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Optimal View Angle in Collective Dynamics of Self-propelled Agents
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We study a system of self-propelled agents in which each agent has a part of omnidirectional or
panoramic view of its sensor disc, the field of vision of the agent in this case is only a sector of a disc
bounded by two radii and the included arc. The inclination of these two radii is characterized as the
view angle. Contrary to our intuition, we find that, the non-omnidirectional-view for swarm agents
with periodic boundary conditions in noiseless Vicsek model can accelerate the transient process
of the emergence of the ordered state. One consequent implication is that, there are generally
superfluous communications in the Vicsek Model, which may even obstruct the possible fast swarm
emergence. This phenomenon may invoke further efforts and attentions to explore the underlying
mechanism of the emergence in self-propelled agents.

PACS numbers: 87.19.St, 89.75.Hc, 02.50.Le, 05.60.Cd

Recently, the emergence behaviors of swarms have at-
tracted much attention [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. Generally,
there are no leader(s) or central control or global infor-
mation sharing in the swarm, and the emergence results
from the spontaneous self-organization. A particularly
simple and popular model to describe such behaviors was
proposed by Vicsek et al [9], which has been intensively
investigated in recent years [10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17,
18].

In the Vicsek model (VM) [9], N agents move syn-
chronously in a square shaped cell of linear size L with
the periodic boundary conditions. The initial directions
and positions of the agents are randomly distributed in
this cell. Agent i and agent j are neighbors at time step k

if and only if ‖ ~Xi(k)− ~Xj(k) ‖≤ R, where ~Xi(k) denotes
the position of agent i on a 2-dimensional (2D) plane at
time step k, R is the sensor radius and the discrete time
interval ∆t = 1. Each agent has the same absolute ve-
locity v0 but takes the average moving direction of its
neighbors at each time step, as:

θi(k + 1) = 〈θi(k)〉R +∆θ, (1)

where the notation 〈θi(k)〉R denotes the average direction
of agent i’s neighbors (include itself), ∆θ denotes noise
(here we do not consider noise without special mention).
To be more specific, let Γi(k) be the set of neighbors
of agent i at time step k, the VM is then described as
[16, 17]:

~Xi(k + 1) = ~Xi(k) + v0e
iθi(k)∆t, (2)
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θi(k + 1) = angle(
∑

j∈Γi(k+1)

eiθj(k)), (3)

where eiθi(k) is the unitary complex directional vector of
agent i, eiθi(k) = cos(θi(k)) + i sin(θi(k)), θi(k) ∈ [0, 2π).
Here the function angle(·) returns the angle of a complex
number. θi(k+1) is the moving direction of agent at time
step k+1, which is the average direction of agents in the
neighbor set Γi(k + 1). v0e

iθi(k) represents the velocity
of agent i at time step k with constant speed v0 and
direction θi(k).
In VM and most other models of self-propelled parti-

cles, the field of vision for every agent is a complete disc
(2D case) or a sphere (3D case) characterized by its sen-
sor radius R. Figure 1(a) illustrates the omnidirectional
view of agent i in 2D case. In nature, however, it may be
more reasonable that the agents have their limited view
angles, instead of the omnidirectional views.
In this paper, we investigate the VM in which agents

have limited view angles ω, namely the field of vision of
every agent is only a sector of a sensor disc bounded by
two radii and the included arc. As illustrated in Fig.
1(b), the left and right boundaries (radii) of the field of
vision of agent i have inclination ω, ω ∈ (0, 2π]; the left
(right) boundary of vision and the heading of agent i
have inclination ω/2, that is, for every agent, the field
of view is symmetric about its current moving direction.
Only the agents in the field of vision of agent i are i’s
neighbors. Thus rule (3) in the VM can be modified as
the following:

θi(k + 1) = angle(
∑

j∈Γi(k+1,ω)

eiθj(k)), (4)

where Γi(k + 1, ω) denotes the neighbor set of agent i
with view angle ω. Obviously, for all agent i and time
step k, the neighbor sets Γi(k, ω) ⊆ Γi(k). When ω = 2π,
the rule (4) degenerates to the original Vicsek model (3).
Generally, one may tend to think that, the omnidirec-

tional view endows every agent with the largest field of
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FIG. 1: (color online) (a) Illustration of the omnidirectional
view of agent i at time step k+1 in 2D plane. The circle with
sensor radius R denotes the omnidirectional field of view of
agent i. The agents in this field are the neighbors of agent i.
(b) The field of vision of agent i with view angle ω at time
step k+1, the vision is symmetric about the heading of agent
i. The inclination ω of the left and right boundaries of the
vision is called view angle of agent i. The neighbor set in this
case is denoted as Γi(k + 1, ω).

view and the most possible local information of its neigh-
bors in Γi(k) (given the sensor radius R) which leads
to the most sufficient communications and interactions
of the system, and thus is preferable for the large-scale
emergence of the system with a relatively short transient
process. However, our results show that it is not the case.
To give a quantitative discussion, we define the order

parameter

Φ(k, ω) =
1

N
|

N
∑

i=1

eiθi(k)|, 0 ≤ Φ(k, ω) ≤ 1 (5)

for the system (4) at time step k with view angle ω,
0 ≤ Φ(k, ω) ≤ 1.
Figure 2 shows the effect of view angle ω on the tran-

sient process of the swarm emergence. In Fig. 2(a), the
system reaches the stable emergence faster when the view
angle ω = 3π/2, compared with ω = 2π and ω = 5π/6.
Figure 2(b) shows the transient time step τ as a function
of ω, where τ is defined as the time step when the order
parameter reaches 0.99 for the system (4) in noiseless
case [19]. Actually, there is a certain view angle ω that
renders the system to reach the stable emergence in the
least time steps. Such view angle ω is called the optimal
view angle ωopt in this paper.
Figure 3 further shows the optimal view angle ωopt

as the function of the swarm parameters: the density,
the interaction radius R and the absolute velocity v0,
respectively. The optimal view angle ωopt decreases with
increasing N and v0, and converges to its minimum when
N or v0 is large enough. ωopt increases along with the
sensor radius R.
Does the swarm need more communications between

its agents for its relatively fast emergence when the view
angle is not omnidirectional (i.e., ω < 2π) ? Figure 4
answers this question. Let the notation ni(k, ω) be the
number of the neighbors in the neighbor set Γi(k, ω) of
agent i. Define the average number of neighbors 〈n(k, ω)〉
of all the swarm agents at different time step k and dif-
ferent ω as:

〈n(k, ω)〉 =
1

N

N
∑

i=1

ni(k, ω). (6)

Combining Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 4, it’s interesting to find
that, the agents with optimal view angle ω = 3π/2 has
relatively a small average number of neighbors in the
transient process and a least average number of neighbors
in the steady state, compared with ω = 2π and ω = 5π/6.
This unexpected result indicates an important implica-
tion that, there are generally superfluous communications

in the VM, which may even have counteractions for the

speed of the swarm emergence, although the deeply un-
derlying mechanism is still unknown now.
However, when the noise is introduced to the view an-

gle model, as:

θi(k + 1) = angle



eiξ
∑

j∈Γi(k+1,ω)

eiθj(k)



 , (7)
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FIG. 2: (color online) The effect of view angle ω on the tran-
sient process of emergence. All the results are averaged over
500 realizations with fixed lattice size L=10. (a) The order
parameter Φ(k, ω) as a function of time step k for different
values of view angle ω. Here N=400, R=0.6, v0 = 0.04. (b)
τ as a function of ω. The symbols correspond to �: R=0.6,
v0 = 0.02, N=400; ⋆: R=0.6, v0 = 0.04, N=400; N: R=0.6,
v0 = 0.04, N=500; H: R=0.8, v0 = 0.04, N=400.

where the moving direction of each agent is perturbed by
a random number ξ chosen with a uniform probability
from the interval [−η, η], the behaviors of swarm do not
have such optimal view angles. Figure 5 shows that the
stable order parameter Φ increases along with ω if the
noise is kept constant. That is, the omnidirectional view
ω = 2π is preferable for the large-scale emergence in noise
case.
In conclusion, we have studied numerically the effect of
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FIG. 3: (color online) The optimal view angle ωopt as the
function of the swarm number N , sensor radius R and abso-
lute velocity v0 respectively. For left panel: R=0.6, v0=0.04;
for middle panel: v0=0.04, N=400; for right panel: R=0.6,
N=400. All the results are averaged over 500 realizations.
The lattice size is fixed as L = 10.
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FIG. 4: (color online) The average number of neighbors
〈n(k, ω)〉 as the time evolves for different view angle ω. Here
the parameters N , L, R and v0 are the same with the pa-
rameters in Fig. 2(a). All the results are averaged over 500
realizations.

view angel in a group of mobile agents, showing that there
exists a proper view angle for agents in the swarmmoving
with periodic boundary conditions in noiseless case that
can accelerate the transient process of the emergence of
ordered state. The swarm needs a relatively small opti-
mal view angle ωopt for smaller number of agents moving
at a larger velocity with shorter sensor radius. But for
the swarm that can evolve on the whole 2D plane (with-
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FIG. 5: (color online) The order parameter Φ as the func-
tion of ω for different noise. Here Φ = 1
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N=400, L=10, R=0.6, v0 = 0.04. All the results are averaged
over 300 realizations.

out periodic boundary conditions), the result is consis-
tent with our intuition, the degree of its emergence re-

duces when the view angle is shortened. And our findings
may help to deeply investigate the onset and transient
process of the emergence of swarm by indicating that
there are generally superfluous communications in the
VM. The result may be applicable in many other systems
of self-propelled particles such as swarms or flocks with
attractive and repulsive interactions between agents, and
the qualitative and quantitative features in these systems
need further investigations.

There are also many open questions remain unsolved
in the practical perspective. For example, how to design
the least (or optimal) communizations between agents
while keeping the basic features of neighboring rule in
VM for large-scale emergence is a very challenging ques-
tion in the future. Such optimized communizations will
be very useful in designing the man-made swarms such as
autonomous mobile robots with limited distance sensors.
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