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Abstract. In the socalled bounded con dencem odelproposed by D e uant et al, agents can in uence each
other’s opinion provided that opinions are already su ciently close enough.W e here discuss the In uence
of possible social netw orks topologies on the dynam ics of this m odel.
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1 Introduction

M any m odels about opinion dynam ics, 'Q,'], i_Z], Eré’], are
based on binary opinions which social actors update as
a resul of social In uence, often according to som e ver—
sion of a maprity rul. Binary opinion dynam ics have
been well studied, such as the herd behaviour described
by econom ists ( ﬁ}'], rﬁ], EJ:]) .W hen binary interactions can
occur about any pair of agents random ly chosen, the at-
tractors of the dynam ics display uniform iy of opinions,
either 0 or 1. C lusters of opposite opinions appear when
the dynam ics occur on a social network w ith exchanges
restricted to connected agents. T hese pattems rem ind of
m agnetic dom ains in Ising ferrom agnets.

T he soreading of epidem ics on scale free netw orks E]
is also an instance ofa binary state dynam ics i_é].

O ne issue of Interest concems the In portance of the
binary assum ption: what would happen if opinion were a
continuous variable such as the worthiness of a choice @
utility in econom ics), or som e belief about the ad justm ent
of a control param eter? T hese situations are encountered
In econom ic and social science:

{ In the case of technological changes econom ic agents
have to com pare the utilities ofa new technology w ith
respect to the old one, and eg. surveys conceming
the adoption ofenvironm ent friendly practicies follow —
ing the 1992 new agriculuralpolicies f_“}] showed that
agents have uncertainties about the evaliation of the
pro ts when they adopt the new technigque and thus
partially rest on evaluations m ade by their \neigh-
bours".

{ Som e socialnom s such as how to share the pro t of
the crop am ong landlords and tenants t_é] do display
the kind of clustering that we w ill further describe.

In the bounded con dence m odel of ooptinuous opin—
Jon dynam ics proposed by D e uant etal s_é], agents can

In uence each other’s opinion provided that opinions are
already su ciently close enough. A tolerance threshold
d is de ned, such that agents w ith di erence in opinion
larger than the threshold can't interact. Several variants
ofthe m odelhave been proposed in i_é] Q@] In thesem od-
els, the only restriction for interaction is the threshold
condition and interactions am ong any pair of agents can
occur. The attractor of the dynam ics are clusters which
num ber increasesby stepswhen the tolerance threshold is
decreased.

T he dynam icswhich we w illdescribe here can be com -
pared to the culturaldi usion m odel introduced by A xel-
rod: agents culture is represented by strings of integer in
these m odels {_l-]_]]

T hepurpose ofthispaper isto check the role of speci ¢
Interaction structures on the resul of the dynam ics. W e
w il investigate a bounded con dence interaction process
on scale free netw orksand com pare the obtained dynam ics
to what was already observed when all interactions are
possble and when they occur on square lattices am ong
nearest neighbours.

T he paper is organised as ollow s:

{ We st expose the sinple case of com plete m ixing
am ong agents.

{ W e then check the genericity of the results obtained
forthe sin plest m odelto othertopologies, m ostly scale
free netw orks.

W e arem ainly interested in:

{ the clustering process,

{ the possbl existence of regin e transitions according
to the value of the threshold of n uence d

{ the relative in portance of the clustering process w ith
regpect to thewhole population.D o allorat leastm ost
agents participate into this process?
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2 The basic case: Com pkte M xing

Letusoonsidera population ofN agentsiw ith continuous
opinion x;.W e start from an Initial distribution of opin—
Jons, m ost often taken uniform on [0,1] In the com puter
sin ulations. At each tin e step any two random ly chosen
agents m eet: they re-adjust their opinion when their dif-
ference in opinion is an aller In m agnitude than a threshold
d. Suppose that the two agents have opinion x and x°.
Iff ¥ x %< d opinions are adjisted according to:

1)
@)

where isa convergence rate whose valuesm ay range
from 0 to 05.

In the basicm odel E_Sfl], the threshold d is taken as con—
stant In tim e and across the whole population. N ote that
we here apply a com plete m ixing hypothesis plus a ran—
dom serial freration m odel.

For nite thresholds, com puter sin ulations show that
the distrdbution of opinions evolves at large tin es tow ards
clusters of hom ogeneous opinions. T he num ber of clusters
varies as the integer part of 1=2d: this is to be further
referred to as the "1/2d rule" (see gure 15) .
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Fig.1l. Statistics ofthe num ber of opinion clusters as a func—

tion ofd on the x axis for 250 samples ( = 0:5; N 1000)

! The "consensus" literature Eé] m ost often uses parallel it—
eration m ode when they suppose that agents average at each
tin e step the opinions of their neighbourhood. T heir in plicit
rationale for parallel iteration is that they m odel successive
m eetings am ong experts.

2 N otice the continuous transitions in the average num ber of
clusterswhen d varies. B ecause of the random ness of the initial
distrbution and pair sam pling, any prediction on the outcom e
of dynam ics such as the 1/2d rulk only becom es true with a
probability close to one in the lin it of large N .
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3 The scak free network topolgy and
opinion updating process

W e use a standard m ethod, see eg. Stau er and M eyer—
O rtm anns f_l-g:]:

Starting from a fully connected network of 3 nodes,
we add 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 symm etri-
cal connections 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 networks are scale free as shown by Barabasi and
A ertfl.

Tn fact scak free networks f] display a lot of hetero-
geneity in nodes connectivity. In the context of opinion
dynam ics, well connected nodes m ight be supposed m ore
In uential, but not necessarily m ore easily in uenced.At
Jeast this is the hypothesis that we choose here. W e have
then assum ed asymm 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.l, not both. As a result, well connected
nodes are in uenced as often as others, but they in uence
others in proportion to their connectivity. T his particular
choice of updating is Intem ediate between what Stauf-
fer and M eyer-O rtm anns {_1-2_;] call directed and undirected

versions.

4 C lustering and transiions

A sinple way to check clustering, and especially on aver-
age, for any topology is the dispersion index y proposed
by D errida and F yberg t_l;i'] y is the relative value ofthe
ratio of the sum of the squared cluster sizes s to the
squared num ber of agents.

P

n
_ =1 5i 3)
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Form clisters ofequalsize, one would havey = 1=m .
The an aller y, the m ore in portant is the dispersion in
opinions.

W hen averaging over netw ork topology and initialcon—
ditions the step structure ( g. :_2) observed in the case of
fullm ixing seem s to be com pletely blurred. For scale free
netw orksone observesa continuous increase ofthe D errida
F Iyberg param eteras a fiinction ofthe tolerance threshold
w ih only a kink in thed = 025;y = 0:7 region; whilk two
distinct stepsaty= 0:5 and y = 0:33 are observed In the
wellm ixed case, corresponding to the occurence of 2 and
3 large clusters respectively.

In fact the blurring of the transition In scale free net—
works is due to two e ects:

{ the S curve is the result of averaging over m any net—
work topologies and initial conditions.
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Fig. 2. Digpersion index y as a function of the tolerance
threshold d orwellm ixed system s (red '+ ') scale free networks
(green ’x’) with 900 nodes. E ach data point is the result of an
average over 100 sin ulations.

{ Presence of outlyjngf- nodes [_l-é_l'] In scale free networks
, which rem ain out of the clustering process, decrease
vy, especially at low tolerance values.

W hen m easurem ents are done on single instances of
network topology and iniial conditions, one observes y
values corresponding to either one (largery valies) ortwo
clisters (sn aller y values) in the 02 < d < 03 region.
T he proportion ofthese two y values varies w ith d, larger
y values being m ore often obtained w ith larger d values.
For the sake of com parison gure:_j displays the variations
of the dispersion index w ih the tolerance threshold for
three di erent topologies: the standard wellm ixed case
where any agent m ight interact w ith any other one, the
square lattice and the scale free network w ith an average
connectivity k equalto 4 and 8 (k = 4 is the sam e as the
connectivity of the square lattice).

O ne observes that in the wellm ixed case the y values
are either 05 or 1, wih a rather narrow am biguous re—
gion In d.For scale free netw orks, y values are an aller, an
indication of the existence ofm any outlying agents which
opdnion does not cluster because they are too isolated (see
further) . T heir distribbution looksbin odalin a lJarger am —
biguous region. T he m agnitude and digpersion ofy values
is sin ilar for scale free network with connectivity 4 and
square lattices. Increasing the average connectivity by a
factor 2 brings the scale free netw ork resuls closerto those
of the wellm ixed case. Connectivity at this stage seem s
m ore im portant than topology.

O ne ofthe m ost In portant questions In scale free net—
works is the role ofthe m ost connected nodesw ith respect
to the less connected ones. In the context of opinion dy—

3 During the iterative process of opinion exchange, nodes

w ith few connectionshave less chances to interact w ith a neigh—
bour which opinion is close enough from their own opinion to
actually interact.M any ofthem arenota ected by the conver—
gence process and rem ain outside the distrbution of clustered
opinions. W e call them outlying nodes.
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F ig.3. Variation ofthe dispersion index y as a function ofthe
tolerance threshold d.B ig red '+ ’ corresoond to the welkm ixed
case, an allgreen 'x’ to square lattice ,big blue "’ to scale free
network w ith connectivity 4 and an all violt squares to scale
free netw ork w ith connectivity 8

nam ics,wem ightwantto gureoutwhetherthey arem ore
In uential, or eventually m ore In uenced? O ne answer is
provided by checking how far their opinion is changed by
the clustering process. F igure :_4 is a plot of nal opin—
ions of agents as a function oftheir iniial opinion.N odes
connectivity are indicated by the size of the verticalbars.
T he in portance of clustering is indicated by the density of
pointson horizontallinesw hile outlying agents are located
on the rst bisectrix.
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Fig. 4. Final opinions versus Initial opinions on a scale free

netw ork w ith average connectivity 4 and tolerance 0 2.Vertical
bars give the num ber of neighbours of each node (the largest
correspond to 85).

M ost of the well connected nodes belong to horizontal
clusterat x; = 05.They are far from the rst bisectrix,
which Inply that they have been In uenced during the
clustering process.
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The rstbisectrix is com posed of less connected nodes,
which niialand nalopinion arem orethan d= 02 away
from the cluster. T hese nodeshave not changed their opin—
jon. In scale free networks, static isolation (due to lower
connectivity) offen results in being kept out of the clus—
tering process and rem aining outlying. The e ect is sys-
tem atically observed for all tolerance thresholds less than
05.The outlying num ber explains w hy the highest values
ofy are ower than 1 In gure 3:only one central cluster
is present, but i only contains a fraction of the nodes.

Forthe sam e k values, wellm ixed system s digplay hor—
zontal clusters in this Kp;x; ] representation but very
few outlying agents. T heir occurence relates to dynam ics:
when the dynam ics is fast som e agents ram ain outlying
when they are reached for a possble updating after the
convergence process has been already well engaged, be—
cause of the random ness of the iteration process. A gents
w ith Iniial extrem e values have m ore chances to becom e
outlying, but those who actually do, depend upon the par-
ticular instance of the random iteration.

Stau eretal [:f2_;] have done extended statistics of the
total num ber of di erent opinions after convergence in
scale free networks . Since the num ber of outlying agents
ismuch bigger than the num ber ofbig clusters, their g-—
ures give a very good characterisation of the number of
outlying nodes.

For the sake of com parison we give the equivalent dis—
play for square lattices ( g.B) .The resuls are pretty sim —
ilar to those obtained w ith scale free networks . The less
populated horizontal lines correspond to am all connected
clisters on the lattice.
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Fig.5. Finalopinionsversus initialopinionson a 30x30 square
Jattice w ith tolerance 02.

5 Conclusions

In conclusion, restricting In uence by a netw ork topology
does not drastically change the behaviour ofthese m odels
ofsocialin uence as com pared to the wellm ixed case.To
sum m arize som e of the resam blances and di erences:

{

O ne does observe clustering e ects, and the num ber
of observed m ain clusters does not largely di er for
what is cbserved for equivalent tolerance thresholds
In the well m ixed case. Caution: we have only been
discussing clusters in tem s of opinions, not In tem s
of connections across the network . For am alld values,
clustering In opinion m ight structure the network in
an aller connected regionsw ith clistered opinions.O ne
can expect the num ber of such non-interacting regions
to be larger than the num ber of clusters (as observed
on square lattices E_Q]) .

Stairs of y, the dispersion index, do appear: at least
when m easured w ithout averaging on single Instances
of networks and iniial condiions. But y values are
decreased by a largerproportion ofoutlying agents and
the transition regions in tolerance are larger.

W ell connected nodes are In uenced by other nodes
and are them selves In uential.M ost ofthem belong to
the big cluster(s) after the clistering process.

Larger connectivitiesbring scale free netw orksdynam ic
behaviour closer to wellm ixed system s.

W ethank D .Stau er orhelpfildiscussions and early com -
m unication ofhis resuls @2]], and F .Amblard forusefulre—
m arks.W e acknow ledge partial support from the FET -IST
grant ofthe EC IST 200133555 COSIN.
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