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There is provided an information processing appa-
ratus including: an acquiring unit that acquires informa-
tion regarding an event performed on online information

by a user and history information of the user registered
in a P2P database; and an evaluating unit that evaluates
reliability of the online information on the basis of the
information regarding the event and the history informa-
tion.
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Description

TECHNICAL FIELD

[0001] The present disclosure relates to an information
processing apparatus, an information processing meth-
od, and a program.

BACKGROUND ART

[0002] In recent years, a service that uses a peer-to-
peer database including blockchain data disclosed in
Non-Patent Document 1 has been actively developed.
Examples of such a service can include Bitcoin of Non-
Patent Document 2, and the like, which uses blockchain
data for exchange of a virtual currency. In the service
that uses the peer-to-peer database including the block-
chain data, it is possible to prevent tampering and the
like of information managed in the peer-to-peer database
to secure authenticity of the information.
[0003] Now, here, when considering media that dis-
close various types of information, the number of users
of social media including a social networking service
(SNS) has continuously increased with the increase in
the number of Internet users. As a result, the social media
have functioned as one of main means when the users
access the various types of information. In the social me-
dia, the users can easily perform various events such as
disclosure, sharing, evaluation, or the like, of arbitrary
information.

CITATION LIST

NON-PATENT DOCUMENT

[0004]

Non-Patent Document 1: Melanie Swan, "Block-
chain", (U.S.), O’Reilly Media, January 22, 2015
Non-Patent Document 2: Andreas M. Antonopoulos,
"Mastering Bitcoin", (U.S.), O’Reilly Media, Decem-
ber 1, 2014 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

PROBLEMS TO BE SOLVED BY THE INVENTION

[0005] However, due to the ease, there was a case
where information having low reliability is disclosed on
the social media. For example, there was a case where
papers that are rarely peer-reviewed are disclosed on
the social media by research journal publishers, and the
like. It is not easy for the users to decide authenticity of
the disclosed information.
[0006] Therefore, the present disclosure has been
made in view of the problems described above, and an
object of the present disclosure is to provide a new and
improved information processing apparatus, information

processing method, and program capable of appropri-
ately evaluating reliability of information disclosed online
(hereinafter, also referred to as "online information").

SOLUTIONS TO PROBLEMS

[0007] According to the present disclosure, there is
provided an information processing apparatus including:
an acquiring unit that acquires information regarding an
event performed on online information by a user and his-
tory information of the user registered in a P2P database;
and an evaluating unit that evaluates reliability of the on-
line information on the basis of the information regarding
the event and the history information.
[0008] Furthermore, according to the present disclo-
sure, there is provided an information processing method
executed by a computer, including: acquiring information
regarding an event performed on online information by
a user and history information of the user registered in a
P2P database; and evaluating reliability of the online in-
formation on the basis of the information regarding the
event and the history information.
[0009] Furthermore, according to the present disclo-
sure, there is provided a program for causing a computer
to realize: acquiring information regarding an event per-
formed on online information by a user and history infor-
mation of the user registered in a P2P database; and
evaluating reliability of the online information on the basis
of the information regarding the event and the history
information.

EFFECTS OF THE INVENTION

[0010] As described above, according to the present
disclosure, it is possible to more appropriately evaluate
the reliability of the online information.
[0011] Note that the effect described above is not nec-
essarily restrictive, and any effect set forth in the present
specification or other effects that can be grasped from
the present specification may be accomplished together
with or instead of the effect described above.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF DRAWINGS

[0012]

Fig. 1 is a diagram illustrating an overview of block-
chain data, which is a kind of peer-to-peer database.
Fig. 2 is a diagram illustrating an overview of block-
chain data, which is a kind of peer-to-peer database.
Fig. 3 is a diagram illustrating an overview of block-
chain data, which is a kind of peer-to-peer database.
Fig. 4 is a diagram illustrating a configuration exam-
ple of an information processing system according
to the present embodiment.
Fig. 5 is a diagram illustrating a specific example of
calculation processing and update processing of a
validity reliability value by an information providing
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apparatus 100 according to the present embodi-
ment.
Fig. 6 is a block diagram showing a functional con-
figuration example of the information providing ap-
paratus 100 according to the present embodiment.
Fig. 7 is a block diagram showing a functional con-
figuration example of a node apparatus 200 accord-
ing to the present embodiment.
Fig. 8 is a block diagram showing a functional con-
figuration example of a user apparatus 300 accord-
ing to the present embodiment.
Fig. 9 is a flowchart showing an example of a flow
of update processing of a validity reliability value.
Fig. 10 is a flowchart showing an example of a flow
of update processing of a validity reliability value.
Fig. 11 is a flowchart showing an example of a flow
of provision processing of online information.
Fig. 12 is a block diagram showing an example of a
hardware configuration of an information processing
apparatus 900 that realizes the information providing
apparatus 100, the node apparatus 200, or the user
apparatus 300 according to the present embodi-
ment.

MODE FOR CARRYING OUT THE INVENTION

[0013] Hereinafter, preferred embodiments of the
present disclosure will be described in detail with refer-
ence to the accompanying drawings. Note that, in the
present specification and the drawings, components hav-
ing substantially the same functional configuration will be
denoted by the same reference numerals and an over-
lapping description will be omitted.
[0014] Note that a description will be given in the fol-
lowing order.

1. Overview of peer-to-peer database
2. Embodiment
2.1. Overview
2.2. System configuration example
2.3. Functional configuration example of information
providing apparatus 100
2.4. Functional configuration example of node appa-
ratus 200
2.5. Functional configuration example of user appa-
ratus 300
2.6. Flow of processing
3. Modification
3.1. Request of feedback from user
3.2. Coping with change in evaluation
3.3. Update of validity reliability value by P2P data-
base program 222
4. Hardware configuration example
5. Summary

<1. Overview of peer-to-peer database>

[0015] Before describing an embodiment of the

present disclosure, an overview of a peer-to-peer data-
base will be first described.
[0016] In an information processing system according
to the present embodiment, a distributed peer-to-peer
database distributed in a peer-to-peer network is used.
Note that the peer-to-peer network may be called a peer-
to-peer distributed file system. Hereinafter, the peer-to-
peer network may be referred to as a "P2P network", and
the peer-to-peer database may be referred to as a "P2P
database". As an example of the P2P database, block-
chain data distributed in the P2P network may be used.
Therefore, first, an overview of a blockchain system will
be described as an example.
[0017] As shown in Fig. 1, blockchain data is data in-
cluding a plurality of blocks connected to each other as
if the plurality of blocks was a chain. In each block, one
or two or more target data can be stored as a transaction.
[0018] Examples of the blockchain data can include
blockchain data used for exchange of data of a virtual
currency such as Bitcoin and the like. The blockchain
data used for exchange of the data of the virtual currency
includes, for example, a hash of the immediately preced-
ing block and a value called nonce. The hash of the im-
mediately preceding block is information used to judge
whether or not a block is a "correct block" that is correctly
connected to the immediately preceding block. The
nonce is information used in order to prevent spoofing in
authentication using the hash, and tampering is prevent-
ed by using the nonce. Examples of the nonce can in-
clude a character string, a numeric string, data indicating
a combination of the character string and the numeric
string, or the like.
[0019] Furthermore, in the blockchain data, an elec-
tronic signature using an encryption key is given to data
of each transaction to prevent spoofing. Furthermore, the
data of each transaction is disclosed and shared through-
out the P2P network. Note that the data of each transac-
tion may be encrypted using the encryption key.
[0020] Fig. 2 is a diagram showing a state in which
target data is registered by user A in the blockchain sys-
tem. User A electronically signs the target data to be reg-
istered in the blockchain data using private key of user
A. Then, user A broadcasts a transaction including the
electronically signed target data on the P2P network.
Therefore, it is secured that an owner of the target data
is user A.
[0021] Fig. 3 is a diagram showing a state in which the
target data is transferred from user A to user B in the
blockchain system. User A performs an electronic signa-
ture using the private key of user A in the transaction,
and includes a public key of user B in the transaction.
Therefore, it is indicated that the target data has been
transferred from user A to user B. Furthermore, user B
may acquire a public key of user A from user A to acquire
the electronically signed or encrypted target data, in the
transaction of the target data.
[0022] Furthermore, in the blockchain system, for ex-
ample, by using sidechain technology, it is possible to
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include other target data different from a virtual currency
in blockchain data used for exchange of data of an ex-
isting virtual currency, such as blockchain data of Bitcoin,
and the like.

<2. Embodiment>

[0023] The overview of the peer-to-peer database has
been described hereinabove. Next, an embodiment of
the present disclosure will be described.

(2.1. Overview)

[0024] First, an overview of an embodiment of the
present disclosure will be described.
[0025] As described above, with the increase in the
number of Internet users, the number of users of social
media including an SNS has continuously increased,
such that the social media have functioned as one of
main means when the users access various types of in-
formation. For example, recent research has shown that
44% of Americans are acquiring news information using
Facebook (registered trademark) and the social media
is replacing television broadcasting, particularly, in a
case of younger users (for example, 18 to 24-years-old
users).
[0026] In the social media, the users can easily dis-
close information, but false information is also disclosed
without being restricted. For example, there is a case
where papers that are rarely peer-reviewed are disclosed
on the social media by research journal publishers, and
the like. It is not easy for the user to decide authenticity
of disclosed online information.
[0027] Furthermore, the users tend to acquire or share
only information that matches their beliefs or opinions.
As described above, when the information acquired or
shared by the users is biased, a specific viewpoint, ide-
ology, idea, or the like, is selectively supported, and other
viewpoints and the like are excluded. Therefore, an op-
portunity for the users to learn or think about conflicting
viewpoints and the like is limited.
[0028] In a case where information provided to the user
is controlled on the basis of a browsing history of the user
and the like, this influence becomes larger. For example,
as the user continuously browses the provided informa-
tion by the browsing history and the like or agrees with
the information, the bias of the provided information be-
comes larger. At this time, in a case where an error is
contained in the provided information or a misleading ex-
pression that causes a misunderstanding is contained in
the provided information, the user may have wrong rec-
ognition, which is a problem.
[0029] The present disclosers have invented the
present disclosure in view of the circumstance described
above. An information processing system according to
the present disclosure can more appropriately evaluate
reliability of online information. Then, the information
processing system according to the present disclosure

can control provision of the online information on the ba-
sis of the reliability. Therefore, the information processing
system according to the present disclosure can prevent
online information having low reliability from being pro-
vided to the user (or can provide information regarding
the reliability of the online information to the user), and
thus, can further enhance a learning effect.

(2.2. System configuration example)

[0030] The overview of the present embodiment has
been described hereinabove. Next, a configuration ex-
ample of an information processing system according to
the present embodiment will be described with reference
to Fig. 4.
[0031] As shown in Fig. 4, the information processing
system according to the present embodiment includes
an information providing apparatus 100, a plurality of
node apparatuses 200 (node apparatuses 200a to 200d
in Fig. 4), and a user apparatus 300. Furthermore, the
plurality of node apparatuses 200 is each connected to
a P2P network 400. Moreover, the information providing
apparatus 100 and the node apparatus 200a are con-
nected to each other by a network 500a, and the infor-
mation providing apparatus 100 and the user apparatus
300 are connected to each other by a network 500b. Note
that a configuration of the information processing system
according to the present embodiment is not limited to a
configuration of Fig. 4. For example, the number of ap-
paratuses constituting the information processing sys-
tem may be changed as appropriate. Furthermore, the
information providing apparatus 100 may be connected
to the node apparatus 200 other than the node apparatus
200a.

(Information providing apparatus 100)

[0032] The information providing apparatus 100 is an
information processing apparatus that provides online in-
formation to a user. For example, the information provid-
ing apparatus 100 is an apparatus that provides SNS,
and may provide the online information to the user by
arranging the online information on an SNS site disclosed
on the Internet. Note that the information providing ap-
paratus 100 may provide information arranged on a net-
work other than the Internet. For example, the information
providing apparatus 100 may provide information ar-
ranged on the intranet. Here, the online information can
be an arbitrary document, an arbitrary article, an arbitrary
post, or the like, but is not limited thereto.
[0033] Furthermore, the information providing appara-
tus 100 is also an information processing apparatus that
performs various events on the online information on the
basis of input from the user apparatus 300. Here, the
event includes sharing of the online information, perform-
ance of "Like!" on Facebook (registered trademark), per-
formance of "+1" on Google+ (registered trademark), per-
formance of "retweet" on Twitter (registered trademark),
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performance of "good/bad evaluation", performance of
"useful/not useful", performance of "5-level evaluation",
contribution of a comment to the online information, reg-
istration of the online information in a "bookmark", or the
like. Note that the event is not limited to those described
above, and may be any processing event performed on
the online information. For example, the event may in-
clude arranging arbitrary information on an arbitrary net-
work.
[0034] Then, the information providing apparatus 100
evaluates reliability of online information on the basis of
information regarding the various events (hereinafter, re-
ferred to as "event information") and history information
of a user who has performed the event, which is stored
in the P2P database.
[0035] More specifically, a node apparatus 200 as de-
scribed later holds the P2P database, and various history
information of the user is stored in the P2P database.
The history information includes, for example, learning
history information, job history information, behavior his-
tory information, purchase history information, or the like,
but is not limited thereto. The information providing ap-
paratus 100 acquires the history information of the user
who has performed the event from the node apparatus
200, evaluates a familiarity of the user with the online
information on which the event has been performed, on
the basis of the history information, and performs weight-
ing. For example, in a case where an event for sharing
online information regarding architecture is performed
and it is proven on the basis of the learning history infor-
mation that the user who has performed the event has
majored in architecture, the information providing appa-
ratus 100 decides that a familiarity of the user with the
online information is high, and performs weighting ac-
cording to the familiarity.
[0036] Moreover, the node apparatus 200 calculates
a validity evaluation value on the basis of the event in-
formation. Here, the validity evaluation value is a value
obtained by digitizing reliability of the online information
on the basis of the event information (in other words, a
value before the weighting of the user is applied). More
specifically, in a case where an event indicating the reli-
ability of the online information is performed (for example,
in a case where "Like!" is performed on the online infor-
mation, and the like), the validity evaluation value be-
comes a higher value, and in a case where an event
indicating lack of the reliability of the online information
is performed (for example, in a case where "bad evalu-
ation" is performed on the online information, and the
like), the validity evaluation value becomes a lower value.
[0037] Then, the information providing apparatus 100
evaluates the reliability of the online information on which
the event has been performed on the basis of the weight-
ing of the user and the validity evaluation value. More
specifically, the information providing apparatus 100 per-
forms predetermined calculation using the weighting of
the user and the validity evaluation value to calculate a
validity reliability value, which is a value obtained by dig-

itizing the reliability of the online information. For exam-
ple, the information providing apparatus 100 outputs the
validity reliability value represented by a scale of -1 to
+1. In this case, -1 indicates that the reliability of the online
information is the lowest, and can be calculated, for ex-
ample, in a case where a user having a high familiarity
has consistently evaluated that the reliability of the online
information is low. On the other hand, +1 indicates that
the reliability of the online information is the highest, and
can be calculated, for example, in a case where the user
having the high familiarity has consistently evaluated that
the reliability of the online information is high. Further-
more, 0 indicates that evaluation that the online informa-
tion is reliable and evaluation that the online information
is not reliable are in conflict with each other.
[0038] Here, in a case where the number of times
(hereinafter, referred to as "the number of times of the
event") by which the event is performed on certain online
information is smaller than a predetermined value, there
is a possibility that accuracy of the validity reliability value
will be low because the number of samples is small.
Therefore, in a case where the number of times of the
event is smaller than the predetermined value, the infor-
mation providing apparatus 100 may set the validity re-
liability value to 0. Therefore, the information providing
apparatus 100 can avoid performing various types of
processing on the basis of the validity reliability value
having the low accuracy. Note that a calculation content
of the validity reliability value is not particularly limited.
[0039] Moreover, the information providing apparatus
100 controls registration of the calculated validity relia-
bility value in the P2P database. More specifically, the
information providing apparatus 100 requests the node
apparatus 200 to register the validity reliability value in
the P2P database. By registering the validity reliability
value in the P2P database, authenticity of the validity
reliability value is secured.
[0040] Then, thereafter, in a case where a new event
is performed on the same online information, the infor-
mation providing apparatus 100 acquires the validity re-
liability value of the online information stored in the P2P
database, and updates the validity reliability value. In oth-
er words, in a case where a plurality of users performs
an event on the same online information, the information
providing apparatus 100 updates the validity reliability
value every time the plurality of users performs the event.
Therefore, as the number of users who have performed
an event on certain online information increases, accu-
racy of the validity reliability value of the online informa-
tion is improved. A method of updating the validity relia-
bility value is not particularly limited. For example, the
information providing apparatus 100 may update the va-
lidity reliability value by calculating a validity reliability
value corresponding to the new event by the method de-
scribed above and calculating an average value of the
validity reliability values using the newly calculated va-
lidity reliability value and the validity reliability value
stored in the P2P database.
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[0041] Here, a specific example of calculation process-
ing and update processing of the validity reliability value
by the information providing apparatus 100 will be de-
scribed with reference to Fig. 5. For example, in step
S1000, it is assumed that user A has performed event A
for sharing online information with user B. In step S1004,
the information providing apparatus 100 acquires history
information of user A registered in the P2P database from
the node apparatus 200, evaluates a familiarity of user
A with the online information on the basis of the history
information, and performs weighting. In step S1008, the
information providing apparatus 100 calculates a validity
evaluation value on the basis of event information. In step
S1012, the information providing apparatus 100 calcu-
lates a validity reliability value using the weighting of user
A and the validity evaluation value. Thereafter, the valid-
ity reliability value is registered in the P2P database.
[0042] In step S1016, it is assumed that user B has
performed event B for adding a comment to the online
information shared by user A and sharing the online in-
formation with user C. In step S1020, the information
providing apparatus 100 acquires history information of
user B registered in the P2P database from the node
apparatus 200, evaluates a familiarity of user B with the
online information on the basis of the history information,
and performs weighting. In step S1024, the information
providing apparatus 100 calculates a validity evaluation
value on the basis of event information. In step S1032,
the information providing apparatus 100 acquires the va-
lidity reliability value registered in the P2P database, and
updates the validity reliability value using the weighting
of user B and the validity evaluation value. Thereafter,
the updated validity reliability value is registered in the
P2P database.
[0043] Then, the information providing apparatus 100
controls provision of the online information on the basis
of the validity reliability value. For example, in a case
where the user performs an operation of requesting the
online information using the user apparatus 300 (for ex-
ample, in a case where the user designates an arbitrary
uniform resource locator (URL)), the information provid-
ing apparatus 100 requests the node apparatus 200 to
transmit the validity reliability value of the online informa-
tion. Then, the information providing apparatus 100 con-
trols provision of the online information on the basis of
the validity reliability value acquired from the P2P data-
base. For example, the information providing apparatus
100 may not provide online information in which validity
reliability value is smaller than a predetermined value to
the user (for example, the information providing appara-
tus 100 may not display the online information). There-
fore, acquisition of the online information having low re-
liability by the user is avoided. Furthermore, the informa-
tion providing apparatus 100 may provide not only the
online information but also the validity reliability value by
associating the validity reliability value with the online
information (for example, the information providing ap-
paratus 100 may display not only the online information

but also the validity reliability value). Therefore, when the
user acquires the online information, it is possible to rec-
ognize a level of the reliability of the online information.
[0044] Note that a kind of the information providing ap-
paratus 100 is not particularly limited. For example, the
information providing apparatus 100 may be an arbitrary
apparatus such as a general-purpose computer, a per-
sonal computer (PC), a tablet PC, and the like.

(Node apparatus 200)

[0045] The node apparatus 200 is an information
processing apparatus that is connected to the P2P net-
work 400 and holds the P2P database. As described
above, various history information of the user is regis-
tered in the P2P database. The history information in-
cludes, for example, learning history information such as
a learning achievement record (for example, a record
regarding an examination result, an acquired credit, an
acquired qualification, or the like) of the user, an activity
record (for example, a record regarding a club activity, a
student council activity, an attendance situation, or the
like) of the user, and the like, registered by each educa-
tional institution (for example, a nursery school, a kinder-
garten, an elementary school, a junior high school, a high
school, a university, a graduate school, a cram school,
a preparatory school, a qualification school, or the like).
Furthermore, the history information includes job history
information (for example, an industry name, a company
name, a job content, a job start date, a job end date, an
official position, or the like), behavior history information
(for example, a behavior content, a behavior date and
time, a behavior place, a behavior frequency, or the like)
(event information is also included in the behavior history
information), or purchase history information (for exam-
ple, an article name, an amount of money, a purchase
date, or the like).
[0046] Furthermore, the online information on which
the event has been performed or the validity reliability
value of the online information is also registered in the
P2P database. Note that the information registered in the
P2P database is not limited to those described above.
For example, the validity evaluation value or the weight-
ing of the user used for calculating the validity reliability
value may be registered in the P2P database. These
pieces of information are registered in the P2P database
to secure authenticity.
[0047] Then, the node apparatus 200 performs acqui-
sition of information from the P2P database and regis-
tration of information in the P2P database. With respect
to the acquisition of the information, the node apparatus
200 acquires the history information of the user and the
validity reliability value at that point in time from the P2P
database at the time of updating the validity reliability
value, and provides the acquired history information and
validity reliability value to the information providing ap-
paratus 100. Furthermore, in a case where the informa-
tion providing apparatus 100 requests the online infor-
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mation from the user, the node apparatus 200 acquires
the validity reliability value at that point in time from the
P2P database and provides the acquired validity reliabil-
ity value to the information providing apparatus 100. Note
that a case where the node apparatus 200 acquires the
information from the P2P database is not limited to those
described above.
[0048] With respect to the registration of the informa-
tion, the node apparatus 200 registers the validity relia-
bility value and the like calculated and updated by the
information providing apparatus 100 in the P2P data-
base. Furthermore, in a case where new history informa-
tion of the user is provided, the node apparatus 200 reg-
isters the new history information in the P2P database.
Note that a case where the node apparatus 200 registers
the information in the P2P database is not limited to those
described above.
[0049] Note that the node apparatus 200 basically uses
a predetermined program (hereinafter, referred to as a
"P2P database program") provided in the P2P database
and executed on the P2P database, in a case where the
node apparatus 200 acquires the information from the
P2P database, in a case where the node apparatus 200
registers the information in the P2P database, and the
like. By using the P2P database program, for example,
various types of processing other than a transaction of a
virtual currency such as Bitcoin and the like is realized
according to a predetermined rule. By providing the P2P
database program in the P2P database, a risk that the
P2P database program will be illegally altered is reduced.
[0050] The P2P database program is a chain code in
Hyperledger, but is not limited thereto. For example, the
P2P database program may refer to a smart contract.
Note that the node apparatus 200 may realize the acqui-
sition of the information from the P2P database and the
registration of the information in the P2P database, using
a program other than the P2P database program as ap-
propriate. Furthermore, similarly to the information pro-
viding apparatus 100, a kind of the node apparatus 200
is not particularly limited.
[0051] Furthermore, an example in which the plurality
of node apparatuses 200 has the same function has been
described in the present embodiment, but each node ap-
paratus 200 may have different functions. For example,
a node apparatus 200 (for example, an endorsing peer
and the like) endorsing the registration of the information
in the P2P database, a node apparatus 200 (for example,
an ordering peer and the like) ordering each node appa-
ratus 200 to perform registration after the endorsement,
and a node apparatus 200 (for example, a committing
peer and the like) registering the information in the P2P
database may be provided.

(P2P network 400)

[0052] The P2P network 400 is a network in which the
P2P database is distributed. As described above, by con-
necting each node apparatus 200 to the P2P network

400, it is possible to update the P2P database while main-
taining consistency with the P2P database held by the
other node apparatuses 200.
[0053] Note that a kind of the P2P network 400 is not
particularly limited. For example, the P2P network 400
may be any one of a consortium type operated by a plu-
rality of organizations, a private type operated by a single
organization, or a public type that does not specifically
limit participants.
[0054] Note that a communication manner, a kind of
line, and the like, used for the P2P network 400 are not
particularly limited. For example, the P2P network 400
may be realized by a dedicated line network such as an
Internet protocol-virtual private network (IP-VPN) and the
like. Furthermore, the P2P network 400 may be realized
by a public line network such as the Internet, a telephone
line network, a satellite communication network, and the
like, various local area networks (LANs) including Ether-
net (registered trademark), a wide area network (WAN),
and the like. Moreover, the P2P network 400 may be
realized by a wireless communication network such as
Wi-Fi (registered trademark), Bluetooth (registered
trademark), and the like.

(User apparatus 300)

[0055] The user apparatus 300 is an apparatus that is
used when the user performs an event on the online in-
formation. More specifically, the user can perform input
for performing an event such as sharing and the like on
the online information by operating the user apparatus
300. The user apparatus 300 realizes the event by gen-
erating operation information on the basis of the input
from the user and providing the operation information to
the information providing apparatus 100.
[0056] Furthermore, the user apparatus 300 is an ap-
paratus that receives the online information provided
from the information providing apparatus 100. For exam-
ple, the user apparatus 300 receives the online informa-
tion arranged on an SNS site disclosed on the Internet,
provided from the information providing apparatus 100.
The user can acquire desired online information by gen-
erating provision request information for requesting pro-
vision of the online information by operating the user ap-
paratus 300 and transmitting the provision request infor-
mation to the information providing apparatus 100. Note
that, similarly to the information providing apparatus 100,
a kind of the user apparatus 300 is not particularly limited.
[0057] Here, the user who uses the user apparatus 300
includes a person who performs the event on the online
information or a person who receives the online informa-
tion. Furthermore, the user is not limited to an individual.
For example, the user includes an arbitrary organization
or an arbitrary association (for example, a company, an
association, a circle, and the like). The user is given an
ID as identification information, and information regard-
ing the user is managed in the P2P database.
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(Network 500)

[0058] A network 500 is a network that connects the
node apparatus 200 and the information providing appa-
ratus 100 to each other and connects the information
providing apparatus 100 and the user apparatus 300 to
each other. Note that, similarly to the P2P network 400,
a communication manner, a kind of line, and the like,
used for the network 500 are not particularly limited.
[0059] The configuration example of the information
processing system according to the present embodiment
has been described hereinabove. Note that the configu-
ration described above with reference to Fig. 4 is only an
example, and a configuration of the information process-
ing system according to the present embodiment is not
limited to such an example. For example, some of the
functions of the information providing apparatus 100 may
be provided in the node apparatus 200 or the user ap-
paratus 300. For example, software (for example, a WEB
application and the like in which a predetermined appli-
cation programming interface (API) is used) that provides
some of the functions of the information providing appa-
ratus 100 may be executed on the node apparatus 200
or the user apparatus 300. Furthermore, some of the
functions of the node apparatus 200 may be provided in
the information providing apparatus 100 or the user ap-
paratus 300. In other words, the information providing
apparatus 100 or the user apparatus 300 may participate
in the P2P network 400 to hold the P2P database. The
configuration of the information processing system ac-
cording to the present embodiment can be flexibly mod-
ified according to specifications and operations.

(2.3. Functional configuration example of information 
providing apparatus 100)

[0060] The configuration example of the information
processing system according to the present embodiment
has been described hereinabove. Next, a functional con-
figuration example of the information providing apparatus
100 will be described with reference to Fig. 6.
[0061] As shown in Fig. 6, the information providing
apparatus 100 includes a control unit 110, a storage unit
120, and a communication unit 130. Furthermore, the
control unit 110 includes an acquiring unit 111, an eval-
uating unit 112, a registration control unit 113, and a pro-
vision control unit 114, and the evaluating unit 112 in-
cludes a user weighting calculating unit 112a, and a va-
lidity evaluation value calculating unit 112b, and a validity
reliability value calculating unit 112c.

(Control unit 110)

[0062] The control unit 110 is a functional configuration
that comprehensively controls general processing per-
formed by the information providing apparatus 100. For
example, the control unit 110 can control start or stop of
each configuration or can control an output unit (not

shown) and the like such as a display, a speaker, or the
like by generating a control signal. Note that a control
content of the control unit 110 is not limited to those de-
scribed above. For example, the control unit 110 may
control processing generally performed in various serv-
ers, general-purpose computers, PCs, tablet PCs, and
the like.

(Acquiring unit 111)

[0063] The acquiring unit 111 is a functional configu-
ration that acquires various types of information. For ex-
ample, in a case where the user performs an arbitrary
event by operating the user apparatus 300, the acquiring
unit 111 detects that the event has been performed, and
decides whether or not the event is an event for online
information. Then, in a case where the event is the event
for the online information, the acquiring unit 111 acquires
event information.
[0064] Here, the event information includes an ID ca-
pable of identifying the online information on which the
event has been performed, a content (for example, shar-
ing of the online information, performance of "Like!" on
Facebook (registered trademark), performance of "+1"
on Google+ (registered trademark), performance of
"retweet" on Twitter (registered trademark), performance
of "good/bad evaluation", performance of "useful/not
useful", performance of "5-level evaluation", contribution
of a comment to the online information, registration of
the online information in a "bookmark", or the like) of the
event, a date and time when the event has been per-
formed, an ID capable of identifying the user who has
performed the event, an ID capable of identifying the user
apparatus 300 that has been used, or the like, but is not
limited thereto. Furthermore, in a case where the user
adds some information, such as the contribution of the
comment to the online information, and the like, the add-
ed information (for example, the comment and the like)
itself may also be included in the event information.
[0065] Furthermore, the acquiring unit 111 may detect
that the user has determined that the user is not to per-
form the event even though the user could perform the
event on the online information, and acquire information
(hereinafter, referred to as "non-performed event infor-
mation". Furthermore, the event itself that has not been
performed is referred to as a "non-performed event") re-
garding the event that has not been performed. For ex-
ample, in a case where the user has not performed the
event such as sharing and the like when he/she has
browsed the online information, the acquiring unit 111
may assume that the user has determined that he/she is
not to perform the event on the online information, and
acquire the non-performed event information. Here, the
non-performed event information includes an ID capable
of identifying the online information on which the event
has not been performed, a content of an event that could
be performed but has not be performed, a date and time
when the user has determined that the user is not to
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perform the event (for example, a date and time when a
display screen of the online information has been closed),
an ID capable of identifying a user who has not performed
the event, an ID capable of identifying the user apparatus
300 that has been used, or the like, but is not limited
thereto. Note that the acquiring unit 111 adds tag infor-
mation for distinguishing the event information from the
non-performed event information to the event information
or the non-performed event information. The non-per-
formed event information can also be used to evaluate
the reliability of the online information.
[0066] Furthermore, at the time of updating the validity
reliability value, the acquiring unit 111 acquires the his-
tory information of the user and the validity reliability value
at that point in time. More specifically, the acquiring unit
111 acquires the history information of the user and the
validity reliability value at that point in time by generating
acquisition request information for requesting acquisition
of the history information and the validity reliability value
at that point in time which are stored in the P2P database
and transmitting the acquisition request information to
the node apparatus 200. At this time, the acquiring unit
111 designates the history information using an ID of the
user included in the event information, and designates
the validity reliability value at that point in time using an
ID of the online information included in the event infor-
mation.
[0067] Furthermore, in a case where the provision of
the online information is requested by the user (for ex-
ample, in a case where the user desires to browse the
online information, and the like), the acquiring unit 111
acquires the validity reliability value of the online infor-
mation. More specifically, the acquiring unit 111 acquires
the validity reliability value by generating acquisition re-
quest information for requesting acquisition of the validity
reliability value stored in the P2P database and transmit-
ting the acquisition request information to the node ap-
paratus 200. Note that the information acquired by the
acquiring unit 111 is not limited to those described above.

(Evaluating unit 112)

[0068] As described above, the evaluating unit 112 is
a functional configuration that includes the user weighting
calculating unit 112a, the validity evaluation value calcu-
lating unit 112b, and the validity reliability value calculat-
ing unit 112c and evaluates reliability of the online infor-
mation by using each of these functional configurations.

(User weighting calculating unit 112a)

[0069] The user weighting calculating unit 112a is a
functional configuration that evaluates a familiarity of the
user with the online information on which the event was
performed on the basis of the history information of the
user and performs the weighting of the user. The user
weighting calculating unit 112a can evaluate the famili-
arity of the user with the online information by various

methods and perform the weighting of the user.
[0070] More specifically, first, the user weighting cal-
culating unit 112a decides a topic of the online informa-
tion by analyzing the online information. Here, the topic
refers to a topic or a theme included in the online infor-
mation, and includes an arbitrary thing. For example, the
topic includes a subject name (for example, mathemat-
ics, science, history, or the like), a news category name
(for example, politics, economy, sports, entertainment,
or the like), an industry name (for example, manufactur-
ing industry, architecture, beauty, services, or the like),
a name of a tangible object, a name of an intangible ob-
ject, or the like. A method of deciding the topic is not
particularly limited. For example, the user weighting cal-
culating unit 112a extracts a plurality of keywords includ-
ed in the online information by analyzing the online infor-
mation. Then, the user weighting calculating unit 112a
may decide the topic of the online information by per-
forming matching between a keyword group related to
various topics, which is prepared in advance, and the
keywords extracted from the online information, and
searching for a topic having the largest number of com-
mon keywords.
[0071] Then, the user weighting calculating unit 112a
performs the weighting on the basis of a degree of asso-
ciation between the topic of the online information and
the history information of the user. For example, the user
weighting calculating unit 112a extracts a plurality of key-
words included in the history information by analyzing
the history information. Then, the user weighting calcu-
lating unit 112a may obtain a degree of association be-
tween the keyword group of the topic and the keywords
extracted from the history information by performing
matching between the keyword group of the topic and
the keywords extracted from the history information, and
may perform the weighting in which the degree of asso-
ciation is reflected. For example, in a case where the
topic of the online information is architecture and a de-
gree of association between a keyword group of the ar-
chitecture and the keywords extracted from the history
information is high, the user weighting calculating unit
112a decides that the familiarity of the user with the online
information is high, and performs the weighting according
to the familiarity.
[0072] Note that the keyword once extracted from the
history information may be stored in the P2P database
in association with the history information. Therefore, the
user weighting calculating unit 112a can thereafter ex-
tract the keyword without analyzing the history informa-
tion.
[0073] Furthermore, the user weighting calculating unit
112a may perform the weighting on the basis of a quantity
and a quality of knowledge of the user about the topic of
the online information. For example, the user weighting
calculating unit 112a calculates a length of a period dur-
ing which the user has learned the topic by analyzing the
history information, and evaluates the quantity of the
knowledge of the user about the topic. Furthermore, the
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user weighting calculating unit 112a evaluates the quality
of the user’s knowledge about the topic by extracting a
test result or the like regarding the topic from the history
information. Then, the user weighting calculating unit
112a may perform the weighting by performing predeter-
mined calculation using these pieces of information.
Therefore, for example, the user weighting calculating
unit 112a can decide that a user whose quantity of the
knowledge about the topic of the online information is
larger and quality of the knowledge about the topic of the
online information is higher has a high familiarity with the
online information, and perform the weighting according
to the familiarity. Note that those described above are
only an example, and a method of evaluating the quantity
and the quality of the knowledge of the user about the
topic and a method of performing the weighting are not
particularly limited.
[0074] Furthermore, the user weighting calculating unit
112a may perform the weighting on the basis of a tem-
poral proximity between the event and each history. For
example, the user weighting calculating unit 112a ex-
tracts dates and times of occurrence of histories related
to the online information from the history information, and
compares a date and time of occurrence of the last oc-
curring history of the extracted dates and times with a
date and time of the event. Then, the user weighting cal-
culating unit 112a may perform the weighting on the basis
of proximity between these dates and times. Therefore,
for example, the user weighting calculating unit 112a can
decide that a user who has recently studied the topic has
a higher familiarity than that of a user who has not studied
the same topic for several years, and perform the weight-
ing according to the familiarity. Note that those described
above are only an example, and a method of calculating
the temporal proximity between the event and each his-
tory and a method of performing the weighting are not
particularly limited.
[0075] Furthermore, in a case where the online infor-
mation includes a plurality of topics, the user weighting
calculating unit 112a may perform the weighting for each
topic. For example, in a case where the online information
includes two topics, biology and chemistry, and the user
has only a history information regarding the biology, the
user weighting calculating unit 112a may perform higher
weighting only on a part of the biology in the online infor-
mation. At this time, the user weighting calculating unit
112a may add tag information to the weighted topic so
that weighting of each topic in the online information is
identified.
[0076] Furthermore, the user weighting calculating unit
112a may perform the weighting on the basis of the
number of topics with which the user is familiar, among
the plurality of topics included in the online information.
For example, in a case where five topics are included in
the online information and there are a user who is familiar
with all of the five topics and a user who is familiar with
only one of the five topics, the user weighting calculating
unit 112a may perform higher weighting on the former

user according to the number of topics.
[0077] Furthermore, the user weighting calculating unit
112a may decide whether or not the user is a user who
has a tendency to perform appropriate evaluation (for
example, whether or not a similarity between the evalu-
ation by the user and evaluation by the majority of other
users is high, and the like) by analyzing the event infor-
mation and the like included in the history information,
and perform the weighting on the basis of a decision re-
sult.
[0078] Note that the user weighting calculating unit
112a may evaluate the familiarity of the user with the
online information by combining the methods described
above with each other, and perform the weighting. Fur-
thermore, the methods described above are only an ex-
ample, and the user weighting calculating unit 112a may
evaluate the familiarity of the user with the online infor-
mation by a method other than the methods described
above, and perform the weighting. The user weighting
calculating unit 112a provides information regarding the
weighting of the user to the validity reliability value cal-
culating unit 112c.

(Validity evaluation value calculating unit 112b)

[0079] The validity evaluation value calculating unit
112b is a functional configuration that calculates the va-
lidity evaluation value on the basis of the event informa-
tion. The validity evaluation value calculating unit 112b
can calculate the validity evaluation value by various
methods.
[0080] For example, the validity evaluation value cal-
culating unit 112b may calculate the validity evaluation
value on the basis of a kind of the event. For example,
the validity evaluation value calculating unit 112b may
calculate a lower validity evaluation value for an event
that the user can more easily perform (for example,
"Like!" and the like that can be more easily performed
than sharing of information) than for other events.
[0081] Furthermore, in a case where the user adds
some information such as the contribution of the com-
ment to the online information, and the like, the validity
evaluation value calculating unit 112b may analyze the
added information, and perform the validity evaluation
value on the basis of an analysis result. For example, in
a case where it is analyzed that an expression (for ex-
ample, a text, a pictogram, or the like) indicating that the
user trusts the online information is included in the added
information, the validity evaluation value calculating unit
112b may calculate a higher validity evaluation value.
[0082] Furthermore, the validity evaluation value cal-
culating unit 112b may calculate the validity evaluation
value on the basis of an event that has been performed
by the user in the past. More specifically, the validity eval-
uation value calculating unit 112b recognizes the event
that has been performed by the user in the past on the
basis of the history information. Then, for example, in a
case where the user has performed a similar event by
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the number of times more than a predetermined number
of times within a predetermined period, the validity eval-
uation value calculating unit 112b may decide that the
event is not special for the user, and calculate a lower
validity evaluation value.
[0083] Furthermore, the validity evaluation value cal-
culating unit 112b may calculate the validity evaluation
value on the basis of the non-performed event informa-
tion (in other words, the validity evaluation value calcu-
lating unit 112b may treat the non-performed event as
an event or may treat the non-performed event informa-
tion as event information). Here, it can be said that oc-
currence of the non-performed event indicates that the
user does not attach importance to the online information,
such that the occurrence of the non-performed event may
act so as to increase the validity evaluation value, but
may act so as to reduce the validity evaluation value. For
example, in a case where a user who has a high familiarity
with the online information and frequently performs an
event does not perform the event, the validity evaluation
value calculating unit 112b may calculate a low validity
evaluation value on the basis of the non-performed event
information.
[0084] Note that the validity evaluation value calculat-
ed on the basis of the non-performed event information
may have low accuracy (in other words, a correlation
between the fact that the event has not been performed
and reliability of the online information may be low).
Therefore, in consideration of that point, an influence of
the validity evaluation value calculated on the basis of
the non-performed event information on the validity reli-
ability value may be handled to be smaller than an influ-
ence of the validity evaluation value calculated on the
basis of the event information on the validity reliability
value. Therefore, a more accurate validity reliability value
can be calculated.
[0085] Note that the validity evaluation value calculat-
ing unit 112b may calculate the validity evaluation value
by combining the methods described above with each
other. Furthermore, the methods described above are
only an example, and the validity evaluation value calcu-
lating unit 112b may calculate the validity evaluation val-
ue by a method other than the methods described above.
The validity evaluation value calculating unit 112b pro-
vides the calculated validity evaluation value to the va-
lidity reliability value calculating unit 112c.

(Validity reliability value calculating unit 112c)

[0086] The validity reliability value calculating unit 112c
is a functional configuration that calculates the validity
reliability value on the basis of the weighting of the user
and the validity evaluation value. More specifically, the
validity reliability value calculating unit 112c calculates
the validity reliability value by performing predetermined
calculation using the weighting of the user and the validity
evaluation value. For example, as described above, the
validity reliability value calculating unit 112c outputs the

validity reliability value represented by the scale of -1 to
+1.
[0087] Furthermore, in a case where a validity reliability
value calculated in the past exists for target online infor-
mation, the validity reliability value calculating unit 112c
updates the validity reliability value on the basis of the
validity reliability value, the weighting of the user, and the
validity evaluation value. More specifically, in a case
where a new event occurs, the validity reliability value
calculating unit 112c acquires the validity reliability value
stored in the P2P database and updates the validity re-
liability value. For example, the validity reliability value
calculating unit 112c may update the validity reliability
value by calculating a validity reliability value correspond-
ing to the new event by the method described above and
calculating an average value of the validity reliability val-
ues using the newly calculated validity reliability value
and the validity reliability value stored in the P2P data-
base.
[0088] Here, the validity reliability value calculating unit
112c updates the validity reliability value every time an
event occurs. Therefore, the validity reliability value cal-
culating unit 112c can reflect an appropriate validity re-
liability value early, and, for example, online information
including false information can thus be prevented from
being spread. Furthermore, for example, in a case where
the validity reliability value is updated by batch process-
ing after a plurality of events has occurred, there is a
possibility that the event information will be tampered with
before the batch processing. In this regard, in a case
where the validity reliability value is updated every time
the event occurs, such tampering is prevented. Note that
a form of updating the validity reliability value is not limited
to that described above.
[0089] Moreover, the validity reliability value calculat-
ing unit 112c associates the calculated validity reliability
value with the number of times of the event. Here, in a
case where the number of times of the event is smaller
than a predetermined value, there is a possibility that
accuracy of the validity reliability value will be low be-
cause the number of samples is small. By associating
the number of times of the event with the validity reliability
value, the accuracy of the validity reliability value can be
decided. The validity reliability value calculating unit 112c
provides the calculated validity reliability value to the reg-
istration control unit 113.

(Registration control unit 113)

[0090] The registration control unit 113 is a functional
configuration that controls registration of various types
of information in the P2P database. For example, in a
case where the validity reliability value is calculated or
updated, the registration control unit 113 generates reg-
istration request information for requesting registration
of the validity reliability value and various types of infor-
mation (for example, the event information, the weighting
of the user, the validity evaluation value, the number of
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times of the event, or the like) output in the course of
processing in the P2P database, and transmits the reg-
istration request information to the node apparatus 200.
Therefore, these pieces of information are registered in
the P2P database.
[0091] The registration control unit 113 may control
registration of the history information of the user in the
P2P database. For example, the registration control unit
113 may control registration of history information regard-
ing behavior of the user in various services such as SNS
and the like, provided by the information providing appa-
ratus 100, in the P2P database. Note that the information
whose registration in the P2P database is controlled is
not limited to those described above. For example, the
registration control unit 113 may acquire learning history
information, job history information, behavior history in-
formation, purchase history information, or the like, and
control registration of these pieces of history information
in the P2P database.

(Provision control unit 114)

[0092] The provision control unit 114 is a functional
configuration that controls the provision of the online in-
formation to the user. More specifically, the provision
control unit 114 controls the provision of the online infor-
mation to the user on the basis of the validity reliability
value of the online information. For example, the provi-
sion control unit 114 may not provide (or may not display)
online information in which validity reliability value is
smaller than a predetermined value to the user by per-
forming filtering processing. Therefore, access to the on-
line information having low reliability by the user is avoid-
ed.
[0093] Furthermore, the provision control unit 114 may
provide not only the online information but also the validity
reliability value by associating the validity reliability value
with the online information. For example, the provision
control unit 114 may display not only online information
but also the validity reliability value. Furthermore, the pro-
vision control unit 114 may provide notification of the va-
lidity reliability value by color-coding the online informa-
tion itself or information (for example, a URL and the like)
regarding the online information. Furthermore, the pro-
vision control unit 114 may provide notification of the va-
lidity reliability value by performing a notification and the
like by a pop-up (for example, performing a warning by
a pop-up in a case where the validity reliability value is
smaller than a predetermined value). Furthermore, the
provision control unit 114 may provide the online infor-
mation side by side in descending order of the validity
reliability value (in other words, the provision control unit
114 may provide the online information in a ranking for-
mat). Through these pieces of processing, when the user
confirms the online information, it is possible to recognize
a level of reliability of the online information.
[0094] Here, as described above, in a case where the
validity reliability value is 0, it indicates that evaluation

that the online information is reliable and evaluation that
the online information is not reliable are in conflict with
each other or that the accuracy of the validity reliability
value is low because the number of times of the event is
smaller than the predetermined value. Therefore, in a
case where the validity reliability value is 0, the provision
control unit 114 notifies the user of the reason why the
validity reliability value is 0 in some way (notifies the user
of the reason by, for example, text, color coding, sound,
or the like). Note that in a case where the validity reliability
value is 0 because the number of times of the event is
smaller than the predetermined value, the provision con-
trol unit 114 may also provide notification of the number
of times of the event.
[0095] Furthermore, in a case where the validity relia-
bility value is 0 because the number of times of the event
is smaller than the predetermined value, the provision
control unit 114 may provide the online information only
to a user having a high familiarity. Therefore, the user
having the high familiarity performs an event on the online
information, such that a validity reliability value having
high accuracy can be obtained early. At this time, in a
case where the online information includes a plurality of
topics, the provision control unit 114 provides the online
information to a user who has a high familiarity with all
or some of the plurality of topics. Then, the provision con-
trol unit 114 may gradually expand a range of users to
which the online information is provided as the number
of times of the event increases. More specifically, as the
number of times of the event increases, the provision
control unit 114 may provide the online information not
only to the user having the high familiarity but also to a
user having low familiarity, and may finally provide the
online information to all the users. Therefore, the provi-
sion control unit 114 can provide the online information
in which validity reliability value is calculated with the high
accuracy, to the user having the low familiarity. Note that
a method of controlling the provision of the online infor-
mation is not limited to those described above.

(Storage unit 120)

[0096] The storage unit 120 is a functional configura-
tion that stores various types of information. For example,
the storage unit 120 stores the online information provid-
ed to the user, the validity reliability value of the online
information, and various types of information (for exam-
ple, the event information, the weighting of the user, the
validity evaluation value, the number of times of the
event, or the like) output in the course of various types
of processing. Furthermore, the storage unit 120 stores
programs, parameters, or the like used by each functional
configuration of the information providing apparatus 100.
Note that a content of the information stored in the stor-
age unit 120 is not limited to those described above.
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(Communication unit 130)

[0097] The communication unit 130 is a functional con-
figuration that controls various communications with the
node apparatus 200 and the user apparatus 300. For
example, at the time of updating the validity reliability
value, the communication unit 130 receives operation
information used for performing the event from the user
apparatus 300, and when the event is performed on the
basis of the operation information, the communication
unit 130 receives the history information of the user who
has performed the event and the validity reliability value
at that point in time, from the node apparatus 200. After
the update of the validity reliability value is performed,
the communication unit 130 transmits the validity relia-
bility value after being updated and various types of in-
formation (for example, the event information, the weight-
ing of the user, the validity evaluation value, the number
of times of the event, or the like) output in the course of
various types of processing to the node apparatus 200.
[0098] Furthermore, in a case where the user requests
the online information, the communication unit 130 re-
ceives the validity reliability value of the online informa-
tion from the node apparatus 200, and transmits control
information generated on the basis of the validity relia-
bility value to the user apparatus 300. Note that informa-
tion transmitted and received by the communication unit
130 and a case where the communication unit 130 per-
forms communication are not limited to those described
above.
[0099] The functional configuration example of the in-
formation providing apparatus 100 has been described
hereinabove. Note that the functional configuration de-
scribed above with reference to Fig. 6 is only an example,
and the functional configuration of the information pro-
viding apparatus 100 is not limited to such an example.
For example, the information providing apparatus 100
may not necessarily include all of the configurations
shown in Fig. 6. Furthermore, the functional configuration
of the information providing apparatus 100 can be flexibly
modified according to specifications or operations.

(2.4. Functional configuration example of node appara-
tus 200)

[0100] The functional configuration example of the in-
formation providing apparatus 100 has been described
hereinabove. Next, a functional configuration example of
the node apparatus 200 will be described with reference
to Fig. 7.
[0101] As shown in Fig. 7, the node apparatus 200 in-
cludes a control unit 210, a storage unit 220, and a com-
munication unit 230. Furthermore, the control unit 210
includes an acquiring unit 211 and a registration control
unit 212. Furthermore, the storage unit 220 includes a
P2P database 221, and a P2P database program 222 is
provided in the P2P database 221.

(Control unit 210)

[0102] The control unit 210 is a functional configuration
that comprehensively controls general processing per-
formed by the node apparatus 200. For example, the
control unit 210 can control start or stop of each config-
uration or can control an output unit (not shown) and the
like such as a display, a speaker, or the like by generating
a control signal. Note that a control content of the control
unit 210 is not limited to those described above. For ex-
ample, the control unit 210 may control processing gen-
erally performed in various servers, general-purpose
computers, PCs, tablet PCs, and the like.

(Acquiring unit 211)

[0103] The acquiring unit 211 is a functional configu-
ration that acquires various types of information from the
P2P database 221. For example, at the time of updating
the validity reliability value, the acquiring unit 211 ac-
quires the history information of the user and the validity
reliability value at that point in time from the P2P database
221. Furthermore, in a case where the user requests the
online information, the acquiring unit 211 acquires the
validity reliability value at that point in time from the P2P
database 221. Note that the information that the acquiring
unit 211 acquires from the P2P database 221 and a case
where the acquiring unit 211 acquires the information
from the P2P database 221 are not limited to those de-
scribed above. The acquiring unit 211 provides the ac-
quired information to the communication unit 230 to en-
able transmission of the information to the information
providing apparatus 100.

(Registration control unit 212)

[0104] The registration control unit 212 is a functional
configuration that controls registration of various types
of information in the P2P database 221. For example, in
a case where the validity reliability value is calculated or
updated, the registration control unit 212 registers the
validity reliability value and the various types of informa-
tion (for example, the event information, the weighting of
the user, the validity evaluation value, the number of
times of the event, or the like) output in the course of the
processing, which are provided from the information pro-
viding apparatus 100, in the P2P database 221.
[0105] Furthermore, the registration control unit 212
may control registration of the history information of the
user in the P2P database 221. For example, the regis-
tration control unit 212 registers the learning history in-
formation, the job history information, the behavior his-
tory information, the purchase history information, and
the like, provided from the information providing appara-
tus 100 in the P2P database 221. Note that the informa-
tion that the registration control unit 212 registers in the
P2P database 221 and a case where the registration con-
trol unit 212 registers the information are not limited to
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those described above.

(Storage unit 220)

[0106] The storage unit 220 is a functional configura-
tion that stores various types of information. For example,
the storage unit 220 stores programs, parameters, or the
like used by each functional configuration of the node
apparatus 200. Note that a content of the information
stored in the storage unit 220 is not limited to those de-
scribed above.

(P2P database 221)

[0107] The P2P database 221 is a database that is
commonly held by each node apparatus 200, and is, for
example, blockchain data. As described above, the his-
tory information (for example, the learning history infor-
mation, the job history information, the behavior history
information, the purchase history information, or the like),
the online information, the validity reliability value, and
the various types of information (for example, the event
information, the weighting of the user, the validity evalu-
ation value, the number of times of the event, or the like)
output in the course of the various types of processing
are registered in the P2P database 221. The various
types of information registered in the P2P database 221
may be given an electronic signature using an encryption
key or may be encrypted using an encryption key. Note
that the information registered in the P2P database 221
is not limited to those described above.

(P2P database program 222)

[0108] The P2P database program 222 is a predeter-
mined program that is provided in the P2P database 221
and is executed on the P2P database 221. By using the
P2P database program 222, for example, various types
of processing other than a transaction of a virtual curren-
cy such as Bitcoin and the like is realized while maintain-
ing consistency according to a predetermined rule. Fur-
thermore, by providing the P2P database program 222
in the P2P database 221, a risk that the P2P database
program will be illegally altered is reduced. The P2P da-
tabase program 222 is a chain code in Hyperledger, but
is not limited thereto. For example, the P2P database
program 222 may refer to a smart contract.
[0109] The P2P database program 222 can realize
general processing performed on the P2P database 221.
For example, the P2P database program 222 can realize
acquisition processing of the various types of information,
registration processing of the various types of informa-
tion, and the like, performed by accessing the P2P data-
base 221. Note that the processing realized by the P2P
database program 222 is not limited to those described
above. A development language of the P2P database
program 222, the number of P2P database programs 222
provided in the P2P database 221, or the like, is not par-

ticularly limited.

(Communication unit 230)

[0110] The communication unit 230 is a functional con-
figuration that controls various communications with the
information providing apparatus 100 and the other node
apparatuses 200. For example, at the time of updating
the validity reliability value, the communication unit 230
receives the acquisition request information from the in-
formation providing apparatus 100, and transmits the his-
tory information and the validity reliability value acquired
on the basis of the acquisition request information to the
information providing apparatus 100. Furthermore, after
the update of the validity reliability value is performed,
the communication unit 230 receives the updated validity
reliability value from the information providing apparatus
100.
[0111] Furthermore, in a case where the user requests
the online information, the communication unit 230 re-
ceives the acquisition request information from the infor-
mation providing apparatus 100, and transmits the valid-
ity reliability value acquired on the basis of the acquisition
request information to the information providing appara-
tus 100. Note that information transmitted and received
by the communication unit 230 and a case where the
communication unit 230 performs communication are not
limited to those described above.
[0112] The functional configuration example of the
node apparatus 200 has been described hereinabove.
Note that the functional configuration described above
with reference to Fig. 7 is only an example, and the func-
tional configuration of the node apparatus 200 is not lim-
ited to such an example. For example, the node appara-
tus 200 may not necessarily include all of the configura-
tions shown in Fig. 7. Furthermore, the functional config-
uration of the node apparatus 200 can be flexibly modified
according to specifications or operations.

(2.5. Functional configuration example of user apparatus 
300)

[0113] The functional configuration example of the
node apparatus 200 has been described hereinabove.
Next, a functional configuration example of the user ap-
paratus 300 will be described with reference to Fig. 8.
[0114] As shown in Fig. 8, the user apparatus 300 in-
cludes a control unit 310, an input unit 320, an output
unit 330, a storage unit 340, and a communication unit
350.

(Control unit 310)

[0115] The control unit 310 is a functional configuration
that comprehensively controls general processing per-
formed by the user apparatus 300. For example, the con-
trol unit 310 can control start or stop of each configuration
or can control the output unit 330 such as a display, a
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speaker, or the like, on the basis of input performed by
the user using the input unit 320, the control information
received from the information providing apparatus 100
through the communication unit 350, or the like. Note that
a control content of the control unit 310 is not limited to
those described above. For example, the control unit 310
may control processing generally performed in various
servers, general-purpose computers, PCs, tablet PCs,
and the like.

(Input unit 320)

[0116] The input unit 320 is a functional configuration
that receives the input from the user. For example, the
input unit 320 includes an input means such as a mouse,
a keyboard, a touch panel, a button, a switch, a micro-
phone, or the like, and the user can perform various
events by using these input means. The input unit 320
provides an input content to the control unit 310. Note
that the input means provided in the input unit 320 is not
particularly limited.

(Output unit 330)

[0117] The output unit 330 is a functional configuration
that outputs various types of information. For example,
the output unit 330 includes a display means such as a
display or the like, a voice output means such as a speak-
er or the like, and displays the online information, the
validity reliability value, or the like on the display or the
like or outputs the online information, the validity reliability
value, or the like as voice by the speaker or the like on
the basis of control of the control unit 310. Note that the
output means provided in the output unit 330 is not par-
ticularly limited.

(Storage unit 340)

[0118] The storage unit 340 is a functional configura-
tion that stores various types of information. For example,
the storage unit 340 stores the online information, the
validity reliability value, or the like, or stores programs,
parameters, or the like used by each functional configu-
ration of the user apparatus 300. Note that the information
stored in the storage unit 340 is not limited to those de-
scribed above.

(Communication unit 350)

[0119] The communication unit 350 is a functional con-
figuration that controls various communications with the
information providing apparatus 100. For example, in a
case where the user performs the event, the communi-
cation unit 350 transmits the operation information gen-
erated on the basis of a user operation to the information
providing apparatus 100. Therefore, the event is per-
formed by the information providing apparatus 100.
[0120] Furthermore, in a case where the user requests

the online information, the communication unit 350 trans-
mits the provision request information generated on the
basis of a user operation to the information providing ap-
paratus 100. Then, thereafter, the communication unit
350 receives the control information from the information
providing apparatus 100. Control such as display or the
like of the online information is performed by the control
information.
[0121] The functional configuration example of the us-
er apparatus 300 has been described hereinabove. Note
that the functional configuration described above with ref-
erence to Fig. 8 is only an example, and the functional
configuration of the user apparatus 300 is not limited to
such an example. For example, the user apparatus 300
may not necessarily include all of the configurations
shown in Fig. 8. Furthermore, the functional configuration
of the user apparatus 300 can be flexibly modified ac-
cording to specifications or operations.

(2.6. Flow of processing)

[0122] The functional configuration example of the us-
er apparatus 300 has been described hereinabove. Next,
a flow of processing by each apparatus will be described.

(Flow of update processing of validity reliability value)

[0123] First, an example of a flow of update processing
of the validity reliability value will be described with ref-
erence to Figs. 9 and 10.
[0124] First, in step S1100 in Fig. 9, the user performs
various inputs by operating the input unit 320 of the user
apparatus 300. In step S1104, the control unit 310 gen-
erates the operation information on the basis of an op-
eration by the user, and the communication unit 350
transmits the operation information to the information
providing apparatus 100. The control unit 110 of the in-
formation providing apparatus 100 performs various
types of processing on the basis of the operation infor-
mation. In a case where the event such as the sharing
or the like of the online information is performed, in step
S1108, the acquiring unit 111 detects the event and ac-
quires the event information. In step S1112, the acquiring
unit 111 generates the acquisition request information
for requesting the acquisition of the history information
of the user and the validity reliability value at that point
in time which are registered in the P2P database 221,
and the communication unit 130 transmits the acquisition
request information to the node apparatus 200. In step
S1116, the acquiring unit 211 of the node apparatus 200
acquires the history information of the user and the va-
lidity reliability value at that point in time from the P2P
database 221. In step S1120, the communication unit
230 transmits the history information of the user and the
validity reliability value at that point in time to the infor-
mation providing apparatus 100.
[0125] In step S1124, the evaluating unit 112 of the
information providing apparatus 100 updates the validity
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reliability value using the history information of the user,
the event information, and the validity reliability value at
that point in time. A flow of update processing of the va-
lidity reliability value will be described later. In step
S1128, the registration control unit 113 generates the
registration request information for requesting the regis-
tration of the validity reliability value and the various types
of information (for example, the event information, the
weighting of the user, the validity evaluation value, the
number of times of the event, or the like) output in the
course of the various types of processing in the P2P da-
tabase 221, and the communication unit 130 transmits
the registration request information, the validity reliability
value, and the like to the node apparatus 200. In step
S1132, the registration control unit 212 of the node ap-
paratus 200 registers the validity reliability value and the
like in the P2P database 221, such that a series of
processing ends.
[0126] Next, an example of a flow of update processing
of the validity reliability value in step S1124 will be de-
scribed with reference to Fig. 10. In step S1200 in Fig.
10, the user weighting calculating unit 112a of the infor-
mation providing apparatus 100 performs the weighting
of the user on the basis of the history information of the
user and the online information. For example, the user
weighting calculating unit 112a decides the topic of the
online information, and performs the weighting on the
basis of the degree of association between the topic of
the online information and the history information of the
user.
[0127] In step S1204, the validity evaluation value cal-
culating unit 112b calculates the validity evaluation value
on the basis of the event information. For example, the
validity evaluation value calculating unit 112b calculates
the validity evaluation value on the basis of a kind of each
event and the like. In step S1208, the validity reliability
value calculating unit 112c updates the validity reliability
value on the basis of the weighting of the user, the validity
evaluation value, and the validity reliability value at that
point in time acquired from the P2P database 221, such
that a series of processing ends.

(Flow of provision processing of online information)

[0128] Next, an example of a flow of provision process-
ing of the online information will be described with refer-
ence to Fig. 11.
[0129] In step S1300, the user performs an operation
for requesting the provision of the online information us-
ing the input unit 320 of the user apparatus 300. In step
S1304, the control unit 310 generates the provision re-
quest information on the basis of the operation by the
user, and the communication unit 350 transmits the pro-
vision request information to the information providing
apparatus 100. The acquiring unit 111 of the information
providing apparatus 100 generates the acquisition re-
quest information for requesting the acquisition of the
validity reliability value of the online information request-

ed by the user on the basis of the provision request in-
formation, and the communication unit 130 transmits the
acquisition request information to the node apparatus
200.
[0130] In step S1312, the acquiring unit 211 of the node
apparatus 200 acquires the validity reliability value from
the P2P database 221. In step S1316, the communica-
tion unit 230 transmits the validity reliability value to the
information providing apparatus 100. In step S1320, the
provision control unit 114 of the information providing ap-
paratus 100 controls the provision of the online informa-
tion on the basis of the validity reliability value. For ex-
ample, the provision control unit 114 performs control not
to provide online information in which validity reliability
value is smaller than the predetermined value to the user,
or performs control to provide the validity reliability value
and the online information in association with each other.
In step S1324, the provision control unit 114 generates
control information on the basis of a control content, and
the communication unit 130 transmits the control infor-
mation to the user apparatus 300. In step S1328, the
control unit 310 of the user apparatus 300 controls the
output unit 330 such as the display, the speaker, or the
like on the basis of the control information to realize the
output of the online information, such that a series of
processing ends.
[0131] Note that each step in flowcharts or sequence
diagrams shown in Figs. 9 to 11 does not necessarily
need to be processed in time series in the order de-
scribed. In other words, each step in the flowcharts or
the sequence diagrams may be processed in order dif-
ferent from the order described or may be processed in
parallel.

<3. Modification>

[0132] The flow of processing by each apparatus has
been described hereinabove. Next, a modification of the
present disclosure will be described.

(3.1. Request of feedback from user)

[0133] An information providing apparatus 100 accord-
ing to a modification may request feedback, which is a
kind of event, from the user in order to more accurately
evaluate reliability of the online information. More spe-
cifically, the information providing apparatus 100 may
make a request for feedback of the reason why the event
has been performed (for example, the reason why the
online information has been shared), an impression or
an opinion on the online information, some expected val-
ue indicating the reliability, or the like, in a case where
the information providing apparatus 100 detects that an
event has been performed.
[0134] For example, in a case where the user operates
the user apparatus 300 to perform the event, the infor-
mation providing apparatus 100 may cause a display
screen of the user apparatus 300 to display a pop-up
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including a pull-down menu, a text box, or the like to which
the reason why the event has been performed, the im-
pression or the opinion on the online information, some
expected value indicating the reliability, or the like, can
be input, by transmitting a predetermined control signal
to the user apparatus 300.
[0135] Then, in a case where the user provides the
feedback using the pop-up, the information providing ap-
paratus 100 uses the feedback for calculating and up-
dating the validity reliability value. For example, when
the information providing apparatus 100 calculates the
validity evaluation value on the basis of the event infor-
mation, the information providing apparatus 100 may an-
alyze the reason why the event has been performed, the
impression or the opinion on the online information, some
expected value indicating the reliability, or the like, which
are fed back from the user, and calculate the validity eval-
uation value using an analysis result. Therefore, accura-
cy of the validity evaluation value is improved, and accu-
racy of the finally output validity reliability value is thus
improved. Note that it is assumed in the present modifi-
cation that the control unit 110 or the acquiring unit 111
of the information providing apparatus 100 functions as
a feedback requesting unit that makes a request to the
user for the feedback, but the present disclosure is not
limited to thereto.
[0136] Here, the information providing apparatus 100
may request the feedback only from a more highly weight-
ed user, instead of requesting the feedback from all the
users who have performed the event. More specifically,
after the event is performed, the information providing
apparatus 100 performs the weighting of the user on the
basis of the history information of the user and the online
information. Then, the information providing apparatus
100 may request the feedback from the user in the man-
ner described above if the weighting is higher than a pre-
determined value. Therefore, the information providing
apparatus 100 can request the feedback only from a user
having a high familiarity with the online information, and
can thus improve accuracy of the validity reliability value.
Note that a content of the feedback or a method of re-
questing the feedback from the user is not limited to those
described above.

(3.2. Coping with change in evaluation)

[0137] There is a possibility that the evaluation of the
reliability of the online information will change over time.
Therefore, the information providing apparatus 100 ac-
cording to the modification updates the validity reliability
value by preferentially using information regarding a new-
er event. More specifically, as described above, the va-
lidity evaluation value and the weighting of the user used
for updating the validity reliability value are registered in
the P2P database 221. Then, at the time of updating the
validity reliability value, the information providing appa-
ratus 100 updates the validity reliability value using pre-
determined numbers of validity evaluation values and

weightings of the user, which are calculated within a pre-
determined period from that point in time. In a case where
the numbers of validity evaluation values and weightings
of the user are larger than the predetermined number,
the information providing apparatus 100 updates the va-
lidity reliability value using newer information. In other
words, in a case where a new event occurs and calcula-
tion of the validity evaluation value and the weighting of
the user are performed, the information providing appa-
ratus 100 updates the validity reliability value by replacing
the validity evaluation value and the weighting of the user
used at the time of updating the validity reliability value
last time with a new validity evaluation value and a new
weighting of the user. Therefore, the information provid-
ing apparatus 100 can reflect the evaluation that changes
over time in the validity reliability value.
[0138] Furthermore, in a case where a new event oc-
curs and calculation of the validity evaluation value and
the weighting of the user are performed, the information
providing apparatus 100 may decide whether or not to
replace the validity evaluation value and the weighting
of the user used at the time of updating the validity reli-
ability value last time with a new validity evaluation value
and a new weighting of the user, on the basis of the
weighting of the user. More specifically, in a case where
the newly performed weighting of the user is lower than
a predetermined value, the validity evaluation value and
the weighting of the user used at the time of updating the
validity reliability value last time may not be replaced with
a new validity evaluation value and a new weighting of
the user. Therefore, evaluation performed in the past by
a user having a familiarity with the online information is
not replaced with evaluation newly performed by a user
with a low familiarity with the online information, and ac-
curacy of the validity reliability value is thus improved.
[0139] Furthermore, in a case where the validity eval-
uation value and the weighting of the user regarding the
same user as a user who has performed the new event
are used at the time of updating the validity reliability
value last time, the information providing apparatus 100
may update the validity reliability value by replacing the
validity evaluation value and the weighting of the user
regarding the user, which are used at the time of updating
the validity reliability value last time, with a new validity
evaluation value and a new weighting of the user. There-
fore, for example, even in a case where the same user
continuously performs a plurality of events on the same
online information, only the latest validity evaluation val-
ue and the latest weighting of the user regarding the user
are used for updating the validity reliability value, and
manipulation of the validity reliability value due to the
continuous performance of the plurality of events on the
same online information by the same user is thus pre-
vented.
[0140] Note that the information providing apparatus
100 does not acquire the validity evaluation value and
the weighting of the user from the P2P database 221
every time the event occurs, and may realize the process-
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ing described above by caching these pieces of informa-
tion in its own apparatus. More specifically, in a case
where the new event occurs, the information providing
apparatus 100 may acquire the validity evaluation value
and the weighting of the user used at the time of updating
the validity reliability value last time from a cache, and
replace these pieces of information with new information
to update the validity reliability value.

(3.3. Update of validity reliability value by P2P database 
program 222)

[0141] Hereinabove, the information providing appa-
ratus 100 has performed the update of the validity relia-
bility value. Here, in the modification, the P2P database
program 222 of the node apparatus 200 may perform the
update of the validity reliability value.
[0142] More specifically, the information providing ap-
paratus 100 provides the event information to the node
apparatus 200 to cause the node apparatus 200 to reg-
ister the event information in the P2P database 221, in
a case where the information providing apparatus 100
detects occurrence of the event. Thereafter, the P2P da-
tabase program 222 evaluates a familiarity of the user
with the online information on which the event was per-
formed on the basis of the history information of the user
registered in the P2P database 221, and performs the
weighting of the user. Then, the P2P database program
222 calculates the validity evaluation value on the basis
of the event information and the like registered in the P2P
database 221. Moreover, the P2P database program 222
updates the validity reliability value on the basis of the
weighting of the user, the validity evaluation value, and
the validity reliability value at that point in time registered
in the P2P database 221. Finally, the P2P database pro-
gram 222 registers the updated validity reliability value
and various types of information (for example, the weight-
ing of the user, the validity evaluation value, or the like)
output in the course of the processing, in the P2P data-
base 221.
[0143] Therefore, processing from the occurrence of
the event to the update of the validity reliability value is
automated. Furthermore, since the P2P database pro-
gram 222 has tamper resistance, it is possible to prevent
the validity reliability value and the like output by a series
of processing from being tampered with. Note that the
P2P database program 222 may realize various varia-
tions of processing described above.

<4. Hardware Configuration Example>

[0144] The modification of the present disclosure has
been described hereinabove. Next, a hardware configu-
ration of each apparatus will be described with reference
to Fig. 12.
[0145] Fig. 12 is a block diagram showing an example
of a hardware configuration of the information providing
apparatus 100, the node apparatus 200, or the user ap-

paratus 300. The information providing apparatus 100,
the node apparatus 200, or the user apparatus 300 can
be embodied by an information processing apparatus
900 shown in Fig. 12.
[0146] The information processing apparatus 900 in-
cludes, for example, an MPU 901, a ROM 902, a RAM
903, a recording medium 904, an input/output interface
905, an operation input device 906, a display device 907,
and a communication interface 908. Furthermore, the in-
formation processing apparatus 900 connects each com-
ponent by a bus 909 as a data transmission path, for
example.
[0147] The MPU 901 includes, for example, one or two
or more processors, various processing circuits, or the
like including an arithmetic circuit such as an MPU or the
like, and functions as the control unit 110 of the informa-
tion providing apparatus 100, the control unit 210 of the
node apparatus 200, or the control unit 310 of the user
apparatus 300. Note that the control unit 110 of the in-
formation providing apparatus 100, the control unit 210
of the node apparatus 200, or the control unit 310 of the
user apparatus 300 may include a dedicated (or general-
purpose) circuit (for example, a processor or the like sep-
arate from the MPU 901) capable of realizing the various
types of processing described above.
[0148] The ROM 902 stores control data or the like
such as programs, operation parameters, or the like used
by the MPU 901. The RAM 903 temporarily stores, for
example, programs or the like executed by the MPU 901.
[0149] The recording medium 904 functions as the
storage unit 120 of the information providing apparatus
100, the storage unit 220 of the node apparatus 200, or
the storage unit 340 of the user apparatus 300, and stores
various data such as data, various programs, or the like
regarding information processing according to the
present embodiment, such as, for example, the online
information, the validity reliability value, or the like. Here,
examples of the recording medium 904 can include a
magnetic recording medium such as a hard disk or the
like and a non-volatile memory such as a flash memory
or the like. Furthermore, the recording medium 904 may
be detachable from the information processing appara-
tus 900.
[0150] The input/output interface 905 connects, for ex-
ample, the operation input device 906 or the display de-
vice 907. Here, examples of the input/output interface
905 can include a universal serial bus (USB) terminal, a
digital visual interface (DVI) terminal, a high-definition
multimedia interface (HDMI) (registered trademark) ter-
minal, various processing circuits, and the like.
[0151] Furthermore, the operation input device 906 is
provided, for example, on the information processing ap-
paratus 900, and is connected to the input/output inter-
face 905 inside the information processing apparatus
900. Examples of the operation input device 906 can in-
clude a keyboard, a mouse, a keypad, a touch panel, a
microphone, an operation button, a rotary selector such
as a direction key, a jog dial, or the like, or a combination
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thereof. The operation input device 906 functions as the
input unit 320 of the user apparatus 300.
[0152] Furthermore, the display device 907 is provid-
ed, for example, on the information processing apparatus
900, and is connected to the input/output interface 905
inside the information processing apparatus 900. Exam-
ples of the display device 907 can include a liquid crystal
display, an organic electro-luminescence (EL) display,
or the like. The display device 907 functions as the output
unit 330 of the user apparatus 300.
[0153] Note that it goes without saying that the in-
put/output interface 905 can also be connected to an ex-
ternal device such as an external operation input device,
an external display device, or the like of the information
processing apparatus 900. Furthermore, the display de-
vice 907 may be a device capable of display and user
operation, such as, for example, a touch panel or the like.
[0154] The communication interface 908 is a commu-
nication means that is included in the information
processing apparatus 900, and functions as the commu-
nication unit 130 of the information providing apparatus
100, the communication unit 230 of the node apparatus
200, or the communication unit 350 of the user apparatus
300. Furthermore, the communication interface 908 may
have a function of performing wireless or wired commu-
nication with an arbitrary external apparatus such as, for
example, a server or the like through an arbitrary network
(or directly). Here, examples of the communication inter-
face 908 can include a communication antenna and a
radio frequency (RF) circuit (wireless communication),
an IEEE802.15.1 port and a transmission/reception cir-
cuit (wireless communication), an IEEE802.11 port and
a transmission/reception circuit (wireless communica-
tion), a local area network (LAN) terminal and a trans-
mission/reception circuit (wired communication), or the
like.
[0155] Note that the hardware configuration of the in-
formation processing apparatus 900 is not limited to the
configuration shown in Fig. 12. For example, the infor-
mation processing apparatus 900 may not include the
communication interface 908 in a case where the infor-
mation processing apparatus 900 performs communica-
tion through an external communication device to which
the information processing apparatus 900 is connected.
Furthermore, the communication interface 908 may be
a configuration that can perform communication in a plu-
rality of communication manners Furthermore, the infor-
mation processing apparatus 900 may not include, for
example, the operation input device 906, the display de-
vice 907, or the like. Furthermore, for example, some or
all of the configurations shown in Fig. 12 may be realized
by one or more integrated circuits (ICs).

<5. Summary>

[0156] As described above, the information processing
system according to the present disclosure can more ap-
propriately evaluate the reliability of the online informa-

tion. Then, the information processing system according
to the present disclosure can control provision of the on-
line information on the basis of the reliability. Therefore,
the information processing system according to the
present disclosure can prevent online information having
low reliability from being provided to the user (or can pro-
vide information regarding the reliability of the online in-
formation to the user), and thus, can further enhance a
learning effect.
[0157] Hereinabove, the preferred embodiments of the
present disclosure have been described in detail with ref-
erence to the accompanying drawings, but the technical
scope of the present disclosure is not limited to such em-
bodiments. It will be apparent to those skilled in the art
of the present disclosure that various modifications or
alterations can be conceived within the scope of the tech-
nical idea described in the claims, and it is naturally un-
derstood that these modifications or alterations also fall
within the technical scope of the present disclosure.
[0158] Furthermore, the effects described in the
present specification are only illustrative or exemplary
rather than being restrictive. That is, the technology ac-
cording to the present disclosure can accomplish other
effects apparent to those skilled in the art from the de-
scription of the present specification, in addition to or in-
stead of the effects described above.
[0159] Note that the following configurations also fall
within the technical scope of the present disclosure.

(1) An information processing apparatus including:

an acquiring unit that acquires information re-
garding an event performed on online informa-
tion by a user and history information of the user
registered in a P2P database; and
an evaluating unit that evaluates reliability of the
online information on the basis of the information
regarding the event and the history information.

(2) The information processing apparatus according
to the above (1), in which
the evaluating unit evaluates the reliability by eval-
uating a familiarity of the user with the online infor-
mation on the basis of the history information.
(3) The information processing apparatus according
to the above (2), in which
the evaluating unit evaluates the familiarity on the
basis of a degree of association between a topic of
the online information and the history information, a
quantity and a quality of knowledge of the user about
the topic, a temporal proximity between the event
and each history, or the number of topics with which
the user is familiar.
(4) The information processing apparatus according
to the above (2) or (3), in which
the history information includes learning history in-
formation, job history information, behavior history
information, or purchase history information.
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(5) The information processing apparatus according
to any one of the above (1) to (4), in which
the evaluating unit evaluates the reliability on the ba-
sis of a kind of the event, information added by the
user at the event, or an event that has been per-
formed by the user in the past.
(6) The information processing apparatus according
to any one of the above (1) to (5), in which
the evaluating unit updates the evaluation of the re-
liability on the basis of the information regarding the
event and the history information.
(7) The information processing apparatus according
to the above (6), in which
the evaluating unit updates the evaluation of the re-
liability every time the event occurs.
(8) The information processing apparatus according
to the above (6) or (7), in which
the evaluating unit updates the evaluation of the re-
liability by preferentially using information regarding
a newer event.
(9) The information processing apparatus according
to any one of the above (1) to (8), further including
a registration control unit that controls registration of
an evaluation result of the reliability in the P2P da-
tabase.
(10) The information processing apparatus accord-
ing to the above (9), in which
the evaluating unit evaluates the reliability using a
predetermined program provided in the P2P data-
base and executed on the P2P database.
(11) The information processing apparatus accord-
ing to any one of the above (1) to (10), in which
the event includes sharing of the online information,
performance of "Like!", "+1", "retweet", "good/bad
evaluation", "useful/not useful", or "5-level evalua-
tion" on the online information, contribution of a com-
ment to the online information, or registration of the
online information in a "bookmark".
(12) The information processing apparatus accord-
ing to any one of the above (1) to (11), in which
the event further includes an event that was able to
be performed on the online information by the user,
but has not been performed on the online information
by the user.
(13) The information processing apparatus accord-
ing to any one of the above (1) to (12), further includ-
ing
a feedback requesting unit that requests feedback
to the online information from the user, the feedback
being a kind of the event.
(14) The information processing apparatus accord-
ing to any one of the above (1) to (13), further includ-
ing
a provision control unit that controls provision of the
online information on the basis of an evaluation result
of the reliability.
(15) The information processing apparatus accord-
ing to the above (14), in which

the provision control unit does not provide the online
information in which a value indicating the evaluation
result of the reliability is lower than a predetermined
value or provides the online information and the val-
ue indicating the evaluation result of the reliability in
association with each other.
(16) The information processing apparatus accord-
ing to the above (14) or (15), in which
the provision control unit controls a user to which the
online information is provided on the basis of a fa-
miliarity with the online information.
(17) The information processing apparatus accord-
ing to any one of the above (1) to (16), in which
the online information includes information disclosed
on social media.
(18) The information processing apparatus accord-
ing to any one of the above (1) to (17), in which
the P2P database is blockchain data.
(19) An information processing method executed by
a computer, including:

acquiring information regarding an event per-
formed on online information by a user and his-
tory information of the user registered in a P2P
database; and
evaluating reliability of the online information on
the basis of the information regarding the event
and the history information.

(20) A program for causing a computer to realize:

acquiring information regarding an event per-
formed on online information by a user and his-
tory information of the user registered in a P2P
database; and
evaluating reliability of the online information on
the basis of the information regarding the event
and the history information.

REFERENCE SIGNS LIST

[0160]

100 Information providing apparatus
110 Control unit
111 Acquiring unit
112 Evaluating unit
112a User weighting calculating unit
112b Validity evaluation value calculating unit
112c Validity reliability value calculating unit
113 Registration control unit
114 Provision control unit
120 Storage unit
130 Communication unit
200 Node apparatus
210 Control unit
211 Acquiring unit
212 Registration control unit
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220 Storage unit
221 P2P database
222 P2P database program
230 Communication unit
300 User apparatus
310 Control unit
320 Input unit
330 Output unit
340 Storage unit
350 Communication unit
400 P2P network
500 Network

Claims

1. An information processing apparatus comprising:

an acquiring unit that acquires information re-
garding an event performed on online informa-
tion by a user and history information of the user
registered in a P2P database; and
an evaluating unit that evaluates reliability of the
online information on a basis of the information
regarding the event and the history information.

2. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 1, wherein
the evaluating unit evaluates the reliability by eval-
uating a familiarity of the user with the online infor-
mation on a basis of the history information.

3. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 2, wherein
the evaluating unit evaluates the familiarity on a ba-
sis of a degree of association between a topic of the
online information and the history information, a
quantity and a quality of knowledge of the user about
the topic, a temporal proximity between the event
and each history, or a number of topics with which
the user is familiar.

4. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 2, wherein
the history information includes learning history in-
formation, job history information, behavior history
information, or purchase history information.

5. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 1, wherein
the evaluating unit evaluates the reliability on a basis
of a kind of the event, information added by the user
at the event, or an event that has been performed
by the user in past.

6. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 1, wherein
the evaluating unit updates the evaluation of the re-

liability on a basis of the information regarding the
event and the history information.

7. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 6, wherein
the evaluating unit updates the evaluation of the re-
liability every time the event occurs.

8. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 6, wherein
the evaluating unit updates the evaluation of the re-
liability by preferentially using information regarding
a newer event.

9. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 1, further comprising
a registration control unit that controls registration of
an evaluation result of the reliability in the P2P da-
tabase.

10. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 9, wherein
the evaluating unit evaluates the reliability using a
predetermined program provided in the P2P data-
base and executed on the P2P database.

11. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 1, wherein
the event includes sharing of the online information,
performance of "Like!", "+1", "retweet", "good/bad
evaluation", "useful/not useful", or "5-level evalua-
tion" on the online information, contribution of a com-
ment to the online information, or registration of the
online information in a "bookmark".

12. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 1, wherein
the event also includes an event that was able to be
performed on the online information by the user, but
has not been performed on the online information by
the user.

13. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 1, further comprising
a feedback requesting unit that requests feedback
to the online information from the user, the feedback
being a kind of the event.

14. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 1, further comprising
a provision control unit that controls provision of the
online information on a basis of an evaluation result
of the reliability.

15. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 14, wherein
the provision control unit does not provide the online
information in which a value indicating the evaluation
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result of the reliability is lower than a predetermined
value or provides the online information and the val-
ue indicating the evaluation result of the reliability in
association with each other.

16. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 14, wherein
the provision control unit controls a user to which the
online information is provided on a basis of a famil-
iarity with the online information.

17. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 1, wherein
the online information includes information disclosed
on social media.

18. The information processing apparatus according to
claim 1, wherein
the P2P database is blockchain data.

19. An information processing method executed by a
computer, comprising:

acquiring information regarding an event per-
formed on online information by a user and his-
tory information of the user registered in a P2P
database; and
evaluating reliability of the online information on
a basis of the information regarding the event
and the history information.

20. A program for causing a computer to realize:

acquiring information regarding an event per-
formed on online information by a user and his-
tory information of the user registered in a P2P
database; and
evaluating reliability of the online information on
a basis of the information regarding the event
and the history information.
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