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# Participants: 10 Duration: 25 min 

Harry: What a great hit the 9" by Ramirez 
Bob. Ramirez is a weenie, he went 1-10 
Joe: he went 2-4, but yeah he seems undependable 

with Runners in scoring position 
Zeke: I missed it, what was the big hit about? 
Mark: it went off the monster and bonked the 

left fielder in the head 
Mathew. The guy went off in a stretcher - he's okay 
Zeke, Wow, anyone have a clip of the replay? 
Joe. Yeah, its shared-take a look 
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1. 

SYSTEMAND METHOD FOR 
CLASSIFICATION OF COMMUNICATION 

SESSIONS IN A SOCIAL NETWORK 

FIELD OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention relates generally to automatic clas 
sification of communication sessions (e.g., a messaging con 
ference) of Social network users based on data describing 
parameters such as participating users, conversation mes 
sages and shared content items within a communication ses 
S1O. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

The increased availability of network-capable computing 
devices has led to a wide variety of communication options 
for users. Users can exchange messages and content through 
various communication systems including e-mail, instant 
messaging, chat rooms, bulletin and discussion boards, file 
sharing applications, and blogs and other web sites. For 
example, instant messaging systems such as Internet Relay 
Chat (IRC), ICO, AOL Instant Messenger, Yahoo! Messen 
ger, and Microsoft’s MSN Messenger are widely used by 
many users on the Internet. Similar systems are available for 
messaging within local networks, as well. 

Various arrangements of the previously-listed (and other) 
communication systems have been proposed for use in So 
called “social networking systems. Generally speaking, a 
“social network” refers to a group of persons or other entities 
(“members') linked to one another through one or more types 
of social connections. Social networks are also commonly 
referred to as “friend-of-a-friend' networks, although social 
networks may of course include or consistentirely of entities 
linked by social connections other than friendship. For 
example, a Social network can include members linked to one 
another by connections including common friendship, place 
or field of employment, place of education, place of resi 
dence, membership in a club or other group, or common 
hobbies or topical interests. Many Social networking systems 
attempt to provide computer-based tools for maintaining, 
enhancing, and creating Social networks. 

For example, social networking web sites provide users 
with web space to create a profile and link to various other 
users designated as “friends. See, for example, http://www 
.myspace.com, http://www.facebook.com, and http://www 
..friendster.com. Users of Such sites can post messages and 
other content to web pages accessible to various parties of 
their choosing (for example, to “friends only” or to the public 
at large). Social networking sites may also utilize instant 
messaging and online chat rooms that allow for near-instan 
taneous communication between users. Social networks may 
also involve sharing of digital content, including photos, vid 
eos, audio files, documents, and other data items. 

Social networks and other computer-based communication 
systems may provide various means for users to set up pro 
files. For example, a user may list interests and other attributes 
in a profile, with the profile used by other users for informa 
tional purposes and/or by one or more computer systems to 
provide functionality, such as recommendations and/or con 
tent delivery, for instance. However, users may provide inac 
curate and/or incomplete profile information. 

Other systems may be configured to generate additional 
profile information about user interactions. For example, U.S. 
Patent Application Publication 2006/0064431 (Kishore et al.) 
is concerned with generation of a knowledge interchange 
(“KI profile) that identifies interests of a user, individuals 
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2 
with whom a user has communicated, and topics on which the 
communication with the user was made. 
Many systems that have involved various profiling of users 

and/or associated communication-related aspects (such as 
web page or content viewing habits) create their character 
izations based on prior information as opposed to real-time 
quantities that are continuously changing over time. Further 
more, specific parameters may be considered individually 
and/or in isolation. In light of the foregoing and other con 
cerns, improved methods and systems for classifying com 
munication sessions (i.e. actual live communication interac 
tion between users in a social network) are provided. 

BRIEF SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

Objects and advantages of the present invention will be 
apparent to one of skill in the art upon review of the presently 
disclosed Subject matter, and include providing improved 
methods and systems of classifying communication sessions 
among users in a Social network. 

In accordance with the presently disclosed technology, a 
Social network communication session may correspond to the 
actual communication among a collection of at least some 
members of a social network that have previously been or are 
currently connected by way of one or more communication 
links for purposes of live communication, content distribu 
tion, or other purposes. In one embodiment, a Social network 
communication session can be characterized by a “circuit' 
representing a collection of Social network members who 
were/are participating in a live communication link, such as 
an ongoing instant messaging conversation between multiple 
parties. Other exemplary social network sessions are defined 
by the user interaction associated with specific occurrences of 
one or more file or content sharing sessions, e-mail conver 
sations, blog postings and comments, video and/or audio chat 
sessions, or other video, textual, and/or audio connections, 
including telephone connections, and the like. 

In Some exemplary embodiments, communication ses 
sions are characterized by a plurality of different parameters, 
thus providing a comprehensive analysis of user communi 
cations. One parameter that is analyzed in accordance with 
the Subject classification technology includes the underlying 
Social network of users that have participated and/or or are 
participating in one or more communication sessions with 
one another. Additional analyzed parameters may selectively 
include a topic of conversation among linked users associated 
with a communication session, as well as metadata associated 
with digital assets or content that is shared among users in the 
Social network. By providing data pertaining to conversation 
topics and shared content, creation of a communication clas 
sification is facilitated that provides a refined understanding 
of what is relevant to one or more given users. The Subject 
classification system may be aware of what users are partici 
pating in a given topic and what digital content is shared and 
can adjust corresponding influence levels of such users rela 
tive to a given analyzed communication instance. For 
example, a user who chats more about a given topic or who 
shares more relevant content may have an increased influence 
level associated with their contributed parameters. 

Further related advantages in accordance with aspects of 
the presently disclosed technology are realized by providing 
personalized classifications for each user (or various selected 
users) participating in a communication session based on 
their individual respective social network information. User 
participation, activity level, and shared content within a social 
network and specific communication sessions are analyzed in 
a perpetual fashion that accounts for changes over time. Still 
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further, relevancy considerations that are determined by con 
sidering the contribution of a user's conversation and shared 
content help prevent the potential problem of parameterinflu 
ence by spammers who would provide little to no relevant 
content or conversation in a communication session. 

Exemplary embodiments related to computing a commu 
nication session profile involve generating ratings for a 
selected set of messages and metadata associated with con 
tent items that are shared by Social network users participat 
ing in a communication session. Ratings may be based on 
keyword scores which may then be adjusted based on user 
participation parameters, social network characterization 
parameters, and user selected options. Communication ses 
sion profiles change over time and so recomputation is 
effected on periodic or scheduled bases. Generated profiles 
may be stored, frequently retrieved, or used in applications 
Such as but not limited to content filtering, recommending 
content shared by participating social network members, 
selecting relevant advertisements, providing topic Sugges 
tions or user list invitations. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE SEVERAL 
VIEWS OF THE DRAWINGS 

A full and enabling disclosure including the best mode of 
practicing the appended claims and directed to one of ordi 
nary skill in the art is set forth more particularly in the remain 
der of the specification. The specification makes reference to 
the appended Figures, in which: 

FIG. 1 is an exemplary user interface that may be viewed by 
users in a Social network, wherein certain display portions 
may be customized based on one or more computed session 
profiles relative to each given user; 

FIG. 2 is a block diagram of exemplary steps in a method of 
computing a communication session profile in accordance 
with aspects of the presently disclosed technology; 

FIG.3a provides a schematic illustration of an exemplary 
Social network; 

FIG. 3b provides a schematic illustration of an alternative 
exemplary Social network formed by user selection or system 
computation from the social network represented in FIG.3a 
and based on aspects of a given communication session; 

FIG. 4 is a graphical representation over time depicting 
when multiple messages and content items may be provided 
and shared during a network-based communication session; 
and 

FIG. 5 is a block diagram illustrating exemplary compo 
nents in an exemplary communication session classification 
system. 
Use of like reference numerals in different features is 

intended to illustrate like or analogous components. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED 
EMBODIMENTS 

Reference will now be made in detail to various and alter 
native exemplary embodiments and to the accompanying 
drawings, with like numerals representing Substantially iden 
tical structural elements. Each example is provided by way of 
explanation, and not as a limitation. In fact, it will be apparent 
to those skilled in the art that modifications and variations can 
be made without departing from the scope or spirit of the 
disclosure and claims. For instance, features illustrated or 
described as part of one embodiment may be used on another 
embodiment to yield a still further embodiment. Thus, it is 
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4 
intended that the present disclosure includes modifications 
and variations as come within the scope of the appended 
claims and their equivalents. 
The technology discussed herein makes reference to serv 

ers, databases, Software applications, and other computer 
based systems, as well as actions taken and information sent 
to and from such systems. One of ordinary skill in the art will 
recognize the inherent flexibility of computer-based systems 
allows for a great variety of possible configurations, combi 
nations, and divisions of tasks and functionality between and 
among components. For instance, server processes discussed 
herein may be implemented using a single server or multiple 
servers working in combination. Databases and applications 
may be implemented on a single system or distributed across 
multiple systems. Distributed components may operate 
sequentially or in parallel. When data is obtained or accessed 
between a first and second computer system or component 
thereof, the actual data may travel between the systems 
directly or indirectly. For example, if a first computer 
accesses a file or data from a second computer, the access may 
involve one or more intermediary computers, proxies, and the 
like. The actual file or data may move between the computers, 
or one computer may provide a pointer or metafile that the 
second computer uses to access the actual data from a com 
puter other than the first computer, for instance. 
The various computer systems discussed herein are not 

limited to any particular hardware architecture or configura 
tion. Any suitable programming, Scripting, or other type of 
language or combinations of languages may be used to imple 
ment the teachings contained herein. Embodiments of the 
methods and systems set forth herein may be implemented by 
one or more general-purpose or customized computing 
devices accessing software instructions rendered in a com 
puter-readable form. Embodiments of the methods and sys 
tems set forth herein may also be implemented by hard-wired 
logic or other circuitry, including, but not limited to applica 
tion-specific circuits. Of course, combinations of computer 
executed Software and hard-wired logic may be suitable, as 
well. 

Embodiments of the methods disclosed herein may be 
executed by one or more Suitable computing devices. Such 
devices may access one or more computer-readable media 
that embody computer-readable instructions which, when 
executed by at least one computer, cause the at least one 
computer to implement one or more embodiments of the 
methods disclosed herein. Furthermore, components of the 
presently-disclosed technology, Such as knowledge bases and 
data stores, may be implemented using one or more com 
puter-readable media. Any suitable computer-readable 
medium or media may be used, including diskettes, drives, 
and other magnetic-based storage media, optical storage 
media, including disks (including CD-ROMS, DVD-ROMS, 
and variants thereof), flash, RAM, ROM, and other memory 
devices, and the like. 
The present disclosure provides several examples of clas 

Sifying users based on certain types of shared content and 
certain types of metadata, Such as keywords. However, in 
other embodiments, any Suitable type of metadata may be 
used, and any suitable type of content may be used in classi 
fying users. Furthermore, the extent of the illustrated social 
networks, relationship types, and other social network char 
acterizations are only for purposes of example; the present 
Subject matter may utilize other types of Social networks and 
social network data than illustrated herein. 

Referring now to FIG. 1, an overview of aspects of a 
communication session and related applications in accor 
dance with the presently disclosed technology will now be 
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presented relative to an exemplary user interface 10. User 
interface 10 displays information about a communication 
session to a user, including general conference identifier(s) 
12, a graphical Social network representation 14 of partici 
pating users in the communication session, a conversation 
message display 16, a representation 18 of content items 
shared among the participating social network users; and an 
advertisement display 20. 
As previously mentioned, a Social network session corre 

sponds to actual communication among a collection of at 
least Some members of a Social network that have previously 
been or are currently connected by way of one or more direct 
or indirect communication links for purposes of live commu 
nication, content distribution, or other purposes. The exem 
plary communication session of FIG. 1 and of other examples 
discussed herein are described with reference to an instant 
messaging (IM) conferencing session among Social network 
users. It should be appreciated that the presently disclosed 
technology for computing communication session profiles is 
not limited to profiles in a conferencing context, but may be 
applied to other types of network-based interactions includ 
ing but not limited to one or more file or content sharing 
sessions, e-mail conversations, blog postings and comments, 
video and/or audio chat sessions, Voice over Internet Protocol 
(VoIP) sessions or other video, textual, and/or audio connec 
tions, including telephone connections, and the like. 

Referring still to FIG. 1, a graphical representation of the 
Social network users who are participating in a given com 
munication session is illustrated in the schematic "circuit' 
shown in display portion 14. The circuit in social network 
display portion 14 indicates that the user interface 10 is dis 
played to a given user Harry. Harry is communicating with 
another social network user Joe, who in turn is communicat 
ing with users Jane and James. Jane is linked to Mary, who is 
respectively linked to Bob, John and Mark. John is commu 
nicating with Matthew and James is communicating with 
Zeke and Mark. It should be appreciated that social network 
users who are not directly linked in the representation of FIG. 
1 may still be in recent or current communication with one 
another. In the context of an IM conferencing session, the 
messages and content shared among all linked members 
(Harry, Joe, Jane, James, Mary, Zeke, Bob, John, Mark, Mat 
thew) or a selected group(s) of Such members may be view 
able and accessible by all members. In some embodiments, 
although all members are connected in Some fashion, the 
extent to which certain conversations, shared content, etc. are 
visible to a given participant (e.g., Harry) may be limited. For 
example, in one embodiment content may only be viewed or 
accessed by users within three levels or some other predeter 
mined “distance' between users. It should be appreciated that 
although the exemplary Social network members illustrated 
as participating in display portion 14 are indicated as indi 
vidual users, social network users and session participants are 
not limited to individual entities and may correspond to busi 
ness or organizational entities, servers, communication 
nodes, or the like and to a collection of multiple such entities. 
Furthermore, although the interaction of participating users 
may be illustrated in a schematic circuit graph as shown in 
FIG. 1, additional or alternative representations may be pro 
vided to a user via interface 10. Such representations may 
include but are not limited to different iconic displays, tree 
structure representations or textual descriptions of a social 
network session. 

In the context of a social network conferencing session, a 
display portion 16 associated with Harry's user display pro 
vides a list of all conversation messages that are contributed 
by the participating Social network users. Participating users 
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6 
may additionally or alternatively share particular content 
items, such as but not limited to digital assets such as photos, 
Videos, images, text files, html documents, spreadsheets, or 
others. A display portion 18 represents to a user a group of 
content items that are shared by the participating Social net 
work users. In one embodiment, all content items available 
for sharing from various participating session members are 
provided (actually or by a viewable representation) to Harry. 
In another embodiment (as discussed later in more detail) the 
shared content display 18 as well as the advertisement display 
20 are customized by the subject session profiling service to 
provide content and/or ads that are selected in Some fashion 
based on a relevancy comparison of interaction parameters 
associated with the given session and possible content items 
or ads that may be provided. This specialized customization 
for a given user display will vary user to user depending on the 
session profile relative to each different user. Thus, available 
content and/or ads or other information may be particularly 
selected for each user participating in the Social network 
communication session. 

Referring now to FIG. 2, a description of exemplary steps 
in a method of computing a session profile will now be dis 
cussed. In general, a session profile represents a Snapshot of 
the communication classification (e.g., a conferencing clas 
sification) at a given moment in time. The communication 
session (or conversation) profile computation generally 
involves a first series of steps that initially evaluate the con 
Versation messages and content items shared during the ses 
Sion. A second series of steps involves adjusting the message 
and content item ratings based on various parameters such as 
user participation in a network and social network rating 
characteristics. 

With more particular reference to FIG. 2, a first exemplary 
step 22 in a session profile computation process involves 
rating a selected set of messages and content items shared in 
a network-based communication conversation. Each message 
provided (such as those represented in display portion 16 of 
FIG. 1) typically comprises a set of words, phrases or similar 
symbolic representation whose text may be analyzed. In some 
embodiments, text may be analyzed after translation to text 
from anotherformat. For example, in VoIP applications, voice 
data packets may first be translated into Some alphanumeric 
textual representation that will then accommodate keyword 
detection and scoring in accordance with the presently dis 
closed technology. Similarly, each shared content item (Such 
as those in display portion 18 of FIG. 1) has metadata that 
describes user and file history, content description and iden 
tifiers, Source of sharing user, and the like. In one embodi 
ment, Such metadata may be considered distinctly separate 
from its corresponding digital content, but some digital con 
tent file types enable metadata to be stored within the content 
file. For example, the Joint Photographic Experts Group 
(JPEG) file format enables metadata such as keywords, anno 
tations, resolution, size, camera settings, information describ 
ing the camera that captured the image, date and time of 
capture, location such as Global Positioning System (GPS) 
coordinates, and the like to be stored within the image file. 
The metadata may also include information describing the 
participating Social network user sharing the particular con 
tent item. For example, if the participating user's system is a 
mobile telephone, the metadata may optionally include the 
make and model of the mobile telephone; hardware and soft 
ware capabilities of the mobile telephone Such as processor, 
storage, and memory capabilities; and the like. 

Referring still to FIG. 2, keywords in conversation mes 
sages and content metadata may be detected and scored based 
on keyword frequency in the message. In one embodiment, 
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text analyzers may be used for detection and/or scoring. In 
one embodiment, more Sophisticated natural language ana 
lyZers may be used to detect important words, phrases, emo 
tions, or other descriptive aspects of conversational interac 
tions. The relative importance of such detected words, 
phrases, etc. may be factored into message and content item 
ratings by applying additional influence to such keywords. 

Keywords can be generated in any Suitable fashion. In 
some embodiments, keywords may be obtained directly from 
conversation messages or from metadata associated with a 
content item. For example, a digital photograph may be anno 
tated by one or more tags, Summaries, or other identifiers. 
Keywords may be generated based on the content metadata— 
for example, Summaries, annotations, or even the content 
itself may be scanned or otherwise mined for keywords. In 
Some embodiments, the system may support any combination 
of standard keywords and user-defined key words. 
Once one or more keywords are generated, each keyword is 

then scored. One example of keyword scoring involves a 
direct correlation between the number of occurrences of each 
keyword in the message or in content item metadata and the 
score for that message/item. In another example, an initial 
score for a keyword may be defined in a lookup table or other 
resource. For example, the system may maintain an ontology 
of keywords and associated values. Several examples of scor 
ing scenarios are discussed below wherein the initial or base 
keyword score is adjusted. However, still further types of 
scoring and combinations of Scoring methodology are pos 
sible. More particular discussion of exemplary aspects asso 
ciated with detecting and scoring keywords is disclosed in 
concurrently filed U.S. Patent Application entitled “SYS 
TEM AND METHOD FOR USER CLASSIFICATION 
BASED ON SOCIAL NETWORK AWARE CONTENT 
ANALYSIS having application Ser. No. 1 1/645,864 filed 
Dec. 27, 2006 and issued as U.S. Pat. No. 8,135,800 on Mar. 
13, 2012. 

It should be appreciated that the keyword scores deter 
mined in the initial rating may be numeric values, but may 
also correspond to other appropriate descriptors that depict 
the relative nature of difference in keyword association and 
relevance for different messages or pieces of content. 

After an initial rating is calculated for the selected set of 
messages and content items, additional adjustments can be 
made to the ratings to account for various parameters associ 
ated with the Social network communication session, Such as 
userparticipation and social network characterization. Exem 
plary step 24 in FIG. 2 concerns adjusting the rating for 
selected messages or content items based on user participa 
tion, and exemplary step 26 concerns adjusting ratings based 
on Social network characterizations. 

With more particular reference to exemplary step 24 of 
FIG. 2, the Subject profile generation technology takes scores 
associated with each message and content item (based on the 
initial keyword rating process of step 22) and adjusts the 
rating accordingly based on a user participation modifier. In 
one embodiment, a user that participates more in a given 
communication session may have a stronger influence over 
the classification than users that contribute less to the session. 
Such influence may result, for example, in a general increase 
or decrease of initially determined ratings. Consider that a 
given message was provided by User A in a conferencing 
session. A detected keyword in the given message could have 
a keyword score of 200, but the message was provided from a 
user that did not participate in the session. The initial keyword 
score of 200 could then be adjusted downward to reflect this 
user participation characteristic. It may be adjusted down 
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8 
ward by Subtracting some numeric quantity of points (e.g., 50 
points) or a particular percentage of the initial rating (e.g., 
10%). 
User participation in the Subject rating adjustment step 24 

of FIG. 2 may be gauged on a number of parameters associ 
ated with a given user, Such as but not limited to the number 
and/or size of messages or content items, message acceptance 
levels, message reply levels, and content consumption levels. 
Some user participation factors may apply to messages while 
others apply to shared content, and still further user partici 
pation factors apply to both messages and content items. 

With respect to message factors, message Volume may be 
considered, which is a measure of how many messages a 
given user sent during the communication session. Additional 
message characterizations may include measurements of the 
number of non-stop words, number of unique words, number 
of predetermined buzzwords, and other factors. Message 
acceptance considerations factor in the amount of replies 
given to particular messages sent by a user, or Subsequent 
discussions relating the message provided by a given user. In 
another example, user participation adjustments may 
increase the rating of messages or content for a user that 
initiates or starts a given communication session. Still further 
message acceptance considerations include the number of 
users ignoring a user, the number of users that opt to ignore a 
message, the frequency of message contribution, and other 
related factors. 

With respect to content item factors, a given user's contri 
bution of content to the communication session can be con 
sidered. The total amount of content can be considered based 
on the number of content items contributed by a user as well 
as the size of the contributed items. The subject profiling 
system may also factor in the number of users in a conference 
that consumed a shared content item. Consumption generally 
refers to whether or not a user viewed or accessed a portion or 
the entirety of a given content item. In general, the profiling 
system applies more weight to metadata of contributed con 
tent that is actually consumed by one or more participating 
users (e.g., a video that was actually watched). Still further 
content considerations may relate to activities that may have 
occurred while consuming the content (e.g., number of 
rewinds, pauses, fast-forwards, mutes, and other actions). 

Additional user participation adjustments for both mes 
sages and content may relate to the scope of initial distribu 
tion of Such messages and/or content items. For example, 
messages and/or content items may be distributed to different 
numbers of members including but not limited to: only one 
user in the social network, a handful of users, or all users. This 
Scope of distribution for messages and/or content items may 
correlate to an adjustment factor for Such items. For instance, 
it may be desirable to increase keyword scores for messages 
and/or content items that have been distributed to a greater 
number of users. Alternatively, keyword scores for messages 
and/or content with a lesser scope of distribution may be 
weighed more heavily. In other embodiments, increases or 
decreases in keyword scores may be implemented for mul 
tiple different predetermined ranges of distribution. 

Still further userparticipation adjustments may be afforded 
based on user customization of received messages or content 
items. A client application associated with a given user may 
be incorporated as part of a user interface and allows users to 
provide direct feedback of messages and/or content. For 
example, a user can select a message or piece of content and 
can rate it on a scale from 1-5 (or by selection from some other 
predetermined rating definitions). This user feedback rating 
can also be used to modify or scale the initial rating associated 
with a given message or content item. 
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By considering aspects of user participation that relate to 
various user replies to given messages or to content consump 
tion rates of shared content, the Subject session profile meth 
odology helps limit the influence of possible spammers or 
other unauthorized or unwanted participants in a social net 
work session since participating users will typically not 
respond to spammer messages or content provided by spam 
mers. Additionally or alternatively, other users in the network 
may assign a relatively low rating to messages or content 
items received from spammers (e.g., Such as a rating 
described above on a scale from 1-5 or other scale definition), 
thus also limiting the influence of contributions from such 
entities. 

Referring still to FIG. 2, discussion will now be directed to 
exemplary step 26 of adjusting a message or content item 
rating based on Social network characterizations. More par 
ticularly, the Subject session profiling system personalizes 
analysis for each user in a session based on their social net 
work information. The previously scored keywords (which 
may already be adjusted according to user participation fac 
tors) are weighed by factoring in additional aspects related to 
the source of the keywords and the current user. 

For example, more influence may be given to selected users 
that are closer in the Social network to a given userby weigh 
ing keywords derived from messages and/or content associ 
ated with Such closer users more heavily. For example, a 
keyword score may be multiplied by an adjustment factor that 
is inversely proportional to Social network distance. The 
Social network distance may be obtained, for example, by a 
session profile service (e.g., profile service 48 of FIG. 5) 
sending a query to one or more Social network services (such 
as component 46 of FIG. 5). Such a social network service 46 
may provide a measure of distance such as degrees of sepa 
ration, levels, or other indicia. Profile generation service 48 
may include additional data in the query or queries in some 
embodiments. For example, session profile service 48 may 
provide parameters such as path selection criteria that may 
provide how the distance calculation is to proceed, for 
example, by providing rules for resolving cases in which 
multiple paths between users result in multiple distance mea 
SurementS. 

As another example, keywords may be scored based on the 
degree of trust between the target user and the selected user. 
For instance, messages and/or content associated with highly 
trusted users may have high influence, while messages and/or 
content associated with less-trusted users has little to no influ 
ence. Trust may also be determined based on querying social 
network service 46 to determine if the users have provided 
data indicating trust. For instance, some social network sys 
tems provide for users to rate one another in terms of trust. If 
the target user has provided a trustrating for the selected user, 
the trust rating or a derivative thereof may be used to scale 
points while scoring keywords derived from messages or 
content associated with the selected user. For example, in a 
system in which trust is rated on a scale of 1 to 10 (10 being 
highest), a target user's rating of “7” for the selected user can 
result in the selected user's keyword scores being multiplied 
by seven. 

However, trust ratings may not be available in all circum 
stances—for instance, the user classification system may rely 
on messages and/or content from a selected user who has not 
been rated by the target user in terms of trust. The scoring 
process may utilize trust ratings of the selected user by one or 
more users other than the target user, with the ratings of the 
other user(s) scaled based on distance of each other user to the 
target user. For example, assume that a selected user has not 
been rated in terms of trust by a target user. However, the 
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selected user may have been rated a “5” by a second user. If 
the second user is two levels away from the target user, the 
second user's rating of “5” may be divided by the distance 
(two in this example) to infer a trust rating of "2.5” for the 
selected user. 

Alternatively, when a trust level is unavailable, one or more 
other resources may be consulted, such as a trust assessment 
system. Exemplary trust assessment systems are described in 
Walsh, et al., U.S. patent application Ser. No. 1 1/636,910, 
entitled “System and Method for Social Network Trust 
Assessment’, filed Dec. 11, 2006 and assigned to Qurio Hold 
ings, Inc. 

In some embodiments, thresholding may be applied to trust 
levels as part of the scoring process. For example, only trust 
levels above a defined threshold value may be used to adjust 
points for a selected user. As another example, ranges of trust 
levels may be defined wherein a certain multiplier is used for 
any trust level falling within specified ranges. Furthermore, 
trustratings may result in lowering the score of a keyword or 
set of keywords. For example, if a target user rates a selected 
user below a certain level or with a negative rating, the points 
contributed by that user may be multiplied by a negative 
factor. These notions of thresholds and range-based adjust 
ments may be applied to trustratings but also to user partici 
pation modifiers or social network descriptors and corre 
sponding scoring adjustments as previously described. 
A further example of scoring adjusts keyword points based 

on relationship types. For example, social network service 46 
may provide definitions of different types of relationships, 
including, but not limited to: friend, co-worker, family, club/ 
organization member, and acquaintance. Different relation 
ship types between the target user and the selected user may 
result in different scaling of points for keywords derived from 
messages and/or content items associated with the selected 
user. For example, family relationships may be given a mul 
tiplier of “5”, friend relationships a multiplier of “4”, club/ 
organization relationships a multiplier of '3', and so on. In 
Some embodiments, multiple relationship types may be 
involved—for example, a target user may be linked to a 
selected user by a path including one or more intermediate 
users. The classification system may factor in the distance 
along the path, for instance, by using a multiplier Such as 
(relationship type modifier)/distance. In other embodiments, 
the type designators provided by users other than the target 
user may be ignored, or may result in a different Scaling 
factor. 

Another possible parameter for adjusting keyword points 
relates to the geographic origins of users and/or the messages 
and content items associated with Such users. Such parameter 
may be especially applicable when users communicate via 
systems outfitted with location-based services, such as GPS 
enabled mobile devices or other devices or systems, or when 
user client systems are linked directly or indirectly to systems 
that are enabled with location-based services such as but not 
limited to wireless access points or the like that are aware of 
their relative geographic location. Metadata associated with 
access points, communication links or distributed messages 
or content can include geographical identifiers. This enables 
keyword scores associated with a given message or content 
item to be adjusted based on the geographic location of its 
contributing user. For example, keyword scores may be 
increased or decreased for messages and content items 
received from users within certain predefined geographic 
areas (e.g., a 100-mile radius, a given quadrant area, a given 
state, county, city or other defined boundary area or areas). 
For example, in one embodiment keyword scores may be 
increased for messages and content received from users that 
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are geographically closer to a target user. In other embodi 
ments, keyword scores may be increased for messages and 
content received from less proximate users. It should also be 
appreciated that multiple different geographic areas may be 
defined to correspond to different possible multipliers. For 
example, messages and content associated with users in the 
same State as the target user (e.g., North Carolina) may be 
assigned a multiplier of “5”; if the messages and/or content 
are received from a user outside of NC but within the United 
States, a rating of “4” is assigned, if received from outside the 
U.S. a rating of '3' is used, etc. In other example, users within 
a 100-mile radius receive one rating, users within a 500-mile 
radius receive another rating, users within a 1000-mile radius 
receive a still further rating. Other variations of single or 
multiple mappings of geographic areas to scoring adjustment 
factors may be practiced in accordance with the disclosed 
technology. 

Another example of scoring adjusts keyword points based 
on considering the selected user's role or participation in the 
Social network. For example, social network data may be used 
to determine various measures of a selected user's centrality 
to or connectedness in a social network. For example, cen 
trality may be determined using principles of graph theory 
and network analysis. For example, eigenvector centrality 
may be used as part of determining centrality of a user. Key 
words from highly-connected users may be scored differently 
than keywords from less-connected users. For example, in a 
given Social network, Some users may be highly connected, 
Such as by having multiple links throughout the network. 
Other users may have only a few links. Adjustment factors 
may be used to change the relative contribution of Such 
users for instance, in some embodiments, it may be advan 
tageous to weigh the highly-connected users less heavily than 
the users with lower connectivity in order to gain a more 
balanced view of the social network. In other embodiments, 
contributed messages and/or content from less-connected 
users may be weighed more heavily. The specific mapping of 
user connectivity levels to the weight of messages or content 
received from a user can be defined in a variety of different 
fashions as desired, and should not be construed as a limita 
tion of the presently disclosed technology. 

In another example of scoring, the system adjusts keyword 
points based on considering the selected user's length of 
participation in the Social network. For example, keywords 
derived from messages and/or content associated with a 
selected user with greater longevity in a social network may 
be given greater weight than keywords derived from content 
associated with a newly-joined member. For instance, a key 
word's score may be multiplied by a durationadjustment Such 
as (days in Social network/365). As another alternative, par 
ticipation length may be used as a threshold: a selected user's 
messages and/or content will contribute keyword points only 
if the selected user has been participating in the Social net 
work for a long enough time. As a still further alternative, the 
system may select a multiplier based on a duration range. For 
example, points from selected users with duration less than 14 
days may be given a multiplier of "0.5”; points from selected 
users with a duration of 14-60 days may be given a multiplier 
of “1.0”; while points from selected user with a duration of 60 
days or more may be given a multiplier of “2.” Of course, 
combinations of set points, thresholds, and multipliers 
derived from duration are possible. 

Alternatively, the session profiling system may use circuit 
information to override the social network information. In 
this instance, a Social network “circuit is a Subset of users in 
a larger Social network that is representative of particular 
interactions. For example, FIG. 3a depicts a social network 
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schematic representation including a plurality of users. It may 
be useful to represent a specific subset of the users (repre 
sented by the circuitschematic of FIG.3b) in order to enhance 
user functionalities. In accordance with the exemplary circuit 
of FIG. 3b including a select group of users from the social 
network of FIG. 3a, namely Harry, Joe, Zeke, Matthew and 
Bob, such users are represented in a new relationship. For 
instance, Harry and Zeke are two levels between them in FIG. 
3a, but only one level in FIG. 3b. Similarly, Harry and Mat 
thew are separated by four levels in FIG. 3a, but only by two 
levels in FIG. 3b. The ultimate distance levels in the circuit 
representation of FIG.3b instead of the social network levels 
of FIG. 3a may be used in one embodiment to facilitate 
adjustment of message or content keyword scores based on 
the characterization of circuit user levels instead of social 
network user levels. Additional details on how to create a 
circuit such as that of FIG. 3b from a social network such as 
illustrated in FIG. 3a are provided in currently pending co 
owned U.S. patent application Ser. No. 1 1/526,955 entitled 
“Systems and Methods for Discovering, Creating and Man 
aging Social Network Circuits’, filed on Sep. 26, 2006, which 
is incorporated by reference herein in its entirety for all pur 
poses. 

Referring again to FIG.2, an additional step 28 in a process 
for computing session profiles includes a step of adjusting 
message and content item ratings based on classification 
parameters that are customized by a user. More particularly, 
users may have their own preferences to configure profile 
generation based on what that particular user deems is impor 
tant. For example, a user may equally value the input of 
family, friends, and club associations. Therefore, the subject 
session profiling technology may enable a user to control the 
evaluation through preference settings. The user can config 
ure settings such as time or distance limits for selecting which 
messages or content items to evaluate in the profiling process. 
Also, trust ranges and relationship type multipliers can be 
defined by a user for use in the steps of adjusting ratings based 
on user participation or Social network characterizations. 
Additionally, users may copy and share given preference 
settings defined for one or more users to other users in their 
Social network. In one embodiment, a user may select these 
customization features through a user interface similar to that 
illustrated in FIG. 1. 

In accordance with steps 22-28, respectively, of FIG. 2, an 
ultimate session profile may include a plurality of adjusted 
ratings for each message and/or content item in a selected 
group. The group of rated messages and content items may 
include all messages and content items shared during a ses 
sion or only a Subset of such messages. For instance consider 
the timeline representation of FIG. 4. In FIG.4, newly added 
messages are represented by blocks M1, M2, ..., M13 and 
newly shared content items are represented by blocks C1, C2, 
..., C7. It may be desirable in some embodiments to rate only 
messages and content items shared in a more recent time span 
since that data may often be more relevant in providing a 
real-time session Snapshot (i.e., a profile). For example, the 
profiling process may be defined to rate all messages in FIG. 
4 or alternatively only the more recently provided messages 
and content from time to on, or Some other time-defined 
window (e.g., the last two hours). The option of analyzing 
only a Subset of more recent data may be particularly useful in 
a very active conference in which computation costs could be 
high. In another embodiment, all messages and content items 
are analyzed, but more recent ones are afforded a higher 
rating. 

This aggregation of information collectively represents the 
session profile Snapshot at a given instance in time. Once the 
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profile is generated, additional steps may occuras indicated in 
step 30. For instance, the profile may be stored in a profile 
database located at the user's client system or at a server (as 
will be discussed further in more detail). Profiles may be 
stored in a database with all or only a portion of the data used 
to produce the profile (e.g., message and content identifica 
tions, keywords and scores, initial ratings, adjustment factors, 
etc.). As one option, the session profiling system may store 
profile differences relative to prior versions rather than com 
plete profiles to take advantage of the nature of conversations 
evolving over time. Since not every aspect of the conversa 
tion, shared content items and participating users will change 
every time a new session profile is computed, it may be less 
efficient to resave all such information. Storing differences 
may also enable a client application to provide users with the 
ability to time-shift to a previous time in a given session. This 
feature may be particularly useful to users that join a conver 
sation after it has already begun. The time shifted user can 
retrieve and utilize the session profile associated at that par 
ticular point in time. 

Another application of the generated session profiles is to 
recommend content items for sharing with a given user. The 
profiling system may compare available content items (e.g., 
all content items made available for sharing by users partici 
pating in a Social network communication session) and select 
a subset of the available items based on which ones have the 
highest adjusted rating obtained after performing the steps 
disclosed herein. This subset of recommended content may 
be provided to a user in the content display portion 18 in the 
user interface 10 of FIG. 1. Advertisements may also be 
selected by comparison of available ads to the session profile 
and provided to a user in the advertisement display portion 20 
of user interface 10. A still further application relates to con 
tent filtering where a given user's Social network system 
screens proposed content for sharing by another user based on 
the session profile. Only content items that are relevant to 
keywords or user preferences deemed significant in the ses 
sion profile will ultimately be provided to a user. New or 
Supplemental conversation topics can also be recommended 
to participating social network users. Still further additional 
users may be recommended to a client based on their potential 
interests relative to the session profile. A list of recommended 
users may be provided to a given user in one embodiment. In 
another embodiment, the profiling system can automatically 
send out invitations to Such potential users. 

It should be appreciated in accordance with the subject 
session profiling technology that it is preferred to obtain 
multiple session profiles in a real-time fashion Such that pro 
file characterizations can be periodically updated. In one 
embodiment, profile computation may be defined to occur in 
increments of a given time duration, for example, once every 
5 seconds, once every minute, hour, or other user-selected, 
system-selected or default defined time period. In another 
embodiment, the scheduling of session profile computations 
may depend on a recomputation rate that considers users 
and/or conference characteristics. For example, a popular 
conference having a relatively large number of users and 
amount of messages or shared content may have its confer 
ence profile recomputed more frequently than Smaller con 
ferences with less activity. Alternatively, the profiling system 
may favor certain users or conversation topics and so will 
recompute profiles more often for premium users or more 
relevant topics. 

Referring now to FIG. 5, additional entities and associated 
hardware and Software components that may be involved in 
the Subject session profiling system will now be discussed. 
Participating users in a social network are depicted as Social 
network conferencing clients 41. These client users 41 may 
generally correspond to the users Harry, Joe, Jane, James, etc. 
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in FIG.1. Their social network communication session (e.g., 
an instant messaging conference) may occur over a network 
43, such as the Internet. It should be appreciated that such 
network communications may also occur over alternative 
networks Such as a dial-in network, a local area network 
(LAN), wide area network (WAN), public switched tele 
phone network (PSTN), the Internet, intranet or Ethernet type 
networks and others over any combination of hard-wired or 
wireless communication links. 
The network 43 may also be coupled to a server 40, which 

may host one or more services such as but not limited to a 
content sharing service 42, a communication service 44, a 
social network service 46, and a session profile service 48. 
Session profile service 48 performs the profile functionality 
discussed in the present disclosure, and generally utilizes 
information that is obtained from the other services 42, 44 and 
46. It should be appreciated that although the profiling func 
tionality is illustrated as occurring in a server 40 separate 
from each client 41, the presently disclosed profiling meth 
odology may alternatively be performed by a profile applica 
tion provided at each client 41. In some embodiments, the 
profiling functionality may be shared between client and 
server nodes. 

Referring still to FIG. 5, session profile service 48 (and 
other services 42, 44 and 46) may be respectively imple 
mented by a dedicated server or any suitable number of physi 
cal and/or logical units. Session profile service 48 is capable 
of accessing profile store 50, which comprises any suitable 
arrangement of storage components, such as one or more 
databases maintained in a computer-readable medium. Store 
50 includes data defining one or more of the generated session 
profiles. 

Session profile service 48 is in communication with one or 
more social network systems 46, one or more content sharing 
systems 42, and one or more communication systems 44. 
Social network system 46 may include one or more systems 
providing Social network functionality. For example, a Social 
network system may include a plurality of servers, databases, 
and other components that allow users to define user profiles, 
characterize relationships, and interact with one another 
(such as via instant messaging, web pages, blog posts, etc.). 
Data representing the Social network structures, member rela 
tionships, and other data defining the Social network is main 
tained by store 52. Each social network system 46 may be 
implemented in a number of different ways, and so store 52 is 
meant to generally represent the various databases, map 
pings, and/or other representations of Social networks. Social 
network system 46 may represent any suitable type of system 
providing social network functionality. The underlying Social 
networks may be static in nature, Such as friend-of-a-friend 
networks, but alternatively or additionally may be dynamic, 
Such as Social networks based on ongoing communications 
activity. Social network system 46 may interact with various 
Social network members not actually participating in a given 
Social network communication session. 

Referring still to FIG. 5, a content sharing service 42 may 
comprise a peer-to-peer (P2P) file sharing system, a hybrid 
P2P system, a central server based system or the like that 
allows various clients to share digital files Such as photo 
graphs, audio files, and/or video files with one another. In 
Some embodiments, content sharing service 42 may be social 
network-aware, Such as a system that allows for controlled 
viral distribution of content based on social network consid 
erations such as distance between an originating user and a 
receiving user. In other embodiments, content sharing service 
42 may comprise a distribution system utilizing one or more 
centralized servers for distribution to content sharing clients 
(not shown in FIG. 5). 

Content sharing system 42 has access to content sharing 
metadata 54. For instance, content sharing metadata 54 may 
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comprise content sharing system metadata indicating distri 
bution histories, user preferences, and other information 
about the flow of content to clients in a content sharing system 
42. As was noted above with regard to Social network sys 
tems, multiple content sharing systems may be utilized in the 
present Subject matter. 

Referring still to FIG. 5, a communication system 44 may 
comprise a service that trackS various users and their live 
communication interactions. Such communication interac 
tions may occur via one or more different types of commu 
nication Such as but not limited to instant messaging, file or 
content sharing sessions, e-mail conversations, blog postings 
and comments, video and/or audio chat sessions, Voice over 
Internet Protocol (VoIP) sessions or other video, textual, and/ 
or audio connections, including telephone connections, and 
the like. More particularly, a first store of communicating 
users 56 includes a collection of social network clients that 
have participated in or are participating in a given communi 
cation session. Data store 58 includes a collection of the 
actual circuits or conversations. Circuits may correspond to a 
representation of communicating users, such as shown in 
FIG. 3b. Users in an active social network circuit may com 
prise all of the users in a potential Social network circuit of a 
Subset of users in a potential Social network. 

In some embodiments, some or all of the components 
illustrated in FIG.5 may be combined. For example, session 
profile service 48 may be included as part of a social network 
system. Furthermore, the Social network system may also 
provide content sharing functionality. As was noted above, 
Some content sharing systems are social-network-aware; in 
Some cases, the content sharing system, communication 
system and social networking system may be combined or 
interoperate independently of the session profile generation 
server(s) 48. Similarly, each of the data stores may comprise 
multiple physical or logical units and/or may be combined 
with one another. 

It is appreciated by persons skilled in the art that what has 
been particularly shown and described above is not meant to 
be limiting, but instead serves to show and teach various 
exemplary implementations of the present Subject matter. As 
set forth in the attached claims, the scope of the present 
invention includes both combinations and Sub-combinations 
of various features discussed herein, along with Such varia 
tions and modifications as would occur to a person of skill in 
the art. 
What is claimed: 
1. A computer implemented method for characterizing a 

communication session comprising: 
receiving messages and content items sent during a com 

munication session between a first user and a second 
user in a social network; 

analyzing keywords associated with the messages and 
metadata associated with the content items to determine 
an initial rating of the received messages and content 
items; 

adjusting the initial rating based on: 
a contribution level of the first user in the communication 

session; 
a consumption level of the content items; 
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an amount of time the first user has participated in the 

Social network; and 
a number of users that consumed at least a portion of a 

content item contributed by one of the first or second 
users; 

characterizing the communication session based on the 
adjusted initial rating. 

2. A computer implemented method for characterizing a 
communication session comprising: 

receiving messages and content items sent during a com 
munication session between a first user and a second 
user in a Social network; 

analyzing keywords associated with the messages and 
metadata associated with the content items to determine 
an initial rating of the received messages and content 
items; 

adjusting the initial rating based on: 
a contribution level of the first user in the communication 

session; 
a consumption level of the content items, wherein the con 

Sumption level is based on a number of users separate 
from the first user and the second user who have con 
Sumed the content items; and 

an amount of time the first user has participated in the 
Social network; 

characterizing the communication session based on the 
adjusted initial rating. 

3. A computer implemented method for characterizing a 
communication session comprising: 

receiving messages and content items sent during a com 
munication session between a first user and a second 
user in a Social network; 

analyzing keywords associated with the messages and 
metadata associated with the content items: 

determining frequency of occurrence of both the keywords 
and the metadata associated with the content items, 
where analyzing the keywords and the metadata and 
determining the frequency of occurrence of both the 
keywords and the metadata are used to determine an 
initial rating of the received messages and content items; 

adjusting the initial rating based on: 
a contribution level of the first user in the communication 

session; 
a consumption level of the content items by third party 

users, where greater consumption of the content items 
increases the initial rating and lower consumption of the 
content decreases the initial rating: 

an amount of time the first user has participated in the 
Social network; 

a participation factor of either the first user or the second 
user who contributed the messages or content items 
where the participation factor is calculated based on the 
number of messages sent by either the first user or the 
second user; 

a social network distance between the first user and the 
second user; and 

characterizing the communication session based on the 
adjusted initial rating. 
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