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W e review the opinion dynam ics in the com puterm odelsofD e uantetal. O ),
of Krause and Hegselmann (K H), and of Szna§f (S). A 1l these m odels allow for
consensus (one nalopinion), polarization (wo nalopinions), and fragm entation
(m ore than two nalopinions), depending on how tolerant people are to di erent
opinions. W e then sin ulate the reactions of people to extrem e events, in that we
m odify the opinion ofan indiridualand nvestigate how the dynam ics ofa consen—
susm odeldi uses this perturbation am ong the otherm em bersofa comm uniy. Tt
often happens that the original shock Induced by the extrem e event In uences the
opinion of a big part of the society.

1 Introduction

P redicting extrem e events is very inportant when we want to avoid the
losses due to earthquakes, oods, stock m arket crashes, etc. But it is not
easy, as reading the new spapers show s. It ismuch easier to clain afterwards
that one has an explanation for this event. A m ore scienti ¢ question is the
Investigation ofthe opinionspecple have afferan extrem e event: D o they now

take ob fctive risksm ore serjously than before? D o people tend to exaggerate
the risks and prefer to drive long distances by car instead of airplane, shortly
after a plane crash happened? How do these opinion changes depend on
the tin e which has elapsed since the event, or the geographical distance? It
is plausble that the m ore tim e has elapsed since the last catastrophe, the
Jess serious is the risk taken by m ost people. Less clear is the in uence of
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geographical distance, eg. if the probability to die of a terror attack In a
far away ocountry is com pared w ith the \custom ary" risk to die there from a
tra c accident.

G efpel, Harta and Pohl {I] looked at the geography question in a region
of G em any where 10 years ago a vulcano erupted and left the Laach lake.
T he closer the residents were to that lake, the m ore seriously they took the
risk . But also their generalpolitical orientation was correlated w ith their risk
Judgm ent. O n the otherhand, scienti ¢ annoucam ents led to som e new soaper
reactions w thin G em any, lndependent of the distance, but died down after
a faw months. O ther exam plks are the reactions to nuclear power plants
and their accidents. Volker Jentsch (private com m unication) suggested to
sim ulate such reactions to extrem e events on com puters; such sinulations
are only possibl w ith a reasonable m odel of opinion dynam ics.

A very recent application would be the in uence of deadly tsunam is after
an earthquake on the opinion of people. Those who live on the a ected
coasts after that extram e event ofD ecam ber 2004 w ill ram em ber i as a clear
danger. Those who life further inwards on the land, away from the coast,
know that tsunam is do not reach them , but they still have leamed from the
new s about the thousands of peopk killed. W ill they jidge the danger as
higher or as Iower than those on the a ected coast line? And what about
those who live on the coast of a di erent ocean, where such events are also
possible but happened long ago? This exam ple shows how the in uence of
an extrem e event on the opinion of the peopl can depend on the distances
In tim e and space. This is the question we want to sim ulate here In generic
m odels.

Tt would not be desirabl to Invent a new opinion dynam icm odel jist for
the purpose to study reactions to extrem e events. Instead, it would be nice
if one would have one generally accepted and well tested m odel, which then
could be applied to extrem e events. No such consensus is evident from the
Iiterature. W e thus concentrate here on threem odels, D ,KH and S @O e uant
et al. P], Krause and Hegselmann {B] and Szna§ {4]) which are currently
used a ot to sin ulate opinion dynam ics; we ignore the older voterm odels §]
orthose of A xelrod ], ofG alam [}]and ofW u and Huberm an {§], tom ention
Just som e exam ples. W e willnot clain that as a result of these simulations
onem ay predict public reaction; wem erely clain that sin ulations like these
could be a useful starting point In this research eld.

O f course, one m ay question in general whether hum an beings can be
sim ulated on com puters where only a few num bers describe the whole per-



son. M ore than two m illenia ago, the G reek philbsopher Em pedokles al-
ready paved the way to these com puter sin ulation by stating (@ccording to
J.M im kes), that som e peoplk are lke w Ine and water, m ixing easily, whik
others are lke oil and water, refusing to m ix. Thus he reduced the com —
plexity of hum an opinions to two choices, like hydrophilic or hydrophobic in
chem istry, soin up or spin down In physics, 0 or 1 in com puter science. And
in today’s developed countries, we take regular polls on whether people lke
their governm ent, allow ing only a f&w choices lke: very mudh, yes, neutral,
no, or not at all. Sin plifying m other N ature thus was not started by us, is
comm on also In sociology, and has been quite successil in physics.

2 GeneralOpinion D ynam ics

In this section we review the dynam ics of models D ofDe uant et al, KH

of K rause and Hegselnann, and S of Sznaf B, 3, 4]. Their results are
quite sin ilar but they di er in their rules on how the opinions are changed.
An earlier review of these models was given in [9] with emphasis on the
Sznaf m odel. In thatm odeltw o people who agree In their opinions convince
suitable neighbours to adopt this opinion. In m odel D , each person selkcts
a suitable partmer and the two opinions get closer to each other. ForKH,
each person looks at all suitable partners and takes their average opinion.
\Suitablk" m eans that the original opinions are not too far from each other.

21 De uantetal

InmodelD P]allN agentshave an opinion O which can vary continuously
between zero and one. Each agent selects random Iy one of the other agents
and checks rst if an exchange of opinions m akes sense. If the two opinions
dierbymorethan ((0< < 1),thetwo refiise to discuss and no opinion is
changed; otherw ise each opinion m oves partly in the direction ofthe other, by
an amount O ,where O isthe opinion di erence and the convergence
param eter (0 < < 1=2). The param eter is called con dence bound or
con dence interval. For > 1=2 all ophions converge towards a centrist
one, whik for < 1=2 separate opinions survive; the number of surviving
opinions in the Jatter case varies as 1= . Besides sim ulations, also analytical
approxin ations were m ade f1U] which agree wellw ith the sim ulations.

Fig.'] shows a consensus om ation w ith the num ber of sin ulated pecple
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Figure 1: Standard D m odel, 450 m illions agents, = 0%4; 03, opinions
divided In 20 intervals. Shown are intervals1 +), 2 (x), 10 (stars), and 11
(squares) .



close to that in the European Union, 450 m illions, and = 04; = 03.To
plot the resuls, the opinionswere binned into 20 intervals. W e show intervals
1, 2,10 and 11 only. Iniially, the num bers of opinions were the same in all
Intervals; soon two centrist opinions dom inate until nally one of them eats
up the other. Independent of this power struggle, som e extram ist opinions
survive In the intervals close to zero and close to one. T hese extram ist w ings
[l1]area generalproperty for < 1=2but arenot the them e ofthis \extrem e"
book.

V arious variants of this standard version were published. Tt isnum erically
easier to ook at Integer opinions O = 1;2;3:::;Q Instead of continuously
varying O ; a precursor of such work is G alam and M oscovici f[2] where both
discrete opinions (0, 1) and opinions in between were allowed. Ifthe opinions
O = 1;2;:::Q are integers, one can determ ne unam biguously iftwo opinions
agree or di er. The above expression for O then needs to be rounded to
an Integer. If two opinions di er only by one unit, one random ly selected
opihion is replaced by the other one, whereas this other opmnion ram ains
unchanged.

The idea of everybody talking to everybody w ith the sam e probabiliy
is perhaps realistic for scienti ¢ exchanges via the intemet, but, in politics,
discussions on city a airs are usually restricted to the residents of that city
and do not extend over the whole world. P utting agents onto a square lattice
P1w ith interactions only between lattice neighbours [13] is one possbility.
In recent years, sn alkworld networks and scale-free networks f14] were sin -
ulated intensively asm odels for social networks. In the standard version of
the BarabasiA bert m odel, the m ost popular m odel of scale-free netw orks,
one starts with a anall number m of agents all connected to each other.
Then, one by one, m ore m em bers are added to the population. Each new
m em ber sslects random Iy m previous m em bers as neighbours such that the
probability of selecting one speci ¢ agent is proportional to the number of
neighbours this agent had before. In this way, the well connected people get
even m ore connections, and the probability of one agent to have been selected
as neighbour by k later m embers is proportional to 1=k®. (In contrast, on
the square Jattice and on the B ethe lattice, every agent has the sam e num ber
of neighbours, and for random graphs the num ber of neighbours uctuates
slightly but its distrdbution has a narrow peak.) In opinion dynam ics, only
netw ork neighbours can in uence each other.

Putting D e uant agents [15] onto thisB arabastA bert netw ork, w ith con—
tinuous opinions, again for lJarge con dence Intervals a com plte consensus



is found whereas foram all the num ber ofdi erent surviving opinions varies
roughly as 1= .An opinion cluster is a set of agents sharing in nalequilb—
rium the sam e opinion, ndependent ofw hether these agents are connected as
neighbours or ssparated. Varying the totalnumberN ofagentsone ndsthat
the num ber of an all opinion clusters wih 1, 2, 3, ... agents is proportional
to N , whilk the num ber of lJarge opinion clusters com prising an appreciable
fraction of the whole network is of order unity and ndependent ofN . This
result rem inds us ofthe cluster size distribution forpercolation [1§]above the
threshold: There isone In nite cluster covering a nite fraction ofthe whole
lattice, coexisting w ith m any nite clusters whose num ber is proportional to
the lattice size. O nem ay com pare this distrlbbution of opinions w ith a dicta-
torship: The inposed o cial opinion coexists w ith a clandestine opposition
fragm ented into m any groups.

T his scale-free netw ork can be studied in a com plicated and a simplkeway:
In the com plicated way, if a new agent A lice selects a previous agent Bob
as neighbour of A lice, then A lice is also neighbour of Bob, lke in mutual
frendships. This is the undirected case. The directed case is the simplr
way: Bob is a neighbour for A lice but A lice is not a neighbour for Bob; this
situation corresponds m ore to political leadership: the party head does not
even know allparty m embers, but all party m em bers know the head. Apart
from sin plifying the program m ing, the directed case seam s to have the sam e
properties as the undirected one [15].

A Iso changing from continhuous to discrete cpinions O = 1;2;:::;Q does
not change the results much but it sinpli es the smulation [17], particu—
larly when only people di ering by one opinion unit discuss w ith each other
(corresponding to 1=Q ). A gain the num ber of opinion clusters varies pro—
portionaltoN forN ! 1 at xed N=Q .A consensus is reached forQ = 2,
but not forQ > 2. A scaling law gives the total number of nal opinions
asbeing equalto N muliplied by a scaling function of N=Q . This law has
two sin ple lin its: ForQ N there are so m any opinions per person that
each agent has its own opinion, ssparate from the opinions of other agents
by m ore than one unit: no discussion, nobody changes opinion, N clusters
of size unity. In the opposite case Q N , all opinions have lots of follow ers
and thus m ost of them survive up to the end. These sinple lim its rem ain
valid also if people di ering by up to ' opinion units (nstead of ‘= 1 only)
In uence each other; a consensus is then fomed if =Q @Which now plays
the role of the above ) is lJarger than 1/2. (The m ore general scaling law
for arbitrary N=Q now becom es nvalid). This threshold of = 1=2, which



has em erged so often In the previous exam ples, is supposed to be a universal
feature of the D e uant dynam ics, as long as the symm etry of the opinion
spectrum w ith respect to the inversion right $ IJeft is not violated f1§]. The
symm etry m eans that the opinionsO and1l O @ O for nteger opinions)
are equivalent and can be exchanged at any stage of the dynam ics w ithout
changing the corresponding con guration. In this way, the histogram of the
opinions is at any tin e symm etric w ith resoect to the central opinion 1=2
© =2 for integer opinions). If we Instead ket O and 1 O © 0) phy
di erent roles the threshold w ill in generalbe di erent. A s a m atter of fact,
in 19] one introduced such an asymm etry in that the "convincing power",
expressed by the param eter , is no longer the sam e for all agents but it
depends on the opinion of the agent. M ore precisely, Increases with the
opinion ofthe ndividual, and this in plies that those agents w ith low values
of O are lss convincing than those w ith high values of O . In this case the
opinion distrbbution is no longer symm etric w ith respect to O = 1=2 Q=2)
and the consensus threshold is Jarger than 1=2.

In all this work, st the scalefree network was constructed, and then
the opinion dynam ics studied on the xed network. Not mudch is changed
if opinion dynam ics takes place sin ultaneously w ith network growth £Q], in
agreem ent w ith Ising and Szna m odels P1].

2.2 KrauseH egseIm ann

TheKH m odel 3]was sim ulated Jess since only sm all system s seem ed possble
to be studied. O nly recently, for discrete opinions, an e cient algorithm was
found to study m illions of agents 2], com pared w ith at m ost 300,000 for
continuous opinions R3]. A gain we have opinions O continuous between zero
and one, or discrete O = 1;2;:::Q . At every iteration, every agent looks
at all other agents, and averages over the opnions of those which di er by
not m ore than (continuous opinions) or ' (discrete opmnions) from its own
opinion. Then it adopts that average opinion as itsown. Asin theD m odel,
also the KH m odel show s a com plete consensus above som e threshold and
m any di erent opinions in the nalocon guration if isvery sm all. H owever,
in this case, there are two possible values for the threshold P4], depending on
how m any neighbours an agent has on average: ifthis num ber of neighbours,
or average degree, grow s w ith the num ber of agents of the com m uniy, there
isconsensus for > o, where | 02; if instead the average degree rem ains
nite when the population diverges, the consensus threshold is1=2 asin theD
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Figure 2: Scaling law for the number S of surviving opinions in the discrete
KH model, from P4]. For the D model the gure looks sim ilar [17] except
that the downward deviations at the kft end of the data sets are weaker.

m odel. Variousways ofopinion averaging were investigated RJ]. H egseln ann
and K rause ] also sinulated asymmetric  choices, which m ay depend on
the currently held opinion.

Fig. & show s that the sam e scaling law as for the discrete D m odel also
holds for the discrete K H m odel R2] on a scale-free B arabasiA Iert netw ork.
Forthe usualversion ofthem odel, in which all individuals talk to each other,
but w ith discrete opinions and discussions only between agents di ering by
one opinion unit, up to Q = 7 a consensus is reached whik forQ > 7 ssveral
ophhions remamn. (The rolk of weltconnected leaders n a sin ilar opinion
m odelon a BarabasiA bert network was studied n 24].)

A swem entioned above, by using discrete opinions it is possble to speed
up the algorithm com pared to the continuous case. The in plem entation of
an algorithm for KH with discrete opinions m ust be probabilistic, because
the value of the average opinion of com patibl neighbours of an agent m ust
necessarily be rounded to an integer and this would m ake the dynam ics
trivial, as In m ost cases the agent would keep is own opinion. W e start
wih a communityy where everybody talks to everybody elss, opinions O =



1;2;:30 and a con dence bound ‘. A fter assigning at random opinions to
the agents in the initial con guration, we calculate the histogram ny ofthe
opinion distrbution, by counting how m any agents have opinion O, for any
O = 1;2;:3Q0 . Suppos we want to update the status of agent i, which
has opinion k. The agents which are com patdbl wih i are all agents w ith
ophion k = k Gk ‘4 L;uzk;k+ l;uzk+ Y 1;k+ V. Letp =
Ng ++ Ny i+ 2+ Ny v 1+ Ny s be the totalnum ber of com patibl agents.
Then we say that agent i takes opinion k w ith the probability Pr = Dp=Ngy,
which Just am ountsto choosing at random one ofthe agents com patible w ith
i and taking its opinion. Let k¢ be the new opinion of agent i. W e simply
need to withdraw one agent from the original channel k and add it to the
channel k¢ to have the new opinion histogram of the system , and we can
pass to the next update. Notice that in this way the tin e required for a
swesp over the whole population goes lke 2'+ 1)N ,whereN isasusualthe
totalnum ber of agents and 2 '+ 1 the num ber of com patible opnions. In the
origihal algorithm w ith continuous opinions, nstead, the tin e to com plte
an iteration goes asN ?, because to update the state of any agent one needs
tom ake a sweep over the whole population to ook for com patible individuals
and calculate the average oftheiropinions. The gain in speed ofthe algorithm
w ith discrete opinions is then rem arkable, especially when ¥ N .

W e have seen that the presence ofthe second factorN in the expression of
the fteration tin e forthe continuousm odel is exclusively due to the fact that
we consider a com m unity where every agent com m unicates w ith all others. If
one Instead considers social topologies w here each agent interacts on average
with just a Bw individuals, lke a lattice, the iteration tin e will grow only
linearly with N , and the algorithm w ill com pete in speed w ith that ofD .A s
a m atter of fact, in m any such cases the KH algorithm ismuch faster than
the D algorithm .

23 SznaHd

The S model 'E!] is the m ost often studied m odel, and the literature up to
m id-2003 was reviewed In 9]. Thus we concentrate here on the m ore recent
literature.

The m ost widespread version uses a square lattice wih two opinions,
0o = 1. If the two opinions in a random }7 selected neighbour pair agres,
then these two agents convince their six lattice neighbours of this opinion;
otherw ise none of the eight opinions changes. If nitially lss than half of
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com plte consensus. d = 235 represents the trangular lattice. The upper
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19?2, 73, 5%, 5°. For larger lattices, the failures for three opinions vanish.
Opinion O can only convince opinions O 1.

the opinions have the value 1, at the end a consensus is reached with no
agent having opinion 1; if initially the 1’s have the m aprity, at the end
everybody follow s their opinion. T hus a phase transition is cbserved, which
is the sharper the larger the lattice is. The growth of nearly hom ogeneous
dom ainsof 1’sand 1’s isvery sin ilar to spinodal decom position of goin 1/2
Ising m agnets.

W ith Q > 2 possbl opihions © = 1;2;:50Q), always a consensus is
found exospt ifonly pecple w ith a neighboring opinion O 1 can be convinced
by the centralpairofopinion O ; then a consensus isusually possible forQ 3
but not for Q 4 in a variety of lattice types and din ensions, see Fig.:3
(from [)).

T he greatest success of the S m odel is the sin ulation ofpolitical election
results: The number of candidates receiving v votes each varies roughly as
1=v wih systam atic downward deviations for large and snallv. Thiswas
obtained on both a BarabastA bert 7] and a pssudo—fractalm odel 2§]. O £
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course, such sinulations only give averages, not the w inner In one soeci c
election, jast like physics gives the air pressure as a function of density and
tem perature, but not the position of one soeci ¢ air atom one m inute from
now .

Schulze RY] sinulated a multilayer S m odel, where the Jayer num ber cor-
responds to the biclogical age of the people; the results were sim ilar as for
the sihgle-layer S m odel. M ore interesting was his com bination of globaland
Jocal nteractions on the square lattice: two peoplk of arbitrary distance who
agree in their opinions convince their nearest neighbours ofthisopinion. Sin —
ilarly to themean eld theory of Sknina and Lavicka [0, the tin es needed
to reach consensus are distribbuted exponentially and are quite sm all. T here-
fore up to 10° agents could be sinulated. T he w idth of the phase transition
(orQ = 2, asa function of nitial concentration) vanishes reciprocally to the
linear lattice din ension P9].

If the neighbours do not always follow the opinion of the central pair,
but do so only with som e probability 4], one m ay describe this probabik
ity through som e social tem perature T : T he higher the tem perature is, the
higher is the probability to change opinion BI]. Then T = 0 m eans nobody
changes opinion, and T = 1 means everybody follow s the S rule. A tema—
tively, one m ay also assum e that som e people pem anently stick w ith their
opinion B1,3%]. In this way, a m ore dem ocratic society ism odeled even for
Q = 2 sudch that not everybody ends up w ith the sam e opinion.

In an S m odelw ith continuous opinions and con dence bound  sin ilar
to the D and KH m odels, always a consensus was found independently of

B3l

3 D am age Spreading

How is it possbl to describe the reaction of peocpl to extrem e events In
quantitative tem s? From the previous discussion we have leamt that opin—
Jons can be treated as num bers, nteger or real. A change of cpinion of an
arbitrary agent i is thus sin ply the di erence between the new opinion and
the old one. D uring the dynam icalevolition, aswe have seen above, opinions
change, due to the in uence of the peoplk on their acquaintances. This is,
however, the "nom al" dynam ics wihin a communiy. W hat we would like
to Investigate is nstead how much a sudden perturbation ("extram e event™)
would aler the opinion variables of the agents of the system . The concept
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of perturbation need not be exactly de ned: for us it is whatever causes
opinion changes In one or a fewi, agents of the system . W e have in m ind
localized events, lke strikes, accidents, decisions involring sm all areas, etc.
W e assum e that peopk shape their own opinions only through the nterac-
tions w ith their acquaintances, w ithout considering the in uence of extemal
ophion-a ecting sources like them assm edia, which act at once on thewhole
population.

In order to evaluate the e ect of a perturbation on the public opinion
it is necessary to know the opinion distribution of the agents when nothing
anom aloustakesplace ("nom alstate"), and com pare i w ith the distribution
determ ined after the occurrence of an extrem e event. From the com parison
betw een these tw o replicas ofthe system we can evaluate, am ong otherthings,
the socalled Hamm Ing distance, i. e. how m any agents have changed their
m Ind, and how the In uence ofthe perturbation spread asa function oftin e
and distance from the place where the extrem e event occurred.

This kind of com parative analysis is by no m eans new In science, and
it is comm only adopted to investigate a large class of phenom ena, the so—
called dam age spreading processes. D am age spreading O S) was originally
introduced In biology by StuartK au m an B4], who wanted to estin ate quan-—
titatively the reaction of gene regulatory networks to extemal disturbances
("catastrophic m utations"). In physics, the rst investigations focused on
the Ising m odel [35]. Here one starts from som e arbitrary con guration of
soins and creates a replica by Jpping one orm ore soins; after that one lts
both con gurations evolve towards equillbbriim according to the chosen dy-—
nam ics under the sam e them al noise (ie. identical sequences of random
num bers). t tums out that there is a tem perature T4, near the Curie point,
which separates a phase where the dam age heals from a phase in which the
perturbation extends to a nite fraction of the spins of the system .

The sin plest thing one can do is jast to follow the sam e procedure for
opinion dynam icsm odels. T he perturbation consists in changing the opinion
variabl of an arbitrarily selected agent in the initial con guration. A fter
that, the chosen opinion dynam ics applies for the two replicas. P relin nary
studies in this direction already exist, and they dealw ith the Sznad m odel
on the square lattice. In 3§] one adopted am odi ed version of Szna i where
the four agents of a plaquette convince all their neighbours if they happen

lHere "a faw " m eans that the agents represent a negligible fraction of the totalpopu-—
lation, which vanishes in the 1m it of in nitely m any agents.
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to share the sam e opinion; here the perturbed con guration is ocbtained by
changing the opinion of all agents which lie on a line of the lattice. Tn 37]
the shodk consists In the sudden change of opinions of some nite fraction g
of the whole population and the tin e evolution of the num ber of perturbed
agents is studied as a function of g. M ore im portantly, the authors of the
latter paper show that In several cases critical shocks In social sciences can
be used as probes to test the cohesion of society. T his recalls the strategy of
natural sciences: ifwe hi an iron bar with a hamm er, from the velocity of
the sound in the barwe are able to derive its density. In section 32 we will
present new results on dam age spreading for the Szna§l opinion dynam ics
B81. Here we focus on the other two consensusm odels, D and KH .W e shall
rst analyze the m odels for realvalued opinions, then we w ill pass to Integer
oplnions. In all our sinulations we de ned the am ount of dam age as the
num ber of agents di ering in their opinions in an agent-to-agent com parison
of the two replicas; we ignored the am ount by which they di er.
An inportant issue is the choice of a suitabl social topology. A bidi-
m ensional Jattice lends itself to a geographical description of the dam age
Soreading process: we can assum e that the sites represent the position in
goace of the agents, and that the "acquaintances" of an agent be its spatial
neighbours. In this way the lattice would m ap the distrioution of pecple In
som e geographic area and the distances betw een pairs ofagents on the lattice
can be associated to physical distances between individuals. On the other
hand, the regular structure of the Jattice and the prescription of nearest-
neighbour friendship endow the system with features which never occur In
real communities. In fact, on the lattice each agent has the sam e number
of friends and peopl who are geographically far from each other are never
frends. These unrealistic features can be ram oved by adopting a di erent
kind of graph to describe the social relationships between the agents. A
BarabasiA bert BA) network 9] could be a good candidate: it is a non—
regular graph w here the num ber of acquaintances of an agent variesw ithin a
w ide spectrum ofvalues, w ith a few individuals havingm any friends w hereas
m ost pecpl have just a faw . On the other hand the BA network is a struc—
ture with a high degree of random ness and can hardly be enbedded :n an
Euclidean bidin ensional surface, so a geographical characterization of the
dam age propagation would be in possible. In our opinion the ideal solution
would be a graph which Includes both the regular structure of the lattice
and the disorder of a random graph. A possibility could be a Jattice topol-
ogy where the connection probability between the agents decays w ith som e
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negative pow er of the Euclidean distance, being unity for nearest neighbours.
In what follow swe shallhow ever consider only the square lattice and the BA
network.

3.1 Continuous Opinions

If opinions are real num bers, we need a criterion to state when the opinion
ofan agent is the sam e in both replicas or di erent due to the niial pertur-
bation. Since we used 64-bit realnum bers, we decided that two opinions are
the sam e if they di er by lJess than 10 °. In order to detem ine with som e
precision the fraction of agents w hich changed their opinions, it is necessary
to repeat the dam age spreading analysism any tin es, by starting every tim e
from anew Iniialocon guration without changing the sst ofparam etersw hich
constrain the action of the dynam ics: the nal result is then calculated by
averaging over all sam ples. Tn m ost our sim ulations we have collected 1000
sam ples, n a few cases we enhanoed the statistics up to 10000.

For KH with continuous opinions a detailed dam age soreading analysis
has recently been perform ed K], for the case ;n which the agents sit on the
sites of a BA network. The dynam ics ofthe KH model is xed by a sngk
param eter, the con dence bound , which plays the rolk of tem perature in
the Ising m odel. Like in the Ising m odel, it is interesting to analyze the
dam age propagation as a function of the control param eter ; it tums out
that there are three phases in the -space, corresponding to zero, partialand
total dam age, resgpoectively. The existence of a phase In which the initial
perturbation m anages to a ect the state (ere the opinions) of all agents
is new for dam age spreading processes, and is essentially due to the fact
that opiions are realvalied. In this case, in fact, the probability for a
"dam aged" opinion to recover its value in the unperturbed con guration is
zero; on the other hand, to perturb the opinion of an agent it su ces that
one of its com patible neighbours be a ected, and the probability of having
a ocom patible "disturbed" neighbour increases w ith the con dence bound
The only circum stance which can stop the propagation of the dam age is
w hen the perturbed agents are not com patible w ith any of their neighbours.
T he considerations above allow us to understand why the critical threshold

s = 1=2 found in [fQ], above which dam age spreads to all agents of the
system , coincides w ith the threshold for com plete consensus ofthe m odel, as
in this case all agents share the sam e opinion and so they are all com patibl
w ith each other, which m eans that any agent was a ected by each of its
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neighbours at som e stage. A nother Interesting resul of @Q] is the fact that
the two critical thresholds which ssparate the "dam age" phases In the -
soace do not seam to depend on the degree dy of the st node a ected by
the shodk, although the Hamm ing distance at a given increases with 4.
T hism eansthat it is irelevant whether the shock initially a ected som ebody
who hasm any social contacts or som ebody who is Instead poorly connected:
if dam age spreads in one case, it w illdo in the other too.

Tt is I portant to study aswellhow dam age soreads under the D opinion
dynam ics. The hope is to be abl to identify comm on features which would
allow to characterize the soreading process independently of the soeci ¢ con—
sensus m odel adopted. Th section 24 we stressed the analogies between the
KH and the D model], so we expected to nd sin ilar results. For the D
modelwe nead to x one m ore param eter to determm Ine the dynam ics, the
convergence param eter . Thevalue of a ectsexclusively the tin e needed
to reach the nalcon guration, so i hasno In uence on our resuls: we st

= 0:3.Fi.4 showshow the Hamm ing distance varies w ith the con dence

bound fortheD modelon a BA network. The total num ber of agents is
1000. W e ram ark that the dam age is here calculated when the two replicas
ofthe system attained their nalstabl con gurations. W e have also plotted

the corresponding curve for the KH model, as obtained n f4Q]. The two

curves are quite sin ilar, as we expected, and the thresholds for the dam age
soreading transition are very close to each other. Agan, for > = 1=2,
allagents w illbe a ected by the original perturoation.

A swe explained In the introduction, curm ain ain isto attem pt a spatial
characterization ofthe dam age spreading process, w hich would be in possible
on a BA network. This iswhy from now on we shall focus on the lattice
topology. Here we start by changing the opinion variable of the agent lying
on the center site of the Jattice; if the lattice side L is even, as in our case,
the center of the lattice is not a site, but the center of a plaquette, s0 we
"shodked" one of the four agents of the central plaquette. W e refer to the
Iniially shocked agent as to the origin. W e w ill address the follow Ing issues:

How far from the origin can the perturbation go?

W hat is the probability for an agent at som e distance from the origin
to be itselfa ected?

How does this probability p d;t) vary w ith the distance d and w ith the
tine t?
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Figure 4: Fraction ofperturbed agents in the nalcon guration asa finction
of fortheD and the KH modelon a BarabasiA bert network.

To discuss the rst issue, we need to calculate the range r of the dam age,
i e. them axinum ofthe distances from the origin of the agents reached by
the perturoation. T he dam age probability p (d;t) is the probability that, at
tin e t, a random ly chosen agent at distance d from the origin changed its
m ind, due to the initial shock. Here the tin e is represented as usualby the
succession of opdnion con gurations created by the dynam ics. The tin e unit
we adopted is one sweep over all agents of the system . To calculate p(d;t)
we proceed as follow s: affer t iterations of the algorithm , we select all sites
which are at the distance d from the ordigin and which lie on-axisw ith respect
to the origin, as in the schem e below
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w here the bladk dot In the m iddle represents the origin and the crossesm ark
the agents to be m onitored. T he dam age probability is sin ply given by the
fraction ofthese agentswhose opinionsdi er from those oftheir counterparts
In the unperturboed con guration (e. g. iftwo ofthe fouragents changed their
m Ind, the probability is 2=4 = 1=2). N ote that by construction d must be a
m ultiple of the Jattice spacing (in our illustrated exam pled = 4). Atvarance
w ith the evaluation of the dam age range r, where we review all lattice sites,
for the dam age probability we neglected the o -axis sites because the lattice
isnot isotropic and the corresponding data would be a ected by strong nite
size e ectsdue to the lack of rotationalsym m etry. To derive p (d;t) only from
four sites is of course di cult and we need to average overm any sam pls for
the data to have statistical m eaning; we found that a num ber of sam ples of
the order of10° isenough to cbtain stable results. W e calculated p (d;t) forall
distances from the center to the edges of the lattice and for all interm ediate
states of the system from the nitial random con guration to the nalstable
state.

W ew illpresent m ostly resuls relative to theD m odel. T he corresponding
analysis for the KH m odel kads to essentially the sam e resuls. For the
purpose of com parison w ith Fig. 4, we plot .n Fig.'§ the Hamm ing distance
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Figure 6: D m odel, continuous opinions. H istogram s of the dam age range
corresponding to ur values of ; the lattice size is 4F.

as a function of , fortheD and the KH m odel. T he curves refer to a Jattice
with 40° agents: the two pattems are again alke. The dam age spreading
thresholds are close, but they lie quite a bit higher than the corresponding
values relative to the BA network. This is basically due to the fact that in
a BA network each vertex lies just a few steps away from any other vertex
(sm allworld property), and thism akes spreading processes m uch easier and
faster. Indeed, In the dam age soreading phase, the tin e needed for the
perturbation to Invade the system ismuch longer for the lattice than for the
BA network.

Since the am ount of the dam age is a function of , the range r of the
dam age is also a function of . Ik is interesting to analyze the histogram s
of the values of r for di erent values of the con dence bound. In Fig. 6we
show four such histogram s, corresponding to = 0:10;0:17;0:18;0:35. Note
that the values of r reported on the x-axis are expressed in unitsofL=2 (half
of the Jattice side), which is the distance of the center site from the edges
of the Jattice; since the farthest points from the origin are the four vertices
of 11':151§ square, the m axin al possible value of r is L 2=2 (which corresoonds
to 2 1414 In the gure). In the top kft frame ( = 0:10), dam age does
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not spread and in fact the histogram is concentrated only at low values of
r. In the other two fram es, instead, we are near the threshold for dam age
Foreading, and we see that the dam age often reaches thS edge of the lattice
(r= 1 in the plot) and even the farthest vertices (r=  2). The step from
= 047 to = 048, in spie of the little di erence in the value of the
con dence bound, is quite dram atic and signals the phase transition: in the
rst case (top right) it is m ore lkely to have short ranges than long ones,
In the other (pottom Xft) we have exactly the opposite. In the last fram e,
the range is aln ost always m axin al; Jooking at Fig. §, we can see that for
= 035 more than 90% ofthe agents are disturbed, so it is very likely that
the perturbation reaches one of the four vertices of the square.

The study of the dam age probability p(d;t) is m ore Involved, as it is a
function of two varables, the distance d and the tine t. A good working
strategy is to analyze ssparately the dependence of p(d;t) on the two vari-
ables. W e can x the distance to som e value dy and study how the dam age
probability at dy varieswih tine. W e can also x the tim e to ty and study
how the probability at tin e ty varies w ith the distance from the origin. On
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top of that, we should not forget the dependence on  , which determm ines the
"dam age" state ofthe system .

In Fig. 7} we explicitely plot the tin e dependence of the dam age proba-
bility at four di erent distances from the origih, d= 1;2;L=4;L=2. In each
fram e, we have drawn four curves, corresponding (from bottom to top) to

= 045;0417;020;030. W e ram ark that the probability is the higher the
larger , since this corresponds to a Jarger num ber of a ected agents. A1l
curves ncrease w ith tin e, which show s that the dam age does not heal, and
they reach a plateau long before the system attains the nalopinion con g-—
uration. Note the rapid rise of the probability at the two Jargest distances
(L=4 and L=2), for the two values of which 2ll In the dam age spreading
phase ( = 020;030).

Fig. § shows how the dam age probability varies w ith the distance from
the origin, at the end of the tin e evolution ofthe system . The values of the
distance on the x-axis are renom alized to them axim aldistance on-axis from
the origh, L=2, as n Fig.'§. W e have again four fram es, one or each of the
four values of we have considered In Fig.'7. W e notice that for = 0:5,
which is slightly below the threshold, the dam age probability at the edge
(top left) is zero, whereas for = 0:47, which is near the threshold, it is
an allbut nonzero (top right) and it is about 1=2 for = 020 (pottom Xft).
W etred to tthe curvesw ith sim pl functions of the exponential type. W e
found that the decrease w ith the distance is stronger than exponential: for
Iow ,pd;b) @t xed t) iswell approxin ated by a exp ( d)=d.

W e ram ind that we have chosen to introduce the shodk in the system
Just at the beginning of the evolution. If one nnstead would perturb the
system som e tin e later, the am ount of the dam age and the corresponding
probabilities would decrease; however, the results of the analysis would be
qualitatively the sam e.

32 D iscrete Opinions

T here isessentially one reason which justi es the use of realvalued opinions:
the opinionsofany two individuals are never exactly the sam e, although they
can be arbirarly close. This iswhat com m only happens in society, where no
tw 0 persons have exactly the sam e idea or jadgem ent about any issue. In fact,
our opinion about som ebody or a special event can fall anyw here between
the two edges "very bad" and "very good", som ething like the spectrum of
visble light, where one can pass an oothly from red to violt.
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O n the other hand, for all practical punposes, this continuous spectrum of
possible choices can be divided in a nite num ber of "bands" or "channels",
w here each channel represents groups of close opinions. This isactually what
teachers do w hen they evaluate the essays of their students w ith m arks, which
are usually integers. A 1so electors have to choose am ong a nite number of
parties/candidates. F inally, for the case we are m ostly interested In, i. e.
the reaction of people to extram e events, the only possble quantitative in-—
vestigation for sociologists consists In m aking polls, in which the nterviewed
persons have to choose between a few options.

These exam pls show that it ism ore realistic to use integers rather than
real num bers for the opinion varables of consensus m odels. Here we will
repeat the dam age spreading analysis of the previous section fortheD m odel
w ith Integer opinions on a square lhttice. W e will see that the results are
quite di erent from thosewe found before, due to the phenom enon ofdam age
healing.

To startw ith, wemust x thetotalnumberQ ofpossible opinions/choices.
Sihce we perform ed sim ulations for system s with few thousands agents, we
decided to allow for a number of choices of the sam e order of m agnitude,
therefore we set Q = 1000. The con dence bound must be an integer %, but
for consistency w ith the notation we have adopted so far, we will stilluse a
real , agaln between 0 and 1, so that " isthe closest integerto Q.

In Fig. 9 we show the variation of the Hamm ing distance w ith the con—

dence bound , fr a lattice with 4F sites. W e inm ediately notice the
di erence w ith the analogous F ig. 5} for continuous opinions: after the rapid
variation at threshold, the fraction of dam aged sites reaches a peak, then it
decreases and nally it form sa plateau at large . G oing from realto Integer
opinions we have no m ore total dam age, i. e. the perturbation can a ect at
m ost som e fraction £ < 1 ofthe totalpopulation (here £ 0#6), but it has
no chance to a ect all agents. If we Increase the number of agents N but
we keep Q xed to the sam e value, the height of the nalplateau decreases,
goingto zerowhen N=Q ! 1 .

W hy doesthishappen? Taking a Iook at F ig. 1( helps to clarify the situa-
tion. Herewe see the histogram softhedam agerangefor = 0:18;025;0:35;045.
Ifwe compare the fram e relative to = 0:18 (top kft) with is counterpart
for continuous opinions Fig. §, bottom left), we see that they are basically
the sam e. W e are close to the transition so there is some nite probability
for the dam age to reach the edges and even the vertices of the square. W e
notice that the histogram is continuous, In the sense that any value of the
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Figure 10: D model, Integer opnions. H istogram s of the dam age range
corresponding to ur values of ; the lattice size is 5¢.

range between the two extram es ispossbl. Ifwe now look at the otherthree
fram es, the situation is very di erent: the range can be either very short or
very long. In particular, when  is very large (pottom right), the range is
zero orm axin al. That m eans that either the dam age heals, or it soreads to
all agents. In fact, for hrge (¢ 1=2), there is com plte consensus in the

nalcon guration (see section 2.1), so allagents willend up w ith the same
opnion. The question is then whether the nal opnion in the perturbed
con guration coincides or not w ith that of the unperturbed con guration; in
the rst case we have no dam age, in the second totaldam age.

Now , realvalued opinions can bem odi ed by arbitrarily sm all am ounts,
and that would still correspond to dam age. O n the contrary, the variations
of integer opinions are discontinuous steps, and the latter are mudch m ore
unlkely to occur. In thisway, it is virtually in possible for a single agent to
trigger a "jum p" ofthe nalopinion ofallagents ofthe system to a di erent
value. So, for large and many agents, the original perturbation w ill be
healed by the dynam ici o dam age), w hereas for continuous opinions even

2T he non-vanishing probability ©r totaldam age in F ig. :_l-QI isa nite sizee ect, asthe
totalnumber Q of opinions is about the sam e as the population N .
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a an all shock m anages to shift a little bi the nalopinion ofthe com m unity
(totaldam age).

T he presence of dam age healing is also clearly visbl in Fi. 17, which
is the counterpart of Fig. 7} for integer opinions. The four curves of each
frame referto = 0:15 (continuous), 0:18 (dashed), 025 (dotted) and 0:35
(dot-dashed). T he dam age probability isno longerm onotonically increasing
as in Fi. .}, but i displays various pattems, depending on the con dence
bound and the distance from the origin. In particular, observe the behaviour
ofthe curve for = 035 and d= 1 (top lkft fram e, dot-dashed line): here
the probability is initially close to 1, because we are exam Ining a neighbour
of the shodked agent, but after few iterations it falls to about 03, due to
healing. W e also note the curious shape of the two upper curves ford = L=4,
which recalls the pattem of the Hamm ing distance with of Fig.'9: the
dam age probability rapidly rises to a m axinum and then it decreases to an
approxin ately constant value.

Fig. 12 show s the dependence of the dam age probability on the distance
In the nalopiion con guration, or = 0:15;0:18;025;035. The curves
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Jook sim ilar as those of Fig. 8. Agai, the dam age probability decreases
faster than exponentially.
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Figure 13: S model, two opinions. D ependence of the dam age probability
on the distance d from the orighh, forvarioustimeson a 41 41 lattice.

W e conclude w ith som e new resulson dam age spreading for the S m odel
w ith two opinions on a square lattice B8], which com plem ent the analyses of
B6, 371. Fig. 13 show s the dam age probability as a function of distance at
varioustin es. W e see that the values of the probability are quite low ; In fact,
the system always evolves tow ards consensus, so the dam age w illhealon the
long run, as it happens in the D and KH models (wih discrete opinions)
when the con dence bound  is above the threshold for com plte consensus.

If dam age would soread lke in a di usion process, the distance covered
by the propagation of the perturbation would scal as the squareroot of the
tin e t, and the probability to dam age a site at distance d would follow for
long tines a scaling finction £ d= t). Fi. 14 shows that ort 1 this
seem s indeed to be the case, even though dam age soreading is not a random
di usion process.

A pplications of these techniques to the case of severaldi erent them eson
which people m ay have an opinion w illbe given elsswhere @1].
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4 D iscussion

The three main models D, KH and S discussed follow di erent rules but
give sin ilar resuls: They end up In a nal state where no opinion changes
anym ore. D epending on the con dence interval for continuous opinions,
or " for discrete opinions, this nal state contains one opinion (consensus),
two (polarization) or three and m ore (fragm entation). In the discrete case
with Q di erent opinions, there isamaximum Q @ forD,3 forS, 7 forKH)

for which a consensus usually is found. T hese num bers m ay correspond to
the m axin um number of political parties which m ay form a stabl ocoalition
govermm ent. T he three rulesdi er in that S describesm issionaries who don’t
care about the previous opinions of those whom they want to convince; KH

describes opportunists who follow the average opinion of their discussion

partners; and D describbes negotiators who slow Iy m ove closer to the opinion
of their discussion partner. E lection results were successfiully sim ulated by
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them odelofS but not by that ofD and K H , perhaps sin ply because ncbody
tried t yet with D and KH .

T he reaction ofpeople to extram e events w as investigated by perform ing a
dam age soreading analysis on the three consensusm odelsw e have iIntroduced.
T he extrem e event induces a change of opinion in one (ora few ) agent(s), the
dynam ics propagates the shodk to other agents. W e represented the social
relationships between people w ith a square Jattice and a scale-free network a
la BarabasiA bert. In both caseswe found that there isquite a w ide range of
valiesofthe con dence nterval (or ‘) rwhich the orighalshodk in uences
the opinions of a non-negligble fraction of the com m unity. For very tolerant
peoplk and continuous opinions, the whole community will be a ected by
the event on the long run. By usihg integervalued opinions, instead, we
found that the perturbation cannot a ect m ore than a m axin al fraction of
the population (it can be sizeable, though). O n the lattice we could aswell
study how the In uence of the extram e event on the opinions varies w ith the
distance In tin e and space from the event. T he dam age probability ata xed
distance from the original shock varies very rapidly wih tim e; it increases
up to a plateau for continuous opinions, it ollow sm ore nvolred pattems for
Integer opnions. O ur analysis also show s that the e ect of the perturbation
f2alls faster than exponentially with the distance from the place where the
event took place.

W hat have we achieved w ith these sin ulations? W edid not nd away to
predict earthquakes or oods, nor did we propose a m ethod how to convince
people to jidge these dangers ob pctively, instead ofbeing overly In uenced
by events close In tin e and space, and of orgetting the lessons from distant
catastrophes which happened long ago. Our sin ulations give quantitative
data for these space-tin e correlations of opinions and extrem e events. O nce
sociology delivered quality data on realpeopk and their opinions fI], one can
com pare these resuls with the smmulations and m odify if needed the simu-—
Jations until they give a realistic description. O nly then can the sin ulations
be used to predict how danger perception w ill develop In space and tin e.

W e thank JS. Sa M artins for a critical reading of the m anuscript. SF
gratefully acknow ledges the nancial support of the DFG Forschergruppe
under grant FOR 339/2-1.
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