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Abstract. T he concept of active B row nian particles isused tom odela collective opinion form ation process.
It is assum ed that individuals in com m unity create a two-com ponent com m unication eld that in uences
the change of opinions of other persons and/or can induce their m igration. The com m unication eld is
described by a reaction-di usion equation, the opinion change of the individuals is given by a m aster
equation, while the m igration is described by a set of Langevin equations, coupled by the com m unication

eld. In the m ean— eld Iim it holding for fast com m unication we derive a critical population size, above
which the community separates into a m aprity and a m nority w ith opposite opinions. T he existence of
extemal support (eg. from m ass m edia) changes the ratio between m inority and m a prity, until above
a critical extemal support the supported subpopulation exists always as a m aprity. Spatial e ects lead
to two critical \social" tem peratures, between which the com munity exists in a m etastable state, thus

uctuations below a certain critical wave numberm ay resul in a spatial opinion separation. T he range
of m etastability is particularly detemm ined by a param eter characterizing the individual response to the
com m unication eld.In our discussion, we draw analogies to phase transitions in physical system s.

PACS. 0540.a Fluctuation phenom ena, random processes, noise, and Brownian m otion { 05.65+4+ b Self-

organized system s { 8723 G e D ynam ics of social system s

1 Introduction

In recent years, there hasbeen a lot of interest in applica—
tions of p'hyrsjcal paradigm s to a quantrita’g'x‘ze description
of social EL'{#] and econom ic processes [é{:ll

M ethods of synergetics [12,.13], stochastic processes
Il4,,15], determ inistic chaos [la{:lé and lattice gasm od—
els 50{22] have been successfiilly applied for this purpose.

T he form ation of public opinion QQ{?@ is am ong the
challenging problem s in social science, because it revealsa
com plex dynam ics, which m ay depend on di erent inter-
nal and extemal In uences. W e m ention the In uence of
political leaders, the biasing e ect ofm assm edia, aswell
as ndividual features, such as persuasion or support for
other opinions.

A quantitative approach to the dynam ics of op:mon
form ation is given by the concept of social im pact 120 23
which isbased onm ethods sim flarto the cellularautom ata
approach P4,30].T he social in pact describes the foroe on
an individual to keep or to change its current opinion.A
short outline of this m odel is given in Sect. 2. T he equi-
Ibriim statistical m echanics of the social in pact m odel
was form ulated in @-C_i], while in [_2-14',:_2-:/:,2-9'] the occurrence
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of phase transitions and bistability in the presence of a
strong leader or an extemal In pact have been analysed.

D espie these extensive studies of the social in pact
m odel, there are several basic disadvantages of the con-
cept. In particular, the social in pact theory assum es, that
the In pact on an individualisupdated w ith In nite veloc—
iy, and no m em ory e ects are considered. Further, there
is no m igration of the individuals, and any \spatial" dis-
tribution of opinions refer to a \social", but not to the
physical space.

In fact, the m odel of social in pact has not been de-
veloped to describe processes of opinion di usion and m i-
gration. In this paper, we present an altemative approach
to the social in pact m odel of collective opinion form a—
tion, which tries to include these features. O ur m odel is
based on active Brownian particks, which Interact via a
comm unication eld.This eld considers the spatial dis—
tribbution of the individual opinions, further, it has a cer-
tain life tin e, re ecting a collective m em ory e ect and it
can spread out in the comm uniy, m odeling the transfer
of nform ation.

A ctive B row nian particles [;3-]_; {E’:Z_i] are B row nian parti-
cles w ith the ability to take up energy from the environ—
m ent, to store i in an internaldepot B4,35] and to con—
vert intemalenergy to perform di erent activities, such as
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m etabolisn ,m otion, change ofthe environm ent, or signal-
response behavior.A sa soeci c action, the active B row n—
ian particles (or active walkers, w ithin a discrete approxi-
m ation) are able to generate a selfconsistent eld, which
In tum In uences their further m ovem ent and physicalor
chem ical behavior. T his non-linear feedback between the
particles and the eld generated by them selves results in
an Interactive structure form ation process on the m acro—
scopic level. H ence, these m odels have been used to sim —
ulate a broad variety of pattem form ation processes in
com plex system s, ranging from physicalto biologicaland
social system s E%é{:fll:]

In Sect. 2, we soecify the m odel of active B rownian
particles for the form ation of collective opinion structures.
In Sect. 3, we discuss the lim iting case of fast com m unica-
tion between the individuals. Further, we investigate the
In uence ofan extemalsupport and derive critical param —
eters for the existence of subpopulations asm a prities or
m norities. In Sect. 4, we Investigate spatial opinion struc—
tures, and estin ate critical wave num bers for the uctua-
tions, which lead to a spatial separation of the opinions.
By deriving two di erent critical tem peratures, we draw
an analogy to the theory of phase transitions.

2 Stochastic M odelof O pnnion Change and
M gration

Let us consider a 2-din ensional spatial system with the
totalarea A, where a communiy of N individuals m em —
bers of a socialgroup) exists.Each ofthem can share one
of two opposite opinions on a given sub gct, denoted as
1= 1;i= 1;:5N .Here, ; is considered as an individ—
ualparam eter, representing an internal degree of freedom .
W ithin a stochastic approach, the probability p; ( i;t) to
nd the Individual i w ith the opinion ;, changes In the
course of tim e due to the follow ing m aster equation:

d X X

—pi(uY=  w(iIdpPi( 5D B(iD
dt , 1 1 ,

i i

w(931):

@)
Here, w ( Sj i) means the transition rate to change the
opnion ; into one of the possible opinions S during the
next tine step, with w ( ;) = 0.In the considered case,
there are only two possbilities, either ;= +1! {= 1,
or ;= 1! 9= +1.Tn the socialin pact theory £0,23],
it is assum ed that the change of opinions depends on the
social in pact, I;, and a \social tem perature", T f_Z]_J', 1.
A possbl ansatz for the transition rate reads:

N

w(93:)= expfL=Tg: @
Here, [L/s] de nes the tin e scale of the transitions. T
represents the erratic circum stances ofthe opinion change:
nthelmi T ! O theopinion change ism ore determ ined
by I, kading to detem inistic transitions.As eq. @) in-
dicates, the lkelyhood for changing the opinion is rather
an all, if I; < 0. Hence, a negative social in pact on indi-
vidual i represents a condition for stability. To be speci ¢,

In the social im pact theory, I; m ay consist of three parts:

L=T+ D+ 5" &)
I¥ represents in uences inposed on the individual by
other m em bers of the group, eg. to change or to keep
its opinion.If, on the otherhand, iskind ofa selfsupport
for the own ophion, If < 0, and If* represents extemal
n uences, eg. from govemm ent policy, m ass m edia, etc.
w hich m ay also support a certain opinion.

W ithin a sin pli ed approach of the social in pact the—
ory, every individual can be ascrbed a single param eter,
the \strength", s;. Furthem ore, a social distance d;4 is
de ned, which measures the distance between each two
individuals (;3) in a social space R0,23], which does not
necessarily coincide w ith the physical space. It is assum ed
that the in pact between two indiriduals decreases w ith
the socialdistance in a non-linearm anner. T he above as—
sum ptions are included in the follow ing ansatz @-]_:,2-:/2]:

by

L= i s3 5=di "s + e @)

J=1i36 1

" is the so—called selfsupport param eter, and n > 0 is
a m odel constant. The external in uence, e; m ay be re—
garded as a globalpreference tow ards one ofthe opinions.
A negative socialin pact on individuali is obtained, (i) if
m ost of the opinions in its social vicinity m atch is own
opinion, or (ii) ifthe im pact resulting from opposite opin—
jons is at least not large enough to com pensate its self-
support, or (iii) ifthe externalin uences do not force the
Individualto change its opinion, regardless of selfsupport
or the in pact of the comm unity.

In the form outlined above, the concept of social in —
pact has certain drawbacks: T he social in pact theory as—
sum es that the in pact on an individual is instantaneously
updated, if som e opinions are changed in the group W hich
basically m eans a com m unication wih In nite velocity).
Spatiale ects in a physical space are not considered here,
any \spatial" distrdbbution of opinions refers to the social
space.M oreover, the Individuals are not allowed to m ove.
F inally, nom em ory e ects are considered in the socialin —
pact, the communiy isonly a ected by the current state
of the opinion distribution, regardless of its history and
past experience.

In thispaper, we want to m odify the theory by includ-
ing som e in portant features of social system s: (i) the exis—
tence ofam em ory, which re ects the past experience, (ii)
an exchange of inform ation In thecomm unity with a nite
velocity, (ifi) the in uence of spatial distances betw een in-
dividuals, (iv) the possbility of spatialm igration for the
individuals. It seem s m ore realistic to us that individuals
have the chance tom igrate to placesw here their opinion is
supported rather than change their opinion.And in m ost
cases, ndividuals are not instantaneously a ected by the
opinions of others, especially if they are not in their close
vicinity.

As a basic elem ent of our theory, a scalar spatio—
tem poral comm unication eld h (r;t) is used. Every in—
dividual contributes pem anently to this eld wih is
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oplhion ; and wih its personal strength s; at is cur-
rent spatial location r;. The nform ation generated this
way has a certain life tine 1= [g], further i can spread
throughout the system by a di usion-lke process, where
D [n?/s] represents the di usion constant for mfom a-
tion exchange. W e have to take into acoount that there
are two di erent opinions In the system , hence the com —
m unication eld should also consist of two com ponents,

= f 1;+ 1g,each representing one opinion.For sin plic—
iy, it is assum ed that the nfom ation resulting from the
di erent opinionshasthe sam e life tin e and the sam eway
of spatialdistrdbution; m ore com plex cases can be consid—
ered aswell

The spatio-tem poral change of the com m unication
eld can be summ arized in the follow ing equation :

@
—h it) = .
e BB = ;

h (;t) + Dy, h

r =n)

(r;b): ©)

Here, ;, isthe Kronecker D elta indicating that the in—
dividuals contribute only to the eld com ponent which
m atches their opinion ;. (¢ r) means D irac’s D elta
finction used for continuous variables, which indicates
that the individuals contribute to the eld only at their
current posiion, r;. W e note that this equation is a
stochastic partialdi erential equation w ith

X

n™ ;1) = r x) (6)

i=1

being the m icroscopic densiy B-Zi] of the individuals
changing their position due to E q._i'_é) .Hence, the changes
of the comm unication eld h (r;t) arem easured in units
ofa density of the personal strength s;.

Instead of a social In pact, the comm unication eld
h (r;t) In uences the individual i as follows: At a cer—
tain location rj, the individual wih opinion ; +1
is a ected by two kinds of inform ation: the inform a—
tion resulting from individualswho share his/her opinion,
h - ;1 (ri;t), and the nform ation resulting from the oppo—
nentsh - 1 (rij;t). The di usion constant D , determm ines
how fast he/she w ill receive any inform ation, and the de—
cay rate detem ines, how long a generated inform ation
w illexist.D gpendent on the ocalinform ation, the individ—
ualhastwo opportunities to act: (i) i can change its opin—
ion, (i) i can m igrate tow ards locations which provide a
larger support of its current opinion. T hese opportunities
are speci ed In the follow ing.

Forthe change ofopinions, we can adopt the transition
probability, Eq. él_j) , by replacing the In uence ofthe social
In pact I; wih the In uence of the local com m unication

eld.A possibl ansatz reads:

expfh o (ri;t)
0

w(954) h ci;)FTg

w(3iJi)

(7

AsnhEq. (:2:),the probability to change opinion ; israther
am all, if the local eld h (r;;t), which is related to the

support ofopinion i, overcom esthe localin uence ofthe
opposite opinion. This e ect, however, is scaled again by
the social tem perature T, which is a m easure for the ran—
dom ness in social interaction. N ote, that the social tem —
perature ism easured in units of the com m unication eld.

T he m ovem ent of the individual located at space co—
ordinate r; may depend both on erratic circum stances
and on the in uence ofthe communication eld.W ihin a
stochastic approach, this m ovem ent can be describbed by
the ollow Ing overdam ped Langevin equation:

. Q@he (r;t) P
* Qr

r;

dri _
dt

- 2D, @): (8)
In the last tem ofEq. (rg) D , m eans the spatialdi usion
coe cient of the individuals. The random In uences on
the m ovem ent are m odeled by a stochastic oroe with a

-correlated tin e dependence, ie. (t) is the white noise
withh;@®) ;@&)i= 5 (t

The tem he (r;t) h Eq. (8 means an e ective com —

munication eld which results from h (r;t) as speCJ.ed
below . It follow s that the overdam ped Langevin Eq. (3
considers the response of the individual to the gradient
of the eld he (r;t), where ; is the Individual response
param eter, weighting the im portance of the inform ation
received . In the considered case, the e ective com m unica—
tion eld he (r;t) isa certain function ofboth oom ponents,
h 1 (r;t), ofthe communication eld, seeEq. (5.) O ne can
consider di erent types of response, for exam ple the oI~
low Ing:
(i) The individuals try to m ove towards locations which
provide the m ost support for their current opinion ;.
In this case, they only count on the inform ation which
m atches their opinion, he (r;t) = h (r;t), and ollow
the Iocalascent ofthe eld ( ;> 0).
T he individuals try tom ove aw ay from locationswhich
provide any negative pressure on their current opinion

;. In this case, they count on the inform ation resulting
from opposite opinions ( %), he (£;t) = h o (r;t), and
follow the localdescent ofthe eld ( ;< 0).
The individuals try to move away from Ilocations, if
they are forced to change their current opmnion ;,
but they can accept a vicihity of opposite opinions,
as long as these are not dom inating. In this case, they
count on the nfom ation resulting from both support-
ing and opposite opinions, and the localdi erence be—
tween them isinportant:he (r;t) = h (@E;t) ho(r;bv)]
wih ;> O.

A dditionally, the response param eter can also consider
that the response occurs only, if the absolute valie of
the e ective eld is locally above a certain threshold hy 2
i [he;t)] hnel with [y] being the Heavyside
function: = 1, ify> 0,cothetwise = 0.W e note that
for the further discussions In Sect. 3 and 4, we assum e
he (r;t) = h (r;t) for the e ective comm unication eld
(case i), whilke ; is treated as a positive constant
Independent of i and he (r;t).
In order to summ arize our m odel, we note the non-
lIinear feedback between the JndJdeua]s and the comm u—
nication eld asshown in Fig. -L T he indiriduals generate
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the eld, which in tum in uences their further m ovem ent
and their opinion change. In tem s of synergetics, the eld
playsthe role ofan orderparam eter, w hich couplesthe in—
dividual actions, and this way initiates spatial structures
and coherent behavior w ithin the socialgroup.

generates

3’ = C+1 hdq ,t), hi(s’t) C—1<7‘.

Fig.1l. Circular causation between the ndividualsw ith di er-
ent opinions,C ;1,C4 1 and the two-com ponent com m unication
eld,h (r;t).

generates

T he com plete dynam ics of the comm unity can be for-
m ulated In tem s of the canonical N -particle distribution
function
P (;rit) =P (17r1;u5 v irn b5 )
which gives the probability to nd the N individualsw ith
the opinions 1;:5 y In the vichhiy ofri;:i;;ry on the
surface A at timme t. Considering both opinion changes
and m ovem ent of the ndividuals, the m aster equation for
P (_;r;t) reads:

@ X h . 0 0 O .
@—tP L) = w(i)P (50 w()P (it
% _
® h i
r; ( rih @OP ;) Dn P b
i=1
(10)

The rst line of the right-hand side ofEq. (L0) descrbes
the \gaih" and \loss" of ndividuals (w ith the ooordjnates
r1;u5ry ) due to opnion changes, where w (_]_ m eans
any possible transition w ithin the opinion distribution _

which leads to the assum ed distrdbution _ . The second
line describes the change of the probability density due
to the m otion of the Individuals on the surface.Eqg. (:_LO)
together w ith egs. 6) (-72 form s a com plete description of
our system .

3 The Case of Fast Com m unication
3.1 D erivation ofM ean Value Equations

Let us rst restrict to the case of very fast exchange of
Inform ation in the system . Then, spatial inhom ogenities
are equalized In m ediately, hence, the com m unication eld
h (r;t) can be approximated by amean eld h ():
Z
h ©= —

h (;0) dr?; 11)

where A m eansthe system séze.Theequatjon forthem ean
ed h () results from eq. @):

eh © _

h () + sn 12
ot (© 12)
wih s; s and the m ean density
N N
n=-—j;n=_—; 13)
A A

w here the num ber of individuals w ith a given opinion
ful Is the condition
X

N =N+1+N 1=N=CDI'ISt: (14)

W e note that in themean{ eld approxin ation no spatial
gradients In the comm unication eld exist. Hence, there
is no additional driving force for the individuals to m ove,
asassumed in Eqg. @). Such a situation can be im agined
for com m unities existing In very sm all system sw ith sm all
distances between di erent groups. In particular, in such
an all com m unities also the assum ption ofa fast infom a-
tion exchange holds. T hus, in this section, we restrict our
discussion to subpopulationsw ith a certain opinion rather
than to individuals at particular locations.

LetpMN ;t) denote the probability to nd N individ—
uals in the comm uniy which sharesopinion .Them aster
equation orp N ; 1;t) explicitely reads:

@
ap([\Hl,t) W N1 Nyp Dp® 159
W N1 N1+ D)pW®N4g + 150
PN, ;) W Ny + 1IN ,2)
+W N1 1INg)] 15)

The transition ratesW ™ N ) appearing n Eq. €1-5') are
assum ed to be proportJonalto the probability to change
a given opinion, eqg. d and to the num ber of individuals
which can change their opinion into the given direction:

W N+ 1IN,1)=N h ;)=Tg; (16)
W N4, IN 1) =N,y h ;)=Tg:

The mean valies for the number of ndividuals with a
ogr‘tam opinion can be derived from the m aster equation
a2 X
mw (i= N pWN ;9);
fN g

expfhy
expf K1

a7

w here the summ ation is over a]lposs:b]e num bers of N
which cbey the condition eq. (14).From eq. {i7}), the de-
termm inistic equation for the change ofH\I i can be derived
In the rst approxin ation as ollow s (42 ] (see also []..,d -7' D:

d
— W i=HW N + 1§ )

W 1 i 18
ot ™ N1 18)
ForN . 1, this equation reads explicitely:
d , hii®) h 10
— N = N ex]
at +11 1 P T
hiyi® h 1@
N, . +1 (0 1 19)

T
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Introducing now the fraction ofa sulbpopulation w ith opin—
on ,x = W i=N , and usihg the standard approxin a—
tion to factorize eq. Cl9),wecanwr:|i:e3tas

X1 = (1 a); (0)

exp (@) exp (

h (0 =T:

% 1)
a= hy;@®

X1

Via h{)= hs,
equation

h 1, thisequation is coupled w ith the

b= h+sn 2x,; 1 (21)

which results from eqg. z}_) for the two eld com ponents.

32 Crticaland Stabk Subpopultion Sizes

W ithin a quasistationary approximn ation, we can assum e
that the comm unication eld relxes faster than the dis-
tribution of the opinions into a stationary state. Hence,

with bk = 0,we nd from Eqg. :_L-

hitftz sn hSt?t= sn 1

X41 F X 1)

a= X4 1 % w ith =25—Tn @)
Here, the param eter includesthe speci ¢ intemal condi-
tions w ithin the com m unity, such as the totalpopulation
size, the socialtem perature, the individual strength ofthe
opinions, or the life tim e of the iInform ation generated. In—
serting a from eqg. @-2_3) nto eq. 22), a closed equation
for x is obtained, which can be Integrated w ith respect
to tin e CE‘jg.rQa) .W e nd that, depending on ,di erent
stationary values for the fraction of the subpopulations
exist. For the critical value, € = 2, the statJonary state
can be reached only asym ptotically. F ig. d(b) show s the
stationary solutions, x = 0, resulting from the equation
forx,q:

@3)

1 =xi)expl x1]l=xv1expl @ x1)]

For < 2,x41 = 035 is the only stationary solution,
which means a stable community where both opposite
opinions have the same in uence. However, for > 2,
the equal distrlbution of opinions becom es unstable, and
a separation process towards a preferred opinion is ob—
tained, where x ;1 = 035 plays the role of a separation
line.W e nd now two stable solutions where both opin—
Jons coexist with di erent shares In the communiy, as
shown in Fig. d Hence, each subpopulation can exist ei-
therasam aprity orasam inoriy w ithin the com m unity.
W hich ofthese two possible situations is realized, depends
in a detem inistic approach on the initial fraction of the
subpopulation. For initial values of x, ; below the separa-
trix, 0:5, the m nority statusw illbe m ost lkely the stable
situation, as Fjg.rg @) show s.

T he bifircation occurs at € = 2, where the ormer
stable solution x:7 = 035 becom es unstabl. From the
condition = 2 we can derive a critical population size,

N €=

A T=s; (24)

0.0 5.0

stat

0.0 1:0 2:0 3:0 410 5.0
K
E‘_Jg 2. (a:top) T In e dependence of the fraction x4 1 (t) (eq.
20) of the subpopulation with opinion +1 for di erent initial
conditions and for three di erent values of :1.0 (solid line);
2.0 (dotdashed line), 3.0 (gla_shed line). (bo:bottom ) Station—
ary solutions for x:+1 (eq. 23) for di erent values of . The
bifircation at the critical value © = 2 is clearly visble.

w here for larger populations an equal fraction of opposite
opinions is certainly unstable. Ifwe considere g. a grow ing
comm unity wih fast communication, then both contra—
dicting opinions are balanced, as long as the population
num ber is an all.However, ©rN > N €, ie.affer a certain
population grow th, the comm uniy tends towards one of
these opinions, thus necessarily separating into a m a prity
and a m nority. W hich of these opinions would be dom -
nating, depends on sm all uctuations in the bifircation
point, and has to be investigated w ithin a stochastic ap-
proach.W e note that eg. @Z_L') for the critical population
size can be also interpreted in tem s of a critical social
tem perature, which leads to an opinion separation in the
comm unity. This willbe discussed in m ore detail .n Sect.
4.

From Fig.d (), we see further, that the stable coex—
istence between m a prity and m nority breaks down at a
certain value of , where aln ost the whole comm unity
shares the sam e opinion.From E(g. C_2-§') it iseasy to nd

that eg. 477 yields % 1 £0:01;0:99g, which m eans
that about 99% ofthe com m unity share either opinion + 1
or 1.
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3.3 In uence of Extemal Support

N ow , we discuss the situation that the sym m etry betw een
the two opinions is broken due to external In uences on
the individuals. W e m ay consider two sin ilar cases: (i)
the existence of a strong kader in the community, who
possesses a strength s; which ism uch largerthan theusual
strength s ofthe other individuals, (ii) the existence ofan
extemal eld, which m ay result from govemm ent policy,
m ass m edia, etc. which support a certain opinion with a
strength sy .

The additional In uence Sext = fsl—A iSn =Agmahnly
e ects the comm unication eld, eg. (6.) due to an extra
contrbution, nom alized by the system size A .

Ifwe assum e an extemal support of opinion = +1,
the oon:espondjng eld equation in the m ean{ eld Iim it
(eg. :12) and the stationary solution (eq. 22 are changed
as ollow s:

by = hy1(®+ snxi1+ Sext
sn Sext
hiet= o, + = 25)
Sext
a= x o- o+ —:
2 T

Hence, n Eq. @-j) w hich detem ines the stationary solu-
tions, the argum ents are shifted by a certain value:

Sext
X411t T =

1 x1)exp

Sext

xp1exp (1 %1) (26)

Fi. -'j show s how the critical and stable subpopulation
sizes change for subcritical and supercritical valies of ,
dependent on the strength of the extemal support.

For < ¢ Fig.3a),we seethatthere isstillonly one
stable solution, but with an increasing value of sext, the
supported subpopulation exists asam aprity.For > €
(Fjg.:_ﬂ b), we observe again two possible stabl situations
for the supported subpopulation, either a m inority or a
m a priy status. But, com pared to Fjg.:gug ©), the symm e~
try between these possibilities is now broken due to the
extemal support, which increasesthe region of initial con—
ditions leading to a m a prity status.

Interestingly, at a critical value of sext, the possbil-
iy ofa m inority status com pletely vanishes. Hence, for a
certan supercritical extemal support, the supported sub-—
population w ill grow tow ards a m a prity, regardless of its
initial population size, wih no chance for the opposite
oplnion to be established. T his situation is quite often re—
alized In com m unitiesw ith one strong political or religious
Jeader (\fundam entalistic dictatorships"), or In com m uni-
ties driven by extemal forces, such as nancialorm ilitary
power (\banana republics").

The value of the critical extemal support, s, of
coursedependson ,which sum m arizesthe intemal situa—
tion in temm s of the socialtem perature, or the population
size, etc. From Ed. C26 we can derive the condition for

1.0

1.0 + e

0.8 1

-~
~a
-

0.4

Fig.3. Stable fraction of the subpopulation, x5%*%, as a fiinc—
tion of the strength s’ = sext= T of the extemal support. @:
top) = 1, b:bottom) = 3.The dashed lne in (b) repre—
sents the separation line for the initial conditions, which lead
either to a m inority or a m a prity status of the subpopulation.

which two of the three possbl solutions coincide, thus

determ ining the relation between s, and as follow s:
) 2 . g 2 3 r
5 s 1 - 1 2
Sé=e—;t=§]n4—q——5+§ 1 = @
1+ 1 2

Fig. :ff show s how much extemal support is needed to
paralyze a communiy wih a given Intemal situation ( )
by one ruling opinion. A s one can see, the critical exter—
nal support is an Increasing function of the param eter ,
m eaning that i ism ore di cult to paralyse a society w ith
strong interpersonal interactions.

Let us conclude the discussion of the phase transition
In themean eld lim it, presented in this section.W ih re—
spect to the socialin pact theory 5;_2-9,:_2-1:,:_2-2:,2-@, we note
that phase transitions have been not considered there,
since the focus was on other phenom ena so far. On the
other hand, for the case of two opinions, our results well
correspond to those obtained by W eidlich and Haag in a
m odelof collective opinion form ation @4',:;"]. There, amas—
ter equation and appropriate utility potentials are used
to analyse the m ean— eld dynam ics of Interacting popu-
lations. Sin ilar to our m odel, the approach used In g.,ﬁ]
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Fig. 4. Critical external support s . 27:) as a function of

leads to a phase transition and a corresponding bifirac—
tion diagram . The m ain di erence between both m odels
is iIn the Interpretation of the bifircation param eter

In our case, results from other m odel param eters, eg.
from them ean \social strength" s which plays a role ofa
coupling constant between the opinions and the comm u—
nication eld.In them odelofW eidlich and Haag, on the
otherhand, this param eter is interpreted as a derivative of
utility potentials. O ur analytic result for the critical exter—
nalsupport, Eq. C_Z-j), is in qualitative agreem ent w ith the
stal;‘)lJJIJFy analysis and the com puter sin ulations presented
n W,a].

4 Critical Condiions for Spatial O pinion
Separation

In the previous section, the existence of critical param e~
ters, such as € or sg,, hasbeen proved fora community
w ith fast com m unication, where no inhom ogenities in the
com m unication eld can exist. In the m ore realistic case,
however, we have nite di usion coe cients for th(_e in—
form ation, and the m ean- eld approxin ation, eq. (:_l%'), is
no longer valid. Instead of focussing on the subpopulation
sizes, we now need to consider the spatial distribution of
Individuals w th opposite opinions.

Starting with the canonical N {particle distrdbution
function, P (_;r;t), 9. k_l_G')), the spatio-tem poral density
of ndividuals w ith opinion can be obtained as follow s:

Z oy
n (r;t) =
i=1
P (15r1 y oy jt) drp ndry 28)
Integrating eq. C_i(j) according to eq. C_Z-g‘) and neglcting
higher order correlations, w e obtain the follow ing reaction—
di usion equation forn (r;t)

h i

&n (r;t) = rn (r;t) rh ;) + D, n (r;b)

X h i
w(%)n @+ w(3%n 0@
og

29)
w ith the transition rates cbtained from eq. ():
w(%)= expfho(r;t) h E;ETg 30)
w(j)=20

Wih = f+1; 1g, Eq..2D) is a set of two reaction-
di usion equations, coupkd both vian (r;t) andh (r;t).
Inserting the densitiesn (r;t) and neglecting any extemal
support, eq. (E) for the spatialcom m unication eld can be
transform ed into the linear detem inistic equation:

Eh (r;t) = sn

@t
T he solutions for the spatio-tem poral distribbutions of in—
dividuals and opinions are now determ ined by the four
coupled equations, Eq. {29) and Eq. {31). For our fur-
ther discussion, we assum e again that the spatio-tem poral
comm unication eld relaxes faster than the related distri-
bution of ndividuals Into a quasistationary equilbbrium .
The eldh (r;t) should stilldepend on tin e and space co—
ordinates, but, due to the fast relaxation, there isa xed
relation to the spatio-tem poraldistribution of individuals.
Further, we neglect the Independent di usion of nform a—
tion, assum ing that the spreading ofopinions is due to the
m igration ofthe individuals. From Eq. {31), we ndwih
h (r;t)= 0and Dy, = O:

(r;0 h@;t) + Dy h ;v @G1)

s
h ;)= —n (;t) (32)
which can now be nnserted Into Eqg. {_Z-Q), thus reducing
the set of coupled equations to two equations.

T he hom ogeneous solution forn (r;t) is given by the

m ean densities:
n
n = (;t)i= — (33)
U nder certain conditions how ever, the hom ogeneous state
becom es unstable and a spatial separation of opinions oc—
curs. In order to investigate these critical conditions, we

allow an all uctuationsaround the hom ogeneousstaten

n ;t)=n + n ; B 1 (34)
n

Inserting Eq. 6_3-1_;) nto Eqg. C_2-§_;), a linearization gives:
@ n > sn N sn ( )

=  — n n n

et o2 T
(35)
W ih the ansatz

n exp ( t+ ikr) (36)

we nd from Eq. C_3-§') the digpersion relation (k) foran all
Inhom ogeneous uctuations w ith wave vector k. This re—
lation yields two solutions:

1k)= KC+2B; ,k)=

B = s%n ; C =D, n

¥c
(37)

2
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For hom ogeneous uctuationswe obtain from Eqg

_23n
T

2 ; 2=0 Prk=20 (38)

which m eans that the hom ogeneous system ism arginally

stabkaslongas ; < 0,orsn= T < 1.Thisresult agrees

w ith the condition < 2 obtained from the previousm ean

eld investigations in Sect. 3. The condition = 2 or
= 0, respectively, de nes a critical social tem perature

sn

A= — (39)

For temperatures T < T, the hom ogeneous state
n (r;t) = n=2, where Individuals of both opinions are
equally distrdbuted, becom es unstable and the spatial sesp—
aration process occurs. This is in direct analogy to the
phase transition obtained from the Ising m odel of a fer—
rom agnet. Here, the state with < 2o0rT > Tf, re-
Spectively, corresoonds to the param agnetic or disordered
phase, while the statewith > 20rT < T;, respectively,
corresponds to ferrom agneth ordered phase.

T he conditions ofEq. C38 denote a hom ogeneous sta—
bility condition. To cbtain stability against inhom oge—
neous uctuations of wave vector k, the two conditions

1 k) 0 and ; k) 0 have to be satis ed.
_ Taking into account the cni:caltanperature TS, Eqg.
t_BQ'), we can rew rite these conditions, Eq. 637), as follow s:

kK’ D Dy 2 =X 0
" T
k* D, DS 0 (40)

Here, a criticaldi usion coe cient Dﬁ forthe individuals
appears, which results from the condition C = 0:

S
= - — (41)

D —
2

C
n
Hence, the condition

D,>D¢

n

4z)

denotes a second stability condition. In order to explain
is m eaning, ket us consider that the di usion coe cient
of the individuals, D ,, m ay be a function of the social
tem perature, T . This sounds reasonable since the social
tem perature is a m easure of random ness in social inter—
action, and an increase of such a random ness lad to an
Increase of a random spatialm igration. T he sin plest re-
lation for a function D, (T ) is the JJnearone,Dn = T.
By assum ing this, we m ay rew rite Eq. {40) using a sec—
ond critical tem perature, T2 instead of a critical di usion
coe cientD $:
(o]
K2 T T 2 L

T 0 @3)

T he second critical tem perature T, reads as follow s:

S
T he occurence of two critical social tem peratures T, TS
allow s a m ore detailed discussion of the stability condi-
tions. T herefore, we have to consider tw o separate cases of
Eq. @4): 1) T£> Tf and () T < TS, which correspond
either to the condition < 2 ,or > 2 , regpectively.

In the rstcase, T{ > T4, we can discuss three ranges
of the tem perature T :

() For T > T{ both elgenvalies ; k) and ; k), Eq

637 are nonposiive for all wave vectors k and the
hom ogenous solution n=2 is com pktely stabk.

For T{ > T > Tj the eigenvalue » (k) is still non-
positive for all values of k, but the eigenvalue ; k)
is negative only for wave vectors that are larger than
som e critical value k* > ki :

(i)

2
- 45)
T

H
53

This m eans that, in the given range of tem peratures,
the hom ogeneous solution n=2 ism etastabk in an in—
nite system , because it is stabl only against uc-
tuations w ith large wave num bers, ie. against sn all-
scale uctuations. Large-scale uctuations destroy the
hom ogeneous state and result in a spatial separation
process, ie. instead of a hom ogenous distrbution of
opinions, individuals w ith the sam e opinion form sep-—
arated spatialdom ains which coexist.T he range ofthe
m etastable region is especially determ ined by the value
of < 2 ,which de nesthedi erencebetween T { and
T;.
ForT < T; both elgenvalues ; k) and ; (k) are pos—
itive for all wave vectors k (except k = 0, for which
2 = 0 yields), which m eans that the hom ogeneous so—
ution n=2 is com pktely unstabk.O n the otherhand all
system s w ith spatialdimension L < 2 =k. are stable
In this tem perature region.

For case (2), T{ < TS, which correspondsto > 2 , al
ready am all inhom ogeneous uctuations result in an in—
stability of the hom ogenous state or T < TJ, ie we
have a direct transition from the com pletely stable to
the com pletely unstable regin e at the critical tem pera—
ture T = TS.

T hat m eans the second critical tem perature T5 m arks
the transition into com plete instability. The m etastable
region, which exists for < 2 , is bound by the two
critical social tem peratures, Ty and Ty . This allow s us
again to draw an analogy to the theory of phase transi-
tions [43]. Tt iswellknown from phase diagram s that the
density-dependent coexistence curve Ty ) divides stable
and m etastable regions, therefore we can nam e the critical
tem perature T, EqQ. @9'), as the coexistence tem perature,
w hich m arksthe transition into them etastable regin e.On
the other hand, the m etastable region is separated from
the com pletely unstable region by a second curve T (),
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known as the spinodal curve, which de nes the region of
spinodal decom position . H ence, we can identify the second
critical tem perature TS, Eq. C44), as the instability tem —
perature.

W e note that sin ilar investigations of the critical sys—
tem behavior can be perform ed by discussing the depen—
dence of the stability conditions on the \social strength"
s or on the totalpopulation number N = An.These n—
vestigations allow the calculation of a phase diagram for
the opinion change in the m odel discussed, where we can
derive critical population densities for the spatial opinion
separation w thin the com m unity.

5 Conclusions

W e have discussed a sin ple m odel of collective opinion
form ation, based on active B row nian particles, w hich rep—
resent the Individuals. E very individual shares one oftwo
opposite opinions and indirectly interacts w ith is neigh—
bours due to a comm unication eld, which contains the
Inform ation about the spatial distrbution ofthe di erent
opinions. T his two-com ponent eld has a certain lifetim e,
which m odelsm em ory e ects. Furthem ore, i can spread
out in the com m unity, which describes the di usion of in—
form ation. This way, every individual locally receives in—
form ation about the opinion distribution, which a ects its
further actions: (i) the individual can keep or change is
current opinion, or (i) it can stay orm igrate towards re—
gionsw here its current opinion is supported.B oth actions
depend (@) on a social tem perature, which describes the
stochastic In uences, and (o) on the local strength of the
com m unication eld,which expressesthe determ inistic in—
uences of the decision of an indiidual.

For supercritical conditions within the community
(e 9. supercriticalpopulation size, or supercriticalextemal
pressure, or low tem perature etc.), the non-linear feedback
betw een the individuals and the com m unication eld, cre—
ated by them selves, results in a process of spatial opinion
separation . In this case, the individuals either change their
opinion to m atch the conditions in their neighbourhood,
or they keep their opinion, but m igrate into regionsw hich
support this opinion.

In this paper, we have studied the critical conditions,
w hich m ay lead to this separation process. In the spatially
hom ogeneous case, which holds either for sm all com m uni-
ties or for an inform ation exchange with in nite velociy,
the comm unication eld can be described In a m ean— eld
approxin ation.

For this case, we derived a criticalpopulation size, N ©
(which is related to a critical social tem perature, T{) . For
N < N ¢, there isa stablk balance w here both opinionsare
shared by an equal num ber of ndividuals. ForN > N ©,
how ever, one of these opinions becom es preferred, hence,
m a prities and m inorities appear in the com m uniy. Fur-
ther, we have shown how these m aprities change if we
consider an extemal support for one of the opinions. W e
found, that beyond som e critical support, the supported
subpopulation m ust always exist as a m a priy, since the
possbility of s m inority status sin ply disappears.

A sa second case, w e have investigated a spatially inho—
m ogeneous com m unication eld, which is locally coupled
to the distrdbution ofthe individuals. T his coupling is due
to an adiabatically fast relaxation of the com m unication

eld into a quasistationary equilbrium .

U sing this adiabatic approxim ation, we were abl to
derive critical conditions for a spatial separation of opin—
ions. W e found that above the critical population size
or or T < T7), the community could be described as
a metastable system , which expresses stability against
an allkscale pertubations. The region of m etastability is
bound by a second critical tem perature, Ty, which de-
scribes the transition into instability, where every pertu—
bation results in an iInm ediate separation. Further, we
obtained that the range of m etastability is particularly
determ ined by the param eter , which characterizes how
strong an individual responses to the inform ation received
from the comm unication eld.

Finally, we would like to note that our m odel of col-
lective opinion form ation only sketches som e basic fea-
tures of structure ©om ation in social system s. T here isno
doubt, that n real hum an societies a m ore com plex be—
havior am ong the individuals occurs, and that decision
m aking and opinion form ation m ay depend on num er—
ous In uences beyond a quantitative description. In this
paper, we restricted ourselves to a sin pli ed dynam ical
approach, which purmosely stretches som e analogies be-
tween physical and social system s. T he resuls, however,
digplay sin ilarities to phenom ena observed in social sys—
tem s and allow an Interpretation w ithin such a context.
So, our model m ay give rise to further investigations in
the eld of quantitative sociology.
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