Differences in sociality may heavily
influence resource sharing success.

An agent based model of sustainable resource extraction by different social
groups with individuals driven by physical and social needs.

Katinka den Nijs, Gert Jan Hofstede and Vitor Vasconcelos

Investigate the effects of having similar or different internal social norms (sociality types)

in communities with interconnected resources, on local and total extraction sustainability.
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With two opposing sociality types: (from Alan Fiske’s RMT)
Communal Sharing (CS): donate to agents with lower capital sociality influences
Authority Ranking (AR): donate to agents with higher rank with certain sociality type who to donate to

with certain sociality type
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