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Abstract: The opinion dynam ics of econom ic agents ism odeled w ith the
Iink structure In uenced by the resulting opinions: Links between people of
nearly the sam e opinion arem ore stabl than those between people of vastly
di erent opinions. A sinpl scaling law describes the num ber of surviving

nalopinion asa function ofthe num bers of agents and of possible opinions.

1 Introduction

Local nteraction structures, embodied In m odels of socioeconom ic netw orks,
have becom e Increasingly recognized in econom ics as an extension of global
Interaction m echanian s. In this literature, econom ic networks are usually
taken as exogenous, say a square lattice or a m ore com plex graph. In this
note we m ake an attem pt to m ake the structure of links between agents
endogenous, dependent on the degree of \sin ilarity" between each pair of
them . The point of departure is a random graph structure m odi ed by the

assum ption that links associated with a node, ie. an econom ic agent, are
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not entirely random but in uenced by the characteristics of other agents in
the neighbourhood of that particular agent.

Sin ultaneously, we m odel the evolution of the characteristics them selves
as a non-strategic social adaptation process. For concreteness, we call the
characteristics sin ply \opions". W hik this isnot the standard temm inology
In econom ic literature, the reader w ill recognize how the principle descrioed
extends to particular characteristics structures.

O ur suggested process of opinion dynam ics is based on previous work
by []. Unlke In previous research, by the speci cation of endogenous links
the network becom es dynam ic, In uencing the opinion dynam ics and being
In uenced by it sin ultaneously.

O ur Investigation isbased on com puter sim ulation techniques using ran-—

dom numbers. Such an approach has a Iong history in econom ics 1.

2 M odel

O urm odeluses sin ulation technigues known from the \sociophysics" litera-
ture of opinion dynam ics 4] and E rdosR enyinetworks H]. Each ofN agents
we used N = 10%; 10%; 10*) can have one of Q opiions (10 Q  10%).
The opnion of agent i is represented by the variablk S; taking values In a
nite subset of 0;1] consisting of the num bers n=Q w ith a natural number
n Q. At the outset, to each agent there is associated a reference group
generated by a repeated random selection of agents (repeated ten tinmes In
our sin ulations). The generated link structure is assum ed to be one-sided,
ie. ifbisa reference person ofa then not necesserily vice versa. Forexam ple,
they m ay represent relations between agents and their superiors.
As i them odelofD e uant et al [I, 6], at every iteration each random ly
elected agent 1 discusses successively w ith the agents In its reference group.

In each instance, the two com pare their opinions S; and S;. If their opinion



di erence B; Ssjislargerthana xed con dence intervall. (m ostly between
Q=20 and Q =2), they ignore each other’s opinion; otherw ise the two opinions
m ove tow ards each otherby an am ount 5; Sjj=p 10, rounded to the nearest
Integer value. (Iftheir opinionsagree, nothing changes; iftheir opinionsdi er
byonly 1=Q,oneofthetwo agents, random ly selected, adoptsthe opinion of
the other.) T his discretization ofopinionsto S = n=Q w ith naturalnum bers
n between 1 and Q, instead of continuous numbers S between 0 and 1, is
taken from f]]to in prove com putationale ciency; for the sam e reason we
did not use the altermative m odel B] where each agent looks at allN agents
Instead of only ten of them .

In addition, we allow for noise representing the random in uence of the
environm ent (good or bad econcom ic new s) E], In addition to the opinion
dynam ics In the reference group. W ith probability 1/2, each agent shifts its
opinion random 7 up ordown by 1=Q (out stays w ithin the Interval from
0tol).

T he coupling betw een the existence ofa link between two agents and their
opinions is to our know ledge the new aspect of ourm odel: large di erences
of opinion destroy a link. Thus at each iteration, before the above opinion
dynam ics starts, the reference group of each agent i is reviewed. The link
to agent j in the reference group is kept w ith a probability ©E=Q)=F: S;J
(GfS; = Sj the link is kept w ith probability 1), where p = 1=10; 1=2; 1 was
smulated (o= 1 In allour gures). If a link is destroyed, another bond is
slkected random ly; if the two opinions of this new bond are far away from
each other, thisnew bond w ill hardly survive the next iteration.

T he sinulations were continued either up to a xed number 10* of iter-
ations or untila xed point is reached. Eadh agent is treated on average
once at each iteration; the number t of iterations thus m easures the tin e.)
W e de ne a xed point as a situation when w ithout noise for ten consecu—

tive fterations no opinion changed. W ith noise a xed point isde ned as a



situation where due to the opinion dynam ics, ignoring the noise, during one
Iteration no opinion changed. The opinionsat this xed point are called nal
and are analyzed, w ith previous opinions ignored. Under conditions where
noise prevents a xed point to be reached within 10° iterations, we m ake
only 10* iterations and average over all uctuating opinion distrbutions in
the second half of the sim ulations, 5;000 < t 10;000.

W ithout noise we always found xed points; wih noise depending on
param eters we found xed points, or we found opinions uctuating about
som e stationary distributions. In m ost cases we averaged over 1000 sam ples
to get am oother statistics; the Fortran program of about 140 lnes is avail-
able as de uvantl9.f from stau er@ thpunikoeh de, aswellas some gures

m entioned but not shown below .

3 Resuls

3.1 N o noise

Figure 1 show s that for large con dence intervals I spanning m ore than half
of the possble opnion space a consensus is achieved: only one nalopinion
survives. For an aller L m ore than one opinion can survive; we always found
a xed point. The statistical uctuations are barely visble, aswas shown by
another sim ulation using the sam e param etersbut di erent random num bers.
T he deviations from the am ooth curve Q =L, shown as a dashed lne in F igure
1 are thus system atic; only for 2 L 50 in the snooth kft part the
sim ulated resuls are proportional to Q =L . Sim ilar data were obtained for
di erent param eters N ;0 ;p, and also for the case w ithout bonds where at
each iteration each agent selects random Iy one other agent for discussion (ot
shown).

In physics since 40 yearsm any quantitieswere tted on scaling law s. T hus
a function z = f (x;y) of two varabls x;y often can be written (for very



Average number of different final opinions, 1000 samples of 1000 agents and 1000 possible opinions
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Figure 1: Sem ilogarithm ic plot of the number of nal opinions versus con—
dence ntervalL; orL > Q=2 (here = 500) a com plete consensus for only

one centrist opinion is seen.

an all or very large x and y) as a scaled variable z=x® = F (y=x°) given by a
filnction F of only one scaled variable y=x°, where a;b are free param eters
often called critical exponents. In our case these exponentsboth are one, and
the numberM ofsurviving opinions, scaled by Q, is a function ofthe scaled
variabl N =Q . F igure 2 show s this scaling function in the form ofM =Q 1)
versus Q=N for two drastically di erent system sizesN = 100 and 1000 at
L = 1: The two sets of data nicely overbp. For large Q=N m ost opinions
have no adherents, nearly N di erent opinions have one adherent each, and
very few opinions have two orm ore adherents. Thusonly M = N opinions
survive In this lim i, and the scaled variablke M =Q equals 1=Q =N ) as shown
by the straight line w ith downward slope in Figure 2. In the opposite lin it
of anall Q=N , faw agents initially share an opinion, the an all con dence

Intervall, = 1 allowsm any di erent nal opinions separated by m ore than



Scaled number of surviving opinions versus scaled possible number; N = 100 (+), 1000 (x); L=1
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Figure 2: D oubledogarithm ic scaling plot. D i erent param eters N = 100
and 1000 lad to the sam e curve.

L, and thus the numberM of nalopinions is proportionalto Q : M =Q =
const In the kft part of Figure 2, as Indicated by the horizontal line. The
sim plicity ofthis scaling Jaw explains that it is sin ilar to the one found [1]in
a di erent m odelof xed links on a BarabastA bert network. W e divided
M by Q 1 instead ofby Q since forQ = 2 a com plkte consensusM = 1lwas
found; for the large Q 10 used here the di erence hardly m atters.) For
L > 1 a new param eter L=Q would have to be used, and the scaling would
have been m ore com plicated.

Figure 3 show s the dynam ics untila xed point is reached, atQ = N =
1000. For large L a com plkte consensus is reached as shown :n Figure 1,
and this case therefore is less Interesting now . For sm allcon dence Intervals
L we s=e In Figure 3 that the average di erence of opinions w ith the ten
agents in the reference group decreases exponentially with tine t. The ten
sim ulated sam ples give nearly the sam e results. For intem ediate L = 150
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Figure 3: Seam ilogarithm ic plot of the average opinion di erences w ithin a
link, versus tin e. The upper data have a low con dence intervall = 10, the
lower data an Interm ediate L = 150, forQ = 1000. Ten di erent sin ulations
are shown ssparately (ie. not averaged over). The opinions are m ultiplied

here by O and thus vary from 1 to 1000.

where on average about ve opinions survive, we have drastic changes from
sam ple to sam ple even though they di er only by the random num bers used:
Som etin es the opinion di erences reach a constant plateau, and som etin es
they nearly vanish. In spite of its sin plicity the m odel thus indicates that
one cannot always predict that for two linked agents the opinions get closs;
one can only predict that the opinions for two linked agents get closer than
they were at the beginning.

32 W ith noise

T he oconstant noise disturbs the agreem ents which would have been found

w ithout noise, and thus the numberM of nalopinions in Figure 4 ismuch



Number of surviving final opinions with noise, 100 agents with 1000 possible opinions; 1000 samples
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Figure 4: Linearplt ofM versusL for strong noise; N = 100; Q = 1000.

larger than without noise: Instead of only one surviving opinion for large
con dence Intervals L > Q=2 we found on average 36.8 nalopiions. For
an all L the number of surviving opinions is higher, as In Figure 1. The
param eters N = 100; Q = 1000 were chosen such that always a xed point
was found.

Wih N = Q = 1000 instead, no xed point was ©und up to t = 10°,
and therefore we could look at the stationary distrloution of the lifetin es
for each Ilink. W e see In Figure 5 that there are m any links w ith a lifetim e
of only one iteration; the number of cbserved lifetin es decays exponentially
w ith Increasing lifetin es, until for lifetin es of order 10? a plateau is reached,
orders of m agniude below the m axinum for unit lifetim e.



Histogram of bond lifetimes, N=Q=1000. 10000 iterations, L = 50, 100, ... 550 from bottom to top
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Figure 5: Seam idogarithm ic histogram of lifetim es of Iinks. Since each ofthe
1000 agents in each ofthe 1000 sam ples contributes ten di erences, the data
are much more snooth (\selfaveragihg") than those In the earlier gures

where eg. In Figure 1 the whole sam plk gave only one numberM .
4 Summ ary

In this m odel of opinion dynam ics, for large enough con dence intervals
L > Q=2 everybody nally agrees with one centrist opinion, whilke hnitially
the opinions were distributed random ly. In the case no such consensus is
reached, the number M of surviving opinions cbeys a sinplk scaling law,
M =Q F (N=Q), as a function ofthe number N ofagents and the number
Q ofpossble opinions, for large N and Q . The consensus m ight corresoond
In reality to m arket bubbls, lke for infom ation technology stodks before
soring 2000, or for tulips centuries ago. O ur evolutionary process includes
slforganisation of the network of links between agents, depending on their
opinions, and n uencing in tum their opinions. In provem ents like inclision

of value Judgm ents between good and bad opinions, or In uence of punctual



events on the opinions, are in preparation.
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