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W e detem Ine the ultin ate fate of individual opinions in a socially-interacting population of
Jeftists, centrists, and rightists. In an elem ental interaction between agents, a centrist and a leftist
can becom e both centrists orboth becom e leftists w ith equalrates (and sim ilarly for a centrist and a
rightist) . H ow ever leftists and rightists do not interact. T his interaction step betw een pairs of agents
is applied repeatedly until the system can no longer evolve. In the m ean— eld lin it, we detem ne
the exact probability that the system reaches consensus (either leftist, rightist, or centrist) or a
frozen m ixture of keftists and rightists as a function of the initial com position of the population. W e
also determ ine the m ean tin e untilthe nal state is reached. Som e Im plications of our results for
the ultin ate fate in a lim it of the A xelrod m odel are discussed.

PACS numbers: 02.50Le, 05404, 05.50 4+ g, 64.60M y

I. NTRODUCTION

A basic issue in socialdynam ics is to understand how
opinion diversity arises when interactions between indi-
vidualsareprin arily \ferrom agnetic" in character. M any
kinetic soin m odels have been proposed to address this
generalquestion 'g:,:_j,-';’,:fi, :;IZJI]. An im portant exam ple of
this genre is the appealingly sin pl A xelrod m odel f§, :j],
w hich accounts for the form ation of distinct culturaldo—
m ains w ithin a population. In the A xelrod m odel, each
Individualisendowed w ith a set of features (such aspoli—
ical lraning, m usic preference, choice of new spaper, etc.),
with a xed number of choices for each feature. Evolu-
tion occursby the follow ing voter-m odel-like update step
E5]. A random individualispicked and thisperson selects
an interaction partner (anybody in the m ean— eld 1l it,
and a nearestneighbor for nite spatialdin ension). For
thispairofagentsa feature is random Iy selected. Ifthese
agents have the sam e state for this feature, then another
feature is picked and the initial person adopts the state
of this new feature from the interaction partner. This
dynam ics m in ics the feature that individuals who share
sin ilar sentin ents on lifestyle issues can have a m eaning—
ful Interaction In which one w ill convince the other of a

preference on an issue where disagream ent exists.

D egpending on the num ber of traits and the num ber of
states per trai, a population m ay evolve to global con—
sensus or m ay break up into distinct culturaldom ains,
In which individuals in di erent dom ains do not have any
comm on trais E_é, -'j.]. T his diversity is perhaps the m ost
striking feature of the A xelrod m odel. An even sin pler
exam ple with a related phenom enology is the bounded
com prom isem odel E_Si, :_l(j, :_1]_;] Here, each ndividualpos-
sesses a single realvalied opinion that evolves by com —
prom ise. In an update step, two Interacting individuals
average their opinions if their opinion di erence isw ithin
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a pre—set threshold. H owever, if this di erence is greater
than the threshold, there is no Interaction. T hese steps
are repeated until the system reachesa nalstate. For
a su ciently large threshold the nalstate is consensus,
while for a am aller threshold the system breaks up into
distinct opinion clusters; these are analogous to the cul-
turaldom ains of the A xelrod m odel.

In spite of the sim plicity of these m odels, m ost of our
understanding stem s from sin ulation results. Asa st
step toward analytic insight, a discrete three-state ver—
sion of the bounded com prom ise m odel was recently in—
troduced [14]. This is perhaps the sin plest opinion dy-
nam ics m odel that inclides the com peting features of
consensus and incom patbility. Thism odelwas found to
exhibit a variety ofanom alous features In low dim ensions,
Incliding slow non-universalkinetics and power-aw spa—
tial organization of sihgle-opinion dom ains. In thiswork,
we focus on the ultin ate fate ofthis system in them ean-

eld lim it. W e determm ine the exact probability that the

nal state of the system is either consensus or a frozen
m xture of leftists and rightists as a function of the ni-
tialcom position ofthe system . W e also com pute thetim e
required for the system to reach isultin ate state.

In the next section, we de ne our m odel, outline its
basic properties, and determ ine the ulin ate fate of the
system In tem s of an equivalent rstpassage process.
T he solution to this problem isused to obtain the prob—
abilities of reaching either a frozen nal state (Sec. ITII)
or consensus (Sec. IV ). In Sec.V , we com pute the m ean
tin e until the nal state is reached. In the discussion
section, we generalize to non-sym m etric interactions and
also show how our results can be adapted to detem ine
the ultim ate fate ofa version ofthe A xelrod m odel. Cal-
culational details are presented in the appendices.

II. THE MODEL

W e consider a population of N individuals, or agents,
that are located at the nodes of a graph. Each agent
can be in one of three opinion states: leftist, centrist, or
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rightist. A s shown in Fig. :1;', w e represent these states as

;0,and + , respectively. In a singlem icroscopic event an
agent is selected at random . W e consider the m ean— eld
lim it In which the neighborofan agent can be anyone else
In the system . If the two agents have the sam e opinion,
nothing happens. If one is a centrist and the other is
an extrem ist (or vice versa), the Iniial agent adopts the
opinion of its neighbor | that is, each Individualcan be
viewed as having zero selfcon dence and m erely adopts
the state of a com patible neighbor; this kinetic step is
the sam e as in the classical voter m odel Ig]. H ow ever,
if the tw o agents are extrem ists of opposite persuasions,
they are incom patible and do not in uence each other.
A s a resul of this incom patibility constraint, the nal
state of the system can be either consensus of any ofthe
three species, or a frozen m xture of leftist and rightist
extrem ists, w ith no centrists.
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FIG . 1l: Update events for di erent pair states.

In a mean— eld system wih N leftists , N, right-
ists, and N centrists wWith N, + N + Ny = N ), the
probability of selecting a pair ij (;j = +; ;0) equals
2NN =N N 1)], where N ; is the num ber of agents
of type i. Then the elm ental update steps and their
respective probabilities are:

N Ny
N ;Ng)! ® 1;No 1) prob: px = NN D
N, No) ! O, LN, 1) prob:p = ——t00

N N 1)
@)
w hile the probability forno changeis1 2« + py)-

Eventually the systam reaches a static nal state that
is either consensus of one of the three species or a frozen
m xture of leftists and rightists. M onte C arlo sin ulations
show ed that the nature ofthe nalstate hasa non-trivial
dependence on the iniial densities of the species {_1-2::]
W enow analytically determ inethis nalstate probability
as a function of the initial population com position by
solving an equivalent rstpassage problem . As shown
n Fjg.-'_Z, the state of the system corresoonds to a point
In the space of densittiesx = N =N,y = N, =N, and
z= No=N . Sihce x + y+ z= 1, this constraint restricts
the systam to the triangle ABD shown in the gure.

W hen two agents interact, the state ofthe system m ay
change and we can view this change as a step ofa corre—
soonding random walk on the trdanglke ABD , w ith single
step hopping probabilities given in Eq. @). W hen the
walk reaches one of the xed pointsA, B, orD (con—
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FIG .2: The density triangle x+ y+ z = 1. The heavy dots

denote consensus states and the heavy line denotes the frozen
nal states where no centrists rem ain. Typical random walk

tra ctories are shown, along w ith their projctions (dashed)

on the z = 0 plane. W hen a random walk reaches the lines

x = 0ory= 0, the random walk subsequently m ust rem ain

on this line until consensus is reached. The corresponding

hopping probabilities on the z = 0 plane are also indicated.

sensus), or any point on the xed line AB (frozen ex—
trem ist m xture), the system stops evolving. This set
represents absorbing boundaries for the e ective random
wak. Thus to nd the probability of reaching a given
nal state, we com pute the rstpassage probability for
the random walk to hit a given absorbing boundary.

W e may sin plify the problem by using the fact that
only two of the densities (x;y;z) are lndependent. W e
thus choose x and y as the independent variables by
progcting the e ective random walk trafctory onto the
z = 0 plane Fi.d). According to Eq. {Il), this two-
din ensionalrandom walk jum ps to its nearest neighbors
In the x and y directions w ith respective probabilities

Px = xz=(1 ) xz and g = yz=(1 ) yz, and
stays in the sam e site with probability 1 2@y + py)-
Here = 1=N ,andweconsiderthelmi N ! 1 .
III. FROZEN FINAL STATE
W e now detem Ine the probability P, (x;y) for the

system to reach a frozen state when the initial densities
are t= 0) x and 4 (&= 0) y. This coincides
w ith the rstpassage probability for the equivalent ran—
dom wak to hi the Iine x+ y = 1 when i startsat a
generalpoint (x;y) In the Interjor of the triangle. T here
are also absorbing boundaries on the sides x = 0 and

= 0, where the probability of reaching the frozen state
iszero,and P, (X;y)= 1lonthe lnessgmentx+y= 1.
For notational sin plicity, we write F (X;V) P, &;v).
In the equivalent random walk process, this rst-passage



probability obeys the recursion [_1-;%]

F&jy) = pxF & V) FE &+ ;y)]
+ o F Xy )+ F &iy+ )]
+ I 2@+ py)F &;y): @)

That is, the stpassage probability F (x;y) equals the
probability of taking a step in som e direction (the factor
pi) tin es the rstpassage probability from this target
site to the boundary. T his product is then sum m ed over
allpossble target sites after one step of the walk.

In thecontinuum limi N ! 1 ) weexpand thisequa—
tion to second order in  and obtain

X@ZF &iy) Q%F (x;y)
@x? Y @Ry?

=0; 3)

supplem ented w ith the boundary conditions

F x;0)=0
F O;y)=0
F&x;1 x)=1:

The solution to Eq. {) is not straightforward because
of the m ixed boundary condiions. Instead of attacking
the %rgb]em directly, we transform to the coordinates
u=" x,v= "y tomap the trianglk to a quartercircle
of uni radius and then apply separation of variables in
this geom etry.

T he transform ed di erential equation is

Q%F (u;v) Q%F (u;v)
Qu2 @v?
1@F W@jv) 1QF @;v) _ 0: @
u @Qu v Qv

Because of the circular sym m etry of the boundary con—
ditions in this reference fram e, it is now convenient to

use the polar coordinates ( ; ), where u = cos and
v= sin .ThjsttansbmsEq.-Zh)to
Q%F ( ;) 1RF (; ) 1@*F (; )
ez e 2T ez
1 F(;
+ —2(tan oot )L)= 0 )
@
W e seek a product solution F ( ; )= R () ( ). Substi

tuting this into Eqg. {_5) Jeads to the segparated equations

R 1dR m?_
& d 5
—— + (tan oot )d— + m =0 (7)

wherem is the separation constant.
Eqg. ('_6) is equidim ensional and thus has the general
power-law form

P

1+pl+m2 1 1+m?
R()= A4 + A 8)

whereA are constants. To solveE(q. ('j),weprooeed by

elin inating the rst derivative to give a Schrodinger-like

equation. Thuswede ne () £f£( )u( ) and nd the

function f ( ) that elin inates this st derivative temm .
Substituting = fu in Eq. (V) gives

cot ) £1d
cot )P+ m?f u=0;

fu® + Rf%+ @an

+ £fP%4 (an

and the coe cient ofu © is zero if f satis es
2£°+ (tan oot )£ = 0;

whose solution is

P P
f()/ 2sin cos / sin2 10)

Substituting this expression for £ in Eq. @), we obtain

d*u ;. 3 1 1
+ 1I+m°) -

4z I w? | o )

u= 0:

D etails of the solution to this Schrodinger equation are
given in Appendix A .The nalresult is

_ X en+ 1) 20+1) oo pl (cos2 );
oddn(n+1) )

1z)

where P! is the associated Legendre function. W e trans—
form back to the original xy coordinates through

p— . P
u= s = X v= sh ="y
Pxy y

sn2 = ws2 =
xt+vy x+y

Finally, dentifying F with P,
nalC artesian coordinates is

, the solution In the orig—

X Yy
x+y

13)

X 2¢n+ 1L)p
P —— + npl
nno+ 1) XY Gt v P

n odd

P, &;y)=

This gives the probability of reaching a nal frozen
state when the population has initialdensities x and y of
Jeftists and rightists, respectively. N otice that this prob—
ability is symm etric, Py  (xjy) = P, (y;X), because P}
is an even function forn odd and an odd function forn
even. This re ects the obvious physical sym m etry that
the probability P, is Invariant under the interchange of
Jeftists and rightists.

For equal Iniial densities of leftists and rightists,
namely x=y= (1 z)=2,Eq. (_1-3) becom es a function
of the initial density of centrists z only

X
@n+ 1) 21Dl (0):

L n
noddn(n+ 1)



As shown In Appendix B, this can be sinpli ed to the
closed-form expression

P, @)=1 p———7=— 14)
1+ @ z)?

wih 0 z 1. This solution is shown in Fig.d along
w ith M onte<€ arlo sin ulation resulis.
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FIG . 3: Probability of reaching the frozen nal state, P, ,
and extrem ist consensus, P+ , as a function of the initial den-
sity of centrists z for the case of equal initial densities of
Jeftists and rightists, y=x = 1 (top) and for the case y=x = 9
(bottom )

IVv. CONSENSUS FINAL STATES

In addition to reaching a frozen nalstate, the system
can also reach global consensus | either leftist, right-
ist, or centrist. A gain, the probabilities for these latter
three events depends on the initial com position of the
system . W e thusde neP (x;v),P: K;vy),and Py (xX;VY),

9
6, —
E | ,
o
3, —
|
0—1 -0.5 0 0.5 1
m

FIG . 4: Probability distribbution that an iniially sym m etric
system (x = y) hasm agnetization m in the frozen nalstate,
for the casesz= 0:04, 01, and 02 (rogressively broadening
curves) .

as the respective probabilities to reach a leftist, rightist,
or centrist consensus as a function of the nitialdensities.
T he probability for centrist consensus can be obtained
by elem entary m eans. W e m erely m ap the 3-state con-
strained system onto the 2-state voterm odelby consider—
Ing the leftist and rightist opinions as com prising a single
extram ist state, whilk the centrist opinion state m ain—
tains its identity. T he dynam ics of this system is exactly
that of the classical 2-state voter m odel. Since the over—
allm agnetization ofthe voterm odel is conserved Ei_'j’], the
probability that the system reaches centrist consensus,
fora given x and y is sin ply
Pokiy)=z=1 &+ y): @5)
To nd the probability for leftist and rightist consen—
sus, we use nom alization ofthe nal state probability
&iy)+ Pokjy)=1 (16)

P, X;y)+ P X;y)+ P,

and conservation of the globalm agnetization to w rite
P, x;y) P &x;jy)
1

+ (48
0

y X =

2xF &%k;y)dx’: @7)

Here F (x%k;y) is the probability of ending in a speci ¢
frozen state with density x° of spinsand 1 x% of +

spins as a function of the initial densities x and y. This
function therﬁbre satis es the nom alization condition
Py @y) = F x%%;y)dx’. Additionally the integral
nEqg. C17 is the nalm agnetlzatJon in the frozen state.

From the exact solution orF (x%k;y) given in Eq. (Z_—\_é),
w e thereby obtain as a byproduct the m agnetization dis-
trioution in the nal frozen state Fig.d). A s expected,
for a small niial density of centrists z, there is little
evolution before the nal state is reached and the m ag—
netization distribution is narrow .



Usihg Eq. _§') and the nom alization condition for
F (x%k;y), we recast Egs. {16) and {17) as
P, &iy)+ P &jy)+Ps Kjy)=x+y; (18)
and
P. ®;y) P &iy)+ P+ &K;iy)

1
2 xF (xojx;y)dxO =y x: (19
0
Subtracting these equations, we obtain
2
xF & x;y)dx’ 20)
0
Now the rst-passage probability F x%¥k;y) to a frozen
state wih a speci ed density x° of  spins cbeys the
sam e di erentialequation asP . Eqg. (_3)], but w ith the
boundary conditions

P &jy)= X

F x%;0) =
F xPjy) =
F &kl
T he last condition states that the rstpassage probabil-
iy to the point %1 x% on theboundary x+ y= 1 is
zero unlessthe e ective random walk startsat (x%1 x9.
The rstpassage probability F x%k;y) has the general
orm given .n Eq. {3 4), but w ith the coe cients ¢, now
determ ined from the boundary conditions in Eq. C_Z-]_:) .
From the solution orF (x%¥k;y) given in Appendix A,
the probability of consensusasa finction ofthe iniial
densities x and y is

0
0

®x %) @1)

xX) =

X @en+ 1)p X vy
P ; — nPl
x;y) = x =17n(n+l) Xy ®+y) Py Xty
(22)

T he probability of+ consensus can be obtained by using
the fact that Py x;y) =P (¥;x).

For the specialcaseofx = y= (1 2z)=2, the proba-
bilities P, (z) =P (z) can be obtained either by setting

=yhEq. C_ZQ') and summ ing the serdes, or, m ore sin —
ply, by using Eq. {14) BrP, (z) and the probabiliy
conservation equation 2P, (z) + Py (z)+ z= 1. By et
ther approach, we nd the follow Ing closed expression for
the probability of extrem ist consensus as a function of z

|

1 1 @@ =z
(z) = — _— z 23)

P, (z)= P e
! 2 "1t a 22

This result is also shown in Fig.d.

From ourresulktsforP, (;v),P: x;v),P &;v),and
Py (x;y), wem ay de ne a \phase diagram " shown in g-
ure-r_5. Each region In the gure corresponds to the por-
tion ofthe com position triangle w here the probability of
ultin ately ending up in the labeled state is greater than
allother rst-passage probabilities. T he least lkely out—
com e is the achievem ent of extrem ist consensusw hile the
m ost likely result isto get stuck in the frozen m ixed state.

A B

FIG. 5: Exact phase diagram in the com position triangle
ABD ofF ngr_2: T he triple points, where the nalstate prob—
abilities of three of the four phases are equal, are located at
(x;v) (0:0507;0:6185) and (x;vy) (0:6185;0:0507).

V. MEAN EXIT TIM E

In addition to the probability of reaching a particular
nal state, we also study the m ean tin e until the nal
state is reached as a fiinction ofthe initial com position of
the system . The sin plest such quantity is the uncondi-
tionalm ean tin e t(X;y) to reach any ofthe four possible
nalstates | extram ist consensus (+ or ), centrist con—
sensus, and m ixed frozen state, asa fuinction ofthe initial
densities x and y. This rstpassage tin e can again be
obtained trivially by considering an equivalent tw o-state
system where we lum p leftists and rightists into a sin-—
gle extrem ist state. The systam stops evolving when the
density of centrists reachesz= 0 orz = 1, w ith the for-
m er corresponding either to extrem ist consensus or to a
frozen m ixed state.

To nd this rstpassage tin e to reach the nalstate,
note that In a single event the e ective one-din ensional
random walk that corresponds to the state of the system
can either jum p to one of its tw o nearest neighbors w ith
probability p, or stay at the sam e site w ith probability
1 2p,,wherep,=py+p,=z&+y)=2z(0 2z).The
tin e Interval or each event is dt = 1=N , corresponding
to each person being selected once on average every N
update steps. Then the mean tine to reach the nal
statesz = 0 orz = 1 asa function of the initial density
z obeys the recursion (3]

t@) = pkz+ )+ dtl+ p @ )+ dt]l  (24)
+ @ 2p,) k@) + dtl: (25)

This form ula hasa sin ilar form and a sin ilar explanation
asthe equation forthe rstpassageprobability EJg. ('@') 1.
Starting from z, the mean tin e to reach the nal state
equals the probability oftaking a single step (the factors
p, and1l 2p,) multiplied by the tin e needed to reach the



boundaries via this interm ediate site. T his path-speci ¢
tin e is just the mean rstpassage tine from the inter—
m ediate site plus the tim e dt for the initial step.

In the largeN I it this recursion reduces to

Fte) 1 26)
dz? D’
where the di usion coe cientisD = p , “=dt. Sihcedt=
= 1=N ,wehaveD = z(l z)=N .Eqg. [26) is sub Fct to
the boundary condiions t(0) = t(1) = 0, corresponding
to Inm ediate absorption ifthe random walk startsat the
boundary. T he solution to this equation is
tz)= N gz hz+ @ z)hd 2z)]: 7)
This is sin ply the m ean consensus tin e of the 2-state
voter m odel n the m ean— eld lim i, In which the nitial
density ofthe two speciesarez and 1 z.

1.5

t/N

t/N

FIG .6: Unconditionaland condiionalexit tin esasa function
of z for the cases y=x = 1 (top) and y=x = 2 (pottom ). The
curves for t and ty are based on exact form ulae, whilke the
other are based on sim ulations. T he latter results are based
on 10° realizations for each initial state.

Tt ism ore Interesting to consider the conditional rst—
passage tin e to a speci ¢ nalstate as a function ofthe
Initial condition. For exam ple, consider the conditional

tine tp (z), the mean tine to reach centrist consensus
when the initial centrist density is z. This is the m ean
tin e for the equivalent random wak to hit the point
z = 1, without hitting z = 0. In the large N Im i,
this conditional exit tin e obeys the di erential equation
(see Sec.16 In [_11_1;])

2
D%Po(z)to(z)]= Po(z): (28)
Z

Integrating Eq. C_2-f_§), using Py (z) = z, and the boundary
conditions P (z) tpy(z) = Oatz= O0Oandatz = 1, we
cbtain Py (z) th(z) = N (I z) mn(1l =z), from which
the conditional tin e to reach centrist consensus is

Z

1
HE)= N

h@d =z): (29)

Sin ilarly, them ean tin e to reach allother nalstatesof
the system is

tother @)= N Inz: (30)

1 z

In principle, we can nd the conditionaltin es to reach
the extrem ist consensus states and the frozen nalstate
as a function ofthe initial condition. T his nvolves solv—-
ing the tw o-dim ensional analogue of Eg. C_2§‘) n the den-
sity triangle, sub fct to the appropriate boundary con—
ditions. Because of the tedious nature of the calcula—
tion, we have instead resorted to num erical sin ulations
to com pute these conditional exit tin es. These results
are shown in FJg:_G W hile allexi tin es are of the order
ofN , it isworth noting that t. and t are typically the
Iongest tin es. This stem s from the fact that reaching
extram ist consensus is a tw o-stage process. F irst, the ex—
trem ists of the opposite persuasion m ust be elin nated,
and then there is a subsequent rst-passage process in
which the centrists are also elin inated.

VI. DISCUSSION

W e determ ned basic properties of the nalstate in a
sin ple opinion dynam ics m odel that consists of a pop—
ulation of leftists, rightists, and centrists. Centrists in—
teract freely with extrem ists (either leftist or rightist),
so that one agent adopts the opinion of its interaction
partner, while extrem ists of opposite persuasions do not
Interact. T hese com peting tendencies lead either to ulti-
m ate consensus or to a frozen nal state that consists of
non-interacting leftists and rightists. W hile thism odelis
clearly an oversin pli cation ofopinion evolution in a real
population, it provides a m inim alist description for how
consensus or distinct culturaldom ains can be achieved.

O ur calculations are based on the mean—- eld Ilim it In
w hich each individual interactsw ith any other individual
w ith equalprobability. Tt is worth em phasizing that the
dependence of the nal state probabilities on the initial
com position of the population is very close to the cor-
responding quantities on nite-din ensional system s ﬂ_L-2_:]



T his coincidence is a re ection ofthe conservation ofthe
global m agnetization by the dynam ics. Indeed, for the
classicalvoterm odel, the conservation of the m agnetiza-
tion In m ediately leads to the fact that the probability of
+ consensus is equalto the initialdensity of + spins In
any din ension.

T here are tw o extensions of the m odel that are worth
m entioning. First, it is natural that extrem ists have a
stronger conviction than centrists. T his suggeststhe gen—
eralization where a centrist adopts an extrem ist’s opin—
ion w ith probability p > 1=2 while an extrem ist adoptsa
centrist’s opinion w ith probability g= 1 p in an elem en—
tary update step. For this generalization, the densities
of each species evolve by the follow Ing rate equations In
themean— eld Im it

X = VZX
y = vzy
z= vzEx+tYy)

where v = p g quanti es the bias. Forp & g, The
solution to these equations are

x (0) e't
x ) = H
1+ kKO)+ yO)Ile™ 1)
and sin farly ory ), whikz@) = 1 x@t) y@t).Inthe
Iongtine lim it and orp > g, we nd
\ x0 | v@Q
x(0)+ vy x0)+y©O’

while z ! 0. Thus if there is an innate bias favoring
extrem ism , a frozen nal state wih no consensus is in—
evitable. On the other hand, if centrists are dom inant
(o < q), there centrist consensus is the nalresult.

O ur results can also be adapted to detemm ine the nal
states probabilities In them ean— eld lim it ofthe A xelrod

m odel for the case of two features and two states per
feature. The four possble states of an individual can be
represented by

+ o+ + +

W e de ne the dynam ics to be that if an interaction pair
has one comm on feature, then the other feature where
disagreaem ent exists is picked and the iniial agent takes
on the state of the interaction partner.
T here are four possble consensus states: all , +,
+ ,and + + , and two types of frozen states: m xtures of
and + + ,and m xturesof + and+ .W ecan iden-—
tify the states and + + in thisA xelrod m odelw ih the
and + states, respectively, in our spin-1 Ising m odel,
and the states + and + taken together wih the 0
state ofthe spin-1 Isingm odel. T hen, using our previous
resuls, if the Initial densities of and + + statesare x
and y respectively, the probabilities of and + + con-—
sensus and the probability of frozen m xture of and
++ are given by the expressionsP (x;y), P+ (x;y) and
P. (x;y) respectively ®qs. {2) and (13)). By sim ilar
argum ents, the probabilities of + and +  consensus
and the probability of + and + frozen m ixture are
given by the above expressionsw here x and y arenow the
Initial densities of + and +  states respectively. Un-—
fortunately, this exact m apping onto an equivalent Ising
sodn system doesnot work when there arem ore than two
features and/orm ore than two states per feature.
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APPENDIX A:SOLUTION TO EQUIVALENT SCHRODINGER EQUATION

W e present the solution to Eq. Cl]:) T his tums out be the Schrodinger equation for the P osch}Teller potentialholk
ﬁl4], for which the generic form of the equation is

2;; b 2 sgnz D, oélsz Y w) =0 @1
wih k?= 1+ m? =1, = ,and__( 1)=3=4.ThjsJaste<_quatjonhastheroots 1=3=2and ,= 1=2.The
eigenvalues and ex_:]envectors ofEq. @_]:) are (see, Porexample, t_lé_J:]page 92):

k2 = 2(+ +2n)?

u, () = sin cos oFi(n; + +n; + =;sh® );

2

wih n = 0;1;2;:, and where ,F; is the hypergeom etric finction.
For = 1=2,u,( )divergesat = 0and = =2. Thuswe take the solution for = 3=2 only and obtain the
elgenfunctions and eigenvectors ofEq. ClL

1+m? = 3+ 2n)? ®2)

3 3
up () = si? o8 LF;( n;3+ n;2;sin® ):

T he solutions for the angular finction In Eq. aj) therefore have the form

a()=f£()w()=sf2 ,F;( n;3+ n;2;sh’® );

withm given by Eq. @2). Finally, the generic om of the product solution Fy ( ; )= Ry () o ( ) toEq. (§) is
Fo(; )= Ay 2@ m4p 2000 (),

The coe cient A must be zero because F is zero at the origin. Thus

Fo(; )= 2®"sn® @ ),F1( n;3+ n;2;sn® );
and the general solution to Eq. C_‘ﬂ) is

®
F(; )= o 2%™ sn?2 ,F( n;3+ n;2;sin® ): @3)

W e need the set of hypergeom etric finctions ,F; to form an orthogonal set to obtain the coe cients c, from the
boundary condition:

F(=1; )=1= g sn?2 ,F1( n;3+ n;2;sn? ):

Fortunately, the finctions ;F; are related, or certain qaea Cc Integer param eters, to the A ssociated Legendre Poly—
nom ials (that are known to form an orthogonalset) via QS

n (D™ (+m+1) @ x*)m=2 1 x
P"™ x)= IR T | 2F1m ym + + 1;m o+ 1 ):
m m .
Ifwetakem = 1, = n+ 1landx= cos2 weobtan:
2n!
JF1( ngn+ 3;2;sn® )= ————— Pl (OS2 ):



T hen the general solution Eg. {_P:_i) can be w ritten as

F(; )= %™ sn2 Pl (os2 ); @4)

n=0

w here we absorbed the factor (nfz)!! into the coe cient cy, .

1. Solution for P.

To detemm Ine P, , wenow apply the boundary condition F = 1 at = 1 and obtain
xR
F(=1; )=1= ¢ sh2 Pl,,(cos2 );
n=0
and using the orthogonality-nom alization of the Pr} 'swe obtain the ¢, ’s:

8
< 0 n odd;

G = | (2n + 3) . @ 5)
O+ 2@+ 1) 1 evens

Substituting these coe cients in Eq. @ 4], we obtain Eq. (12).

2. Solution for P,

To detem ine P, , we rst need the rst-passage probability F %k;y) ©r the e ective random walker to hit the
speci cpoint k%1  x°) onthe ocusx+ y = 1,when starting from (x;y). This rst-passage probability also satis es
the basic di erential equation (r§:), but w ith the boundary conditions given in Eq. (.'_ZZL:) . In polar coordinates the last
of these boundary conditions s F (x%%;1 x)=F (% = 1; )= (o5 cog Y. Thus we now detem ine the
coe clentsc, In Eqg. @-_&) by

(8  cof %= G sh@ )Pl (cos2 ):

n=0
Inverting this relation and using the orthogonality of the Pr} 's Eqg. {5_3) ], we obtain

@n+3) Pg,,(os2
n+2)n+ 1) sn2 ©

U sing this result and transform ing back to xy coordinates, we obtain the rstpassage probability

X pon+ 1) Plex® 1
enr 1) 2, Cx ) pﬁ/(><+y)“Pn1 S ®6)

_ n@+ 1) %00 %0 X+ y

F &%%;y) =

W e then substitute this expression for F &°k;y) into Eq. @-(_i) to detem ne P, (x;y). In so doing, we encounter
the integral
23
Plex® 1
I= XO?M

0 x01  x9

dx’:

P—— x
To evaliate this integral, we rstm ake the variable changex = 2x° 1,usethe dentity P} (x)= 1 x2 %, and
Integrate by parts to give

Z 1 Z 1
x+1) Pl&) &+ 1) &Py (x)
I= p——dx = dx;
L2 1 =2 L2 dx
Z
®+ 1) ! 1
= 2 P, (x) 1=2 P, x)dx;
1 1
Z 1

1
= Pn () > Po&)Pn ®)dx=1 no; @)



wherewe haveused Po x) = 1,P, (1) = 1 8n,aswellas
Z
! 2

P P dx = :
) n X)Pn ) on+ 1 ™®

U sing the results of Eq. C_?z_a) and Eq. {_A_:/:) nEqg. {_59‘), we obtain the solution quoted In {_2-j)

APPENDIX B:REDUCTION OF P.

To reduce the series representation C_l-i_i) forP, to a closed fom , we start w ith the identity

8
<0 n even;

PlO=_( 1) nl

o Do n odd;

and m ake the variable changen = 2m + 1 wihm 0 Integer to obtain

)é m 1
b, @)= (D™ (4m + 3) @m  1)! Q@ 220D,
2@ + 1) (2m)!!

m =0

This In nite series can be summ ed by the follow ing a]gebraic_m anijpulation. We de new = (1
dm + 3can berewritten as @2m + 1)+ 2m + 1), so that Eqg. @_],') becom es

e 2 + 1) @m) ! L 2 + 1) @n) !
2 om DU R X om 1) R
= ——— (w) +w — (W) ;
(2m ) !! @m ) !
=1 m=0
X om 1o i
=1 a w (w)";
L ©m ) !
1 w
1+ w

1 X om  1n

1 x (Cm )1
m=0

X (" em+1) @em 1N (m+1)+><3‘ (D"2@m+ 1) @n LU oo
w w H

10

B1)

z)?. The factor

4

T his then gives closed expression for the probability of reaching the m ixed state as a function ofz quoted in Eq. {_l-fl) .



