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Abstract

In this work, we consider a group of n agents which interact with each other in a cooperative framework. A Laplacian-based model
is proposed to govern the evolution of opinions in the group when the agents are subjected to external biases like agents’ traits,
news, etc. The objective of the paper is to design a control input which leads to any desired opinion clustering even in the presence
of external bias factors. Further, we also determine the conditions which ensure the reachability to any arbitrary opinion states.
Note that all of these results hold for any kind of graph structure. Finally, some numerical simulations are discussed to validate
these results.
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1 Introduction

Opinion dynamics in networked environments have cap-
tured the interest of diverse fields for a considerable time.
It finds applications in various domains like analysis of
voting patterns [1], prediction of social media trends [2],
collective animal behaviours [3], etc. The focus of this
paper is on opinion clustering in which more than two
clusters of agents’ opinions are eventually formed in the
network. Arbitrary clustering occurs in a signed network
in [4] when opinions evolve by the DeGroot-based model
and the subnetwork of globally reachable nodes is struc-
turally balanced. Other extensions of DeGroot’s model in
the literature include the homophily-based Hegselmann-
Krause model [5], the biased assimilation model [6], the
confirmation bias model [7] and scaled consensus [8] that
explain opinion clustering. In these works, the clusters
depends on the initial conditions and the network topol-
ogy, making it difficult to reach a desired opinion cluster.

Recent works [9–14] have addressed the opinion clus-
tering problem towards applications such as task allo-
cation, rendezvous problems, etc. In [9–11], the authors
propose a Laplacian-based pinning control law for a net-
work partitioned into sub-groups of agents which satisfy
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the in-degree balance condition. To promote opinion sep-
aration between agents in different subgroups, signed in-
teractions are introduced between the latter; the agents
within a sub-group are constrained to have strong non-
negative couplings. With similar constraints, the agents
form k-partite consensus in [12] in an undirected net-
work wherein those within each sub-group cooperate, and
others necessarily compete. The authors in [14] present
topology-based conditions for clustering in weakly con-
nected digraphs using Laplacian flows. The works in [10]
and [11] explore the network topologies that allow desired
clustering in the absence of strong interactions among
agents within a subgroup. Using another approach in [13],
the authors propose to partition the agents into sub-
groups based on graph symmetries in connected undi-
rected networks and design a control law to drive them
to the subspace of the dominant eigenvector of graph ad-
jacency matrix for any desired opinion clustering.

In the area of opinion dynamics, along with inter-agent
interactions, an agent can also be influenced by individual
prejudices [15], external sources such as news and social
media [16], etc. The Taylor’s model [17] is a continuous-
time model that considers the evolution of opinions in
the presence of agents’ biases. The effect of agent’s biases
is further explored in [18], and a measure to quantify a
stubborn agent’s influence depending on its position in
a network is proposed. In [19], the authors propose the
Friedkin-Johnsen (FJ) model which is a discrete-time ana-
logue of the Taylor’s model. A topology-based partitioning
of the network is proposed in [20] under the FJ framework
along with the criteria to achieve cluster consensus un-
der the influence of single and multiple stubborn agents.
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News and social media are also frequently leveraged to
shape opinions in socio-political scenarios. The effect of
misinformation and rumors on opinion formation is ex-
plained in [16]. In [21], the authors determine the impact
of factors like news, media, and political leaders on opin-
ion formation using a simplified Taylor’s model; the pro-
posed approach provides an accurate estimation of the
final opinions.

In contrast to the works discussed so far, the current
work proposes an approach to achieve opinion cluster-
ing within a cooperative network in the presence of ex-
ternal bias factors. The opinion evolution is governed
by a Laplacian-based model appended with a constant
bias term and a control input. The bias term represents
the cumulative effect of age, socio-economic conditions
of the agents, social media, etc. In this work, we extend
the analysis in [21] to directed networks and explore all
the potential outcomes of opinion evolution in the given
framework for any value of the bias term and the initial
conditions. Contrary to the works in [14, 20], we present
a methodology to design the control input to achieve any
desired opinion clustering despite the presence of exter-
nal bias. The major advantage of the work is that the
analysis presented holds for any arbitrary network topol-
ogy, unlike the works [9–14,20] which widens its scope of
applicability.

The paper is organized as follows: Section 2 contains
some necessary preliminaries from graph theory. Section
3 presents the model which governs the evolution of opin-
ions. The effects of external bias factors and the condi-
tions required to achieve any desired clustering of opin-
ions are discussed in Sections 4 and 5, respectively. Sec-
tion 6 demonstrates these results through numerical sim-
ulations. To further elaborate on the results, a realistic
example has been discussed in Section 7. Finally, Section
8 concludes the paper.

2 Preliminaries

A weighted graph is represented by G = (V ,E ) where
V = {1,2, · · · ,n} is the set of nodes, E ⊆ V × V is the set
of edges of the graph G . The nodes and the edges repre-
sent the agents and their interactions in the multi-agent
framework, respectively. The edge (i , j ) ∈ E denotes an
edge from node i to node j . In an undirected graph, nodes
i and j are neighbours if there exists an edge (i , j ) ∈ E .
In an directed graph, for an edge (i , j ), the node i is in-
neighbor of j , and node j is out-neighbor of node i . The
neighbourhood of a node i is Ni = { j ∈ V | (i , j ) ∈ E }.

The Adjacency matrix A ∈Rnxn for the graph G is denoted
by A = {ai j }. The entry ai j is the weight of the edge (i , j ).
The degree of a node refers to the number of neighbours
for undirected graphs. For digraphs, the notions of in-
degree and out-degree exist, which refer to the number

of in-neighbors and out-neighbors of a node. The out-
degree matrix D = {di j } is defined as di j = ∑

k∈Ni
ai k for

i = j and 0 otherwise. 1n and 0n denote column vectors
with all entries equal to +1 and 0, respectively. The ma-
trix In denotes the identity matrix of dimension n. The
Laplacian matrix L ∈Rnxn for the graph G is defined as

L = D − A. (1)

It follows from eqn. (1), that L1n = 0n therefore, Laplacian
matrix L will always have a zero eigenvalue in a cooper-
ative framework. The non-zero eigenvalues of the Lapla-
cian matrix have a strictly positive real part.

Next, we discuss some graph properties. A sink is a node
with a zero out-degree. A node that is reachable from ev-
ery other node is called a globally reachable node. If ev-
ery node is reachable from every other node, the graph
is strongly connected. A weakly connected graph is a di-
rected graph that is not strongly connected, but its undi-
rected version is connected. A condensation graph C (G )
of a digraph G has nodes consisting of strongly connected
components of the graph G . There exists an edge from
node I to node J in C (G ), if and only if there exists an
edge from a node in I to a node in J in graph G where
I and J denote the strongly connected components of
graph G in C (G ).

3 Opinion Modelling

In this work, we study the evolution of opinions in a group
of n agents interacting in a cooperative social framework.
The evolution of opinions, in general, depends on vari-
ous factors which are broadly classified as endogenous
and exogenous [22]. The endogenous factors arise from
the interpersonal relationship between the agents. The
exogenous factors are external to the group and depend
on social factors like gender, age, socio-economic con-
ditions, and media. We categorize the exogenous factors
into two types: (a) those which are pre-existing and can-
not be modified or controlled, viz., age and gender, de-
noted as a bias term b (b) those which can be controlled,
viz., news and advertisements, denoted as a control input
u. Along with interpersonal relations, the opinions of the
agents are also affected by these exogenous factors, given
cumulatively by b+u. We treat u as the control input,
which is used to achieve the desired opinion patterns like
consensus, polarisation, and clustering.

Example [23]: During the COVID-19 pandemic, the popu-
lation of the US was polarised into pro-vaccine and anti-
vaccine groups due to the influence of their existing be-
liefs, misinformation spread by social media interactions
and bots, etc. All of these are categorised as a bias term
b. The Government and health organisations used ad-
visories and fact checks to counter the misinformation
on social media. Further, they encouraged well-known
figures from various fields to get immunised and raise
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awareness among people. These targeted interventions
can be categorised under control input u.

Considering the presence of both endogenous and ex-
ogenous factors, in this work, we propose the following
continuous time opinion model for the i th agent,

ẋi =
∑

j∈Ni

ai j (x j (t )−xi (t ))+bi +ui (2)

where xi , bi , and ui represent the opinion, the bias term,
and the control input of the i th agent, respectively. In
eqn. (2), the term ai j represents agent j ’s influence on
agent i . In vector form, the opinion dynamics given in
eqn. (2) can be re-written as,

ẋ =−Lx +b+u (3)

where L is the Laplacian matrix for the underlying graph
G as defined in eqn. (1), b = (b1,b2, · · · ,bn)T is the con-
stant bias vector and u = (u1,u2, · · · ,un)T is the control
input vector. This model is used to reflect the effect of the
societal bias factors bi on the evolution of opinions. In
real world scenarios like bimodal coalitions, duo-polistic
markets, and competing international alliances, polarisa-
tion can be extremely undesirable. Hence, we further aim
to design ui so as to mitigate the undesired effects of bi
through the desired collective behaviour of clustering.

4 The effect of bias on opinion formation

In this section, we study the effect of pre-existing exoge-
nous bias factors on opinion formation in the absence of
any control input u. Without the bias vector b, the opinion
model given in eqn. (2) becomes the well-studied Lapla-
cian flow [24] which leads to consensus for several graph
structures; the additional term b can sway opinion states
away from consensus.

To study the evolution of the opinion states with time,
we rewrite −L using its canonical decomposition as −L =
V JW T where V and W are the matrices consisting of
the right eigenvectors vi and the left eigenvectors wi of
−L, respectively, along their columns for i ∈ {1, ...,n}. The
matrix J is the block diagonal Jordan normal form (see
Section 2.1.2 in [24]).

The spectrum of −L is denoted by σ = {σ1,σ2, · · · ,σn}.
Without loss of generality, the initial time t0 is assumed
to be 0 throughout the paper. Then, the solution of eqn.
(3) with u = 0n [25] can be written as,

x(t ) =V e J t W T x0 +V
∫ t

0
e J (t−τ)dτW T b. (4)

The subsequent result aids our understanding of how bi-
ases affect opinion formation, with a discussion on the
stability aspects of the arising collective behaviours.

Theorem 1 The system (3) with u = 0n admits a stable
solution regardless of the connectivity of the graph, if and
only if the following equation holds

wT
i b = 0 ∀σi = 0 (5)

where i ∈ {1,2, · · · ,n}. Otherwise, it is unstable. Let nz be
the number of zero eigenvalues of −L, then for the stable
case, at steady state limt→∞ x(t ) can be given as,

x̄ =V
[

wT
1 x0, · · · ,wT

nz
x0,

[−( J̃−1)W̃ T b
]T

]T
(6)

where J̃ and W̃ are submatrices of J and W , respectively,
pertaining to the non-zero eigenvalues of −L. For the un-
stable case, the weighted average of the opinion states
evolves with time, as given below,

wT
i x(t ) = wT

i (x0 +bt ) ∀σi = 0, t ≥ 0. (7)

Proof: We start the proof by showing that eqn. (5) is nec-
essary for convergence irrespective of network connec-
tivity. It is known that the Jordan blocks of the Laplacian
matrix with zero eigenvalues are of size 1, and the mul-
tiplicity of zero eigenvalues depends on the connectivity
of the graph [24].

We decompose J into two parts, one with only zero eigen-
values and the other with non-zero values J̃ , which is in-
vertible. Hence, we can rewrite eqn. (4) as,

x(t ) =V e J t W T x0 +V

C 0

0 (e J̃ t − I ) J̃−1

W T b (8)

where C = di ag (t , t , · · · , t ) is a diagonal matrix with the
time-varying terms occurring due to the integration of
the part of J corresponding to the zero eigenvalues, the
matrix C is a square matrix with dimension nz .

lim
t→∞x(t ) =

nz∑
i=1

vi wT
i x0+ lim

t→∞V
[

wT
1 bt , · · · ,wT

nz
bt ,

[
(e J̃ t − I ) J̃−1W̃ T b

]T
]T

.

The solution x(t ) becomes stable when the time-varying
terms do not exist. By applying eqn. (5), the time-varying
terms vanish such that

x̄ =
nz∑

i=1
vi wT

i x0 +V
[

0, · · · ,0,
[− J̃−1W̃ T b

]T
]T

Further rearrangement results in a stable solution as given
by eqn. (6).

Next, we consider the case when eqn. (3) admits a stable
solution. At steady state, we have ẋ = 0 which implies
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−Lx̄ +b = 0. Rearranging and premultiplying it with wT
i ,

we get wT
i b = wT

i Lx̄. Note that wT
i L = 0T

n ∀ σi = 0 as since
wi is the left eigenvector corresponding to the σi = 0. This
implies wT

i b = 0 for every zero-eigenvalue. This concludes
the discussion on the stability of system (3).

In the case when system (3) is unstable, wT
i b ̸= 0. Then,

x(t ) can be obtained by simplifying eqn. (8) as,

x(t ) =V
[

wT
1 (x0+bt ), · · · ,wT

nz
(x0+bt ),

[−( J̃−1)W̃ T b
]T

]T

(9)

The eigenvectors of L are normalized to satisfy W T V =
In . Hence, the terms with v j ̸=i , j ∈ {1,2, · · · ,n}, disappear
resulting in eqn. (7). Hence, proved. □

The stable solution given in eqn. (6) simply means that
the opinion states converge to finite values. Theorem 1
shows that such a behaviour can be achieved irrespective
of the graph connectivity. The steady state solution given
in eqn. (6) can be refined further for some specific graph
structures whose Laplacian matrices have zero as a simple
eigenvalue.

Corollary 1 For a connected undirected graph, system (3)
admits a stable solution if and only if

∑n
i=0 bi = 0. At steady

state, eqn. (6) becomes,

x̄ =V

[
n∑

i=1

x0i

n
,
−wT

2 b

σ2
,
−wT

3 b

σ3
, · · · ,

−wT
n b

σn

]T

(10)

For
∑n

i=1 bi ̸= 0 system (3) is unstable, and the average
value of the opinion states evolves with time as given below,

1

n

n∑
i=1

xi (t ) = 1

n

n∑
i=1

x0i + t

n

n∑
i=1

bi t ≥ 0 (11)

Proof: It is already known that for a connected undi-
rected graph, the Laplacian matrix is symmetric and has
a simple 0 eigenvalue. The corresponding right and left
eigenvectors are 1n and 1n/n, chosen to satisfy vT

1 w1 = 1.
Then, eqn. (5) simplifies to

∑n
i=0 bi = 0 and eqn. (7) to eqn.

(11). Since the inverse of the i th Jordan block J−1
i = 1

σi
for

all σi ̸= 0, eqn. (6) reduces to eqn. (10). Hence, proved. □

Corollary 2 For a digraph containing a globally reachable
node(s), system (3) admits a stable solution if and only if∑

i∈NG

w1i bi = 0. (12)

At steady state, eqn. (6) becomes,

x̄ =V
[

wT
1 x0,

[−( J̃−1)W̃ T b
]T

]T
(13)

where w1 = [w11, w12i s, · · · , w1n]T is the left eigenvector
and NG is the set of globally reachable node(s). For wT

1 b ̸=
0, system (3) becomes unstable, and the weighted average
of the opinion states evolves with time as

wT
1 x(t ) = wT

1 x0 +wT
1 bt (14)

Proof: We know that L has a simple zero-eigenvalue (see
Theorem 6.6 in [24]). The right eigenvector is 1n and, for
the left eigenvector, w1i > 0 ∀ i ∈ NG and is zero otherwise.
Using these results, the rest of the proof follows in the
same manner as that of Corollary 1. □

Note that strongly connected digraphs form a special
case of the graphs discussed in Corollary 2 with NG =
{1,2, · · · ,n}. So far, we have discussed the conditions on
the external bias factors b in Theorem 1, which are re-
quired for stability. However, b may not even satisfy it.
Even if it does, the stable opinion states of the group
could become undesirable (e.g. polarisation). In the next
section, we present the conditions which guarantee the
arbitrary clustering of opinion states while maintaining
stability.

5 Clustering of opinion states

In this section, we design the control input u to drive the
opinion states of system (3) to desired opinion clusters
in the presence of a constant bias vector b. We begin by
exploring the conditions required for the stability of the
system. Replacing b with (b+u) in the Theorem 1 results
in the stability condition given as wT

i (b+u) = 0 ∀ σi = 0.
Furthermore,

wT
i x(t ) = wT

i x(0) ∀σi = 0, t ≥ 0 (15)

where i ∈ {1,2, · · · ,n}.

Now, we discuss two specific classes of graphs that have
zero as simple eigenvalues.

• For a connected undirected graph, it follows that∑n
i=1(bi + ui ) = 0 for stability. Then,

∑n
i=1 xi (t ) =∑n

i=1 xi (0) t ≥ 0.
• For a digraph containing a globally reachable node,

wT
1 (b + u) = 0 must hold for stability. In this case,

wT
1 x(t ) = wT

1 x(0) t ≥ 0.

It is possible to stabilize the system using eqn.(15). How-
ever, it is not yet clear if we could achieve the desired
opinion state as stable behaviour or not. Now, we try to
address this issue starting with the following discussion.

Remark 1 Using eqn. (15) the reachable set of opinion
states is defined as

XR := {xd ∈Rn |wT
i xd = wT

i x0 ∀ σi = 0} (16)
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where i ∈ {1,2, · · · ,n}. If the stable desired opinion states xd
belongs to the reachable set XR , then ẋ = 0 at steady state.
This gives −Lxd + (b+u) = 0. Then, the control input u to
reach an opinion state xd is given by

u = Lxd −b. (17)

Remark 1 shows that it is not possible to achieve x ∈
Rn\XR using eqn. (2). The following result allows us to
make the entire Rn space reachable.

Theorem 2 For a given initial state x0 and a constant
bias vector b, system (3) admits any stable desired opinion
state xd , irrespective of the connectivity of the graph by
designing the control input u as given below,

(a) if wT
i xd = wT

i x0, then u is given by eqn. (17),
(b) else, u satisfies the condition,

wT
i (b+u) = (wT

i xd −wT
i x0)/t̄ , ∀σi = 0 (18)

for t É t̄ and is given by eqn. (17) for t > t̄ where t̄ is
chosen arbitrarily in (0,∞) and i ∈ {1,2, · · · ,n}.

Proof: When the desired opinion state xd lies in the
reachable set XR , then u can be calculated using Remark
1, which leads to condition (a) of the theorem.

When xd ̸∈ XR , it is not possible to reach xd using the
control input given in eqn. (17). To alleviate this issue,
we propose a two-stage solution: first, we reach some
x̃ ̸= {x0, xd } from where xd is reachable; thereafter, we use
eqn. (17) to calculate the suitable control input which is
required to reach xd .

Note that it is not possible to reach x̃ starting from x0
through a stable system behaviour as wT

i x̃ ̸= wT
i x0. In

the presence of b and u, an unstable behaviour can be
modelled using eqn. (7) as,

wT
i x(t ) = wT

i (x0 + (b+u)t ) (19)

for t É t̄ , where t̄ ∈ (0,∞) is the time till which the unstable
behaviour exists such that x̃ = x(t̄ ).

In the second stage, wT
i xd = wT

i x(t̄ ) holds as xd is reach-

able from x(t̄ ). Then, at t = t̄ , eqn. (19) becomes wT
i xd =

wT
i (x0+(b+u)t̄ . Re-arranging this equation gives eqn. (18)

which is the necessary condition the control input u must
satisfy. For t > t̄ , using eqn. (17) results in the desired be-
haviour as discussed in Remark 1. Hence, proved. □

Using the results discussed in Theorem 2, it is possible to
obtain any desired opinion clusters which lie in Rn . Clus-
tering of opinions is often a desired outcome as it pre-
vents polarisation. In the next section, we discuss some
simulations to illustrate these results.

6 Simulation Results

1 2 3

654

Fig. 1. Graph topology

In this section, numerical simulations are presented to
validate the theoretical results discussed in the paper.
We consider the graph shown in Fig. 1. The initial opin-
ion states are x(0) = [−6,4,−5,5,2,0]T . Let the external
bias factors be such that b = [−20,20,20,−20,20,−20]T .
We know from Theorem 1 that system (3) admits a stable
solution if b satisfies eqn. (5) and u = 0n . The same can
be validated by the evolution of the opinion states shown
in Fig. 2. At steady state, x̄ = [−10,10,10,−10,10,−10]T

which agrees with eqn. (6). As we can clearly see in Fig. 2,
the bias b is causing polarisation in the group of agents.
In this case, an appropriate control input to counter the
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Fig. 2. Polarisation of opinion states
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Fig. 3. Clustering of opinion states

effect of the bias b can be designed by using Remark 1
as u = [0,−5,−2,−20,0,25]T . Then, system (3) results in
the clustering of opinions as shown in Fig. 3 where fi-
nal opinion states are x f = [−14,1,6,−14,6,11]T . Similarly,
any desired opinion pattern can be achieved in an arbi-
trary graph structure.
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7 Discussion

In the US 2016 Presidential election, it has been shown
that social media and fake news had a significant role to
play in the outcome of the election [26]. In the previous
elections due to the absence of such large-scale misinfor-
mation campaigns, the individuals were not as polarised.
Therefore, it is evident that social media can foster po-
larising behaviours by using biasing factors as shown in
Fig. 2. By designing the control input using Theorem 2,
opinion clustering is achieved as shown in Fig. 3. Thus,
the adverse effects of bias can be reduced by designing a
suitable control input.

8 Conclusion

In this paper, we study the effect of external bias factors
on the evolution of opinions in a cooperative network
with any arbitrary connectivity. We segregate the exter-
nal factors into a bias term b like age, gender, etc. which
we cannot control or modify, and a control input u like
advertisement, news, etc. which we can control. In the
presence of a constant external bias b, we provide the
conditions which ensure the stability of the final opin-
ion states of the agents. These conditions guarantee the
convergence of the opinion states only to a finite set of
values at a steady state. In the proposed framework, we
further show that it is possible to design the control in-
put u to extend the reachable set of opinion states to Rn .
By designing an appropriate control input, the undesir-
able effects of external bias factors like polarisation can
be negated. Furthermore, any desired opinion pattern like
consensus, polarisation, and clustering of opinions can
also be achieved. In future, we plan to develop a nonlin-
ear model in the given framework to better emulate a real
world scenario.
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