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Abstract. In theso-called bounded con�dencem odelproposed by D e�uantetal,agentscan inuenceeach

other’sopinion provided thatopinionsare already su�ciently close enough.W e here discussthe inuence

ofpossible socialnetworkstopologieson the dynam icsofthism odel.

PACS. 89.65 s 89.75 Fb

1 Introduction

M any m odels about opinion dynam ics, [1], [2], [3], are

based on binary opinions which socialactors update as

a result ofsocialinuence,often according to som e ver-

sion of a m ajority rule.Binary opinion dynam ics have

been wellstudied,such as the herd behaviour described

by econom ists([1],[3],[4]).W hen binary interactionscan

occuraboutany pairofagentsrandom ly chosen,the at-

tractors ofthe dynam ics display uniform ity ofopinions,

either 0 or1.Clustersofopposite opinionsappearwhen

the dynam ics occur on a socialnetwork with exchanges

restricted to connected agents.These patternsrem ind of

m agneticdom ainsin Ising ferrom agnets.

The spreading ofepidem icson scale free networks[5]

isalso an instance ofa binary state dynam ics[6].

O ne issue ofinterest concerns the im portance ofthe

binary assum ption:whatwould happen ifopinion were a

continuousvariable such asthe worthinessofa choice (a

utility in econom ics),orsom ebeliefabouttheadjustm ent

ofa controlparam eter? These situationsareencountered

in econom icand socialscience:

{ In the case oftechnologicalchanges econom ic agents

haveto com paretheutilitiesofa new technology with

respect to the old one,and e.g. surveys concerning

theadoption ofenvironm entfriendly practiciesfollow-

ing the 1992 new agriculturalpolicies[7]showed that

agentshave uncertaintiesaboutthe evaluation ofthe

pro�ts when they adopt the new technique and thus

partially rest on evaluations m ade by their \neigh-

bours".

{ Som e socialnorm ssuch ashow to share the pro�tof

the crop am ong landlords and tenants [8]do display

the kind ofclustering thatwewillfurtherdescribe.

In the bounded con�dence m odelofcontinuousopin-

ion dynam ics proposed by De�uant etal[9],agents can

inuence each other’sopinion provided thatopinionsare

already su�ciently close enough.A tolerance threshold

d is de�ned,such that agents with di�erence in opinion

largerthan the threshold can’tinteract.Severalvariants

ofthem odelhavebeen proposed in [9][10].In thesem od-

els,the only restriction for interaction is the threshold

condition and interactionsam ong any pairofagentscan

occur.The attractor ofthe dynam ics are clusters which

num berincreasesby stepswhen thetolerancethreshold is

decreased.

Thedynam icswhich wewilldescribeherecan becom -

pared to theculturaldi�usion m odelintroduced by Axel-

rod:agentsculture isrepresented by stringsofintegerin

thesem odels[11].

Thepurposeofthispaperistochecktheroleofspeci�c

interaction structures on the resultofthe dynam ics.W e

willinvestigate a bounded con�dence interaction process

on scalefreenetworksand com paretheobtained dynam ics

to what was already observed when allinteractions are

possible and when they occur on square lattices am ong

nearestneighbours.

The paperisorganised asfollows:

{ W e �rst expose the sim ple case of com plete m ixing

am ong agents.

{ W e then check the genericity ofthe results obtained

forthesim plestm odeltoothertopologies,m ostlyscale

freenetworks.

W e arem ainly interested in:

{ the clustering process,

{ the possible existence ofregim e transitionsaccording

to the valueofthe threshold ofinuence d

{ the relative im portance ofthe clustering processwith

respecttothewholepopulation.Doalloratleastm ost

agentsparticipateinto thisprocess?

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0311279v1
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2 The basic case:Com plete M ixing

Letusconsiderapopulation ofN agentsiwith continuous

opinion xi.W e startfrom an initialdistribution ofopin-

ions,m ost often taken uniform on [0,1]in the com puter

sim ulations.Ateach tim e step any two random ly chosen

agentsm eet:they re-adjusttheir opinion when theirdif-

ferencein opinion issm allerin m agnitudethan athreshold

d.Suppose thatthe two agentshaveopinion x and x0.

Iff jx �x 0j< d opinionsareadjusted according to:

x = x + � �(x0�x) (1)

x
0= x

0+ � �(x �x 0) (2)

where� isa convergenceratewhosevaluesm ay range

from 0 to 0.5.

In thebasicm odel[9],thethreshold d istaken ascon-

stantin tim e and acrossthe whole population.Note that

we here apply a com plete m ixing hypothesis plus a ran-

dom serialiteration m ode1.

For�nite thresholds,com putersim ulationsshow that

thedistribution ofopinionsevolvesatlargetim estowards

clustersofhom ogeneousopinions.Thenum berofclusters

varies as the integer part of1=2d:this is to be further

referred to asthe "1/2d rule" (see �gure12).
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Fig.1. Statisticsofthenum berofopinion clustersasa func-

tion ofd on the x axisfor250 sam ples(� = 0:5; N = 1000).

1
The "consensus" literature [10]m ostoften usesparallelit-

eration m ode when they suppose that agents average at each

tim e step the opinions oftheir neighbourhood.Their im plicit

rationale for paralleliteration is that they m odelsuccessive

m eetingsam ong experts.
2
Noticethecontinuoustransitionsin theaveragenum berof

clusterswhen d varies.Becauseoftherandom nessoftheinitial

distribution and pairsam pling,any prediction on theoutcom e

ofdynam ics such as the 1/2d rule only becom es true with a

probability close to one in the lim itoflarge N .

3 The scale free network topology and

opinion updating process

W e use a standard m ethod,see e.g.Stau�er and M eyer-

O rtm anns[12]:

Starting from a fully connected network of3 nodes,

weadd iteratively nodes(in generalup to 900 nodes)and

connect them to previously created nodes in proportion

to their degree.W e have chosen to draw two sym m etri-

calconnections per new added node in order to achieve

the sam e average connection degree (4) as in the 30x30

square lattice taken as reference.But obviously the ob-

tained networksare scale free asshown by Barabasiand

Albert[5].

In factscale free networks[5]display a lotofhetero-

geneity in nodes connectivity.In the context ofopinion

dynam ics,wellconnected nodesm ightbe supposed m ore

inuential,butnotnecessarily m ore easily inuenced.At

leastthisisthe hypothesisthatwe choose here.W e have

then assum ed asym m etric updating: a random node is

�rst chosen, and then one of its neighbours. But only

the �rst node in the pair m ight update his position ac-

cording to equ.1,not both.As a result,wellconnected

nodesareinuenced asoften asothers,butthey inuence

othersin proportion to theirconnectivity.Thisparticular

choice ofupdating is interm ediate between what Stauf-

ferand M eyer-O rtm anns[12]calldirected and undirected

versions.

4 Clustering and transitions

A sim ple way to check clustering,and especially on aver-

age,for any topology is the dispersion index y proposed

by Derrida and Flyberg [13].y istherelativevalueofthe

ratio of the sum of the squared cluster sizes s2
i
to the

squared num berofagents.

y =

P
n

i= 1
s2
i

(
P

n

i= 1
si)

2
(3)

Form clustersofequalsize,onewould havey = 1=m .

The sm aller y,the m ore im portant is the dispersion in

opinions.

W hen averagingovernetworktopologyand initialcon-

ditionsthe step structure (�g.2)observed in the case of

fullm ixing seem sto be com pletely blurred.Forscalefree

networksoneobservesacontinuousincreaseoftheDerrida

Flybergparam eterasafunction ofthetolerancethreshold

with only a kink in thed = 0:25;y = 0:7 region;whiletwo

distinctstepsaty = 0:5 and y = 0:33 areobserved in the

wellm ixed case,corresponding to the occurenceof2 and

3 largeclustersrespectively.

In factthe blurring ofthe transition in scalefree net-

worksisdue to two e�ects:

{ the S curve is the resultofaveraging overm any net-

work topologiesand initialconditions.
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Fig. 2. D ispersion index y as a function of the tolerance

threshold d forwellm ixed system s(red ’+ ’)scalefreenetworks

(green ’x’)with 900 nodes.Each data pointisthe resultofan

average over100 sim ulations.

{ Presenceofoutlying3 nodes[14]in scalefreenetworks

,which rem ain outofthe clustering process,decrease

y,especially atlow tolerancevalues.

W hen m easurem ents are done on single instances of

network topology and initialconditions,one observes y

valuescorrespondingtoeitherone(largery values)ortwo

clusters (sm aller y values) in the 0:2 < d < 0:3 region.

Theproportion ofthesetwo y valuesvarieswith d,larger

y valuesbeing m ore often obtained with largerd values.

Forthesakeofcom parison �gure3 displaysthevariations

ofthe dispersion index with the tolerance threshold for

three di�erent topologies:the standard well-m ixed case

where any agent m ight interact with any other one,the

squarelattice and the scale free network with an average

connectivity k equalto 4 and 8 (k = 4 isthe sam easthe

connectivity ofthe squarelattice).

O ne observesthatin the wellm ixed casethe y values

are either 0.5 or 1,with a rather narrow am biguous re-

gion in d.Forscalefreenetworks,y valuesaresm aller,an

indication oftheexistenceofm any outlying agentswhich

opinion doesnotclusterbecausethey aretoo isolated (see

further).Theirdistribution looksbim odalin a largeram -

biguousregion.Them agnitudeand dispersion ofy values

is sim ilar for scale free network with connectivity 4 and

square lattices.Increasing the average connectivity by a

factor2bringsthescalefreenetworkresultsclosertothose

ofthe well-m ixed case.Connectivity at this stage seem s

m oreim portantthan topology.

O neofthem ostim portantquestionsin scalefreenet-

worksistheroleofthem ostconnected nodeswith respect

to the lessconnected ones.In the contextofopinion dy-

3
D uring the iterative process of opinion exchange, nodes

with few connectionshavelesschancestointeractwith aneigh-

bourwhich opinion isclose enough from theirown opinion to

actually interact.M any ofthem arenota�ected by theconver-

gence processand rem ain outside thedistribution ofclustered

opinions.W e callthem outlying nodes.
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Fig.3. Variation ofthedispersion index y asa function ofthe

tolerancethreshold d.Big red ’+ ’correspond to thewell-m ixed

case,sm allgreen ’x’to squarelattice,big blue’*’to scalefree

network with connectivity 4 and sm allviolet squares to scale

free network with connectivity 8

nam ics,wem ightwantto�gureoutwhethertheyarem ore

inuential,oreventually m ore inuenced? O ne answeris

provided by checking how fartheiropinion ischanged by

the clustering process.Figure 4 is a plot of �nalopin-

ionsofagentsasa function oftheirinitialopinion.Nodes

connectivity areindicated by thesizeoftheverticalbars.

Theim portanceofclusteringisindicated by thedensity of

pointson horizontallineswhileoutlyingagentsarelocated

on the �rstbisectrix.
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Fig.4. Finalopinions versus initialopinions on a scale free

network with averageconnectivity 4and tolerance0.2.Vertical

bars give the num berofneighbours ofeach node (the largest

correspond to 85).

M ostofthewellconnected nodesbelong to horizontal

clusteratx1 = 0:5.They arefarfrom the �rstbisectrix,

which im ply that they have been inuenced during the

clustering process.



4 G�erard W eisbuch:Bounded con�dence and Socialnetworks

The�rstbisectrixiscom posed oflessconnected nodes,

which initialand �nalopinion arem orethan d = 0:2away

from thecluster.Thesenodeshavenotchanged theiropin-

ion.In scale free networks,static isolation (due to lower

connectivity) often results in being kept out ofthe clus-

tering process and rem aining outlying.The e�ect is sys-

tem atically observed foralltolerancethresholdslessthan

0.5.Theoutlying num berexplainswhy thehighestvalues

ofy are lowerthan 1 in �gure 3:only one centralcluster

ispresent,butitonly containsa fraction ofthe nodes.

Forthesam ek values,wellm ixed system sdisplay hor-

izontalclusters in this [x0;x1 ]representation but very

few outlying agents.Theiroccurencerelatesto dynam ics:

when the dynam ics is fast som e agents rem ain outlying

when they are reached for a possible updating after the

convergence process has been already wellengaged,be-

cause ofthe random nessofthe iteration process.Agents

with initialextrem e valueshave m ore chancesto becom e

outlying,butthosewhoactually do,depend upon thepar-

ticularinstanceofthe random iteration.

Stau�eretal[12]havedoneextended statisticsofthe

total num ber of di�erent opinions after convergence in

scale free networks.Since the num berofoutlying agents

ism uch biggerthan the num berofbig clusters,their�g-

ures give a very good characterisation ofthe num ber of

outlying nodes.

Forthesakeofcom parison wegivetheequivalentdis-

play forsquarelattices(�g.5).Theresultsarepretty sim -

ilarto those obtained with scale free networks.The less

populated horizontallinescorrespond to sm allconnected

clusterson the lattice.

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

opinions square lattice d=0.2

Fig.5. Finalopinionsversusinitialopinionson a30x30square

lattice with tolerance 0.2.

5 Conclusions

In conclusion,restricting inuenceby a network topology

doesnotdrastically changethebehaviourofthesem odels

ofsocialinuenceascom pared to thewellm ixed case.To

sum m arizesom eofthe resem blancesand di�erences:

{ O ne does observe clustering e�ects,and the num ber

ofobserved m ain clusters does not largely di�er for

what is observed for equivalent tolerance thresholds

in the wellm ixed case.Caution:we have only been

discussing clusters in term s ofopinions,not in term s

ofconnectionsacrossthe network.Forsm alld values,

clustering in opinion m ight structure the network in

sm allerconnected regionswith clustered opinions.O ne

can expectthenum berofsuch non-interacting regions

to be largerthan the num berofclusters(asobserved

on squarelattices[9]).

{ Stairs ofy,the dispersion index,do appear:at least

when m easured withoutaveraging on single instances

ofnetworks and initialconditions.But y values are

decreasedbyalargerproportionofoutlyingagentsand

the transition regionsin tolerancearelarger.

{ W ellconnected nodes are inuenced by other nodes

and arethem selvesinuential.M ostofthem belong to

the big cluster(s)afterthe clustering process.

{ Largerconnectivitiesbringscalefreenetworksdynam ic

behaviourcloserto wellm ixed system s.
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