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The competitive balance model has been proposed as an extension to the balance model to address
the conflict of interests in signed networks. In this model, two different paradigms or interests
compete with each other to dominate the network’s relations and impose their own values. In this
paper, using the mean-field method, we examine the thermal behavior of the competitive balance
model. Our results show that under a certain temperature, the symmetry between two competing
interests will spontaneously break which leads to a discrete phase transition. So, starting with a
heterogeneous signed network, if agents aim to decrease tension stemming from competitive balance
theory, evolution ultimately chooses only one of the existing interests and stability arises where one
paradigm dominates the system. The critical temperature depends linearly on the number of nodes,
which is a linear dependence in the thermal balance theory as well. Finally, the results obtained
through the mean-field method are verified by a series of simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

The balance theory in its original form is based on
triplet interactions in signed networks [1]. Recently,
the balance model has been modified to address hetero-
geneities of the real world [2–4]. In this regard, the Com-
petitive Balance Model has been proposed as an exten-
sion of the balance model to emphasize the conflict of
interests in the formation of balance [5]. In this paper,
we aim to study the Competitive Balance Model in the
presence of thermal fluctuations.

The study of signed networks originally dates back to
the 1940s when Heider proposed the balance theory as
a psychological hypothesis for the first time [1]. He ex-
plains the causes of conflict in a triplet relationship. Ac-
cording to this theory, a triplet relationship is balanced if
all its relations are friendly or two friends have a common
enemy, otherwise imbalanced.

Cartwright and Harary [6] went beyond the conceptual
framework of Heider’s psychological theory and presented
it in a graph-theoretic model. They stated that a signed
graph is structurally balanced if all its triads are bal-
anced, if not the graph is unbalanced. This later led to
the work by Antal et al. [7] in which they had proposed
two different dynamics, named local triad dynamics and
constrained triad dynamics. Later, Kulakowski proposed
a continues time model which described the evolution of
relations during time [8]. Following of the continuous-
time model of Kulakowski, Marvel et al. [9] revealed
that depending on the initial density of friendly relations
system undergoes a phase transition from a bipolar state
to utopia.

The balance theory has been successfully applied to ex-
plain various phenomena in different fields of researches
ranging from international relations [10–13], sociology
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[14–19], politics [20], Epidemic [21], ecology [22], to
multi-layer networks [23]. Also remarkable studies has
been carried out by examining the balance theory from
the perspective of statistical physics [24–33].

Despite its successes, Heider’s balance model could
be extended to more complicated models to address the
complexities of a range of phenomena of the real world.
In this regard, the Competitive Balance Model has been
proposed in [5].

In the Competitive Balance Model friendship or en-
mity can be originated from two different bases. An ex-
ample from the real world is where coalitions and polar-
ities between countries can have a religious or political
foundation. While in the Middle East, countries aim to
define their relations with the West based on the politi-
cal viewpoints or economical interests, within themselves
they need to redefine communities and coalitions prefer-
ably based on religion. These different bases to define
relationships lead to a conflict of interest. An example is
the difficulty of the West to make peace between its allies
in the Middle East. As a result, in such cases, different
paradigms or interests compete to define friendship and
enmity and thereby compete to form their own favorite
coalitions.

In the Competitive Balance Model, two different
paradigms or interests force the network to impose their
own favorite forms of friendship and enmity. Then, the
paradigms compete with each other to form their favorite
state of balance. In this respect, a Hamiltonian has been
proposed which is symmetrical to both paradigms [5].
Real and imaginary numbers have been utilized to denote
different paradigms. In the balance model of signed net-
works, links take either values +1 or −1 which stands for
friendship or enmity. In the Competitive Balance Model,
links choose a value from two different sets { ±1}, { ∓i}
which indicates friendship or enmity based on the com-
petitive paradigms.

The evolution of the system has been studied in [5]
in the absence of thermal fluctuations. It has been ob-
served that though the system is symmetrical to both
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paradigms, it evolves towards a symmetry-broken phase
where one of the paradigms prevails the other in the end.
In this work, we are interested in finding out the equilib-
rium state of the system in presence of thermal fluctua-
tions.

The role of temperature in socio-economic systems has
been widely considered in agent-based models, see for
example [34–39]. Similar to the physical systems, in the
socio-economic agent-based model, temperature provides
a measure for fluctuations and uncertainty. As an exam-
ple, we consider the Heider balance model.

The Heider balance model assigns a certain energy
to any given configuration. Now, if one supposes that
all agents update their pairwise relation to absolutely
minimize energy, then this means that temperature is
about zero. If we think of interstate relations, then the
model suggests that at zero temperature, after evolu-
tion, a bipolar world is shaped in which relations between
any pair of states should obey the relation between their
poles. However, this is not the case in reality. Though
countries try to minimize tensed triplets which they are
involved in them, there is also the potential of remaining
some tensed triplets due to different levels of tolerance.
Therefore, they do not restrict themselves to eliminate
all tensed triplets. If agents, aim to minimize energy,
but this is not their absolute goal, then this means that
their behavior could be better modeled by a non-zero
temperature agent-based model.

In economics, agents are supposed to maximize utility.
In some works, however, agents maximize utility with a
probability weight equal to the Gibbs factor. Though
usually the term ”temperature” is not explicitly used in
a portion of such works, its concept is used relatively. In
this set of works, a parameter controls the chance that
agents maximize utility. A parameter is defined in the
Gibbs factor similar to the β factor in physical systems.
If the value of such a parameter is high then this means
that agents aim to maximize utility as their major goal.
As the value of the parameters declines, then agents max-
imize utility with a moderate chance. See for example
[35, 36] in this regard. In summary, similar to physi-
cal systems, in the agent-based models of socio-economic
systems, temperature provides a measure for uncertainty
in decision makings.

In this work, we are interested in studying the Compet-
itive Balance Model at a non-zero temperature in equi-
librium conditions. We solve the problem in a mean-field
approximation. We observe that system faces a phase
transition in cold temperatures. We find the order pa-
rameter of the model. In the end, we perform a simula-
tion to check the agreement between simulation results
and analytical solutions.

II. COMPETITIVE BALANCE MODEL

The Competitive Balance Model has been proposed to
address the conflict of interests in the relationship be-

tween agents. In this model, two different paradigms
or interests define friendship or enmity between agents.
So, basically, if we denote paradigms ”X” and ”Y”, then
the status of each pair can be friendship or hostile based
on either value. In other words, each link can have
four different statuses: friendship based on paradigm
”X”, enmity based on paradigm ”X”, friendship based
on paradigm ”Y”, and enmity based on paradigm ”Y”.

Status of the relation between nodes ”i” and ”j” de-
noted by ~σi,j then can be one of the four vectors:(

1
0

)
,

(
−1
0

)
,

(
0
1

)
,

(
0
−1

)
.

Alternatively, we can denote relation by a complex num-
ber. In such cases, friendship or enmity based on
paradigm ”X” is denoted by ±1 and based on paradigm
”Y” are denoted by ∓i. So, the vector ~σi,j can be re-
placed by the complex number σi,j . At this stage, a
Hamiltonian should be assigned to the model. The sug-
gested Hamiltonian however should obey a set of restric-
tions.

The Hamiltonian should carry out triple interaction. It
should be symmetric to either paradigm. The Hamilto-
nian should reduce to the Heider balance if all edges are
from the same paradigm. In the end, it should suggest
only a value equal to ±1 to any given triple configuration.
Considering such restrictions the following Hamiltonian
has been proposed in [5]:

−H = Re

 ∑
i<j<k

σijσjkσki

+ Im

 ∑
i<j<k

σijσjkσki


(1)

where the summation is over all triads in the network.
Re[...] and Im[...] denote the real and imaginary part of
the summation. At zero temperature, agents aim to de-
crease tensions rigidly. In non-zero temperatures, ther-
mal fluctuations hinder the network from fully vanishes
tensions. High temperature leads to random configura-
tions in the system. On the contrary low-temperature
results in more balanced configurations. It is interest-
ing to know up to what extent of temperature the sys-
tem withstands thermal fluctuations and remains in the
state of balance. In this work we use exponential random
graph models (ERGM) to obtain Boltzmann probability
density function in canonical ensemble which is defined
as P(G) ∝ e−βH(G), where β = 1/T and T is temperature
[40].

It should be noted that complex numbers have been
utilized to encapsulate two real variables presentation.
There is a one to one correspondence between states
in two-dimensional real number presentation and one-
dimensional complex presentation. The value for energy
for both presentations is the same. So, for all configura-
tions in the complex presentation, the value for energy
and the Gibbs weights are real.
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III. ANALYTICAL MEAN-FIELD SOLUTION

In this section, we present a mean-field solution for the
Competitive Balance Model which provides analytical ex-
pressions for involved quantities describing the state of
the system. we consider a fully connected graph in which
everybody in contact with everyone else. So, we expect
the accuracy of the mean-field approximation to be sig-
nificantly increased for sufficiently large network sizes.

Let us first start to calculate the ensemble average of
edges 〈σij〉, which is equal to:

〈σij〉 =
∑
G

σijP(G), (2)

where P(G) = e−βH(G)
/Z is the Boltzmann probability

of a given micro-state G and Z is the partition func-
tion of the system which is defined as Z =

∑
G e
−βH(G).

Given any configuration, the outcome of the Hamiltonian
is real. The Gibbs weights are real. So, all elements in
the partition function are real. Complex variables are
just representative of the two-dimensional ~σ space. we
rewrite 〈σij〉 as below:

〈σij〉 =
1

Z
∑
G

σije
−βH(G). (3)

To apply mean-field approximation we need to rewrite
the Hamiltonian as H = H′+Hij , in which Hij includes
all terms in the Hamiltonian which contain σij and H ′ is
the remaining terms. Then Hij is

−Hij = Re

σij ∑
k 6=i,j

σjkσki

+ Im

σij ∑
k 6=i,j

σjkσki

 .
(4)

So we rewrite the 〈σij〉 as follows:

〈σij〉 =
1

Z
∑
G

σije
−βH(G)

=
1

Z
∑
{σ 6=σij}

e−βH
′ ∑
{σij=±1,∓i}

σije
−βHij

=

∑
{σ 6=σij} e

−βH′∑
{σij=±1,±i} σije

−βHij∑
{σ 6=σij} e

−βH′∑
{σij=±1,±i} e

−βHij

=
〈
∑
{σij=±1,±i} σije

−βHij 〉G′
〈
∑
{σij=±1,±i} e

−βHij 〉G′
,

(5)

where 〈...〉G′ is the average over all configurations which
do not contain edge σij . By expanding the above fraction
and using mean-field approximation we can estimate the
higher order product terms. In this method, the edge
variables are approximated with their averages. Also, all
correlation terms related to edge variables turns to be the
product of their average. For example if we name an edge
variable X then by this approximation we have 〈XX〉 =

〈X〉〈X〉. Employing this method we approximate the
above fraction.

If we define p ≡ 〈σij〉 and q ≡ 〈σijσjk〉 = qr + iqi, then
we have:

p =
sinh

(
β(n− 2)(qr + qi)

)
+ i sinh

(
β(n− 2)(qr − qi)

)
cosh

(
β(n− 2)(qr + qi)

)
+ cosh

(
β(n− 2)(qr − qi)

) ,
(6)

in which the real and imaginary part of p are as follows:

pr ≡ Re [p] =
sinh

(
β(n− 2)(qr + qi)

)
cosh

(
β(n− 2) qr

)
cosh

(
β(n− 2) qi

) ,
pi ≡ Im [p] =

sinh
(
β(n− 2)(qr − qi)

)
cosh

(
β(n− 2) qr

)
cosh

(
β(n− 2) qi

) .
(7)

As it can be seen from Eq. (7), 〈σij〉 is associated with
〈σijσjk〉. Therefore derivation of q is needed to find p.
Hence let us calculate 〈σijσjk〉. For this purpose we need
to rewrite Hamiltonian as H = H′ +Hijk where Hijk is
all terms in the Hamiltonian which contain σij or σjk or
both and H′ is the remaining terms. Therefore we have:

−Hikj = Re

σjk ∑
` 6=i,j,k

σj`σ`k

+ Im

σjk ∑
` 6=i,j,k

σj`σ`k


+ Re

σki ∑
` 6=i,j,k

σk`σ`i

+ Im

σki ∑
` 6=i,j,k

σk`σ`i


+ Re (σijσjkσki) + Im (σijσjkσki) .

(8)
From the statistical mechanics we have:

〈σjkσki〉 =
1

Z
∑
G

σjkσkie
−βH(G)

=
1

Z
∑
{σ 6=σij}

e−βH
′ ∑
{σij ,σjk=±1,∓i}

σijΣjke
−βHikj

=

∑
{σ 6=σjk,σki} e

−βH′∑
{σjk,σki=±1,±i} σjkσkie

−βHikj∑
{σ 6=σjk,σki} e

−βH′∑
{σjk,σki=±1,±i} e

−βHikj

=
〈
∑
{σjk,σki=±1,±i} σjkσkie

−βHijk〉G′
〈
∑
{σjk,σki=±1,±i} e

−βHijk〉G′
.

(9)
Similar to the previous calculations we have:

〈σjkσki〉
MF
≈ F (p, q;n, β)

G(p, q;n, β)
,

in which
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F (p, q;n, β) = e2β(n−3)(qr+qi)+β(pr+pi) + e−2β(n−3)(qr+qi)+β(pr+pi) − 2e−β(pr+pi) − e2β(n−3)(qr−qi)−β(pr+pi)

− e−2β(n−3)(qr−qi)−β(pr+pi) + 2eβ(pr+pi) + 2i e2β(n−3)qr+β(pr−pi) − 2i e2β(n−3)qi+β(pi−pr)

− 2i e−2β(n−3)qi+β(pi−pr) + 2i e−2β(n−3)qr+β(pr−pi)

,

G(p, q;n, β) = e2β(n−3)(qr+qi)+β(pr+pi) + e−2β(n−3)(qr+qi)+β(pr+pi) + 2e−β(pr+pi) + e2β(n−3)(qr−qi)−β(pr+pi)

+ e−2β(n−3)(qr−qi)−β(pr+pi) + 2eβ(pr+pi) + 2e2β(n−3)qr+β(pr−pi) + 2e2β(n−3)qi+β(pi−pr)

+ 2e−2β(n−3)qi+β(pi−pr) + 2e−2β(n−3)qr+β(pr−pi).

(10)
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FIG. 1: Graphical representation of simultaneous solu-
tions of Eq.(11) in a complete graph with N = 64 nodes
for different temperature in (qr, qi) plane. Above critical
temperature (T > Tc) we just have one trivial solution.
Far below critical temperature (T � Tc) we have seven
solutions. As we can see the number of solutions vary

with temperature.

Finally we have:

qr ≡ Re [q] =
Re[F (q, p;n, β)]

G(q, p;n, β)
= f(qr, qi;n, β)

qi ≡ Im [q] =
Im[F (q, p;n, β)]

G(q, p;n, β)
= g(qr, qi;n, β).

(11)

As we expected the quantity q, named mean of two-
stars (having one node in common), has real and imag-
inary parts. We should solve both self-consistent equa-
tions (11) simultaneously to find qr and qi.

Because of its importance, this parameter deserves at-
tention. The mean of two-stars plays a key role in de-
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FIG. 2: Illustration of stable (blue dots) and unstable
(red dots) fixed points for six different temperatures in
a complete graph with N = 64 nodes. Far below critical
temperature those unstable fix-points which are close to
zero stable fix-point gradually get away from the origin
and as we get closer to critical temperature those unsta-
ble and stable fix-points which are gathered in one place
annihilate each other. after critical point(TC ≈ 22.8) we
just have one stable fix point which represents random

configuration

scribing the state of the system. When the tempera-
ture is high enough(T � Tc) the stochastic behavior of
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FIG. 3: The analogy between Monte-Carlo simulation
results(dotted curves) and mean-field solution of com-
petitive balance theory(solid curves)for different temper-
atures. As it is obvious there is a good agreement be-

tween the two methods.

●
●

●

●

●

20 40 60 80 100 120
0

10

20

30

40

▼
▼

▼

▼

▼

20 40 60 80 100 120
0

10

20

30

40

FIG. 4: Linear dependency of critical temperature
on the size of network for Monte-Carlo simulation and

mean-field solution.

the system overshadows triple tensions suggested by the
Hamiltonian. As a result, it remains in a random config-
uration which leads to a zero value for q as the mean of
two-stars.

On the contrary, when the temperature is low enough
(T � Tc), energy dominates the entropic term. In other
words, thermal fluctuations are not strong enough to dis-
turb the long-range order in the system. So we expect
the system reaches a state of balance. If the majority of
links are from the same interest (real or imaginary) then
we expect qr has a non-zero value. As the ratio of one of
the interests approaches one, then the absolute value of
qr tends to one as well. If it has a positive value, then
this means that a paradise of real interest has dominated.
On the contrary, a negative value means a paradise based
on imaginary interest.

Fig. 1 represents the simultaneous solutions of equa-
tions (11). Functions f and g have been graphed in the
space of qr and qi. The intersections of the graphs repre-
sent solutions of Eq. (11). As can be seen in the Fig. 1(d)
for T > Tc there is only one solution (q∗r , q

∗
i ) = (0, 0).

This solution indicates the high-temperature regime in
which thermal fluctuations do not let any order is formed
in the system.

As the temperature declines the g curve and the semi-
circle part of the f curve approach together. At a crit-
ical point, Tc ≈ 22.8, both curves touch each other in
three different points in Fig. 1(c) which represents three
answer for Eq. (11). This moment is when the phase
transition occurs. Since at the critical point the value of
qr is different from zero, this means that the phase tran-
sition is discrete. A non-zero value for qr means that the
majority of links are either real or imaginary. In other
words, it indicates a symmetry breaking between differ-
ent interests.

For discussing the stability of solutions in different
temperatures we take a two-dimensional field with two
components based on our self consistent equations in
(qr, qi) plane which are defined as below:{

uqr = f(qr, qi;β,N)− qr
vqi = g(qr, qi;β,N)− qi.

Fig. 2 depicts the above two-dimensional vector field
along with the solutions of Eq. (11) for six different tem-
peratures. As it is illustrated for T � Tc we have 7
fix-points in (Fig.2a) and Fig.2b) where blue ones are
stable (attractive) and the red ones are unstable (repul-
sive). As temperature increases gradually all those un-
stable fixed-points which were very close to zero stable
fix-point gently get away from it and move towards those
stable fix-points which are in their vicinity. At T = 18.7
(Fig. 2c) two attractive and repulsive fix-points located
on the qi axis are about to annihilate each other and
disappear. Very close to Tc at T = 22.7 (Fig. 2e) all
nonzero remaining attractive and repulsive fix-points ex-
cept the origin are about to eliminate each other. For
higher temperatures there is only one single attractive
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fix-point which is the trivial solution of our self consis-
tent equation (Fig. 2f), i.e. q = (0, 0).

IV. SIMULATION AND COMPARISON WITH
MEAN-FIELD SOLUTION

We adopt a fully connected network with N = 64
nodes. We consider three different initial conditions: (i)
all edges are +1 which correspond to the paradise of the
first interest (real interest), (ii) all edges are −i which
correspond to the paradise of the second interest, and
(iii) a quiet random initial condition.

While in the first two initial conditions all triangles are
balanced and the system is its minimum of energy, in the
third ensemble of the initial condition all edges are chosen
completely random, so the total number of balanced and
unbalanced triangles is equal and energy is high. In other
words, while in the first two initial conditions we start
from the low temperature and let the system evolves, in
the third initial condition we start from the high temper-
ature and decrease temperature afterward.

The system then is evolved through the Monte Carlo
method and Metropolis weight for a given temperature
T as follows:

• In each update step we choose an edge randomly
and flip it to one of three other options with equal
chance.

• The flip will be accepted if the total energy of the
system is reduced, otherwise it will be accepted
with probability e−∆E/kT , in which ∆E = Ef −Ei
is the energy difference between the original and
the updated states.

• We repeat these two above steps until the system
reaches the stationary state.

The value of energy over temperature has been depicted
in Fig. 3 (a) where it has been compared with the an-
alytic Mean-Field solution. As can be seen, the result
of the simulation is in good agreement with the analytic
solution. Mean-field solution has unstable answers which
have no counterpart in simulations.

If we start from a completely balance initial condition
(all +1 and all −i) and increase temperature we observe
a discrete phase transition at (Tc ≈ 21) which is slightly
different from the mean-field prediction (Tc ≈ 23).

If we start with a random initial condition in hot tem-
perature and decrease the temperature, the transition
occurs in colder temperature. So, in some senses, the
system has a hysteresis. At each temperature, besides
energy, the value of qr has been measured in simulation
and the result has been depicted in Fig. 3.b. We again
observe a good agreement between simulation and ana-
lytic solutions.

Fig. 4.a and b represent the linear dependency of crit-
ical temperature on the size of the network in Monte-
Carlo simulation and mean-field solution with slope one.
As we can see, both methods predict almost the same
temperature for phase transition for different sizes of net-
works.

Before closing the section we should notice that the
mean-field approach provides the solution for the equilib-
rium conditions where ergodicity is met. A Monte-Carlo
simulation may achieve this condition if a big number of
evolving updates are made. The Metropolis algorithm
helps to approach the equilibrium condition at a much
faster rate. Yet, in real life, the transition rates may not
be given by a Gibbs weight. The Metropolis transition
rate even is a much stronger hypothesis. So, our result
is applied if a big number of updates are allowed. Such
conditions may arise in statistical systems such as bio-
logical processes where the triple interaction is allowed.
In social systems, however, ergodicity is appliable only
if in the phase space a noticeable share of flows moves
between two considered areas. Small systems are exam-
ples of systems in which such conditions are met. The
discussed limits however usually hold for statistical mod-
els which deal with socio-economic systems and are not
restricted to our analysis.

V. CONCLUSION

It is an engrossing idea to explore the evolution of a
heterogeneous signed network holding different conceptu-
alizations of friendship and enmity. Taking this hetero-
geneity into account along with the tendency towards the
state of balance, steaming from the Structural Balance
Theory, leads to the formation of conflict of interests;
which is an inseparable part of real social networks.

We have theoretically examined the idea of conflict-
ing interests within the framework of Competitive Bal-
ance Theory in the presence of thermal fluctuations. Our
analytic solution shows that the system observes a dis-
crete transition over-temperature where symmetry be-
tween paradigms breaks and only one paradigm domi-
nates the system.

We have shown that the average of the pairwise edges
or correlations between edges is the suitable order pa-
rameters, exposing a first-order phase transition below
which the symmetry between two kinds of balance is bro-
ken. Simulations are in good agreement with analytical
solutions.
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