribution. This feature is referred to as burstiness. Burstiness suggests that these behaviours are not randomly generated by a stationary Poisson process; conversely, they are generated by a nontrivial mechanism that causes long eventless time periods and short periods of consecutive event occurrences [2].

Burstiness has been observed in earthquakes [3] and solar flares [4] as a natural phenomenon. Burstiness has also been reported in neuronal activity [5], animal activity [6], and urban soundscape [7]. In addition, burstiness has been observed in various human behaviour contexts and hierarchies, such as e-mailing [2, 8], making phone calls [9], web chatting [10], blogging [11], website browsing [8], book loaning [8, 12], stock trading [8], and word occurrences in texts [13]. Furthermore, human physical movements, such as daily activities for several days [14], walking [15], and touching a smartphone screen [16] also exhibit burstiness.

Whether the burstiness observed in these various complex systems is the result of a common mechanism is an intriguing question. Particularly in human behaviour, it is known that the burstiness of a particular type of behaviour has universality,

Takeuchi and Sano Page 2 of 10

i.e., the power-law exponents of an individual’s power-law distribution have the same value [8]. Meanwhile, it has been reported that, depending on the presence or absence of a depressive illness, there exists differences in the power-law exponents of the distribution of IETs for physical activities [14]. Additionally, there are individual differences in the power-law exponents of the distribution of IETs for smartphone touch events [16]. This apparent discrepancy could be the result of the differences in the population and behaviour types being analysed. Human physical activity involves different kinds of behaviors and requires a different interpretation of what is happening in the IETs period depending on the length of the time scale of focus. These are features that differ from a single type of behavior, such as sending an email. Due to this background, it is non-trivial and not well-tested whether the existing mechanisms that explain burstiness can also be applied to human physical activities.

This study provides insight into the origins of burstiness in human behaviour, particularly physical activity, through an experimental approach. In particular, we focus on what causes differences in burstiness. We collected human physical-activity data while clarifying the attributes of the subjects (children or adults) and their activity situations. We then identified burstiness and a unique long-tailed curve in the distribution of IETs for each situation. The finding indicates that the burstiness of human physical activity is not caused by a Poisson process that changes the event rates over time. These findings contribute to the research on the mechanism of human burstiness.

2 Methodology

First, acceleration time-series data on physical activity were obtained using an accelerometer attached to the subject’s body. Second, we calculated the activity time series from the acceleration time series data and converted it into the event time series. Finally, we computed statistical features, such as burstiness, using the obtained event time series.

2.1 The sensor and data collection We used the Mono Wireless TWELITE 2525A accelerometer sensors with a measurement range of ±157 m s^{−2}. The antenna on this sensor transmits measurement data to a receiver, such as a computer or smartphone. It measures acceleration in three-axial directions at a sampling rate of 10 Hz. This sensor weighs 6.5 g, including a coin cell battery, and is small (25 mm × 25 mm × 10 mm). The sensor was placed in a custom-made case inaccessible to a child, and was attached to their waist using a belt.

Twelve subjects were measured, including three children aged between 2 and 3, and nine adults aged between 20 and 40. We obtained consent from the subjects before collecting the data. We obtained parental consent to collect data from their children. Our measurements for children and adults were performed indoors for 90 minutes (min.) to avoid wearing a sensor for long duration, particularly for children. Parents were present when their children’s measurements were taken. The conditions during the measurement, such as during housework, desk work, and rest, were also recorded. The data were measured five times for each situation. This study was approved by the Ethics Review Committee of the Faculty of Engineering, Information and Systems at the University of Tsukuba (# 2019R295).

Takeuchi and Sano Page 3 of 10

2.2 Data pre-processing Missing data or fluctuations in the measurement interval are possible owing to the accelerometer’s data transmission process. Therefore, we excluded the data in which one or both of the following conditions occurred during the 90-min. observation period.

• The interruption lasted longer than a minute.

• There are more than 30 interruptions that lasted 10 seconds or longer. After data cleaning, we obtained the three-axes acceleration data (Fig. 1(a)). Then the amount of activity A(t) was calculated from the three-axis acceleration data as follows:

A(t) = ( √ Δx(t)^2 + Δy(t)^2 + Δz(t)^2)/Δt (1)

where Δx(t), Δy(t), and Δz(t) are the amount of change in acceleration in the three axes at t, respectively. The observation’s time interval, Δt, is approximately 100 milliseconds (ms); however, Δt may vary for each data point owing to measurementrelated fluctuations.

To compensate for the effects of this Δt fluctuation, A(t) is calculated by dividing the change in acceleration on the three-axes by Δt. Figure 1(b) shows the time series of A(t) calculated using the three-axes acceleration data as shown in Fig. 1(a).

Next, the activity time series data A(t) are converted to event-series data E(t). An activity event is considered to have occurred when A(t) exceeds a specific threshold value A_c.

E(t) = { 1 (A(t) ≥ A_c) 0 (A(t) < A_c) (2)

Here, we adopted a constant value for this threshold, which is independent of individuals. We empirically set the threshold value A_c = 100 m s^{−3}. Additionally, we confirmed that the IET distribution results obtained in this study are typically independent of the threshold A_c within certain ranges (see APPENDIX).

Finally, we computed the sequence of IETs from E(t). There is a minimum limit to the time resolution of the sensor. For example, if we observe an active state for more than 100 ms at a sampling rate of 10 Hz, an event is observed every 100 ms, resulting in multiple consecutive 100 ms IETs. However, these are pseudo-IETs produced by the sensor’s time resolution; events do not actually continue to occur at 100 ms intervals. For this purpose, we excluded these pseudo-IETs in the computation of the statistics. Because the sensor data are not always obtained at exactly 10 Hz and contains fluctuations, this study excluded IETs of less than 300 ms. In other words, the IETs of less than 300 ms were assumed to be unobservable although they occurred, and they were treated as event-occurrence states rather than intervals. The IETs obtained from each 90 min. observation were combined for five observations per situation, and their distribution was investigated.

Takeuchi and Sano Page 4 of 10

Figure 1 Event series data obtained from the pre-processing. (a) A 10 min. sample of three-dimensional acceleration time-series data on adult housework situations. (b) Time series data of physical activity, A(t), and a threshold, A_c, for determining activity events. (c) Event series data, E(t), created as activity events when the amount of activity exceeds a threshold value.

2.3 Data analysis Statistical features of burstiness and temporal correlation were computed for the event time-series data, E(t). For burstiness, we evaluated the distribution of IETs and the burstiness parameter [17, 18]. Here we used burstiness parameter B_n with correction, by the number of events n as follows [18]:

B_n = √ n + 1 (_σ ⟨τ ⟩ ) − √ n − 1 ( √ n + 1 − 2) (_σ ⟨τ ⟩ ) + √ n − 1 (3)

where n, σ, and ⟨τ⟩ denote the number of events, the standard deviation, and the mean of IETs, respectively.

3 Results

3.1 IET distribution Figure 2 shows the distribution of IETs by situation, including Children’s play. The IET distributions are plotted by combining the five measurements for each situation. Here, we show the distributions scaled using the mean τ_0 of individual IETs [17]. All distributions show long-tail rather than exponential decay and do not overlap even for the τ_0 scaled curves. This study is the first to confirm the burstiness in children’s activities.

According to [19, 20], the goodness of fit of several candidate distribution functions was evaluated for each situation to identify the distribution function in each situation. The candidate distribution functions include the exponential, stretched exponential, lognormal, power-law, and truncated power-law. Here, the truncated power-law behaves as power-law scaling in a certain range and is truncated using an exponentially bounded tail and expressed as shown in Eq. (4).

Takeuchi and Sano Page 5 of 10

Figure 2 τ_0 scaled IET distributions are shown for each activity situation type in log-log plot. Unscaled IET distributions are shown in the inset. The exponential distribution is shown as a dashed line for reference. Each situation is plotted using different marks.

P (x) ∝ x^{−α} exp (−λx) (4)

The evaluation results demonstrated that the truncated power-law distribution was the best function for all distributions. Figure 3 and Table 1 show the results of fitting the observed data for each situation to the truncated power-law using maximum likelihood estimation.

Figure 3 The results of fitting the truncated power-law by maximum likelihood estimation for each situation.

To determine whether the obtained curves are specific to each situation, we further examined the differences in the distributions using the Mann–Whitney U test with

Takeuchi and Sano Page 6 of 10

two-sided alternative hypothesis. The results show that the differences between the four distributions were statistically significant from each other at a level of less than 1%. This suggests that the human physical activity has unique characteristics for each of these situations.

3.2 The Burstiness parameter The burstiness parameter B_n in Eq. (3) was proposed as a value that characterises the shape of the IET distribution [17, 18]. It takes a value range of -1 to 1, with higher values indicating higher burstiness, that is, a larger standard deviation of the IETs compared to the mean. This indicator B_n takes into account the effect of IETs smaller than τ_{min}, where the scaling behaviour begins, which is ignored in the discussion of the IETs distribution shape in the previous section. The burstiness parameters for each situation are shown in Table 1. Among the four situations, Rest has the highest burstiness, indicating that it is a behaviour with significant temporal fluctuations.

Table 1 Fitting results with the truncated power-law and the burstiness parameters for each situation. τ_{min} is the point where the scaling behaviour begins, and α and λ are the parameters of the truncated power-law.

truncated power-law fit Burstiness situations τ_{min} [ms] α λ B_n Children’s play 620 1.68 1.86e-05 0.56 Housework 574 1.60 1.41e-05 0.53 Desk work 307 1.41 2.77e-06 0.57 Rest 784 1.73 3.10e-06 0.68

4 Discussion

All the physical activities observed in this study, including that of children, shows a long-tailed IET distribution. This finding is essential for investigating the origin of burstiness because it suggests that burstiness in human behaviour is not acquired as humans mature. There are no existing studies on burstiness in children’s activity.

The IET distributions showed truncated power-law distributions in all situations. This means that the IETs have a scaling behaviour in certain value ranges, while the 90-min. observation period limits the tail. There were statistically significant differences in IET distribution for each situation. This unique curves for each situation are an important finding from the following two perspectives. First, this unique curve suggests that the IETs long-tailed distributions of human physical activity shown in previous studies [14, 15, 16] are not caused by a Poisson process that changes the rates at which they perform an event over time [21]. A human physical activity usually includes several different situations, and the Poisson process could produce IETs long-tailed distributions where each situation has a different constant event rate. However, the unique curves obtained in this study demonstrate that each situation has a different burstiness as unique characteristics. Second, this unique curve represents the temporal pattern of momentary thoughts and tentative breaks in the situation. A previous study on human behavioural inhibition [22] demonstrated that the delay between the occurrence of a stop signal and the response takes approximately 300 ms. In this study, the time scale of the targeted IETs ranged from approximately 300 ms to 100 s, and this scale may be related to momentary thoughts and tentative breaks rather than physiological reaction times.

Takeuchi and Sano Page 7 of 10

According to previous studies, the power-law exponent α of IET distributions in individual activities ranges from approximately 0.7-2 [1]. The values observed in this study fall into this range. B_n falls within the range of values reported for human activity data in previous studies [17]. Among the four situations, Desk work has the smallest α and the longest tail distribution. This is a reasonable result, because during Desk work, the physical activity level is expected to be low and IETs are long. On the other hand, B_n is larger during Rest than during Desk work. In general, B_n is larger due to the presence of very small IETs as well as the presence of very large IETs. The large B_n during Rest may be due to the frequency of IETs that are smaller than τ_{min} rather than the tail of the IET distribution.

This study particularly focuses on human physical activity, which has two main advantages. First, the children’s activities can be included in the study and analysed using the same methodology as adult activities. Children’s activities are typically excluded from most human activity data used in previous studies (such as emailing and library loans). Second, when measuring the physical activity, the individual’s attributes and the situation can be recorded together, and the relationship between these and the statistical characteristics of the activity can be analysed. Using only web-based activity logs can be challenging to conduct such analysis while also identifying the subjects’ situations.

Focusing on physical activity has the above advantages, but it also has challenges. First, the heavy load cannot be applied to a child in the observation. Therefore, in this study, a light accelerometer was attached to the torso, and measurements were taken continuously for 90 min. It has generally been noted that observation bias problems may occur at finite observation window for event time series [23], and it is necessary to be concerned about the magnitude of the bias effect on the IET distribution at the time scale of interest, particularly for short observation windows. In this study, we follow the guidelines proposed by [23] for bias estimation at the time scale of interest during the 90 min. observation window. Assuming that the observed event series was produced by the simplest model, the stationary renewal process, the observe IET distributions P (τ) of Children’s play and Housework could be estimated to be at most 3.6% smaller than the real distributions. The observed distributions P (τ) of Desk work and Rest could be estimated to be at most 16% and 19% smaller, respectively. This effect of observation bias is proportional to the size of τ. For a 90-min. observation, for example, if we focus only on τ less than 54 s, the effect of bias is less than 1%.

The second difficulty is how to obtain an activity event series from an activity volume time series. In this study, a fixed threshold A_c was given for activity amount, and activity amounts above the threshold were considered as activity events. Additionally, we confirm that the main conclusions are independent of the threshold, except for certain value ranges (see APPENDIX).

Finally, we were unable to discuss whether there are individual differences in the distribution of IETs. To achieve this, we must collect a larger sample and consider less time-consuming measurement methods. Generally, there is a tradeoff between offline and online observations in terms of data quality and quantity, and it is necessary to devise ways to obtain insights from both. For example, click behaviour on the web can be regarded as a series of behavioural events with a single

Takeuchi and Sano Page 8 of 10

purpose, and it is relatively easy to secure a large number of samples. On the other hand, offline observations like ours need more careful setups and efforts. It will be interesting future research to investigate whether the unique curves for each type of behavior that characterise the thinking and resting time obtained in this study can be confirmed for click behaviour on the web. Furthermore, there is a need to investigate the theoretical model that generates these curves.

Availability of data and materials Data sufficient to reproduce all results in this paper will be made available upon request.

Funding Not applicable.

Abbreviations IET,Inter-Event Time.

Competing interests YS has no conficts of interest to declare. MT are employees of CyberAgent, Inc. There are no patents to declare.

Author’s contributions MT and YS performed the study design, and the data collection. MT analyzed the data. MT and YS wrote the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements The authors thank Dr. Mai Otsuki and Dr. Yuki Hashimoto for their advice in selecting the sensor and other observational equipment. We also thank Mr. Chung Ming Hui for English advice.

Author details 1Policy and Planning Sciences, University of Tsukuba, Ibaraki, Japan.^2Faculty of Engineering, Information and Systems, University of Tsukuba, Ibaraki, Japan.^3CyberAgent, Inc., Abema Towers 40-1 Udagawacho Shibuya-ku, 150-0042 Tokyo, Japan.

References 1. Karsai, M., Jo, H.-H., Kaski, K.: Bursty Human Dynamics. Springer, Cham : (2018) 2. Barabási, A.-L.: The origin of bursts and heavy tails in human dynamics. Nature 435(7039), 207–211 (2005).

doi:10.1038/nature03459 3. Corral, A.: Long-term clustering, scaling, and universality in the temporal occurrence of earthquakes. Phys. Rev.

Lett. 92, 108501 (2004). doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.108501 4. Ross, G.J.: Self-excitation in the solar flare waiting time distribution. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 556, 124775 (2020). doi:10.1016/j.physa.2020.124775 5. Shinomoto, S., Shima, K., Tanji, J.: Differences in Spiking Patterns Among Cortical Neurons. Neural Computation 15(12), 2823–2842 (2003). doi:10.1162/089976603322518759. https://direct.mit.edu/neco/article-pdf/15/12/2823/815571/089976603322518759.pdf 6. Reynolds, A.M.: On the origin of bursts and heavy tails in animal dynamics. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 390(2), 245–249 (2011). doi:10.1016/j.physa.2010.09.020 7. de Sousa, I.P., dos Santos Lima, G.Z., Sousa-Lima, R., Corso, G.: Scale-free and characteristic time in urban soundscape. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 530, 121557 (2019). doi:10.1016/j.physa.2019.121557 8. Vázquez, A., Oliveira, J.a.G., Dezsö, Z., Goh, K.-I., Kondor, I., Barabási, A.-L.: Modeling bursts and heavy tails in human dynamics. Phys. Rev. E 73, 036127 (2006). doi:10.1103/PhysRevE.73.036127 9. Karsai, M., Kivelä, M., Pan, R.K., Kaski, K., Kertész, J., Barabási, A.-L., Saramäki, J.: Small but slow world:

How network topology and burstiness slow down spreading. Phys. Rev. E 83, 025102 (2011). doi:10.1103/PhysRevE.83.025102 10. Zhang, S.-T., Yuan, H.-Y., Duan, L.-L.: Analysis of human behavior statistics law based on WeChat moment.

Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 540, 122854 (2020). doi:10.1016/j.physa.2019.122854 11. Yan, D.-C., Wei, Z.-W., Han, X.-P., Wang, B.-H.: Empirical analysis on the human dynamics of blogging behavior on github. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 465, 775–781 (2017). doi:10.1016/j.physa.2016.08.054 12. Lee, T.H., Lee, J.W.: Self-organized human behavioral patterns in book loans from a library. Physica A:

Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 563, 125473 (2021). doi:10.1016/j.physa.2020.125473 13. Cui, X.-M., Yoon, C.N., Youn, H., Lee, S.H., Jung, J.S., Han, S.K.: Dynamic burstiness of word-occurrence and network modularity in textbook systems. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 487, 103–110 (2017). doi:10.1016/j.physa.2017.06.002 14. Nakamura, T., Kiyono, K., Yoshiuchi, K., Nakahara, R., Struzik, Z.R., Yamamoto, Y.: Universal scaling law in human behavioral organization. Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 138103 (2007). doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.138103 15. Picoli, S., Bombo, G., Santos, E.S.D., Deprá, P.P., Mendes, R.S.: Characterizing postural sway signals by the analysis of zero-crossing patterns. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 596, 127160 (2022). doi:10.1016/j.physa.2022.127160

Takeuchi and Sano Page 9 of 10

16. Pfister, J.-P., Ghosh, A.: Generalized priority-based model for smartphone screen touches. Phys. Rev. E 102, 012307 (2020). doi:10.1103/PhysRevE.102.012307 17. Goh, K.-I., Barabási, A.-L.: Burstiness and memory in complex systems. EPL (Europhysics Letters) 81(4), 48002 (2008). doi:10.1209/0295-5075/81/48002 18. Kim, E.-K., Jo, H.-H.: Measuring burstiness for finite event sequences. Phys. Rev. E 94, 032311 (2016).

doi:10.1103/PhysRevE.94.032311 19. Alstott, J., Bullmore, E., Plenz, D.: powerlaw: A python package for analysis of heavy-tailed distributions.

PLOS ONE 9(1), 1–11 (2014). doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0085777 20. Clauset, A., Shalizi, C.R., Newman, M.E.J.: Power-law distributions in empirical data. SIAM Review 51(4), 661–703 (2009). doi:10.1137/070710111. https://doi.org/10.1137/070710111 21. Hidalgo R., C.A.: Conditions for the emergence of scaling in the inter-event time of uncorrelated and seasonal systems. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications 369(2), 877–883 (2006). doi:10.1016/j.physa.2005.12.035 22. Logan, G.D., Cowan, W.B.: On the ability to inhibit thought and action: A theory of an act of control.

Psychological review 91(3), 295 (1984). doi:10.1037/0033-295X.91.3.295 23. Kivelä, M., Porter, M.A.: Estimating interevent time distributions from finite observation periods in communication networks. Phys. Rev. E 92, 052813 (2015). doi:10.1103/PhysRevE.92.052813

Appendix A: Confirmation of threshold dependence

This appendix provides a confirmation of the dependence of this study’s conclusions on the activity threshold A_c. We examine the IET distribution when A_c is varied for converting the activity time series A(t) into an event sequence. In the study, A_c is set at 100 m s^{−3}, and then we demonstrate the effects of varying it from 30 m s^{−3} to 300 m s^{−3}.

Generally, if the threshold is too low, the effect of random noise increases and is close to the exponential distribution of a stationary Poisson process. On the other hand, if the threshold is too high, the number of events becomes small and the shape of the distribution becomes unclear.

Figure 4 IET distributions with a threshold value of 30 m s^{−3}.

For 30 m s^{−3} ≤ A_c ≤ 100 m s^{−3}, the long tail gradually shortens owing to random noise as the threshold value decreases. Figure 4 shows the distribution for the threshold value of 30 m s^{−3}.

For 100 m s^{−3} ≤ A_c ≤ 300 m s^{−3}, all IET distributions had long tails. As for the distribution function, except for Rest, the conclusion remained the same: truncated power-law is the optimal function and the distributions for each situation had statistically significant differences from each other. For the distribution of Rest, no distribution function was identified that demonstrated a statistically significant strong fit between thresholds 150 m s^{−3} and 300 m s^{−3}, and truncated power-law and lognormal and stretched exponential are possible fits. Additionally, no statistically

Takeuchi and Sano Page 10 of 10

Figure 5 IET distributions with a threshold value of 150 m s^{−3}.

Figure 6 IET distributions with a threshold value of 300 m s^{−3}.

significant differences were identified between the Housework and Rest distributions between thresholds 250 m s^{−3} and 300 m s^{−3}.

For the Burstiness B_n, the values vary slightly with threshold value, but the trend of the highest burstiness for Rest among the four situations remains constant for threshold values above 100 m s^{−3} (Table. 2).

Table 2 Values of the Burstiness B_n when the threshold is varied from 30 m s^{−3} to 300 m s^{−3}. Burstiness B_n situations A_c = 30 m s^{−3} A_c = 100 m s^{−3} A_c = 150 m s^{−3} A_c = 300 m s^{−3} Children’s play 0.52 0.56 0.59 0.65 Housework 0.14 0.53 0.60 0.61 Desk work 0.07 0.57 0.57 0.59 Rest 0.21 0.68 0.69 0.75