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A bstract. The Szna{ model is an Ising soin m odel representing a sin plke
m echanisn of m aking up decisions in a closed communiy. In the m odel each
m em ber of the com m uniy can take two attitudes A orB represented by a spin up
or spin dow n state regpectively. It hasbeen shown that, In one-din ension starting
from a totally random initial state, three nal xed points can be cbtained; all
soins up, all soins down or an antiferrom agnetic state n which each site take a
state which is opposite from its two nearest neighbors. Here, am odi cation ofthe
updating rule ofthe Szna m odel is proposed In order to avoid such antiferrom ag-
netic state since it is considered to be an unrealistic state In a real com m uniy.

The Szna® model is a sucoessfil Ising soin m odel describing a sinple
m echanism ofm aking up decisions in a closed comm unity. The m odel allow
each m em ber ofthe com m unity to have two attitudes, to vote foroption A or
to vote for option B . T hese two attitudes are identi ed w ith the state of oIns
variabls up or down resoectively. A dynam ic is established in the m odel
In which a selected pair of ad pcent spins In uence their nearest neighbors
through certain rules, applied In a random sequential m anner. In several
votes (units of evolution tin e) som e di erencem ofvoters forA and against
is expected. The dynam ic rules of the Szna{d m odel are [i]

{ ifS;Si1 = 1then S; ; and Sy, take the direction of the selected pair

G+ 1], (rl)
{ ifS;S; 1 = -1 then S; ; takesthe direction ofS;, ; and S, », the direction
ofS;, (r2)

being S; the state of the spin varablk at site i. These nules describe the
In uence of a given pair ofm em bers of the com m unity on the decision of its
nearest neighbours.
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In one din ension, the orighalrules give rise to three lin iting cases in the
evolution of the system

(1) allm embers of the comm uniy vote orA @Il soins up),
(i) allm em bers of the comm uniy vote for B (@llsoins down),
(iil) 50% vote forA and 50% vote forB (@ltemating state).

Here, attention is paid to the last lin iting antiferrom agnetic case (iii).
T his antiferrom agnetic case, although posible in other soins system s, can be
considered to be quite unrealistic In a m odel trying to represent the behavior
of a community. To achieve exactly a 50-50 nal state in a communityy is
aln ost In possible, specially if it is com posed by m ore than a f&w dozens of
members. B] On the other hand such antiferrom agnetic state in plies that
each m em ber of the comm unityy is surrounded by a neighbor which has an
opposite opnion. A quite \uncom fortable" situation, certainly.

From a sinulational point of view, if the evolution of a one-dim ensional
Szna§ model is started from an antiferrom agnetic state, ie. a chain of
neighbors w ith opposite opinions, the original dynam ic rules does not give
rise to any evolution at all.

In order to avoid the unrealistic 50-50 altemating nalstate, new dynam ic
rules are proposed:

{ ifS;iS41 = 1 then S; ; and Si , take the sam e direction of the pair

f;i+ 11, (xl)
{ if $;S441 = -1 then S; take the direction of S; ; and S;; take the
direction of Sy 5. (r2)

U sing the new rules, In case of disagreem ent of the pair S;-8;, 1, rule r2
m ake the spin ito \feelm ore confortablk" since it ends up w ith at least one
neighbor having its own opinion.

Two sam ples ofevolution ofa system follow ing the new rulesand starting
from an antiferrom agnetic state are shown in Fig. 1, fora N = 100 lattice
size. It can be seen that the 50-50 nalstate In com pltely avoided and that
the other two types of total agreem ent (ferrom agnetic) nal states can be
achieved, w ith equal probabiliy, starting the system s from the sam e initial
condition. T in e t is advanced by one when each spin of the lattice has had
one (probabilistic) opportuniy to be updated.

F inally the scaling properties of the new m odel are tested by calculating
the scaling exponent of the num ber of spins that does change their state
with tine. The value of this exponent has been shown to be 3=8 for the
origihal Szan{d model. 3, 4] Th Fig. 2 a logJog plt of the evolution of
the num ber of spIns In ram aining the sam e state at tin e t is shown for the
original Szna{ m odel and for the new m odel proposed here. P lots of F ig.



2 were cbtained from sinultaneous sinulations of both m odels, using the
sam e random num bers for update each lattice starting from the sam e nitial
condition. See gure caption for the param eters used In sin ulations. It can
be seen that the m odel proposed here share the sam e type of scaling features
as the original Szna { m odel, but the value for the scaling exponent seem s to
be di erent. A lthough, m ore detailed sin ulations would be needed In order
to verify exactly this Jast statem ent.

T he author appreciate the critical review of the m anuscript by Prof. D .
Stau er.
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Figure 1: Two samplk of tim e evolution of the m odi ed m odel using an
alemating state as initial condition.
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Figure 2: The number of sites w ith unchanged state follow s a power law in
both m odels. Lattice size N=1000 and total sin ulation tim e T= 2000.



