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E R HREHEI S (HEHES: 61533001, 61375120) % BT H

RE NAHNFRAFREFRAREEFRAMFARNAABRL—, EENNES R GH A BT
ta P TR AT HNER. ASXERE T RAA A FWFRARMLEES. EENBT UL
NFFBHEAFAEL. RAEELBRERARNERER, 2 ANNMERER . AMERREF A
PN RE KRR 3 N FERRE T AAS A FNERRTRR. & fE, A ZIRN AR KL T w1
RE.

Kigia AAHAFE, WS, ZHEERERE, X%, HF

1 5|§

AR, W3 /1% (opinion dynamics, HH AN S8 115 /ERIEGRIEIE . tho%, Y=, &
Ve A Gt 25 2 B A8 O e s % e, IR 1 R BR. AE A2 h, AT A T2 i AN
YERIR AR — LS —— 3L (social network). W8 1722 78 4L 2 W0 28 HhOW & B AT A P2
AL HORER S X —AMRRE B AR R &, AN RAMA 27 AN RIS (RRAT D), i
V) PR AF L5 M0 £ I 286 AL B4 B RN, SR B AN R AN UL SARIE MR i e s 7 R ARG, & TE Rk
B2 WE. MNHSZRAERE, — ANt I A S s B AR R At 2 o0t @, 18
AEOT 157 R ) G5 A A4 2o AL T, MRS AE R A BAE N e 20 Z b= A B AR iR B &
(emergence) ™41 X 2% ()4 2o I GBEAT AR AN 0 A1, AMXAT AR 78 AN AL RISl A i o e ) A
B (B FrEua h S ES P IS 1Tk A SRR IS S ), T HA R AR DL R TR
R (UNEECR . B ME% . B4 NIEE R RS FIR BB EEMHESER PO SR, #28
FIE F RO B 7238 15K T ORI BRAR. el 215 945 B AR, #1943 Bk IR
ANFAUR TG R EEAR (W AUBTIE] . R4REE), I ELHE S P SR RS S AT TN 1 4% (WP 1), X
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Figure 1 (Color online) A generalized social network

SEPR R AN T A2 R R A S, RIS A A A 1 1 e S R A LS SN A R 2,
F B RN SRR, BN T A 2 X 25 AN 7 17 ) 3 S

RE A2 W28 BRI S AT N AR 2 AR B RGR I AR R i — AN B2 L BT
#2248 (R RIE 7 3 A R B O AN T BB Fe sk o W 4 I S5 e e, GRS B E B 7 4k
MEZ At E Rk R, HIEHEFON TR+ S % (sociometry) 78, 22 dii, Wiener 7F4% 18
(cybernetics) 11 75 THI I FF G M TAE A4 2455118 (sociocybernetics) 10~13) (14 B85 1 Hehih. #h&f%
e R 2 REF H AR BE NSRRI, TREHET R S22 T — M2 R g
PLE R T s AR BT N, 222 R G S5 H B R 45 & 1410 [ 154 S 48 A 70 &
O FHAL 2 P 48 3 #1878 ) NBH S R G I F FERIE AT S 48 R L8 L AT AN 22 06 R IF A (7~220) fi A
TGS 5K —FR A A BN A, 2R REIR R SE (multi-agent systems) [23~29] F14 4k
M2% (complex networks) BO~341 1% i A 70 E R AL T 325 AIBCARAY | DL KOG R IR A 2 WX 48 3E AT
SE 7 T ECBUE A ) TR, 35361 Rt 5 W & 3l ) 2 B R 3 BERT DA R W B RN GO
R BT R - EAE BY R LB (statistical physics) J7VZiS thox W28 BEAT @R, 3 FHERR S8 it 01
BT B 43 AT WAy 4L, 0 Tsing #E7 (Ising model) #EZ84 7Y (voter model) 25 138, 72 WA AL AE
TR KRR 22 X 28 1 &3l 775 B BB AR5, JCH R AE MRS 4 A A5 ELIPE ) P38 A i = A=
()52 etk 2 B GRS L AT DG 438 bty [ 28 o 1) 0 2R 3R AT WAL A 5. 7E SR [39,40] H1, A3 43 U AE B
Sznajd FRAYFN 2 HH|iE 2% (plurality voting) AR 7~ 1 4[5 1% 2% Hh AN BRS84S SR B0 H o R B R
(126 8 DA B P T 3 25 R 50 T A 2 50 e 3 1R S 00 A AR I 5. TS AL g A 2 MR )
J5E B IR A A& ATy A AR Y U1 Degroot #E%Y | Friedkin-Johnsen (F-J) #5145 41,421 592501
BERAH L, T AMA R O A ANGE A T A A AL e X 4% (3] I+ ] DAAR 2 ik /N Y 4 2 Y
28, R ) A A 2200 1) Y] 2 o AN AR PR R TEL S M) A A A o AR AN A R R 6 98 B 7 TG b A LA TR G
RS, TESCHR [43,44] 0, (BB BT F-J BERL 90 1 R HIASE 77 I 285 R OR S A o il sl A0 9 ] (RS Ak
TEA RAHRL T 5 4 1) — R 51 i) @B v AL

LR, 2T 2 BRI RGO & 3h 1 S AR ROBOR A2 20 S8 R DR, 2 B RER R Guda



HEB FEERE B A8E B 1

BA— R THE L AT 81588 B RE R I JE A 149)) g X288 A R AN Ak DL B AN 2 [ PR A
gz ] DL R R R AR Be AR 2 T B AH BAR IR . 28 6otk R 9 B A B A R B AR R AN 7L
Tii, NMEB) I AR AL 1 S A . SR BANESUR B ST R T R E S ) A R
ZHZIGRE N T A ECE T, WSSk a8 LSS, T 2R RGO
BEN SR B 3 AN EARER WAL B RIEh J T RE. AEAR SN MR R Y e
AMEM TR 77 2 MR B B E TS AER 2% b 8 77 2 MR sl 12, s 7%
TR E, 5 T NSRS RE R T RS G 2R AR R RS R, 2 AR ZE R
A H 7 ARSI RE 3 A A1 FEXS RT3 7 % RS RUFIRIE 72 285 SR AT M- SHAR B, JEx) HOR e a3y
fE—RE.

SCEEZHW T 3 2 WA NS B RR AW S5 )1 A —— Degroot 15
B, JERF R LSS AT — B0, 38 3 1T T AMAZE S AR A [ A F-J B KR e AR A
17 BENS % ) 8 (Byzantine generals problem) 4. 2 4 Fi 3T AMAZZ B sUIANIE, RG50S 5) 11244
(1) 3 FRIEAR P L L5, BRI AR P25 | RS AL FIFF 5 2%, FEA4H Degroot I AEAS[R] 2%
R EE 3. 26 5 TR T AMA RS R IA [, N2 R DL g b i J LR 2 31 5L 56 6
R R B 7 2 SR K AT RE B 78 77 [ A ) REAE HY R EE.

2 HENEMASZHNE

ARG J AN B It WL 1 — L8 B O FE A R &5 5 17 22 O FEASRE AR AR Ji5 45 H — S il 4
FIPAEINEF N YN EAE

AL 2 5. R, N, R Fl R 43 JIACER SLHCE 8] B AR A n e R B2 noxon
FEREZSE). 1, A1, A 0ARER n 464 1 A o 4ERAIAERE. X —ANAE BB A, AT FoR
EREE, |Allo RERATAEE. 0 R —NME SR 4 0 IEBGERE. |- | R84 8
BRI EA L XA ERIRE ¢ e R”, diag(¢) Faw—NH ¢ BITCERAE NN TN 4 1.
p(A) RRHRE A 512

2.1 FHSMKEEIREIR

B, SH n AR P T IR — S n BYIBCA [ B (weighted directed graph)
GW) = (V,B,W). Hh v ={1,2,...,n} AT AL, WM MEARIIES. E = {eij:i,j €
VY i, FEM g P ARRAMAIR] 22 LM R R, 1A e,y REAFX (i, 4), R Mk 5 wT RIS

IIAL AR B H R (weighted adjacent matrix), HIGHE w;; IREW e;; XPMAIBUE. FralHe, w;; >0 4 H
M ey € B, BN, wiy = 0. R iR L, — AL A AR DL AMA Z TB 58 & AT LA — A
IR E W) k. TCRAE GW) ARERUL W RABEE R W%, PRS- H— L
HPSEARE S, B2 2T BB HI AR AT 225 S0k [35).

EARE GW) = (V,E,W) H, tBXF 155 i F wy > 0, WART A i A HIF (self-loop). —2& MFT
Rod BT G A MRS (divected path) F8 HHAN[F T s AR BR AT SUF S ko, by, Koy ooy ki1, Ko,
Hb ko =i, kpy = j HXHMERM 0< I <m, 1 € NIHE (ki, k1) € E. m A RERAZRA L. Kl th,
Y= 5 RFRIX NG AR N A (B ) MBS (cycle). BHSRAER G(W) RAFAE—AT i, SRR
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ER: R LS

I e V ARFAER @ B j A REEAR, R G(W) B (spanning tree), For 1 & 4 FROVAR T A&
(root). BE—, WIRAEE] G(W) P EAFEMERT A i BUERT A j B [RERAE, WER (W) 2 5miE
i (strongly connected) . fEE— GW) KB K SRIEE T KM B G(W) #)— D 9RIEI /) 3 (strongly
connected component, SCC), WIFRIES; . Feal, WR DS >CHFAE— N E XN EA R
T HAR RS ST AT AL, MIRRIXAN TR I3 SN EER T 0, 75 00, FRH ST 928 43 3¢ (ISCC), fapcih
SLIRTPSE. AEA B GW) o, A BIAREERIR AN, = {j € V i wy; > 0} HHFE GW) WL
wi; > 0 M HAY wy; > 0, WHK GW) NAAE (bidirectional graph). # A MK G(W) W2 w;; = wjs,
MFE GW) R (undirected graph). 5% 8 [ JC M EIFR N IEEE (connected graph).

2.2 RN NWFEARRE

AN BN 1A BT AKRL UL A R B 45 2R

2.2.1 Degroot {&##!

1974 ¥, Degroot 7E3CHR [41]) W H T WM& 3N /127 () FE A Y Degroot #7%. Degroot 15 %I
H [ AEF 2 2, — AN IS A 3 B ) OIS AT ZE AN S R P () R bk e — S i /R, 72
B n MR N GW) = (V,E,W) W, & z(k) o ME o ZENZ) & W, Hrb ke N
WIFERS 20 &+ 1, MA@ B i B AR JE AMATERT 2] | &R E, Bif,

vi(k +1) =Y wijz;(k), (1)
j=1

Hort wy NARESERE W BITCE, HBL YT wiy = 1. 2 w(k) = (z1(k),22(k), ..., 2n (k)T € R* R
NERZ] ke BT A MRS AL R A &, RS (1) FFERE &R

o(k + 1) = Wa(k), 2)

Hor W NBEHUAERE, BIATANSET 1 MAESUERE. ££ Degroot #AIA, & G(W) ZIH 1AM 18] AR B
SO, WARIRE S N 2%, FERE— NI Z, MRS B B AT AR B AMAAE L — AN 2R3k
FlesE, B (k4 1) 5T x;(k) BIIBECEE, e j € NG, BE4h, Degroot FBERURBIAL 2 SN 9 2 52 i
AAEH (time-invariant). K1, Degroot A58 f £ a7 5 1R [R] J5T A | I AN R 52 0 199 2% DA SR 24 )
RETT I, AT DAL b A 2 W 4 K HG B B s A ) B A A 1.

2.2.2 MR HMBE

L AE W 28 R B BB Je I 30 70 S FU I B A, AR/ N5 2350 T Degroot BEAY R Si AN
—E ISR, H o, 45 Degroot BEANSAME: (convergence) F1—214: (consensus) HI7E .

EXL (Weshtk) A (2) W XMEREVMENE 2(0), FAERE 2 € R 113

lim z(k) =",
k—o0

MFRARTY (2) &S,
B—PHh, Degroot B H—FME e XUF.



HEB FEERE B A8E B 1

EX2 (—BE) HHM (2) FEAMERVIENE 2(0), FAEEE o 15

TFREER (2) AT LLIAE]—3
HE SC 1 AT 2 A, SRS R AR O, A (2) AT

a(k) = W"z(0), 3)

RIFELS € IR T, Degroot M AYFEAT SN ZI M &% 56 4 AL S5 N 2 G(W) TRoE. BT W oA
BEALEERE, W=l (2) AT EAE EH [A55 X Markov % (discrete-time homogeneous Markov chain) R
SR TIE. L3R [41) H, 1EE R HA K Markov #E (6] (4R ZA T Degroot AL A | — 1) 78
LA, NS G BN 1A 2 8 e RGN TTAS R, X Degroot AEALIUSTSIUIEA — Bt iy 25 A — 1

= s

EIE1 X} Degroot 1A (2), FIRELEILEM:
(a) 7L (2) ST
(b) TR limg oo W FF7E.
(c) W RZAEF IR (aperiodic) 47,
(d) 5 XN W BRFEAE, W\ =1 ZHHEAAG =107,
(

TEEEE 1, (b) WTEHEEHR (3) BE]. KT (o), HT W BN, W p(W) =1, H |[WF|| <
Wk =1, BrEL Wk 24 k — oo BIRRFRAFAE Y HALY W B (d) A (e) 43l W AR AR G T
FRIEEMBEM R DA 0T (A), BT W AT 2P B BRI E R 1 2 22 A A,
T A7 5 2 N R A AR 1, S W BRI Y HACY W A T &P S 157 BRI R R A
1. KT (o), & W LK (reducible), X W 0~ & 45

Wy x -+ X

5 T W2 X
W=PTWp = e

0

Hp At Wi #R AT (irreducible). HIATZI[17E X (Definition 6.2.21, [48]) %1LA_I- B #7454
WAAFAE. T BRI 8 T R R RS AN T 00, 0 Wy A W IR SO R AR . X W BN
KFZMFRD S, B W BB e R H) W, AN ] L 74 Uk BE KL B (strictly substochastic
matrix, Bl 2D —ATHAT A&/ T 1 BHIRBENLARE), B Taussky ! (Theorem 6.2.26, [48]) 7]
13 p(Wy) < 1. X W (ARSL50 5y SO L) Wy, BHSCHR (48] e B 8.5.3 ELEERIF W, JE A H2 HAX
2 GW;) AR AAE— D L T S BITE B K FE B BT, A, e 1(e) FTRASZZIMR 3] ik
8.
WL 25 QW) B 34 o A28 b At — At 2T 1 5F, TR (2) Wiedl

Wi



ER: R LS

EIE2 X Degroot BM (2), FHIELEILEM:

(a) AL (2) AT LIS F]—FL.

(b) FALEME—IAEF M w € R™ 13 limyyoo WP = 1,0T, Bt TW =0T H 37 w; = 1290,
(c) 1 2 W ME— R KR (maximum-modulus eigenvalue), HHAREEHCN 1 25

(d) FAAEIEREEL m (EARAERE Wm i Z/AF —FI e R 4 Ik B,

(e) GW) HA—HER AR BS54 3.

(f) G(W) A4 B H 2 AFAE— AR L, A I [al 8% 0 B2 L

(g) LA W AE AR ELFEFERE (1) Markov #E R AH — M IEH IR (positive recurrent) Ff HAE & AT
2 b4 144,

FESCHR [25] H, MEF AR HE T E P28 40 0 T B9 B AN 1A) 2 B BE AR R AE IR (W) B
MA BRI T IAR— B R ELAE, B gW) BN, HEEL 1 AT, A E IR (2)
WS b L 56, fESE R 2(F) P, XPA B GOW), B AFEMRTT m, T BT A R RO S ME— A 37 5
33, OB — R S AAEIE R FARD T ARAE 1 2 W ME— I B R AEE, A AR RO T RIE T W
) 1 RRIEE AR R ASE T 1. BbAh, B B SRS 5 okt (d), (e), () YN () HISEAN S-AF.
HERE 2 AN, FEE R 1, AL 9 73 SN IAMA RO AT RAIA 31— 3, T ARSI ) 5 70 3,
FOW S WSk B Fr A F R U EIME B MO8 2 SO BB 3. X e i, ARSI RT#E ~,
AT (2) ARERBIM S —E, M H AR LUAEW & 28 (opinion cluster). 456G W 4 B AN
Perron-Forbenius & ¥ 491, Al AR 3 Fi& K T € 8 2(b) FAEF A E w M45R.

EIE3 AR (2) BRI, W o = wT2(0). H w; >0 HHAY i & W) PR AT Fr)
Hh, # G(W) R, MXMEER i e V H w; > 0026,

TR (2) W IR — 20 RS g(W) MIMERE5 1 5%, TS50 R BARRLE 5. 596 AR
W RZEAEAR LG, BT B Rl H— B 198, DRI 2840 R G0 7 DGV E R . e B 2 A0 3 Ui,
A At 23 X 2% HPAEAE RSO AT DUKE S B R 4 X 25 0 A (B R [ P o (R AR T ), 2 DX % 1)
e B BIX EAMAYIIE WS

B 2 B Hefk RGAHDCHE T IR, ELERT (3] ) AN X 28 4640 T 1) Degroot A5%Y [23~251 1
NMHEGREIB AR T — PR R, B4 50— 80k B0 i 4 B AR A — Pk 52)] leader-
following &5 #4) [53~56] FNF-5 fx 2% [57] 25 FF Gossip 592 58], Acemoglu %5 159 | Frasca &5 [43] il Lj 45 (60]
Iy AT T RENLOW S BN B RO AR ZE R . R H T RIS 3 YRR FE T
Degroot H Y f{j47 2 A5 7Y 4 — AN RG24

3 WUSHNEFHINMEESR

Degroot, 478 {5 3¢ W 2% H R4 2 B A Tl BLA R RE T A RTINS, SR IAEBL s oh, SR RN
RAEE RO E 2%, HOVRBENFAEZER. AT HRE MEZER NS I BR, JA TR E i 41
WA EHAAR F-J B DL F-J B AAH SC 3 e AT

3.1 Friedkin-Johnsen f5#!

1999 4, Friedkin F1 Johnsen 7E3CHR [42] Wi T F-J #84. 1E Degroot AL, AMA RIS 5¢
4 AR R 2% rh AT S O D, Rl Ul X A 2 B2 5E 4 F TR . AR %) Degroot 7Y f) 4k

8



HEB FEERE B A8E B 1

J&, F-J BRI FEANART B S WIS B AN FIRERE (B A, 1R 5O T — X SRR R
AR A2 R R AR E, B

ek +1) = EWa(k) + (I — 2)a(0), (4)

Hrp 2 = diag(g), € = (€1,&,...,&)T € R® Hii2 & € [0,1]. & AR ¢ 0 HAth AN A2 i (1) 8%
JEAESE, MHRHE, 1 — & ARF @ X B S WS EHAREE. R, & & = 1, #8 ¢ AFEFEPAE; &
0 <& <1, Wi AFAFERAE; 2 & =0, B i NEEREPAK. 555 BPA AR 76 4 [EH P A K
TE AN
FERRL (4) o, 4 € = 1, W) F-J BRLRAL AL Degroot BHY. A%, HIE RS (4) K T, 4
2(k) = [z(0)"a(k)™]", W
ik +1) = Wi(k), (5)

W _ Inxn 0 '
(I-2) EW

X (5) Uil F-J BB AT LB AE Degroot BB FIRFRRTE L. PRIk, g 1 A1 2 7 ELA5 3] R ik
FT F-J RSSO — B B 45 2R

R4 X F-J R (4), RAIEL RSN

(a) LAY (4) RS,

(b) PR limy, o0 (EW)F A74E.

(c) EW LRI (aperiodic) (6.

(d) & XA EW BRHEE, W A =1 2 HACY A =161,

(e) G(W) HyREAN T84 1 AN LU IR s B SR SL 50 3 S rh A B AR AR — AT AR, 11T
(R BT A ] i P B L (61

TEEHE 4 ) A% (b), (c), (d) FTUAEEMEE 1 A (5) B2 T e 4(e), BTG AT
B IRSTBE p SOR N R 3 BURE R 2 PR IR BEATLEG, BRI FE A2/ T 1. eAb, B SN AR RECT ALK
(R ST 58 53 SO0 R 53 R R A — AMRREAE 1, DI R R ORUESE Al 1 AR b R [ B 5T i 2H R
LIRS SO LR 2 B RE R IR T RAE 2w 2 AR . g 4(e) W EHEAF B LA L.

#it2 F-JBIA (4) 32

(a) &5 GW) BIEA B4 H 1AL EARRFEBYT s AL i 5y S h # Z= ADAAE — N BRI
A TUBERL (4) WSk

(b) & G(W) AL 58 4 AR P s BRI ASZ 58 70 32, WRERY (4) W8, H o* = (1 -
EW) (I — 2)a(0).

FEP I 2(b) thEIA P T SR BRI A, SAELE— S M BT S0
Bz Feb NZERARSEUEEH (containment control) P31 FIfRE, iR 2(b) Ak
Fe A B e 398 2 i P A B 6 W 8 FT DA R AU 9 [ 5 B ST (leader). 7ESCHR [62] H,
Ghaderi M Srikant 7EfRIX W & AN AT L1 A% R LR R RO RTER T, 8 F-J AR F8 @R R — B L
177E (random walk) [0/, 5 BIBEALAT E K EIEMEZE (first hitting probability) 25 H 1 F-J A58k
RA, FEobT T F-J BRI SR

Hr



ERA AL RIS LRSI

ERERENE, F-J BAURMER R —20 e 2 A, 7& Degroot BRI, W& TEVIA B —3%
) S5 DAL WL TEIEAE 28 7 09 B (R X F-J B8, MRPEHEIR 2(b), BRI g(W) i), &
G ) e 20 AR MER AT R AT 40 W 208 31— B, PR A 75 50 0 4% (RSB VR AR 7™ 1) R 1) A B A5 0 o
(I —ZW)~YI —Z) Wk (rank) 5T 1. Bk, F-J B8ORS BIA 31— SOk i) J5E 8 58 w] R MR )
[ A A AT B W 2% R I eV E R SR A IE U0 Horowitz (631 BT “ATAa A 5% — BURIHR SR IH 7™
BRI AR SR (R I8 0 T A — BN S TE L 58 B B, Degroot AL ZI ) [ 123 0 2% Hpomi 2 ik 2|
—HE AR, T F-J BEALE T SIS AR PR R AR S M LS AR B ELA.

B2, AHRAL 2T AR, A A R A S 15 18— FRFAH 5K ) s 2 52 H B0 AR 4B
] R, BRI S A RIS — . STk [61) b, EFEETERAMKBIEIL (path-
dependence) (0465 Bt 57 T F-J BERLLE M@ 51 (issue sequence) A ] 77 51) b 8 Ak B U048 1 — 201
% s=0,1,2,... NEBTFH], x(s, k) [RERGAE k 20 s B & BRBER 2 ky, MRS IR
WHE s — 1, IR s, W F-J BRI R8N

x(s,k+1) =EWz(s, k) + (I — Z)x(s, k),

;H\:EP k¢ [ks,]{?5+1).

FEIRSEHh, 2H 2 BRI A L 5 22 TG — ZR YRR & ST 1) 2. AR B A OB 1L, M40 1K S 3% 53 (1)
AEARA T L R e R A, B X i — e 830 P U o 52 380 6T 22 i (R R i) R0 R B . R b 2
S I AL LA H AR B O O T — A 8 T AR 2

Ci(w) = Gilwi — xi(5,0)* + (1 = G) Y wij(w; — x)°,
j=1

Hrp ¢ A 0 B REL (inertia factor), H ¢ =1—¢&. BT Ci(z) NIRIMEREL, K
2(s+ 1,ksq1) = Ax(s,ks) + (I —AN)Wa(s+ 1, kst1),

Hr A = diag(¢r, Co, .-, Gu)T BHHEW 2(b) FIFMRSL, W T — W + AW =T - =W &R, 2
U =[] = (I -EW) (I -E), M

x(s+ 1, ker1) = Ya(s, k).

KTHE gw) FilE g(v) LA R R

SIFB1  # GW) AR 564 AR E BT s 2 R A S 5 2y 52, )

(a) B G(0) HFTA R ERA H3

(b) XMERWIE & > 0 W78 4 AR & < 1 B AL 5, iy > 0 M HACUTER] (W) HAFE—%
AL B TE A PR ST A 6 BT A 5 B TR AR

SIEE 1 FEHY F-J AR 0] R A AR, PG B D e T Ak, B 1(b) B
BILERE] G(W) 1, A B3040 [ YT s TR W SR AR A ) B A2, WU AE AR AR 5] 7 1m) PR T i, RO
053 W PATT R R ) T A A B, L s e — AN BB 4. TESCHR [61) W, VE# 8 U AR SE4L
o 13 im0 2(s, ks) = al,, WHK F-J BEAAT DALE i) @5 51 FIAR]—2 3 1 fE s 2 v]f§ R
.

10



HEB FEERE B A8E B 1

EIEs BBUEET A e VL & > 0 H gw) A E 584 AR R sl 4L i giham s sy
3. F-J AL R R S EREA BB HACH K g(W) AR — DB A 5, %71 RUR AT E
FCAbBITAT B 0 [T /A TR A

FKTEIH 1 AR 5 KITEAIIEMITE 25 3Gk [61). B3 5 MRRE 1 AEAL 2 W 4% th A7 AE [l A A
PRI DL WL TS PR AT LA 30— SO B R, RIVEE i 0P 1) ) 2% 322 368 P PR 408 S i 0 MR [ A 3 A
Mk B —BBEES. 7E3CHR [66] b, fEERE—BHIR T F-J BORAE R 8 BRI B E (opinion

containment) [7] @,
3.2 Friedkin-Johnsen ##&HIHA &

ARk, R H AR U B 78 5 0 F-J AR BLEAT 1 i — i fE. Bindel &5 671 4 F-J 18070 87
R — N B AN SR SR (best-response game), XN AMA i, D BECUTT KA BREL (cost function):

ci(z) =& Zwm‘(ﬂﬁz‘ —2;)% + (1= &) (z; — 2:(0))?

4 5y A B EL .
C(z) = ci(x).
i=1

FERRAEXS SR ZE T, AMA ¢ AR B RO I 5 o 40 J8 RO TR B R — 220 1 0 8 BA e /s
P E T R R A B A, B
zi(k+1) = arg m(l]gl) ci(z(k)).

BT c;(z) AR RN R, SO S R T S, i EXEETR 2k + 1) =
EWz(k) 4+ (I —Z)x(0). HHAIE (potential game) (8] FIFHSCHIRA F-J BRI SIckE vl &, BA 135
fE1E Nash “F# (Nash equilibrim), HAE—& %M T 7] LAA 2] Nash . (H2, — &GO T Nash
5 A —E R R, FESCHR [67) Y, AFEE E LA R B AS AT Nash P47 23 (1) 42 /) AR 1 LUAEL
NIRRT (price of anarchy, POA) 691, 43 58 T 7ETC [ 48 FILA [l 4% T POA Y.

FESCHR [70,71] ", Friedkin SEARYE L2 W 2% ti MR SO IEAR (reflected appraisal) FIAMA I #122
7T (social power) Z [EJHC RIEH 17T F-J B E HIRIP ) /1% (self-appraisal dynamics).
FE SRR B I AAMETE R I 25 () BRCE. #7 F-J AUk, WA AEBENLAEFE v 3 2

k—1
V = lim ((EW)’“ + Y EW)(I - E)) ,

k—o0
t=0

Bl 2% = Va(0). 4 w=Y"2a ] w; fRFEAE i (IHTHEATE L (K IR 2 A o W KPR, B

A § BRESU. HTE W i, wyy AR @ BB LR A ORISR, 1R B BAE — A e B 41
s =0,1,2,... b, ARTER: S R0 9 2% i ) A EE AR AN A A A 22 3 30EAT T8 AL, BT
wii(s) = wi(s).
B VAL 23 B M o4 4 v AN 2 TR) (Y ELAR S MR ] 72, PO A e R4 0 IBENLIERE C 20w,
W(s) = diag(w(s)) + (I — diag(w(s)))C.
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L ai(s, k) ARAME @ FERZ) kR TIE s B, MEE F-J B (4) AT45
(s, k+ 1) =EW(s)z(s,k) + (I — E)z(s,0).

FESCHR [71] H, AEE 04 1 IR FE T F-J B B RPN 3l ) 2 AR LA R X 28 T IR Se st DA
H TP RN I 2 S5 1R 5C 3R, AHR HLAE B — MR 2 T RS ST S8 A s A e

HTF Converse " R HFIME & RS (belief system) Hif, Parsegov &5 4473 £ F-J B 5] N
R R 20 1 A A o AN (] ) SR A T ) ELAH R M), B T 2 I OCIRR 5 A (multi-issues
dependence structure, MiDS) ] F-J #8. & z,(k) € R™ AREAMEK @ 7ERFZI & XF m ANASIE] 1a) &0
i, HARBCAMAE AN ] o 8 & HAH SCIERY), IR T F-J AL & RG BN 15 T RoR N

zi(k+1) = &C Y wya;(k) + (1= &)a:(0),
j=1

Hrp € e Rm>m Oy MiDS FERF, Z A A A ] 1) 2 000 2 Z TRV . /138 e i 1 BB RS
PEFISANE, FF000 1 TR AERE © BEAT AT AR, FESCHR [43,73,74] b, ATFUE X FE T Gossip H
I F-J BRLEEAT T PRGN AT, STR [75]) WA PR 0 A BE R, B6 T F-0 BRI IR T A
AR 2 ] R

B [ PR Z Ak, Ak 2 28 b A ] BEAFAE AR B AMA, i A B S R LR ME (adver-
saries). 1982 4F, Lamport 5 761 $ 15 5 B2 7 ), SRl 70 A7 Ak 550 oh A2 1m0 AL A o
71 [, R AT A S BN S B BEAT AR, R ZEA T T S 4 % B A AR BEAT k3. (H
&, P EE A T REAAAEIRAE, FRAER H AR I8 I 4R B R 45 B BB IR AR T s F i A BB i —
B A B AR AP BT DA o SRR 22 [ R R i A o] AR 3R 7 30, R 25 LS G e AT A
R 2% AT CLIBE S A X fie AR DR SRR . 2 SCHR [77) o, AR5 N2 B BEAR R e s FE T I 1
2R ZE TR, 45 T AT DLGRAIE R A DR AN U AN A S PR DR ST AN A Bz 2 (0 251

4 VZEHNFHHIMEZERN

ARATFEFMMERZH T AANE, /48 Degroot B Ag etk S 4E G(W) IR S g AE.
PATE ST AR AE 2% (time-varying networks)« IRFSAH K INLS (state-dependent networks) FIFF 5 ¥
%% (signed networks).

4.1 BT SME
7E Degroot MR AEZIBAL ML G(W) &R E K. HRABSLH, —AMNERfR A MEZ
5] PRI 5% 2R e I ZI AL 6 1. AR Y (2) PR, AR im 48 S ) kAo, BI W = W (k), N
ek +1) = W(k)z(k). (6)

R, 2 W (k) BUE—MNEBREE, ARIERL (6) M2 2 U1 23.25] FEYIH N 28 TS T T, 1
Bl Wolfwitz 78 5&F SIA (stochastic, indecomposable, aperiodic) FEFEIFRF 45 R, HE1 iR e,

EI6 WIR MR KAz — oL, WAL (6) 7] LAk F|—FL.

(a) FEAE— 30 FHIRHE X A RS (kT koyrT), s = 0,1,2, ..., Hrf kg = 0 HXHERE s, koy1 — ks
HEFR W EAHERN s, FFERF W (ke T — 1) --- W (kT + 1) J& STA 4E[ [29],

12
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(b) FEE—FE FAIHEN X A T [k T, keyrT),s = 0,1,2, ..., i S AERFNIAE] X A _E, 42250
WL IR Uyt GOW (k) 7 A2 I L A — AR 250, AR F A0 BT A [ 3 4 B8 TR

X TR AR E L, BIANEER W (k) BUE A BREE, TR [79,80] BIFFT T H52Y (6) H— Bt AN st
FESCHR [80] H, AR UEW] 1 AR P51 {W (k)} R 3RAR IR Hif 2 cut-balance 25 FI AL (6) Ui
S {W(k)} A2sRIAEE I B 2 cut-balance 26/ FITG 75 Rt (infinite low property), MY (6)
A LAE B3 BAh, AEFICIER] 7R (6) W LA B — B Z 55 (W (k)} W2 75 e, B
(W(k)} W REIITE 55 (infinite flow graph) HE5. 755 FHAIR% 11 Degroot BUH MBI,
HIRIEFIX Markov % (finite inhomogeneous Markov chain) Fli# JJj P (ergodicity) MIHITRA & HEEA/E
R, RTHEREFA {W (k) } WSS sl P v i) R4 v 1815 228 S0k (81, 82).

4.2 RESERIE LML

IS A ) 4% P SE AR LIRS A SR R 4%, BT 28 ANV BEE I [R) AR AR T A2 1L, 18 5 RGEHPIRESH 5.
AN Hegselmann-Krause (H-K) #8Hl Degroot-Friedkin (D-F) BL7 DL K AH IS f TAE.

4.2.1 Hegselmann-Krause 18!

TESCHR [83] H, Hegselmann Fl Krause #&tH 7 H-K #AY. A[A T Degroot BiAIHN F-J BRI SELL 4
MR H-K AR R IR MR, AR 2% IR N MR B — AME(TIA A (confidence bound), /MA
HIM & R BEBO AL T B CAFAEIL A 2 WY HAR SR B2, i 3 H-K B8 AN 2 8] ) BLAH
SEMRARE RN, & d AR MEREEL T, N H-K R LARoR

1
zi(k+1) = NG je%:(k)xj(k), (7)
HAr Ni(k) = {j € Vi |zj(k) — z(k)| < d}. HIMRBIEEE NG (k) 0 SCATHRD H-K R ) I 2% 52 g [
(. SRT, BT H-K H 28 RE2 MA@ 520, SCREMSAL S AL, o H-K BB B8 73 B
AEH A, SCHR [84] BFF 7 H-K BOSICIRAES Z M A ER B, 7E3CHR [85) 1, /E& 704 17 H-K B
M HIHEF AN, IEW] T H-K SRR PR AT BRI (8] USSR, JEXS AN [RIRI BRI & 70 A1 B st ek
(RIS

EE7 H-K B8 (7) A RN R AWESL R, RRmEER o, WXHERR 4,4, #A
Ty =] B |xk —x;‘| > {851,

AT H-K AR A BRI [R) W Slc, e Se ot 1a) B A T il 51 7 KRBT . SCHR [86~88] BT 7T
T H-K AR SR 18], 2 s T USSR (a1 ) . Chazelle 45 B9~9U M EEM A EERE T T H-K
BT Je i A R PRI H-K RS (S S AN Sy ). SCR [92] 5T H-K BEZYER H 1 57 0 AR 52 0 I 2% 1)
e, ED&&&EZVXE%%{E@%, b BA Rl 5t Hegselmann &5 (93] JLF H-K A3 — B3
TSP P I EAEH R (truth seeking) [ 2.

EH 0T S AR R 28 1] Degroot B2 — S50 140 A vl 41, H-K RSS2 2308 31— B00b AUERIE WX 268 B RFEE 1)
e, (R T H-K B 2 AL B 2R AR G 1, (875 HOZE @ P ORFF (connectivity preservation)
6] R BT AR A AR R e, 7ESCHR (94, 95) H, AR 70 M AN R 7 V0 78 17 X FR I H-K A8 F i
TPELREF AR, IR aga T H-K R OR R PRI AR 251, INITAR3] T H-K BEAE 3 —F 72
Gy AT, SR, H-K B CRATF I I8 PR A s 30— SR b BER AT SR 2 A R i R ) i)

13
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4.2.2 Degroot-Friedkin &%

£ H-K B rh 2 $ D B FR I 2 P UL M AR (S AL 5 k€ . ST [96] 454 Friedkin 7
it AT BAR SR [ D-F BAL. 7E D-F MR AR AR Z RS2 [ 5 , (AR R0 1 2% K B AL
HHAMERAE AU g, R s =0,1,2,... NIRRT, MR (2) 72 875 ERoR N

(s, k+1) =W(s)x(s, k). (8)

HEH 2(b), HXMER s, RE (8) Bk B —2, MAFAEME— AR & w(s) € R™ {43 limy—y o0 2 (s,
k) = 1,wT (s)2(s,0), BIERAR—FME o = w(s)Tx(s,0). 7 D-F BRI EEAMRLE T —AN [ 8 1
HIVFOY, RIAMALE RS I D 28 i) BACER, 25T HAE E—ANia) b AR 280, BIAMARI A W e — 2K
M T &7 H, AR wii(s+1) = wi(s). & C NXRAITERAEN 0 MBENUEERE, N% G(C) REAAE
Z ARSI SE 2, W W (s + 1) = diag(w(s)) + (I — diag(w(s)))C. LE3CHR [96] 1, 1EE 04T T AMA R4
SRR w(s) ERBUFS] s =0,1,2,... BRI, X D-F SRt — B0 7005 22 3CHR [97~99].
FESCHR [100] Y, fEEFET D-F BMHE— B 00 M AL M2 rhAMA TR AL S L. 2 2 € R
BRI i MK 5 BV, 2 = max{z;;, 0}, BORAERIZE o, AR 5 RS ELATE IR PP 4 ) A
AR, WA A Z 18] BRI FEE WY 28 PPN R RE X = [245]5 00 HIIETCERIRGE:
1
e+ Z?:l x;; (k)
1 n o
m%j(k)v i #
Horpr e > 0 EIRPPO . AHRI, A4 18] B TF A 3 5] B0 5 1 1R -
X(k41) = W(X (k)X (k).

HUAIEA U, P8 r A 22 B R AN ] B PR R JLIEAL I (coevolutionary) [101~105] L b iufs
R SR [100] 734 AR LS G(W (k) AN A TE] B PPA SETR AL IR SR 288 I At 2 S i 4 4, JF:
SR 2 R R 100 S DL G 4 H AR

4.3 FESERIANASMLE

FE IR B A AR o AN ] PR A B I S 2 TR R ). SRR SEBR T, B TR 2 BN AR 2 Ta] PR RO
RAEFHE, MEZ A ARSI A 7T fe 2 U ). Altafing O7) AR5 B EIR B TL T30 A 5L
H 2%, 7E Degroot BRI, FAANT W AR IBEALFERERY 2K, W W XL 2% G(W)
FRONFE S L. BeAh, BBE Y07 |wis| = 1, BRI [w;| AR X 0 BIRZIALE @ Bries2 208
Pt 2 g2 H B 5 e, FERF S BRI ST, 54 P (structurally balanced) P& (106] & — ™ 5L B ik
o FHSGHTTE GW) 5P E L.

EM3 (S5H V) NFF5ME GV, E, W), WMRAEET SE V REAHZHTE Vi, Vi
B ViUVe = V HEANTFEATSRLMRERZIER T, FREZERGMRERZIEER, WK
G(V,E,W) 251 Vi)

XGRS RIAT S 2% G(V, B, W), 1R4E Bk e X, fA7E B AT P2

Wi Wia
War Wa

(x5 (k) +e), i=4],
wij (X (k) =

W=°rTwp=

14
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e W, Wy 20X Vi, Vo SRS AL B W, W DRARBERE, Wio, Way NARIERERE. 2% fAE R

Il
) i W, —W
W =DWD = { ! 12]

—War W3
ABENLEERE. & P=PD, W W =P"WP H P'P=1 B W 5 W Ml 4 yk) = P z(k), I
y(k +1) = PYWPy(k) = Wy (k). )

oA W ORBENURERE, # y(k) X3 —804 B 2 B 2 P& E oL, i o = Py* = PDy,
Bl vy MRS — B —a, Vo BMERIWE R o, ZXMIEZABRBEFR N 75— 2 (bipartite
consensus). T W F W EAMEMEEEE GOW) F1 GOW) X T FH [F] R P25 2544, OiR 3 2 BE 2
BT N B

EHE8 EF 5L GW) g5, W Degroot BEMREIAR] — 1 —8 M HAX M Nid &bz —

(a) GW) A —AHEA IR 58 73 3.

(b) G(W) A AR B 2R — AR A, 1% U A [l i B BT

KT 155 W 2 TR M 0T LS AR5 T R Degroot #5284 W SUME I — B, 152 % 3
MR [57,107,108]. BREJASMILS ARZSHH W FFF 5 4% 2 4b, BEHLINZE (random networks) 1 [f]
M3 ) A A R — DN E R ST M), A RBEMLINZS | Degroot #5541 (1)1 7t 45 HR ml L2223
ik [109~111].

5 MESHDFEFHMORKITIE

Degroot, R B AN 4 ] 5 AR H &0 FE WL AT ok O H TR R, SR T SE Ak 244
ks AT R E R 2%, AATE L B H Al N AT 9 BT 21 AR N B L5 S A7 4025 [E F o
CHAT N EE W, AR BT 15 25 B EOMABCT- Bk AE B QR E. A1 H G0 4 W [F 1L
(biased assimilation) B4} g R IE T2 5] B (learning theory) fIHR3E 7 2.

5.1 mAREHIRE

FESCHR [112] o, AEF R T Ah o DB 2 P d LRI AEL R GG 03] SR i 7 i L R B2 BV S/
SR ERZ 5 OHIANGE R, BN SEHES Y E e rE . A3 113] &, EEZI A rE
MRERBERR AR R I A E A5 S, BRI & i 28 S T RERZE AL (polarization). SCHR [112] 1
WAL Z k + 1, A @ ARAE LR J7 sk sk

wiizi (k) + (wi(k))" si(k)

zi(k+1) = (10)
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Ht 2 € [0,1], si(k) = 325 e, wijwi(k) 2o i (ARSI, b; > 0 NIRIREL, di = 3, wi
N i AEMZE RN EE. R, X EORER W REALAR RS,

FEF (10) 1, (i(k))> AREAME ¢ X IHLABFE SR IMBCN > BERARLE. BT d; — si(k) =
Y ien, wig(1—zj(k)), W0 (1 — wy(k))b AR ¢ AT S B0 SET M BE AR, 2 b, [ E R,
A wi(k) FEAE 1, W (25 (k) BERIT (1 — (k)b BN, H b ORI PP 22 R 2. 7EIXFh 7T
X, A 0 RBUE KRS, B =AM, 7ESCRR [112] H, 1B 218 T ZEXUE 4% (two-island
network) 54 N HIUE M &9 2 — 58 AT BEAL (10) 20 HIES]— 8. FREEAS—BOMAAL (1 1 I 22 5K o,
RIEUE VG, MR T 25 4 1018 5 2= 200 (echo-chamber effect) (1141,

5.2 #HESMEHEIEZE

an 3.2 /NTTFTIR, THZRAEAY (18,21,22, 83,34, 115~ 117) SR AR M AT A AEE A R0 LA, fE4ke
R R, AMATEDRE H ORI 75 255 R b A N RIS, SO AL TR B AT BAR
FrA A AR BV, O8] — WA IR, PR B X — P S At m] DU T 25 A
RUREAT Z0 ) 1181001 /N R A 2 T LA T g v 2 ST BRI e 57 5K

(A 2R b, AN i (O (SEWS) o, LR A, WA © € A =Ly A 10
x_g NERAME @ M ME S A R & RBCME ¢ B RN Us(a, o), BIAME @ BcaE
P AR BO S R P, B4 vh BTG AR S8 2 SR B RGE R, RIERE— I 2, MA@ R
& A PIERER A H AT s KR A, BT METE RN 2 AR T H SR, 1B
BT LA AN A B 7, 00 A 2 B 0 At A 2 i s 220 00 2 W R 3 S — A H A A AR A7 g
ﬁ, BRI iR (empirical frequency). RGBS T REXNEEIE T E Eﬁ’]ﬁ%jﬁq&ﬁﬁi, 53
B O e R

TESCHR [120,121]) A, 1E# MATEZERIGGAEIEIAEZE (weakly acyclic game) 122] B R T &1F
FEHIAMAIEIR R, BRSNS 5T T 53 A 32 B ) B B IS0 ik bR 50 AR AL AN 34 bR
AL SR SRR, N T TR IEAN IR, ARF I T R S5 AR I SR OME S, FREE XTI AR SR b
PEH T (R B IF ARG ZE (sometimes weakly acyclic game) FIMERS. &% 55N ZE, E4
73l g T R FE R SR (spatial adaptive play, SAP) Ui A RIS MBI 717 (better reply
with inertia dynamics, BRID) &%% 2] 5532, DU DR B A4 1 3 i 2 S SRCEI ME— 1Y) Nash ~F- s

A (ARG IEARER ) XML V, HE (A )iy FUBOSBAUE (Uihier:

(a) HAHR—ABAHZE Y HAUYIEEFH KL (potential function) ¢ : A — R, MMEEN i € V,
zhate A Ma_; e [ev_qiy Ais i /2

Uz}, w—) — Us(a?,2_;) = d(x],2—;) — p(af,x_;).

(b) ARG IR R HAOCUAFE R REL ¢ 0 A — R, W24 « A2 Nash P i, MAF
fEieV Al ot e A 1153
Ui(z],x—;) > U(xs, ), dla], x—;) > Pz, x_;).
HE X 4 ATH, B AR R B 99 AR IR R, FE GG ARIEIA AR RN A 57 TH] 38 g
12 M 2 B SO 4 BRI AR A AT SR A, T AN SR S8 AR AE. NI/ 4 SAP 5EA BRID k.
SAP. {ERE—MIZ] k+ 1, BBCME @ D510 A0 MR ABEN LN Vi RS B ORISR
W, [EIR, FAR AR BRI IR AL, B 2 (k + 1) = a_(k). REAME @ 4E &+ 1 RFZIRARYE Gibbs
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J3Ai (Gibbs distribution)!) BEHLHLHESE [ DIISENE. & pf (k + 1) FORAME 0 16 &+ 1 I 21ERE NS
exp{BU;(x;, x—;(k))}

pit(k+1) = ZiiEAi exp{BU;(Z;,v_;(k))}’

Hir g > 0.

BRID. & XM i WHEAR RS 20 B 50T V2R (strict better reply set) A B;(2°) = {z; €
Ai 2 Ug(zg,2%) > Ui(2®)}. ERZ] k41, ME @ BB AR OREF B SR Z & f5ng, B
z_i(k+1) = x_y(k), FFEARHE LLR RN B 5 L Hns:

(a) #7 Bi(z(k)) = &, W zi(k + 1) = 2;(k);
(b) & Bi(z(k)) # @, W i LIEER p(k + 1) SFOREF H CHRIRAL, B 2;(k + 1) = zi(k). LU
R AR AN R B SSIHENE, B i (k + 1) = 2%, 2” € By(a(k)). Hh 0 <p(k+1) <1
AREA R

FECL B, AMAAEDUE H OIS I B s AR (S A AR RSO [123) 1, fEE T
REFURT I (fictitious play, FP) HIEE X AR H T BEA SIS BN 5K (joint strategy fictitious play,
JSFP) &k, AT SAP fll BRID $i%, 7€ FP Ml JSFP 5ikrh, ANMATE s it 2R 35 Tt A4 S
R kit 5 B QB Re. B FP A1 JSFP 40, JE1ULHD (regret matching) 1241 Flgg L%
2] (reinforcement learning) (125] Bryg I AR WA B FH BIAMARTE Z 10 BT A B ZI 1 SR A5 2. BE 24 K2
SIERR B FIRIE S5 0B [126~128).

6 SESRE

ARSI T L8 AE AR FETT 2 3 ANYEREN AR T 41T 23 71 2 U T TR AR, 1 %,
T RR A2 ELSTE AL B AT ) A —— Degroot B2, FF A4 T KT Degroot 1541
WS RT — BRI T 45 IR ARG, AR ZE R BE, A48 1A MR F-J AR DL AT F-J
FET (AR ST 98 TAE. IIZRAR I AR, BN T I AR AT | RS A SR 4% T ) H-K FE RN
D-F BHY DA K AT 5 P g A7 AR S5 S A B, A48 1 L RIS R DR — e 2 i i o S B
. ITAER, SR 5 ] S R AT 7T R Ak R GE BN ) R A TN A AR S BRI N TR B
77, [ HEAE 7B B L S Er Bl 1 S U R A A R AR R LA R, (HE AR A
KE AR R IIR L R A6, WAL 2 M ERE O BB S ik EEBL
B AR R 2 TR 2 AL IR A IR AR, Hoile, BLR LA 7 T ) i @ mie A5 A 7

(1) CA BRI G V2 AT I B A RO, a0 H-K B8 — B0 i 78 b R FE I 28 18 @ PR 78
I ESRAE B R B UL, BT H-K BB A 2 H I X 2 B 1 H S WS BTk, BOPE R e
RIS AMEAFRL T T, RERIBN 152 E 1. (Ha, B € 782 BWME 2 AR5 WA, B AT %
FIX— @R 78 564, 1 H, B4R Degroot AR 45 Rl 41 H-K AEH BUA B — BUOF A F B —
I 200 P 190 2% 4 T i ] H H BT O 78 70 25 2 BOR RGEERE— AN 20 1) W 2% 4 44T 2 1 18
(). BeAh, AR 2 AT R B Ah R, A A B HE S, Rl 2 MR PE o 22 5= LUK, b
BRI T B H-K B 5 SR 250 B 0 i 15 14 1Y) H-K BRI K B s A 1 2R A 2.

(2) H RS 5 /52 R 58 2 AR BN i ) sk 307 20, X AE— @R B AR SR,
B St o, MR RS TT AR R .. KREX T AT AR SRR 1 577 20

1) Gibbs Z IR TEATIAN FIHITE LR, BRAR S A AL T AP BRRAS I U 27 F RE 1) 2 A 4.
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JHZAFAE T REA R RS T, PRI, AR Bl A0 SR rh G NG PR 2 AT LS AR B0 2 m AR AT
UEAh, H BITHL &3l J1 5 Bt 5T iR 2 s AR SRSk A2 E— AN IS, X ie iz m sk
FT A RARIE LD Rk, - TS B AL BT 207 T AR 7T R 2 R 230 1 22wt ST i) — A
HL

(3) AT BCA REZHAL 2 2% ThREARAT ) — R, 78 2 B BEAR R G 7T, — BB e
WO BAHIRAT NRE ST, JF AT UL BB HEAT ] A T AN (91 ans s, B0 % - AR AR SR L
PSR RS 3). ANFT 2B RER RSt AW AR RA ER 2R BYER =23 fe 7, HAME
R REEE AR 2 S AW AL RO REM, UL 22 B REAR 2R Se 2 O WL 3 1 A R fr it — 2B .
flhn, Btk FE R T SAEE GBI EOAE T, R BB BTN ION. X st 2 BRI
BH TR, K, A2 Mg, RZHRZEIEAAAEE VIR N EIRR, WTE RS
ZPPIRTS, IR A5 A T s ] $h 28 B A (A A 2 B 0 190 2% T ) H BE RN B Z RIS &R IZAS
MR, A ML S DL AR S SR P S b BRI BEAN, WAMETERT . MASTE TS
BA AR TT 3 3 ANERE K, ARART AN AN R 4 B2 1 ) REL 2 15 2 — R 2 7 AR AR K BESHHE S 4E
FE (G F-J BRUR H-K R EE & 245 B R S B A B E ) H-K B X8 ) A A itk —
T,

S Hk
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Abstract In recent years, research in opinion dynamics has received a great amount of attention in the field
of systems and control. Opinion dynamics studies the spreading of opinions and the evolution of behaviors in
social networks by utilizing mathematical and physical models, the agent-based computational modeling tools
and dynamical systems theories. Here, we review recent advances in the study of opinion dynamics. First, the
fundamental model and some concepts are introduced. Second, opinion dynamics models are presented combined
with related results of multi-agent systems from three aspects: individuals, interactions, and decision-makings.
Some interesting issues are also discussed. Finally, future directions of the research are pointed out.
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