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A bstract. The Sznajd m odelis an Ising spin m odelrepresenting a sim ple

m echanism of m aking up decisions in a closed com m unity. In the m odeleach

m em berofthecom m unity can taketwo attitudesA orB represented by a spin up

orspin down staterespectively.Ithasbeen shown that,in one-dim ension starting

from a totally random initialstate,three �nal�xed points can be obtained;all

spins up,allspins down or an antiferrom agnetic state in which each site take a

statewhich isoppositefrom itstwo nearestneighbors.Here,a m odi�cation ofthe

updatingruleoftheSznajd m odelisproposed in ordertoavoid such antiferrom ag-

netic state since itisconsidered to bean unrealistic state in a realcom m unity.

The Sznajd m odelis a successfulIsing spin m odeldescribing a sim ple

m echanism ofm aking up decisionsin a closed com m unity.Them odelallow

each m em berofthecom m unity tohavetwoattitudes,tovoteforoption A or

tovoteforoption B.Thesetwoattitudesareidenti�ed with thestateofspins

variables up or down respectively. A dynam ic is established in the m odel

in which a selected pairofadjacent spins in
uence theirnearest neighbors

through certain rules,applied in a random sequentialm anner. In several

votes(unitsofevolution tim e)som edi�erencem ofvotersforA and against

isexpected.Thedynam icrulesoftheSznajd m odelare[1]

{ ifSiSi+ 1 = 1 then Si� 1 and Si+ 2 takethedirection oftheselected pair

[i,i+1], (r1)

{ifSiSi+ 1 = -1then Si� 1 takesthedirection ofSi+ 1 and Si+ 2 thedirection

ofSi, (r2)

being Si the state ofthe spin variable at site i. These rules describe the

in
uenceofa given pairofm em bersofthecom m unity on thedecision ofits

nearestneighbours.
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In onedim ension,theoriginalrulesgiverisetothreelim iting casesin the

evolution ofthesystem

(i)allm em bersofthecom m unity voteforA (allspinsup),

(ii)allm em bersofthecom m unity voteforB (allspinsdown),

(iii)50% voteforA and 50% voteforB (alternatingstate).

Here,attention is paid to the last lim iting antiferrom agnetic case (iii).

Thisantiferrom agneticcase,although posiblein otherspinssystem s,can be

considered tobequiteunrealisticin am odeltryingtorepresentthebehavior

ofa com m unity. To achieve exactly a 50-50 �nalstate in a com m unity is

alm ostim possible,specially ifitiscom posed by m ore than a few dozensof

m em bers.[2]On the other hand such antiferrom agnetic state im plies that

each m em ber ofthe com m unity issurrounded by a neighborwhich hasan

oppositeopinion.A quite\uncom fortable" situation,certainly.

From a sim ulationalpointofview,ifthe evolution ofa one-dim ensional

Sznajd m odelis started from an antiferrom agnetic state,i.e.,a chain of

neighbors with opposite opinions,the originaldynam ic rules doesnotgive

riseto any evolution atall.

Inordertoavoidtheunrealistic50-50alternating�nalstate,new dynam ic

rulesareproposed:

{ ifSiSi+ 1 = 1 then Si� 1 and Si+ 2 take the sam e direction ofthe pair

[i;i+ 1], (r1)

{ ifSiSi+ 1 = -1 then Si take the direction ofSi� 1 and Si+ 1 take the

direction ofSi+ 2. (r2)

Using the new rules,in case ofdisagreem entofthe pairSi-Si+ 1,rule r2

m akethespin ito \feelm oreconfortable" sinceitendsup with atleastone

neighborhaving itsown opinion.

Twosam plesofevolution ofasystem followingthenew rulesand starting

from an antiferrom agnetic state are shown in Fig. 1,fora N = 100 lattice

size.Itcan beseen thatthe50-50�nalstatein com pletely avoided and that

the other two types oftotalagreem ent (ferrom agnetic) �nalstates can be

achieved,with equalprobability,starting the system sfrom the sam e initial

condition.Tim e tisadvanced by onewhen each spin ofthelattice hashad

one(probabilistic)opportunity to beupdated.

Finally thescaling propertiesofthenew m odelaretested by calculating

the scaling exponent ofthe num ber ofspins that does change their state

with tim e. The value ofthis exponent has been shown to be 3=8 for the

originalSzanjd m odel.[3,4]In Fig. 2 a log-log plot ofthe evolution of

the num berofspinsin rem aining the sam e state attim e tisshown forthe

originalSznajd m odeland forthe new m odelproposed here. PlotsofFig.
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2 were obtained from sim ultaneous sim ulations ofboth m odels,using the

sam erandom num bersforupdateeach latticestarting from thesam einitial

condition.See �gurecaption fortheparam etersused in sim ulations.Itcan

beseen thatthem odelproposed heresharethesam etypeofscaling features

astheoriginalSznajd m odel,butthevalueforthescaling exponentseem sto

be di�erent.Although,m ore detailed sim ulationswould be needed in order

to verify exactly thislaststatem ent.

The authorappreciate the criticalreview ofthe m anuscriptby Prof.D.

Stau�er.
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Figure 1: Two sam ple oftim e evolution ofthe m odi�ed m odelusing an

alternating stateasinitialcondition.
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Sznajd Original
Slope = − 0.36
Modified Model
Slope = − 0.25

Figure 2:The num berofsiteswith unchanged state followsa powerlaw in

both m odels.LatticesizeN=1000 and totalsim ulation tim eT=2000.
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