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Abstract—The tremendous success of major Online Social
Networks (OSNs) platforms has raised increasing concerns about
negative phenomena, such as mass control, fake news, and echo
chambers. In addition, the increasingly strict control over users’
data by platform owners questions their trustworthiness as open
interaction tools. These trends and, notably, the recent drastic
change in X (formerly Twitter) policies and data accessibility
through public APIs, have fuelled significant migration of users
towards Fediverse platforms (primarily Mastodon). In this work,
we provide an initial analysis of the microscopic properties of
Mastodon users’ social structures. Specifically, according to the
Ego network model, we analyse interaction patterns between
a large set of users (egos) and the other users they interact
with (alters) to characterise the properties of those users’ ego
networks. As was observed previously in other OSNs, we found
a quite regular structure compatible with the reference Dunbar’s
Ego Network model. Quite interestingly, our results show clear
signs of ego network formation during the initial diffusion of
a social networking tool, coherent with the recent surge of
Mastodon activity. Therefore, our analysis motivates the use of
Mastodon as an open “big data microscope” to characterise
human social behaviour, making it a prime candidate to replace
those OSN platforms that, unfortunately, cannot be used anymore
for this purpose.

Index Terms—Decentralized Online Social Networks ,
Mastodon, Dunbar’s Model, Ego Networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

Online Social Networks (OSNs) have become an essential
part of modern life. This growth reflects a profound human
need for connection and community. However, users are
increasingly aware of the hidden costs of “free” services:
their personal data, behavior, and preferences are the valuable
commodity that fuels these platforms. The centralized nature
of OSNs, often owned by private companies, raises concerns
about data control and potential misuse. The problems deriving

from centralized Online Social Networks (e.g., privacy con-
cerns and untrustworthy policies) are among the factors that
lead users to explore different types of online social networks,
such as distributed ones. Among these, the Fediverse is a
network of interconnected social media platforms that use a
common protocol, most notably ActivityPub, to communicate
with each other. Unlike traditional social media platforms
like Facebook or Twitter, the Fediverse is not controlled
by a single company. It is made up of many independent
servers (called “instances”) run by individuals, organizations,
or communities. The ActivityPub protocol allows these in-
stances to communicate and share content. Most Fediverse
software is free and open source: this fosters transparency
and encourages innovation. Finally, the Fediverse generally
does not useS algorithms to curate content, hence eliminating
a direct source of algorithmic bias. Mastodon1 is a free
and open-source microblogging platform, and it is arguably
the most well-known member of the Fediverse. Similarly
to Twitter/X, Mastodon allows users to post short messages
(called “toots”) and share images, videos, and links. Mastodon
gained widespread popularity after the acquisition of Twitter/X
by Elon Musk in 2022 [13], [15]. The user experience on
Mastodon is very similar to Twitter/X and this led many users
looking for an alternative to try the service. Additionally,
Mastodon is particularly attractive for research due to its free
API, which enables researchers to download and analyze large
datasets with ease.

In this study, we explore social networks on Mastodon from
a novel perspective—focusing on ego networks, a dimension
that has not yet been examined on the platform. Ego networks,
a graph-based representation of an individual’s social connec-

1https://joinmastodon.org/
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tions, are a common tool for studying interpersonal relation-
ships across multiple interaction types, from offline exchange
of messages, to phone calls, to online social networks [11],
[14], [19], [20]. These ego networks2, where the individual
(ego) is central and connected to their peers (alters) through
edges representing interaction frequency, are important be-
cause their structure is known to significantly influence social
behaviors like resource sharing, collaboration, and information
diffusion [22]. The ego-alter tie strength is typically computed
as a function of the frequency of interactions between the
ego and the alter. Grouping these ties by their strength, ego
networks normally exhibit a layered structure (illustrated in
Figure 1). Inner circles contain closer social connections, while
outer circles represent more distant ones. The social brain
hypothesis from evolutionary psychology [10] suggests that
these layers, limited by the Dunbar number (the maximum
number of meaningful relationships an individual can main-
tain, around 150), reflect the brain’s cognitive capacity for
social relationships [14], [24]. Figure 1 shows the typical
sizes of each layer (1.5, 5, 15, 50, 150 alters). The grounding
of this quantitative model on cognitive capacity arguments
justifies why the very same structures (with approximately the
same number of alters per layer) have been found across a
wide range of social interaction means, from offline exchange
of messages to very popular OSNs such as Facebook and
Twitter/X [8].

Fig. 1. Layered structure of human ego networks

The contribution of this paper is twofold. We first analyse
the recent surge of users and activity in Mastodon, in the pe-
riod following the Twitter/X acquisition of 2022. Specifically,
we notice a steep increase in the number of subscribed users,
in the level of their activity (which is sustained over time), and
in the level of direct interactions between users. These findings
justify the use of Mastodon as a relevant platform for analysing
human social behaviour. Then, we set out to investigate
whether Mastodon ego networks show structural properties
compatible with Dunbar’s ego network model. We find that the
ego networks on Mastodon are compatible with those found on
other major OSNs such as Twitter and Facebook at a similar
evolution stage. More specifically, they are comparable and
compatible with the “canonical” Dunbar’s model, in terms
of the number of circles (with a preponderance of 4 and 5

2This type of ego network is often referred to as Dunbar’s ego network, in
contrast to other ego networks that also include connections between alters.

layers) and scaling ratio (∼3) across circles. We also observe,
with respect to the Dunbar’s model, a significantly lower
number of alters, primarily in external layers. This has also
been previously observed in Facebook and Twitter/X, at an
evolution stage similar to that of Mastodon in this analysis.
This is also compatible with the cognitive models grounding
the Dunbar’s model, as it is known that external layers need
significant time in order to stabilise and become fully formed.
Therefore, the findings presented in this paper indicate that
Mastodon ego networks show similar patterns observed in
many relevant social networking platforms, making it a quite
promising candidate for studying more broadly human social
relationships and resulting behaviours.

The paper is organised as follows. Section II contains a brief
overview of the Fediverse and Mastodon. Section III reviews
relevant literature on Mastodon, with an emphasis on studies
of its social graph. Section IV details our data collection
strategy using the Mastodon API and presents basic statistics
on the retrieved data. Section V provides a description of ego
networks and of the methods to construct them. Section VI
offers an analysis of user activity in the collected dataset, both
before and after acquisition. Finally, Section VII investigates
the structural properties of the ego networks of Mastodon
users, while Section VIII summarizes the key findings of the
study.

II. A PRIMER ON MASTODON

Mastodon, the central hub of the Fediverse, is a decen-
tralized microblogging platform that resembles Twitter but
with significant differences. The platform operates on two
interconnected layers: instance-to-instance and user-to-user
communication. The protocol linking these layers allows in-
stances to function “under the hood” when users from different
instances interact, whether on the same or different services.

This architecture creates three distinct timelines that shape
the user experience: the personal timeline (showing activity
from followed users across instances), the local timeline
(showing activity from users within the same instance), and
the federated timeline (showing activity from any user in any
instance where at least one local user is subscribed).

The federated timeline arises from the instance-to-instance
relationship: when user i from instance A follows user j from
instance B, instance A subscribes to instance B, exposing each
instance’s content to the other in their federated timelines. In-
stance admins can control access by making instances private,
or by blacklisting certain users or problematic instances. Users
also have control over their experience, with options to mute,
report, or blacklist others.

Other notable differences include the absence of recom-
mendation algorithms (posts, or “toots” are displayed chrono-
logically), and decentralized moderation, which occurs at the
instance level based on local policies rather than universal cen-
sorship. Users can also customize their timelines by filtering
out certain topics or users. Mastodon’s contact features are
similar to Twitter’s, except for the absence of a “quote” feature
(reposting with comments). Toots can be up to 500 characters



long, though this may vary across instances. As with Twitter,
communication on Mastodon can be direct (replies, mentions,
or boosts, which function like retweets) or indirect (any toot
that doesn’t engage another user). Users can also like and
bookmark toots.

III. RELATED WORKS

La Cava et al. conducted a series of studies on Mastodon
using network science, focusing mainly on the instance level
and using the following/followee feature to model relation-
ships. In the first study [16], La Cava et al. analyzed a directed
network of instances derived considering the ties only between
users in different instances, finding high clustering, reciprocal
edges, degree disassortativity, sparseness, and small-world
properties. They used the Louvain and Infomap algorithms and
found that topic and language are key factors characterizing
instances. Core decomposition revealed connections from core
to periphery, reducing sectorization bias. Observations of the
network of online instances at the time of data collection
showed similar results but with a significant network shrinkage
(-84% instances and -65% links), indicating structural stabil-
ity. Further analysis focused on user behavior w.r.t. content
consumption in a decentralized architecture [17]. By filtering
out instances with fewer than 51 degrees and considering the
top-5 instances, they identified the network backbone with
properties similar to their previous findings [16]. The core
network consisted of mastodon.social, pawoo.net,
mastodon.xyz, mastdn.io, and octodon.social. La
Cava et al. found that users in larger instances tend to follow
users on smaller ones. They also noticed few sink nodes
(no followees, only followers) but many shell nodes (no fol-
lowers, only followees), indicating boundary-spanning. Strong
bridges (mutual relationships) and lurkers (identified through
an eigenvector-based approach) were present, though few users
acted as both. In another study [18], they explored polariza-
tion using a signed network, identifying positive (following)
and negative (instance ban) relationships. They found four
groups: a neutral group (including non-Mastodon instances),
two Mastodon-pure groups, and a ban-sink group (receiving
negative links). The largest groups were the neutral and the
pure groups, which showed a significant amount of positive
interaction, while the ban-sink group contained inappropriate
content and bot activity.

Zignani et al. [25] studied the impact of decentralization
on user behavior within Mastodon, finding that user behaviors
vary significantly across instances. They noted that users are
not strongly bound by their instances, with 35-40% linked to
other instances, but only 10% connecting to instances in dif-
ferent countries, highlighting a strong linguistic-geographical
assortativity. Users typically explore a few instances driven by
topic and geography/language. Instances have diverse char-
acteristics, with larger ones having higher local clustering
coefficients. Degree distributions are heavy-tailed across all
instances, with degree exponents ranging from 2.1 to 3.
Their findings suggest that different instances have different
footprints, which, in turn, condition user behavior.

Raman et al. [21] examined pressures toward centralization
in a decentralized architecture by analyzing instances, toots,
and both follower and federation graphs, comparing them to
tweets. They identified at least three centralization pressures.
User-driven pressures: an oligarchy of admins governs the
Fediverse, with 5% of instances hosting 90% of users and
94% of toots. Users in open instances are less active than
those in closed ones, with single-user instances being the most
active ones. Infrastructure-driven pressures: admins use
the same cheap servers from major corporations like Google
and Amazon, leading to high co-location of instances and
the same underlying concerns about privacy. Content-driven
pressures: few hashtags account for the majority of toots
(i.e., tech, game and art) although few sensitive toots attract
the majority of users (i.e., adult content). Few linguistically
and culturally bounded instances dominate subscriptions in a
strongly assortative manner (JP, USA, FR and GR). Finally,
outages in 10 instances could remove 60% of global toots and
the authors suggest replication schemata (i.e., federation-based
and random, with the latter outperforming the former given the
higher probability of selecting instances on different hosting
providers).

He et al. [12] investigated the migration from Twitter to
Mastodon following Musk’s takeover. They found that 20%
of new Mastodon profiles were created before the decline
of Twitter, with users favoring popular instances. Larger in-
stances attract more users, but smaller ones have more active
users. Migration is influenced mainly by peer pressure, with
users following their followees to the same instances and the
same phenomenon is observed in instance migration. Finally,
platform migration is not definitive: the activity increases on
Mastodon but does not decrease on Twitter, with most users
mainly posting different or similar content on each platform
and a few using cross-platform posting tools.

Existing studies on Mastodon have not approached relation-
ships on the platform in the way this work intends to. Pre-
vious research has primarily focused on “follower/followee”
relationships, which represent a limited model of user-to-user
interaction. While useful for examining platform engagement,
this model does not fully capture genuine social interactions.
Notably, only one prior study has analysed ego networks in
Mastodon, but it employed a graph-teoretical definition and
focused on triadic closures within and across instances. In
contrast, this work employs Dunbar’s ego network model to
explore the structural properties essential for understanding
social interactions. We assess the developmental stages of
these networks and compare them with offline communication
and centralized OSNs. By constructing an interaction graph
based on directed communication, we extract and analyze ego
networks, providing deeper insights into social dynamics on
Mastodon.

IV. DATA COLLECTION

The data collection started in January 2024 and ended in
March 2024. December 31, 2023 is set as the end of the
observation period for all the collected timelines: this means



that only toots published before that date are considered. The
collection (agnostic to Mastodon instances) was carried out
with a snowball sampling strategy using the public Mastodon
API, starting from a random user highly active in the first
years of Mastodon (i.e., 2016/2017) and subscribed to the first
and main Mastodon instance (i.e., mastodon.social). For
building ego networks, we are interested in direct communi-
cations between users, and these are the types of interactions
we collect.

Starting from the aforementioned user, the username, the
instance and the user ID of all their alters are collected,
prioritizing the active ones (i.e., those having at least 2 contacts
happening at least once a year). Then, the first active alter is
visited and the same procedure is applied. The procedure is
repeated on each alter of each user, stopping at 2000 collected
users. In this way, all collected users belong to the same
connected component. The Mastodon API is used to fetch
all the toots of a user. By scrolling through the timeline and
filtering for dates, the whole activity of a user can be retrieved.
Table I reports some statistics about the collected users, where
column ego refers to the collected profiles, column alters to
the set of alters of the collected users and column active alters
refers to the set of alters contacted at least once a year by the
collected egos. Table I shows that the directed (i.e., social)
activity in the collected sample is significant.

Moreover, as a by-product of the collection strategy, almost
all collected users appear as alter for at least another user, with
many of them also being active. The number of users labelled
as bots (directly by Mastodon) is negligible. The resulting
network is large and comprises approximately 132,000 nodes
(i.e., users + alters) and ∼1M directed links, for a total of
∼3M user-to-alter interactions.

Table II reports the number of all toots according to their
types. We split toots into two categories: (i) directed toots,
comprising replies, mentions and boosts (i.e., repost), and
(ii) undirected, i.e., any other toot. The collected sample
contains ∼4M toots, the vast majority directed ones (∼2.6M
toots3) and considerably less undirected ones (∼1.3M). Other
columns account for communication features only, ignoring
the repetition of a contact feature in a single toot in case of
repeatable ones (e.g., a toot with multiple mentions is counted
as 1 toot with mentions). Among all toots, ∼1M are replies
and ∼1.6M are boosts. These 2 directed features account
for almost half the whole toots (i.e., almost the totality of
directed toots). This further validates the collected sample for
the analysis of direct communication.

V. METHODS

A. The ego network model: an overview

A popular approach to model relationships is to consider
the immediate social surroundings of users. This approach has
been developed in the anthropological literature for offline
communications. A positive correlation between the size of

3Note that the number of total interactions in Table I is slightly higher
because a single toot can include interactions with different alters.

the neocortex (particularly the prefrontal cortex) and the size
of the social circles among primates and humans has been
proved to be not a mere coincidence. Instead, sociability (along
with its consequences, such as rules, roles, and coordination)
has been proposed as the factor that fosters the evolution of
the brain and, in turn, also of language [1], [7], [9]. These
studies, besides posing sociability as a key factor in evolution,
also observe the structure and the properties of user-centered
social structures [10]. The ego network is a structure built
upon the following elements: ego (the observed individual),
alters (set of individuals contacted by the ego), tie strength
(contact frequency, typically per year), circles (nested groups
from the bigger and less intimate outermost one to the smallest
and more intimate innermost one). The number of actively
maintained relationships is found, from the related literature,
to be in the proximity of 150, posing those outside this
number as “inactive alters” (i.e., casual relationships). The
set of circles that contain these 150 active alters is the ego
network, and the main properties of the ego network found in
offline communication are reported in Table III.

B. How to extract ego networks

Constructing an ego network entails extracting, for each user
serving as ego, the list of its alters with the corresponding
frequency of interaction. Then, a clustering algorithm is run on
the interaction frequencies to extract the groups of alters, i.e.,
the social circles. Here, we follow the standard pipeline of the
related literature on ego networks [4], [5], [23]. As we explain
in Section IV, our dataset (and in general social network
datasets from which ego networks can be extracted) contains
the social (i.e., directed) interactions of Mastodon users with
other Mastodon users. Specifically, each user for which we
have the timeline is an ego in our analysis. Thus, for each
other user (i.e., alter) with which the ego interacts, we need to
compute the contact frequency. Then, we filter out the alters
contacted less frequently than once per year, the threshold
for the active part of the ego network discussed above. For
alters contacted just once, it is not possible to reliably compute
the frequency, hence they are discarded. In addition, only
relationships that have lasted at least six months are retained
for our analysis, similarly to the related literature [4]. In other
words, given a user Ui, its alter Uj , the end date of observation
Tend (i.e. 2023-12-31), and ego-alter contacts Cij starting at
T0ij with annual frequency Fij , all Cij are retained only if the
following conditions hold: T0ij < Tend − 6 months, Cij ≥ 2
and Fij > 1. Fij are then used as input for the Meanshift
algorithm (one of the algorithms commonly used in the recent
related literature [5], [23]) in order to find the number of social
circles that make up their ego networks. Meanshift [6] is a non-
parametric clustering algorithm that iteratively shifts each data
point towards the mode (the region of highest density) of its
local neighborhood until convergence. Its bandwidth parameter
controls the size of neighborhoods, and it can be automatically
optimized with most off-the-shelf data analysis libraries (e.g.,
scikit-learn). This means that Meanshift automatically
selects the optimal number of clusters (i.e., social circles)



TABLE I
SUMMARY STATISTICS FOR THE MASTODON USERS IN OUR DATASET

ego alters bot
ego

bot
alters

active
alters

ego being
alters

ego being
active alters

directed
links

all
interactions

1,999 130,492 19 1,762 71,272 1,849 1,672 973,217 2,932,049

TABLE II
SUMMARY STATISTICS FOR THE TOOTS IN OUR DATASET

toots dir
toots

undir
toots

plaintxt
(no dir) replies toots w/

hashtags
toots w/
mentions

toots w/
urls boosts toots w/

multimedia

3,965,007 2,626,141 1,321,860 464,902 1,043,683 391,851 208,874 697,266 1,663,551 357,083

TABLE III
EGO NETWORK PROPERTIES IN OFFLINE EGO NETWORKS

Layer
number

Layer
name Description Alters Scaling ratio

(alters)
Contact

frequency

0 Super-support clique partner/best friend 1.5 once every 5 days
1 Support clique close family 5 once every week
2 Sympathy group close friends 15 ∼ 3 once a month

3 Affinity group friends/extended family/
colleagues 50 once every 6 months

4 Active network meaningful relationships 150 once a year

into which frequencies can be grouped, hence the layered
ego network structure is not forced but, if present, emerges
naturally from this grouping.

VI. VALIDATING MASTODON FOR EGO NETWORK
ANALYSIS

The existence of an ego network structure in online in-
teractions requires a certain amount of cognitive effort from
users on the considered platform. When social activity is low,
ego network structures are not expected to emerge. Since
these structures capture cognitive limits to social interactions,
these limits do not appear when engagement is very low.
For this reason, datasets used for ego network analysis must
guarantee a certain amount of social activity to be suitable for
such investigation. In this section, we address this aspect and
investigate whether our Mastodon dataset meets this criterion.

A. Analysis of the overall daily activity

Figure 2(a) shows the average number of toots per day of
the Mastodon users in our dataset. After Musk’s acquisition
of Twitter, we observe a substantial increase in the number
of daily toots. In terms of the absolute number of users on
the platform, the top panel in Figure 2(b) reveals a similar
boost, with the user base (“cumulative” curve, measuring
the number of users having posted at least one toot by that
date) more than quadrupling after the acquisition. However,
an examination of the “alive” users on a given day (i.e., those
who continue to post toots beyond that day, represented by
the dot-dashed curve) indicates that the growth of users is
not closely followed by that of alive users. This implies that
some users tend to stop using the platform after they initially
joined (e.g., they write a few tweets and then they stop).

Despite this, alive users still grow by 3x with respect to the
period before the acquisition. The middle panel of Figure 2(b)
shows daily alive users producing at least one toot (directed,
in the blue curve, undirected, for the red curve) in that day.
Again, there is a significant increase after the acquisition
and a consistent correlation between directed and undirected
toots. After the acquisition, the number of daily active users
producing social toots stabilizes around 500, supporting the
notion of a new, stable user base. Finally, the bottom panel
of Figure 2(b) compares the acquisition rate of new users
and their communication preferences. The black dotted curve
represents the ratio between active users and registered users
over time. It indicates a steady retention rate with a slight
decrease post acquisition due to many users trying and leaving
the service. The pink curve indicates the ratio between directed
and undirected toots, and it shows a shift from undirected
to directed communication after the acquisition. Overall, the
results in Figure 2 suggest that Mastodon has seen a boost
in active users and activities following Musk’s acquisition of
Twitter. As expected, not all new users are retained by the
platform, but a stable user base of active users has clearly
emerged.

Given the results in Figure 2, it is reasonable to divide the
users into three categories: Aficionados (active both before and
after the acquisition), Others1 (active only before), Others2
(active only after). The 77% of the collected users started
their activity after the acquisition (see Table IV). Given
the divergence between these types (both quantitatively and
qualitatively), analyzing these users together may lead to
inconsistencies. Given that Others2 drastically outnumbers the
other groups and that they are active in the period where the
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Fig. 2. Overview of the user activity over time. On the left (a), the average daily activity (measured as the average number of daily toots) per user. On the
right (b), we show: the number of users that have posted once by date x vs the number of users (which we call active) that will continue posting after date
x (b, top panel), number of users engaging in directed vs undirected toots for each day (b, middle panel), ratios between the metrics in the top and middle
plots (b, bottom panel).

TABLE IV
TYPES OF COLLECTED USERS

type count %

Aficionados 404 20.21%
Others1 61 3.05%
Others2 1534 76.74%

majority of directed communications take place, for this study,
we decided to focus exclusively on the Other2 group.

We also analyzed whether intra-type interactions (e.g., Oth-
ers2 to Others2) are more common than inter-type interactions,
or vice versa. As shown in Figure 3, Others2 tend to interact
more with Others2, while Aficionados and Others1 are more
equally divided between intra- and inter-type interactions.

B. Analysis of the post-acquisition daily activity

Figure 4 shows how the total number of alters per ego
correlates with the average ego activity on Mastodon, both
considering all egos and only those that pass the prepro-
cessing/filtering steps described in Section V-B. Each point
corresponds to a user, where the x-coordinate represents its
number of alters, and the y-coordinate represents the average
number of toots posted per day by that user. Looking at the
scatter plot and at the Pearson correlations (the ρ values at the
top right of the figures), in both cases, the activity is positively
correlated with the number of alters, with higher values for the
filtered data. This high positive correlation between the ego
network size and their activity suggests that we are observing
a growth phase. In other words, users are not saturated w.r.t.
cognitive energies, and they can serve all of their alters with
the same amount of time and attention. Let us now focus on
the marginal distribution of the number of alters (box plots at
the top). Unfiltered egos have a median three times higher than

Others1

Aficionados

Others2

Fig. 3. Interactions between different categories of users.

the filtered one (∼150 and ∼50 respectively in Figures VI-B
and VI-B), meaning that the ego networks when considering
only filtered data are relatively small, possibly due to the short
observation window (i.e., 1 year and a half). This is further
explained in Section VII on the basis of Dunbar’s models.
Looking at the marginal distribution of the average activity
(box plots on the right), considering the minimal difference
between “all” and “directed” toots, the directed toots can be
considered a good proxy of the overall activity on Mastodon, at
least in the collected data. The difference between “directed”
and “reply only”, instead, suggests that there are many boosts
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and mentions.
Figure 5 shows user activity over time on Mastodon for

users in Others2. Their lifespans, from their first toot to
December 31, 2023, are aligned for comparison. The top panel
(i.e., #users) depicts the number of users who posted their first
toot x days before. While more than half of our ∼1500 users
in the Others2 group have a lifespan of at least 300 days,
only a small fraction of them reaches more than 400 days of
lifespan. The middle panel shows the number of users who
generate at least one toot at least x days after their first toot
(in the post-acquisition phase). Note that while the top panel
characterises the lifespan of users, whether they remain active
or not, the middle panel focuses only on active users, i.e.,
those who continue posting toots. On a total of 1500 users,
only 500 users remain regularly active. We observe a sudden
drop of activity after the first days, meaning that several
users suddenly reduce their commitment to the platform and
their activity become more sporadic. The third panel reveals
the average toot production per day, with higher activity at
the beginning (according to the well-known novelty effect
of social media platforms) and at the end (the latter can be
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Fig. 5. Activity post-acquisition. On the x-axis, the lifespan of users (defined
as the number of days since the first toot). On the y-axes, the plot shows: the
number of users that have reached that lifespan (top), the number of users
that have reached that lifespan and have continued posting directed/undirected
toots (middle), the average number of daily toots split per type (bottom).

attributed to the survivorship bias, as long-term users tend to
be more active than the general Mastodon population). Direct
communication is initially high, declines slightly after 50 days,
but then increases around 200 days, peaking at 400 days, in-
dicating highly active stable users. Undirected communication
is consistently lower, with notable declines around 200 and
400 days. Overall, the data suggests an initial burst of activity
driven by the novelty of the platform, most likely for users
flocking to Mastodon after the Twitter acquisition, followed
by more sporadic engagement and a stable, albeit small, group
of users favoring direct communication for social interaction
rather than undirected information diffusion.

VII. EGO NETWORKS OF MASTODON USERS

In the previous section we have shown that our Mastodon
dataset contains a group of stable and active users that can
be leveraged for the ego network analysis. In the following,
then, we discuss the properties of the ego networks of these
Mastodon users. Recall that the method for building the ego
networks and the necessary preprocessing steps can be found
in Section V-B.

Figure 6(a) shows the average number of alters per ego.
With respect to the ego network model, this is the size of
the entire ego network, not considering the difference between
active and inactive alters (respectively, those contacted at least
once vs less than once per year, see Section V). Therefore,
its large size (around 450) is not surprising and compatible
with a layer called “mega-band” in the anthropology literature.
However, it is more important to analyse the active part of the
ego networks only, shown in Figure 6(b), as alters beyond this
limit do not “consume” the cognitive resources of the ego. The
average number of active users (i.e., contacted at least once a
year) is close to Dunbar’s number (∼150), while the inactive
users are almost double.
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Fig. 6. Number of alters per ego: (a) all alters, and (b) only active alters

In order to extract the social circles of the ego networks, the
Meanshift algorithm is applied to the annual contact frequency
between the ego and its alters, as discussed in Section V-B.
Figure 7 shows the distribution of the number of clusters found
by the Meanshift algorithm, whereby clusters correspond to
the social groups around the ego. The figure shows that the
most representative cases are those with 4 (the mode) and 5
(the mean) groups, even if a considerable amount of users also
have 3 and 6 clusters. This distribution of the optimal number
of clusters is also aligned with previous findings in other social
networks, e.g., Twitter [4], [5].

Table V shows the average size of the ego networks as a
function of their optimal number of circles. Values similar
to Dunbar’s model (∼ 150) are found in the case of 6 social
circles. On the other hand, egos with a lower number of social
circles (i.e., from 3 to 5) show considerably lower values,
featuring thus much smaller ego networks. Although these
values seem to contradict those displayed in Figure 7 (i.e., the
mean of 150 alters), the overall average provided by the figure
is the result of combining together all the egos, regardless of
their optimal number of circles. Ego with more circles tend
to have larger ego networks and they shift the mean toward
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Fig. 7. Number of social circles in the Mastodon ego networks

TABLE V
AVERAGE SIZE OF THE EGO NETWORKS AS A FUNCTION OF THEIR

NUMBER OF CIRCLES

Num. circles Egos with this
number of circles

Ego network size
(active)

1 72 1.1
2 67 6.76
3 186 20.92
4 325 45.78
5 235 77.05
6 189 146.27

TABLE VI
NUMBER OF ALTERS

Circles
Tot circles 1 2 3 4 5 6

3 1.45 4.76 20.92 - - -
4 1.42 3.74 10.61 45.78 - -
5 1.17 2.82 5.78 15.36 77.03 -
6 1.16 2.55 4.55 8.39 23.67 146.27

TABLE VII
SCALING RATIO

Circles
Tot circles 2/1 3/2 3/4 4/5 6/5

3 3.38 4.39 - - -
4 2.85 2.95 4.41 - -
5 2.48 2.13 2.64 4.75 -
6 2.27 1.81 1.85 2.78 5.91

higher values. However, since the majority of the collected
users display 4 and 5 social circles, from both Table V and
Figure 7, we conclude that the collected Mastodon sample
captures relatively young ego networks, reflecting a likewise
young social network, similarly to the early Facebook ego
networks from 2009 [2].

Table VI shows the average number of alters within each
circle. When examining all configurations, the values closely
approximate those presented in Table III, though they tend to
be slightly lower. This supports the observation of young but
active ego networks. Comparing the configurations suggests



that larger ego networks are in a more advanced stage of
development. In other words, the outer layers are relatively
larger compared to the inner layers, indicating that weaker
relationships have already been established, and some of these
may evolve into closer connections over time.

It should be noted that, particularly with recently-established
platforms, the sizes of the layers may be significantly smaller
than expected. However, the scaling ratio among layers often
remains a more stable metric, even in these cases [2]–[4].
Table VII shows the scaling ratio of the sizes between circles.
We observe that the scaling ratio is frequently close to 3,
aligning with the “canonical” scaling ratio in Dunbar’s model.
A notable exception is the scaling ratio between the last (most
external) and second-last layers, which is typically higher in
our data. This discrepancy could be due to the relatively short
observation window (∼1.5 years) for the considered relation-
ships, making it challenging to characterize relationships in the
most external layer, which typically have a contact frequency
of about one interaction per year. Despite this, the sizes of
the layers and their scaling ratios suggest the existence of the
expected ego network structures in Mastodon, even though the
social network is still developing.

Table VIII shows the annual frequency of contact per circle,
revealing an interesting pattern. Specifically, when comparing
users with different numbers of circles, we observe that the
average interaction rate of the most external layers remains
remarkably stable across the different groups. As we move
from one group to the next (e.g., from users with 3 layers
to users with 4 layers), an additional internal layer typically
emerges, featuring a higher contact frequency. This, again,
suggests that we are observing the initial evolution of user
social networks: in this phase, users start by interacting and
building layers characterized by lower interaction frequencies
(and smaller ego networks overall). As the networks grow,
the external layers expand, but some relationships become
more intimate, generating additional internal layers with higher
interaction frequencies. Finally, Table IX shows the length
of relationships in days. It corroborates the observation of
Table VIII, where external layers are almost equivalent in all
configurations while additional inner layers appear for more
mature ego networks, in this case indicating the emergence of
longer and thus more intimate and stable relationships.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this study, we investigated user-to-user communication
on the Fediverse, focusing on Mastodon as a key platform due
to its increased popularity following Twitter’s acquisition by
Elon Musk. We specifically analyzed users who joined post-
acquisition (Others2), representing two-thirds of our sample.
These users exhibit a higher tendency for direct communica-
tion, particularly amongst themselves. By examining their ego
networks, we found evidence supporting Dunbar’s social circle
model, albeit with smaller circle sizes and a proportionally
larger external layer, which are the hallmarks of a “young”

TABLE VIII
CONTACT FREQUENCY (YEAR)

Circles
Max circles 1 2 3 4 5 6

3 35.47 20.78 7.54 - - -
4 45.55 31.75 19.43 5.85 - -
5 69.50 52.16 38.80 22.68 6.54 -
6 84 66.19 51.71 38.54 21.95 6.46

TABLE IX
BOND LENGTH (DAYS)

Circles
Max circles 1 2 3 4 5 6

3 191.47 166.26 105.37 - - -
4 208.01 186.62 159.71 96.52 - -
5 229.34 210.45 190.12 103.89 97.04 -
6 237.99 230.08 222.99 210.40 180.57 99.51

social network. These findings indicate that Mastodon is evolv-
ing into a platform for cultivating social connections, as users
transition from sporadic interactions to closer relationships.
This, coupled with the platform’s open API and the absence
of a suggestion algorithm, makes Mastodon an invaluable
resource for studying online communication dynamics, espe-
cially given the recent restrictions on Twitter’s API. Given
these promising results, we plan to replicate this study in the
future to assess whether Dunbar’s expected circle sizes emerge
as the platform matures and whether user interest in Mastodon
is sustained. Furthermore, we intend to expand our analysis to
other decentralized social networks like Bluesky.
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