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Fig.2 Agent’s value and priority in Biased Axelrod’s
Cultural Model(BACM). Subjective similari-
ties calculated from Eq.(3) and objective sim-
ilarities calculated from Eq.(1.)
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Fig.9 Conclusion of simulation result. Community
property is shown in the figure. The horizon-
tal axis means number of agents and the verti-
cal axis menas diversity of property of values.
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