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Public opinion evolution model of micro-blog network hot event

with mass media impact
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2. School of Computer and Information Technology, Nanyang Normal University, Nanyang 473061, China)

Abstract: As mass media impact on internet public opinion is increasingly significant, taking media effect
and propagation characteristics of public opinion on micro-blog network in consideration, a public opinion
evolution model is proposed, in order to investigate the influence of mass media and heterogeneously bounded
confidence on public opinion evolution. The simulation results indicate that considering mass media impact, the
greater the acceptability of media opinion, the better the guidance effect of mass media; in the case of network
hot events, where opinions change easily, the later the first-reported time is, the better the guidance effect of
mass media. The results prove that it is not only important to pay attention to the reported time, but also vital to
focus on the reasonability of arguments during the guidance process of internet public opinion. These results
are consistent with the public opinion evolution of some social hot events, which prove the effectiveness and
applicability of the proposed model.
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Fig. 7 The relationship between the mean of the final state view point M and the number of media influence m
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