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Convergence to consensus for a Hegselmann-Krause-type model
with distributed time delay

Alessandro Paolucci*

Abstract

In this paper we study a Hegselmann-Krause opinion formation model with distributed
time delay and positive influence functions. Through a Lyapunov functional approach, we
provide a consensus result under a smallness assumption on the initial delay. Furthermore,
we analyze a transport equation, obtained as mean-field limit of the particle one. We prove
global existence and uniqueness of the measure-valued solution for the delayed transport
equation and its convergence to consensus under a smallness assumption on the delay, using
a priori estimates which are uniform with respect to the number of agents.
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1 Introduction

In recent years, many researchers have focused their attention to multi-agent systems. One
aspect of these models is the natural self-aggregation, which has been studied in different fields
such as biology [I], robotics [12], sociology, economics [19], computer science, control theory
[21), 22 28], social sciences [26] 27] and many other areas. In these last decades a large number
of mathematical models has been proposed to study the consensus behavior. First order models,
such as the Hegselmann-Krause model [16], have been proposed to study opinion formation.
We mention also [I7], in which bounded confidence yields the so-called clustering phenomenon.
Second order models, in particular Cucker-Smale model [11], have been studied by many authors
[13, 14}, 24], in order to describe, for example, flocking of birds, swarming of bacteria, or schooling
of fishes.

In addition, it is reasonable to introduce a delay in the model as a reaction time or simply
as a time to receive the information from outside, in order to let the dynamics more realistic. For
first order models, we refer to [5 8, [10], while for delayed Cucker-Smale-type models we mention
[0, [7, 15 25]. In particular, in very recent papers (see [9, 18, 23]), the authors analyzed modified
Cucker-Smale models with distributed time delay, thanks to which agents are influenced by the
other ones on a time interval [t — 7(¢),¢].

Furthermore, delayed and non-delayed kinetic and transport equations associated to the
particle multi-agent systems have been studied in [2, [3] [4] [6] 8] [9].

In this paper, we are interested in the evolution of opinions among N agents, with N € IN.
Let z; € IR? be the opinion of the i-th agent, for any ¢ = 1, ..., N. Then, the dynamics is given
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by the following Hegselmann-Krause-type model:

dml(t)_ 1 t X\l — S)A;5\C; S)I\T5(S) — X5 S
dt‘mwgﬁw“ Jaij (8 )(z;(s) — i(t))ds, >0 )

zi(s) = z0(s), se€[-71(0),0],

where 7 : [0, 4+00) — (0,+00) is the time delay. It is a function in W°°([0, T)]), for any T > 0
and we assume that 7(t) > 7, for some 7, > 0, and

7 (t) <0, V0. (1.2)

This implies that 7(¢) < 7(0), for any ¢ > 0. We stress the fact that constant delays 7(t) =7 > 0
are allowed.
Motivated by [IT}, [I7, 20], we take the communication rates a;;(t; s) either of the form

aij(t; s) = ¥(|z;(s) — zi(t)]), (1.3)
for any 4,5 € {1,..., N}, where ¢ : [0,4+00) — (0,+00) is a non-increasing function, or
Nip(lz;(s) — xi(t)])
ij(t;s) =
) S N k(o) — a0

Without loss of generality, we can assume that ¢(0) = 1. We notice that in both cases we have
that

. Vit>0. (1.4)

N
1
~ > aiilt;s) <1, V0. (1.5)
j=1
Moreover, « : [0,7(0)] — [0,400) is a weight function which satisfies

A= / ) a(s)ds > 0.
0

Furthermore, we define for any ¢ > 0

(t)
h(t) ::/ a(s)ds. (1.6)
0
Remark 1.1. We notice that if a(s) = ,(;)(s), then system (L) can be rewritten as

dilt) - LN ) sl — 7))
i = 2t Ol r(0) =l
zi(s) = zio(s), s € [=7(0),0],

which is already analyzed in [§].
We define, now, the following quantity:

dx(t) = max |zi(t) — 2; ()]

Definition 1.2. We say that a solution {x;(t)}i=1,. n to (L)) converges to consensus if
lim dX (t) =0.

t——+o0



We will prove the following consensus result.

Theorem 1.3. Let {z;(t)}}Y, be the solution to (LI). Suppose that

AYp(2R)3
7(0) _ < = 7
(e 1> o) < 57 »(2R)2 (L7)
Then, there exist two positive constants C, K such that
dx(t) < Ce Bt vixo. (1.8)

Remark 1.4. Here, we stress the fact that the quantity

<eT(0) — 1) /T(O) a(s)ds
0

is increasing with respect to T(0). Then, (LT) represents a smallness assumption on 7(0). More-
over, the right-hand side of (L) is increasing with respect to ¥(2R). Therefore, we observe that
if R is small enough and/or the decay of 1 is not too fast, then the quantity

Y(2R)°
2+9(2R)?

becomes large and consensus occurs for more values of 7(0).

The transport equation associated to (ILI]) can be obtained as mean-field limit of the particle
system (LI) when N — +o00. Let M(IR?) be the set of probability measures on the space IR,
Then, the transport equation associated to (L)) reads as

1
Oy +div | —=
o h(t) Ji—rt)

Hs=gs SE [_7—(0)’0]’

t
— — d
/t at — s)Flus)ds ,ut> 0, z€R®% t>0 (1.9)

where F' is given by either

Fluse) = [ ve =Dy = 2)dns(w) (110)

or

 Jra ¥z —yD(y — x)dps(y)
Fluel(=) = Jra ¥(jz — yl)dps (y)

according to the choice of (I3) and (I4). Furthermore, we take g € C([—7(0),0]; M(IR%)).

(1.11)

Definition 1.5. Let T > 0. We say that p; € C([0,T); M(IR?)) is a weak solution to (LI) on
the time interval [0,T) if for all o € C°(RY x [0,T)) we have the following result:

T 1 t
L (aﬁo R S o s w) (@it + [ ole. 0)dao(a) =0,
(1.12)

where Flus) is defined as in (LIQ) or (LIT).

We will prove the following theorem.



Theorem 1.6. Let p, € C([0,T];P 1(IRd)) be a weak solution to (L9l), with compactly supported
initial measure g; € C([—7(0),0]; P1(IRY)) and let F as in (LI0) or (LII). Suppose that

3
<eT(O) - 1) h(0) < %. (1.13)

Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of t such that

d < dx(gs) ) e, 1.14
x () <seff%),0} x (g )> € (1.14)
for all t = 0, where

dx (pt) := diam supp py.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2l we study the consensus behavior of solution to
(L)), after assuming an upper-bound on the initial delay 7(0), namely we will prove Theorem [[.3]
In Section [ we focus our attention on system (L9) and we study the existence and uniqueness
of the solution and its convergence to consensus.

2 Consensus results

We notice that dx may be not differentiable at some ¢ > 0. Then, we will use a suitable
generalized derivative. We define the upper Dini derivative of a continuous function F' as follows:

DY F(t) := limsup Flt+h) - F(t)
h—0+ h

Before studying the convergence to consensus of the solution to (L.I), we state the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let {z;(t)}Y, be a solution to (LI). Suppose that the initial functions x;(s) are
continuous on the time interval [—7(0),0] for alli=1,...,N. Set

R:= max max |z;(s)|.
s€[—7(0),0] 1<i<N

Then,

< .
max |zi(f)] < R (2.15)

forallt >0

Proof. Let € > 0 and define R, := R + €. Set

sz{t>0 : m'aﬁ\xi(s)\<RE, VSE[O,t)}.

NIE

By continuity, S€ # (. Denote T := sup S¢ and assume by contradiction that T¢ < +oco. Then,

lim max |z;(t)] = R (2.16)

t—Te— 1<i<N



On the other hand, we have that for any ¢ < T,

éDﬂmaﬂ2<<xxwf%§9>

Nh Z /t o s)aij(t; 8)(x;(s) _xi(t))ds>

. s)agj(t; s)(xi(t), zj(s) — zi(t))ds
Z/t s)aj(t; s) ((zi(t), 2 (s)) — |z:(t)[?) ds
Z[ S)ais(t: 8)zs ()] (a6)] — les()]) s

Using (L5]) and the fact that ¢ < T yield

1 1/t . ¢
§D+\fci(t)\2 < 0] /t_T(t) alt — s)ds |z;()|(R — [z;()]) = |z (O)[(R — |zi(2)]).

Hence, we have that
D* (1)) < R — |ai(t)].
By Gronwall inequality, we obtain
lz;(t)] < et (|z;(0)] — RY) + R* < R°.
Therefore,

lim max |z;(t)] < RS,
t—Te— 1<i<N

which is in contradiction with (2.I6]). Moreover, since € is arbitary, we obtain (2.15). W

Remark 2.2. Thanks to the previous lemma, we can find a control on a;j(t;s) from below.
Indeed, for anyi,j € {1,...,N}, for anyt >0 and s € [t — 7(t),t], we have that

|2j(s) = 2i(t)] < lzj(s)] + [ai(t)] < 2R.
Hence, from [IL3) and (L4]), we can deduce that
a;j(t;s) =2 ¥(2R), Vt=0. (2.17)

Lemma 2.3. Let {z;(t)}Y, be the solution to (LI)). Moreover, define

1 ¢ ¢ dzy(2)
~(t) := 0] /t_T(t) at —s) i [max | — dzds, VY t=>0. (2.18)
Then,
DHax(t) < (gR)v(t) _B2R)dx (1), ¥t 0. (2.19)



Proof. Due to continuity of x;(t), for any ¢ € {1,..., N}, there exists a sequence of times {t; }ren
such that

U [tk tosa) = [0, +00),
kEN

and for each k € IN and for any ¢ € (fx, tg4+1) there exist 4,5 € {1,..., N} such that
dx (t) = [ai(t) — ;(t)]-

Hence, we have that

307 () < (i) a0, T — )

dt
1
= Nt at — s)a(t; s)(x —x;(t))ds
i < k%j/ () () — (1)) > a0
_; < Z/ alt—s a]k(t s)(zx(s) — xj(t))ds>
Nh(t) k£j t—7(t)
=11 + I>.
Now, I; and I can be rewritten in the following way:
1 t
= T k%j L = ot ) i) — 250 ) — s
(2.21)
5 s)aik(t; s)(@i(t) — x;(t), 2 (t) — @i (t))ds
and
Z / = s (1) =250, 20(5) = s
_ﬁ(t) kz;é]/t " a(t — s)ajr(t; s)(xi(t) — xj(t), xk(t) — x;(t))ds.
We observe (as in [8]) that for any ¢ > 0,
(zi(t) —x;(t), xp(t) — xi(t)) <0, Vked{l,...,N}
Moreover, we notice that for any ,5 € {1,..., N}
a;j(t;s) < @ (2.22)

in both cases (I3) and (L4). Indeed, if a;; are as in (4], for any ¢,j = 1, ..., N, then we obtain
[222]), using ([2.I7) and the fact that v is a non-increasing function with (0) = 1. Moreover, if
we take a;; as in (3], then (222]) immediately follows, using the fact that a;;(¢;s) < 1, for any

i,7=1,..,N, and ¥(2R) < 1. Therefore, using (2.17)) and ([2.22)) in 221]) yield

1 dx(t) t
b < o) / PRIGRECRACE

N
L S a0) = 0, (0) = 40

k=1

(2.23)

6



As before, we observe that for any ¢ > 0
—(zi(t) —x;(t), xp(t) —x;(t)) <0, Vke{l,...,N}

Hence, using again (2.I7) and (222)), we can obtain a similar estimate for I, namely

I2<

a(t = s)|w(s) — zk(t)|ds

t— T
’“7&] (2.24)

N
Z — 2j(t), (1) — ().

k=1

Using (2.23]) and (2.24) in (220), we have that

alt — s)|xn(s) — xp(t)|ds — w(2R)dx (t)2. (2.25)

1
§D+dx(t)2

t—7(t)

Moreover, we notice that, for s < t,

N
S nls) — )] < 3 /
k=1 k=

Substituting this estimate in ([2.25]), we obtain

2d<)z{g>) Y(t) = $(2R)dx (1)*,

dry(z)
dz

d:z:k

dz.

t
z<N max
s 1<k<N

1
5D+dx(t)2 <

<

which yields (Z19). W

Lemma 2.4. Let {z;(t)}Y, be the solution to (LI)). Then, for anyt >0

max d‘i;’ft)‘ < (;R)’y(t) + @dx(t). (2.26)
Proof. We have that for any i € {L,..., N},
dmzt ‘ Nh Z/t e s)ai(t; 8)|z(s) — z4(t)|ds
Z/t ) S)ase(t: )|za(t) — i (£)|ds.
Using (Z22) yields
O < a0+ g

Taking the maximum, we obtain (226). W

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem [L.3]



Proof of Theorem [[.3. Define the following Lyapunov functional:

() t t diy(
— —(t—0) kP
L(t) :=dx(t)+ B/O a(s) /t_s e /U max

dp

) ‘ dpdods,

with 8 > 0. Then,

t t
+ =Dt ! —(t—o) zi(p)
DTL(t) = D7dx(t)+ pr'(t)a(r(t)) /t_T(t)e /(,1%1}5\7 a0 dpdo
T(t) t dr ( )
—5/ /mN dp \d s
7(¢) t t dr ( )
_ —(t—0) kAP
B / / /0 12}%}(]\[ dp ‘dpdads

day(t)

+4 max 7

1<k<SN

7(t) t
/ a(s) / e~ dods.
0 t—s

Using A < h(t) < h(0) and 7/(¢) < 0, we deduce

7(t) t t
DTL(t) < DYdx(t) — Be T O Ay(t) — 3 / / —(=9) [ max y
o p

1<k<N
dxy(t) ‘

dt

k() ‘ dpdods

_ 70
+5h(0)(1 —e )12}%}(]\7

Now, since (2.19]) and (2:26]) hold, we have that

2 510 N
DTL(t) < <¢(2R) Be (A+5h(0)(1 e i )¢(2R)> y(t)
1 — e 70O T(t) t _( o) t d$k(p)
+<—w(2R)+ Bh(0) ——— VR ) - p / / t e |\ ‘dpdads.

We want to show that for 7(0) sufficiently small we obtain the existence of K > 0 such that
DYL(t) < —KL(t), Vt=0. (2.27)

This is true if the following two conditions hold:

2 g _ oyt
T Be T A+ Bh(0)(1 — e )1/1(2R) <0, (2.28)
2R) + B(0) - <o 2.29
—¥(2R) + Bh( )W <0. (2.29)
The inequality (2:29)) is satisfied for
B < VR (2.30)

h(0)(1 — e=7)

Now, in order to have (2.28)), we need

h(0) <eT(O) - 1) < Ap(2R).



Hence, (2.28)) is satisfied if

2

72 SO AG@R) — WO)(1 — )

(2.31)

Then, in order to have the existence of the parameter § > 0 such that (230) and (231 hold,

we need

2 (2R)?
O A2R) — hO)(1— e ) ~ hO)(1 - e )

which is true for any 7(0) satisfying (L7). Choosing

$(2R)

we obtain (2.27]). We notice that since (3 satisfies (2Z30]), then K > 0. This implies immediately
(L8). Hence, the theorem is proved. W

{ 1—e 70 }
K =min< 3,%(2R) — Bh(0)———— >,

3 Consensus of solution to (I.9)

In this section we want to analyse the transport equation (L9) associated to (ILTI), obtained
as mean-field limit of the particle system when N — +o00. To do so, we consider v Lipschitz
continuous and we denote by L its Lipschitz constant.

Before proving the existence and uniqueness of solutions to (I.9]), we first recall some tools
on probability spaces and measures.

Definition 3.1. Let p,v € M(IR?) be two probability measures on RY. We define the 1-
Wasserstein distance between p and v as

dl(#) V) = inf |3§‘—y|d7T(:E,y),
m€ll(p,v) JRIxRE

where I(u, v) is the space of all couplings for u and v, namely all those probability measures on
IR?? having as marginals p and v:

/IRdled o(z)dn(z,y) :/Rd o(z)dp(z), /IRdled e(y)dr(z,y) :/le o(y)dv(y),

for all ¢ € Cy(IRY).

It’s well-known that (P;(IR?),d;) (where Py is the space of all probability measures with
finite first-order moment) is a complete metric space. Moreover, in order to prove the existence
of solution to (L9, we need the following definition.

Definition 3.2. Let u be a Borel measure on IR? and let T : R — IRY be a measurable map.
We define the push-forward of u via T as the measure

T#u(A) == (T (4),

for all Borel sets A C IR.



Then, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3. Consider the system (L3) with g, € C([—7(0),0]; P1(IRY)). Suppose that there
exists a constant R > 0 such that
supp g € B0, R),

for all t € [~7(0),0], where B4(0, R) denotes the ball of radius R in IR centered at the origin.
Then, for any T > 0 there exists a unique weak solution p; € C([0,T); P1(RY)) of (L) in the
sense of (LI2). Moreover, p is uniformly compactly supported and

pe = X (t;)#no0, (3.32)
where X (t;-) is the solution of the characteristic system associated to ([IL9) for any t € [0,T).
Proof. First of all we claim that for any ¢ € [0, 7], there exist two positive constants C, K > 0

such that

< Clx — 7|,

1 [t 1/t .
o /t_T(t) ot = 5) ) )ds = 70 /H(t) ot — $)Fps] (7)ds

for any z,# € B0, R), and

J;A’ a(t — ) Flus)(x)ds| < K.

h(t) Ji—rr)

for all z € B4(0, R), with I as in (ILI0) or in (IIT)). The proof of this claim is very similar to [}
Lemma 3.4]. Then, from [2, Theorem 3.10], we deduce that there exists a unique weak solution
to (L) in the sense of (II2]) and it exists as long as p, is compactly supported. Hence, we need
to estimate the growth of support. To do so, we set

Rx[u] == max ||,
w€supp fit
for t € [0,7] and we define
Rx(t) .= Rx|usl.
x(8) = _ max Rl

Now, we proceed by steps. We consider ¢ € [0, 7] and we construct the system of characteristics
X(t;z) : [0,7] x RY — IR associated to (L9):

dX(t;z) 1 [ '
=R o P X s, 53

X(0;2) =2, =zeRL
We notice that the system (B.33]) is well-defined, since the velocity field
1 t
0] /t_T(t) a(t — s)Flus)ds
is locally Lipschitz and locally bounded. Then, arguing as in Lemma [2.T] we have that

d| X (t; )]

< _ .
< Ry ()~ X (),

10



which yields
Rx(t) < Rx(O),

for any ¢ € [0, 7,]. Thus, we obtain a unique solution y; to (I9) on the time interval [0, 7,.]. We
can iterate this process on all the intervals of the type [k7y, (k+1)7.], with £ = 1,2,. .., until we
reach the final time T". Moreover, following [2], it’s possible to find a measure p; which satisfies
(B32) and this is equivalent to the definiton of weak solution (LI2]). W

3.1 Consensus behavior

In this subsection we will prove the consensus behavior of the solution to (L9), with F' as in
(LI0) or (III)). To do so, we firstly need the following stability result.

Lemma 3.4. Let u},p? € C([0,T);P1(IRY) be two weak solutions to (L), with compactly
supported initial data gl, g2 € C([—7(0),0); PL(IRY)) respectively. Then, there exists a constant
C > 0 depending only on T such that

di(p,ni) < C L b (95 93); (3.34)

for any t € [0,T).

Proof. For i = 1,2 let X'(t;x) : [0,T] x RY — R? be the characteristics associated to (I3,
which obey to

R . 7 A
X'0;z) =,

for any € IR?. We remember that the characteristics X’ are well-defined in [0, T since, by
Theorem B3], 1} have uniformly compact support on such interval. Then, we have that

py = X' (t;)#ps,  Vt,s € [0,T].
Moreover, as before, we define

RT, = Rx[ut].
XS max x 1]

Then, we choose an optimal transport map between uf and p3 with respect to dy (call it Sp(z))
such that u = So#ud and

D) = [ lo = Sofe)lad@)
Moreover, we define the map T for any ¢ € [0, 7] as
T = X2%(t;-) 0 Sp o X1(t; )7L (3.35)

Therefore, we can write
T'#us = pi, Vte[0,T)
and
ddid) < [ o= T'@dpd(a) = ult)

11



Using (3.35]) yields
u(t) = |X1(t;m — X%(t; So(x |du0
IRd

Moreover, we extend the definition of T on the interval [—7(0),0] and we define u(t) for ¢t €
[=7(0),0] as

gt gt / ‘x_Tt ‘dgt

Now, differentiating u(¢) and using ([B.35]), we obtain

/ / a(t —s) |F,u8 Fl2)(T!(z |dsd,ut x) =:J.
R Jt—7(

We consider, now, the case of F' as in (II0). Then,

|Flps)(x) = Fld)(T ()]
< / ez =y = 2) = (T (x) = TN (y) — T"(2))| dpss (y)

S Jo (e —yl) = (I T" (@) = T* W] - ly — 2ldps(y)

+/ (T @) =T W) - |y — 2 = (T°(y) = T"(2))| dps(v)
R

(1) + @
Now,
DL [ fo—y=Tw)+ T W) Iy = aldil)
< el + Bx) [lo =T + [l = T0lded0)].
and

@ <le=T'@l+ [ =T Wl o)

Therefore, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on T such that

J<C (u(t) + % /t_ " at — s)u(s)ds) .

Now, if we take F' as in (LII]), we have that

[Flpt)(a) — Pl)(T )
| Jra ¥z =y — 2)dps(y) — Jra (T (@) —yD(y — T*(2))dpg(y)
Tl ) fRdth »)— D)
AT | P =90k ) = [ 0T~ b= T )
1 t t
TS o P~ D0~ TN )

/wx—mdus - [T y|dus<>\.

12



As before we have that

/ ) U(lz —y)(y — z)dpl(y) — / ) V(T =) —y|)(y — Tt(w))dui(y)‘
R R
< [(lzl + REx)L + 1] (lz — TH(2)| + u(s)).

Furthermore,
' | wlir @) vl - T%x))dui(y)' < R +17'()],

and

‘/ V(|2 —yl)dus(y / Y(IT" () = yDduz(y)| < Lz — T*(2)] + u(s)).

Hence, we obtain again the existence of a constant C' > 0 depending only on L and T such that

du(t) 1 /t
<Clult) + — alt — s)u(s)ds | .
= (() ) . 2 )
Denote
7= max u(s)= max di(gl,q?),
s€[—7(0),0] () s€[—7(0),0] l(g g)

and define w(t) := e~“*u(t). Then, we have that

dw—(t) i t (6% — S)w(s)ds
2 <o | PREREATE (3.36)

Thus, we can rewrite (3.306]) as

t
duw(t) SKT(O)H—FK/ w(s)ds
di ;

for some K > 0. This gives us the following estimate:
w(t) < Ku,  Ytel0,T),
for some K > 0. Then, by definition of w we have

dy(pi,p7) <ult) < Ke®Tu, Viel0,T],

which gives us the thesis of this lemma. N

We are finally ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem [LA. Fixed g, € C([—7(0),0];P1(IR%)), we construct the familiy of N- particle
approximations of gy, which is a family {g¥} yen such that

N
= oz —al(s))
i=1

where 20 € C([—7(0),0]; R?) satisty

max di(gY,9:) =0, as N — +ooc.
s€[—7(0),0]

13



Moreover, let {2V} be the solution to (ILTJ), with initial data x;(s) = z9(s) for any s € [~7(0), 0]
and we denote

N
i =3 b — 2N (1),
i=1

for any t € [0, 7], which is a weak solution to (I.9). Now, since (L.I3]) holds, then we know that
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

dx (t) < dx(O)e_Ct

N

( max dX(s)> e,
sE

[=7(0),0]

for any ¢ > 0. Fixing T > 0, by Lemma [3.4] we have that there exists a constant K > 0
independent of N such that

di(pes iy ) < K di (9,93 ),
) S K max - di(9s,957)

for any ¢ € [0, T], where i is the weak solution to (L9) with initial measure gs. Sending N — +o00
we have that dx(t) — dx(u¢) and for any s € [—7(0),0], dx(gs) = dx(s). This gives ([L14) for
any t € [0,T]. Since T can be chosen arbitrarly, then the theorem is proved. W
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