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W e consider the dynam ics ofthe voter m odeland ofthe m onom er-m onom er catalytic process

in the presence ofm any \com peting" inhom ogeneities and show,through exact calculations and

num ericalsim ulations, that their presence results in a nontrivialuctuating steady state whose

propertiesare studied and turn outto speci�cally depend on the dim ensionality ofthe system ,the

strength ofthe inhom ogeneitiesand theirseparating distances.In fact,in arbitrary dim ensions,we

obtain an exact(yetform al) expression ofthe orderparam eters (m agnetization and concentration

ofadsorbed particles) in the presence ofan arbitrary num ber n ofinhom ogeneities (\zealots" in

the voter language) and form alsim ilarities with suitable electrostatic system s are pointed out. In

thenontrivialcasesn = 1;2,we explicitly com pute the static and long-tim e propertiesofthe order

param etersand thereforecapturethegenericfeaturesofthesystem s.W hen n > 2,theproblem sare

studied through num ericalsim ulations. In one spatialdim ension,we also com pute the expressions

ofthe stationary order param eters in the com pletely disordered case,where n is arbitrary large.

Particularattention ispaid to thespatialdependenceofthestationary orderparam etersand form al

connectionswith electrostatics.

PACS num bers:89.75.-k,02.50.Le,05.50.+ q,75.10.H k

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recently,m uch attention hasbeen devoted to the�eld

of nonequilibrium m any-body stochastic processes [1].

In particular the study ofexact solutions ofprototypi-

calm odelssuch asthe voter m odel[2]hasproved to be

fruitfulforunderstandingabroad classofnonequilibrium

phenom ena [1]. In m odeling nonequilibrium system s,it

is often assum ed that the underlying spatialstructure

is hom ogeneous. However, in real situations stochas-

tic processestake place in the presence ofim perfections

(dislocations,defects,etc)thatm odify locally the inter-

actions (see e.g. [1, 3] and references therein). It is

thereforehighly desirableto takeinto accountthee�ects

ofdisorder,inhom ogeneitiesand defectsorotherspatial

constraintswithin sim ple and m athem atically am enable

m odels.M otivated by the aboveconsiderations,in a re-

centletter[4],thepropertiesofa paradigm aticnonequi-

librium statistical m echanics m odel (the voter m odel)

in the presence ofone single inhom ogeneity (a zealot)

havebeen studied and itwasshown thatthepresenceof

single zealot has dram atic e�ects on the dynam ics and

the steady state. Forthism odel,in low dim ensions,all

of the agents eventually follow the zealot. O bviously,

realsystem s are quite com plex and the case ofa single

defect cannot be considered as being generic. To gain

som einsighton m orerealisticsituations,wepresenthere

an approach allowing us to com pute exact properties,

in arbitrary dim ensions,ofa class ofstochastic m any-

body system s in the presence of n com peting inhom o-

geneities. This study is carried out in the context of

�Electronic address:m m obilia@ vt.edu,georgiev@ vt.edu

twophysically relevantsystem s:thevoterm odeland the

m onom er-m onom er catalytic reaction (in the reaction-

controlled lim it). W e consider such a study as a fur-

thercontribution toward the understanding ofa classof

disordered nonequilibrium m any-body processes (where

inhom ogeneitieswould notbe spatially �xed but would

be random ly distributed). W e show that the presence

of\com peting inhom ogeneities" (in the sense oflocally

perturbing the otherwise hom ogeneousdynam ics)gener-

allyresultsin aspace-dependentuctuatingsteadystate.

Theam enablecasewheren = 2 isanalytically studied in

detailand thestaticand long-tim epropertiesoftheorder

param etersareobtained and theirspatialdependenceare

com puted.The situation where n � 2 isinvestigated by

num ericalsim ulations.Also,in onespatialdim ension,we

are able to com pute the stationary orderparam etersin

the com pletely disordered case (i.e when n is arbitrary

large). W e therefore show how the stationary m agne-

tization/concentration dependson the dim ensionality of

thesystem ,thestrength oftheinhom ogeneitiesand their

separating distances.In particular,weshow thatthe lo-

calperturbation ofthe dynam icsm ay giveriseto subtle

coarsening phenom ena.In 1D and 2D,when thedensity

oftheinhom ogeneitiesisvanishingin thetherm odynam ic

lim itthere isstillcoarsening in the system . O ppositely,

when the density of the com peting inhom ogeneities is

non-zero there isno coarsening,even in one and two di-

m ensions.W e obtain an exact,yetform al,expression of

the order param eters(m agnetization and concentration

ofadsorbed particles)in arbitrary dim ension.In dim en-

sionsd = 2;3 we pay specialattention to the radialand

polardependence ofthese quantities. Also,form alsim -

ilaritieswith electrostatic system s are pointed out. The

organization ofthis work is the following: In the next

section weintroducetheinhom ogeneousvoterm odel.In

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0412306v3
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2

Section III,we presentthe generalm athem aticalset-up

and the form alsolution ofthe problem . In Section IV,

westudy analytically the voterm odelin the presenceof

two \com peting zealots" in one,two and three dim en-

sions and provide num ericalresults for the case where

n � 2.In Section IV.B,fortheone-dim ensionalcase,we

also derive the expression ofthe static m agnetization in

the com pletely disordered situation where n isarbitrary

large. Section V is devoted to the study ofthe process

ofm onom er-m onom ercatalysisreaction on an inhom oge-

neoussubstrate,whosem athem aticalform ulation isvery

closeto thatofthe(inhom ogeneous)voterm odeland in

Section VIwe sum m arizeand presentourconclusions.

II. V O T ER D Y N A M IC S IN T H E P R ESEN C E O F

C O M P ET IN G ZEA LO T S

The(hom ogeneous)voterm odelisan Ising-likem odel

where a spin (\individual"),associated to a lattice site

r,can have two di�erent \opinions" �r = � 1 [2]. The

dynam ics of such system is im plem ented by random ly

choosing one spin and changing itsstate to the value of

one of its random ly chosen nearest neighbors. In the

(hom ogeneous)voterm odel,the globalm agnetization is

conserved and thedynam icsisZ2 sym m etric(invariance

underthe globalinversion �r ! � �r). The im portance

ofthevoterm odelstem sfrom thefactthatitisoneofa

very few stochasticm any-body system sthataresolvable

in any dim ension.Itisusefulfordescribing the kinetics

ofcatalyticreactions[5,6],forstudying coarsening phe-

nom ena [7,8]and also servesas a prototype m odelfor

opinion dynam ics[4,9,10].

Concepts inspired by statistical m echanics have al-

ready been em ployed to som e extent in the last two

decades to m im ic socialissues [11]. Very recently vari-

antsofthe voterm odeland m odern toolsofnonequilib-

rium statisticalphysics,such as various m ean-�eld-like

approachesand exactm ethods[4,12,15],num ericalsim -

ulations[9,13,14,16],form ulation on random networks

[10,16](seealsoreferencestherein),wereused intensively

toquantitativelystudy further,both m athem aticallyand

num erically,collective phenom ena,such as the opinion

form ation,inspired by socio-culturalsituations. In this

context,thevoterm odeland itsvariantsplay a key r̂ole,

as it is often used as a reference m odel. Despite ofall

these e�orts,voter-like m odels have m ainly be studied

on hom ogeneousand/ortranslationally-invariantspatial

structures.

In contrast to m ost of the previous works, here we

study,usingexactanalyticalm ethodsand num ericalsim -

ulations,a spatially inhom ogeneous voter m odel. It is

de�ned on a hypercubic lattice ofsize (2L + 1)d,where

individuals, labeled by a vector r having com ponents

� L � ri � L (with i= 1;:::;d),m ay interactaccord-

ing to the usualvoter dynam ics. In addition,we now

considerthatthere are n zealots(labeled j = 1;:::;n),

occupying the sites faj = (a
j

1;:::;a
j

d
)g. These agents

interactwith theirneighboring spinsin a biased fashion.

A zealot at site aj favorsone ofthe opinions �j = � 1,

i.e. it ips with an additionalrate �j > 0 (additional

to theusualvoterrate)toward hisfavoritestate.Asthe

zealots interact e�ectively with allofthe spins on the

lattice,there is a com petition between them aim ing at

\convincing"asm any spinsaspossible.Clearly,because

the zealots perturb the dynam ics locally,the system is

disordered,nottranslationally invariantand the m agne-

tization isnotconserved.

According to the spin form ulation ofthe m odel,the

state ofthe system is described by the collection ofall

spins: S � f�rg. In thislanguage,the dynam icsofthe

m odelis governed by the usualvoter m odeltransition-

rate [2,5,6]supplem ented by localterm sinvolving the

zealots’reaction. The spin-ip rate,w r(S) � w(�r !

� �r),thereforereads:

wr(S)=
1

�

 

1�
1

2d
�r

X

r0

�r0

!

+

nX

j= 1

�j

2
(1� �j�aj)�r;aj:(1)

Herethesum on right-hand side(r.h.s.) runsoverthe2d

nearestneighborsr0ofsiter and � � 1=d > 0de�nesthe

tim e scale. The probability distribution P (S;t)satis�es

the m asterequation:

d

dt
P (S;t)=

X

r

[wr(S
r)P (Sr;t)� wr(S)P (S;t)]; (2)

where the state Sr di�ersfrom con�guration S only by

thespin-ip of�r.Using them asterequation (2),in the

therm odynam ic lim it L ! 1 ,the equation ofm otion

ofthe localm agnetization atsite r,denoted by Sr(t)�P

S
�r P (S;t),reads:

d

dt
Sr(t)= � rSr(t)+

nX

j= 1

�j(�j � Saj(t))�r;aj: (3)

Here � r denotes the discrete Laplace operator:

� rSr(t) � � 2dSr(t)+
P

r0
Sr0(t). W e can im m edi-

ately notice from (3) that the stationary m agnetiza-

tion obeysa discrete Poisson-likeequation:� rSr(1 )=P n

j= 1
�j(Saj(1 )� �j)�r;aj. There is an obvious and

striking resem blancebetween thisequation and thewell-

known equation forthe electrostaticpotentialgenerated

by n classicalpointchargeslocated atfajg. Therefore,

onem ay betem pted to form ally identify Sr(1 )with an

electrostaticpotentialand think thatthe problem could

besolvedeasily.In fact,theproblem ism uch hardersince

the quantitiesplaying the r̂ole ofchargesdepend them -

selveson them agnetization.In otherwords,the problem

of�nding the stationary m agnetization is isom orphic to

the problem ofdeterm ining the electrostatic potentialin

a discrete system where the value ofthe charges depends

on the potentialitself. Because ofthisfact,the calcula-

tion ofSr(1 )cannotbeinferred directly from theresults

known from electrostaticsand the com putationshaveto

be carried out in a self-consistentm anner,as described

hereafter.
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III. G EN ER A L SET -U P A N D FO R M A L

SO LU T IO N

In thissection,weshow how to com putethem agneti-

zation ofthevoterm odelin thepresenceofan arbitrary

num berofinhom ogeneities(com peting zealots)and pro-

vide a \form al" solution ofEq.(3).

For further use,we introduce the following quantity:

Îr(s) �
R1
0

dt e� st
�
e� 2dtIr1(2t):::Ird(2t)

�
= Î� r(s),

where In(2t) = I� n(2t) =
R�
0

dq

�
cos(qn) e2tcosq is the

usualm odi�ed Besselfunction of �rst kind [20]. The

quantity Îr(s)can berewritten in term sofW atson inte-

grals,or\latticeG reen-functions":

Îr(s)= Î� r(s)=

Z �

� �

ddq

(2�)d

e� iq:r

s+ 2[d�
P d

i= 1
cosqi]

; (4)

where q = (q1;:::;qd) is a d� dim ensionalvector. W e

alsointroducetheFouriertransform ofthem agnetization

Sq(t)=
X

r

e
iq:r

Sr(t): (5)

Fourier transform ing (3),we obtain the following equa-

tion:

d

dt
Sq(t) = � 2d

 

1�
1

d

dX

i= 1

cosqi

!

Sq(t)

+

nX

j= 1

e
iq:a

j

A
j(t); (6)

where A j(t) � �j(�j � Saj(t)): Laplace-transform ing

Eq. (6), we obtain the following expression for the

Laplace-Fouriertransform ofthe m agnetization:

Ŝq(s)=

P

j
eiq:a

j

Â j(s)

s+ 2d

n

1� 1

d

P d

i= 1
cosqi

o ; (7)

where Â j(s)�
R1
0

dte� stA j(t).Fortechnicalsim plicity,

wehaveconsidered thatthesystem isinitially in a state

with zero m agnetization: Sr(0) = 0. Inverse Fourier

transform ingEq.(7),wegettheLaplacetransform Ŝr(s)

ofthe m agnetization:

Ŝr(s)=
X

‘

Z �

� �

ddq

(2�)d

Â ‘(s)ei(a
‘
� r):q

s+ 2d

n

1� 1

d

P d

i= 1
cosqi

o (8)

As both right and left hand-side (l.h.s.) still depend

on the Laplacetransform ofthe m agnetization (through

Â j(s)on the l.h.s.),to obtain an explicitexpression for

Ŝaj(s),wehaveto�nd aself-consistentsolution ofEq.(8)

forallofthe aj’sby plugging r = aj into Eq.(8). Solv-

ing the resulting linearsystem ,in therm odynam ic lim it

(L ! 1 )weobtain:

Ŝaj(s)=
X

‘

Z �

� �

ddq

(2�)d

Â ‘(s)ei(a
‘
� a

j
):q

s+ 2d

n

1� 1

d

P d

i= 1
cosqi

o ;(9)

which can be rewritten
P

‘

�

M j;‘ +
�j;‘

� j

�

Â ‘(s)= �j=s,

wherethesym m etricn� n m atrixM isde�ned asfollows:

M j;‘(s) =

Z �

� �

ddq

(2�)d

ei(a
‘
� a

j
):q

s+ 2d

n

1� 1

d

P d

i= 1
cosqi

o

= Îaj� a‘(s)= Îa‘� aj(s): (10)

To obtain the two last equalities,we used the integral

representation (4).W enow introduceanothersym m etric

n � n m atrix,N ,de�ned by:

N j;‘(s;f�g)� M j;‘(s)+
�j;‘

�j
; (11)

and from it,using Eq.(9),oneobtains Â j and Ŝaj:

Â
j(s) =

1

s

X

‘

�‘[N
� 1(s;f�g)]j;‘ (12)

Ŝaj(s) =
1

s

 

�j �
1

�j

X

‘

�‘[N
� 1(s;f�g)]j;‘

!

(13)

At this point,we can get an explicit expression for the

Laplacetransform ofthem agnetization by pluggingback

(12)into (8).In the therm odynam ic lim it(L ! 1 ),we

have:

Ŝr(s)=
1

s

X

j;‘

�‘Îaj� r(s)[N
� 1(s;f�g)]j;‘; (14)

and therefore,form ally them agnetization isobtained by

Laplace-inverting Eq.(14):

Sr(t)=
1

2�i

�

Z c+ i1

c� i1

ds

s
e
st
X

j;‘

�‘Îaj� r(s)[N
� 1(s;f�g)]j;‘:(15)

Thisexpression m eansthatwe have recastthe problem

ofsolvingtheinhom ogeneousvoterm odelin thepresence

ofarbitrarym anyinhom ogeneitiesintoawell-de�ned lin-

earalgebraproblem whosem ain,butnontrivial,analytic

di�culty residesin the inversion ofthe m atrix N . The

steady state of the m agnetization for L ! 1 can be

directly inferred from Eq.(14)asfollows:

Sr(1 )= lim s! 0

X

j;‘

�‘Îaj� r(s)[N
� 1(s;f�g)]j;‘: (16)

The exactexpression forthe long-tim e m agnetization is

obtained by Laplace-inverting the s ! 0 expansion of

Eq.(14),after having subtracted the static contribution

Sr(1 )=s,and by paying due attention to the situations

where the integrals (4) are divergent. It is also worth

m entioning that the properties of the m odi�ed Bessel

functionsofthe �rstkind,Ir(t)[20],allow usto write a
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form aland im plicitsolution ofEq.(3)forL ! 1 ,which

reads:

Sr(t)=
X

k

Sk(0)

dY

i= 1

�
e
� 2t

Iki� ri(2t)
�

+
X

j

�j

Z t

0

dt
0
A
j(t� t

0)

dY

i= 1

h

e
� 2t

0

I
ri� a

j

i

(2t0)

i

:(17)

To solveitexplicitly forSr(t),onehasto Laplacetrans-

form (17)and then solve the resulting linearsystem [4],

which is equivalent to the procedure described above.

The expression (17)is advantageousifone is interested

in theglobalm agnetization ofthesystem .In fact,aswe

consideran initially hom ogeneousand \neutral" system

(Sk(0)= 0),using Eqs(17),the globalm agnetization of

the system can be written:

M (t) �
X

k

Sk(t)=

nX

j= 1

Z t

0

d� A
j(�)

=

nX

j= 1

�j

Z t

0

d� [�j � Saj(�)]; (18)

whereweuse the identity
P 1

k= � 1
Ik(t)= et [20].

The situation considered here isparticularly interest-

ing when the zealots favor di�erent opinions and there

is an e�ective com petition occurring in the system . In

this case we expect nontrivial nonequilibrium space-

dependentsteady states. O fcourse,we can easily check

thatin the presence ofone single zealot(n = 1)located

atsite0,with strength �1 = � and �1 = 1,werecoverthe

resultsreported in Reference [4]. In thiscase we sim ply

have: N � 1 = �

h

�Î0(s)+ 1

i� 1

and,together with (8),

werecoverŜr(s)=
� Îr (s)

s(� Î0 (s)+ 1)
.In Ref.[4],oneofushas

shown thatin low dim ensionsthevoterm odelwith only

one zealot evolves toward the unanim ous state favored

by the inhom ogeneity.

IV . T H E V O T ER M O D EL IN T H E P R ESEN C E

O F T W O C O M P ET IN G ZEA LO T S

In thissection we speci�cally considerthe case where

two com peting zealotsare present(j = 1;2):O ne,with

strength �1 = �,located at site a1 = 0 and the other

located at site a2 = x with a strength �2 = �. This

case is explicitly tractable and displays interesting fea-

tures,which turns outto be generic for the case n > 1

as illustrated by num ericalsim ulations. For this case,

we have N =

�
Î0(s)+ �� 1 Îx(s)

Îx(s) Î0(s)+ �� 1

�

forL ! 1 ,

and therefore,using Eq.(14),we infer the expression of

the Laplacetransform ofthe m agnetization atsite r :

Ŝr(s) =
1

s

X

j;‘

Îaj� r(s)�‘(s)[N
� 1(s;f�g)]j;‘

=
��1Îr(s)+ ��2Îr� x(s)+ ��

n

Îr(s)

�

�1Î0(s)� �2Îx(s)

�

+ Îr� x(s)

�

�2Î0(s)� �1Îx(s)

�o

s[1+ (� + �)̂I0(s)+ ��(̂I2
0
(s)� Î2x(s))]

; (19)

where �1;2 = � 1. O bviously,the inhom ogeneoussystem

with twozealotsisinterestingin thecasewhen �1 = � �2.

In fact,it is clear from Ref. [4]thatin 1D and 2D the

condition �1 = �2 im plies that Sr(1 )= �1. In this sit-

uation, the long-tim e approach toward the unanim ous

steady stateisSr(t)� Sr(1 )’ A t� 1=2in onedim ension

and Sr(t)� Sr(1 ) ’ B=lntin two dim ensions. Thus,

in low dim ensions,when �1 = �2,only the long-tim eam -

plitudesA and B changewith respectto the case where

n = 1 and � = �1 [4].

From now on,without loss ofgenerality,we consider

the m ore interesting situation when there is a com peti-

tion between the zealots: �1 = � �2 = 1. Nam ely,the

zealot at the origin favors the + 1 opinion,whereas the

zealotatsitex favorstheopposite� 1state.In thiscase,

Eq.(19)sim pli�esasfollows:

Ŝr(s)=
�Îr(s)� �Îr� x(s)+ �� (̂Ir(s)� Îr� x(s))(̂I0(s)+ Îx(s))

s[1+ (� + �)̂I0(s)+ ��(̂I2
0
(s)� Î2x(s))]

: (20)

Di�erent questions can be asked here: W hat is the

rangeofinuenceofeach zealot? How \e�cient"arethe

zealots? How doestheopinion ofarandom ly picked spin
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FIG .1:(a)G raphicalrepresentation ofa m icroscopic con�g-

uration ofthe spins on a one-dim ensionalchain. The zealot

favoring the+ 1 opinion with a strength �,indicated by a dot

and a larger up-spin,is at the origin. O n the right of the

origin,ata distancex,theotherzealot,indicated by a square

and a largerdown-spin,favorsthe� 1 statewith a strength �.

(b) Typical1D stationary m agnetization pro�le Sr(1 ) (de-

noted sim ply Sr in the�gure)versusr in thetherm odynam ic

lim it. O n the left of the origin and the right of the other

zealot, the static m agnetization reaches two plateaus with

heights given by Eqs. (23) and (24). Between the zealots,

the stationary m agnetization varieslinearly according to Eq.

(22).

evolvewith thetim e,and whatwillbeits�nalopinion ?

Thesequestionswillbeanswered in thenextsectionsby

explicitcalculation ofthe stationary m agnetization and

itslong-tim ebehavior.

A . R esults in 1D

First we focus on the one-dim ensionalsituation and

considerthe case when both com peting zealotsare sep-

arated by a �nite distance x [See Fig.1(a)]. Itisworth

studying thepropertiesoftheone-dim ensionalversion of

the inhom ogeneous voter m odelbecause ofits physical

im plication forthecatalysis(seeSection V)and itsclose

relationshipwith theIsingm odelwith G lauberdynam ics,

which isan im portanttheoreticalm odel,known to have

m any physicalapplications[1,4].In fact,in theabsence

ofzealotstheone-dim ensionalvoterm odelcoincideswith

theG lauber-Isingm odelwith zerotem peraturedynam ics

[17,18].

In 1D,one com putes explicitly Îr(s) in Eq. (4) as

follows[20,21]:

Îr(s)� Îr(s) =

�
[
p
s+ 4�

p
s]=2

	2r

p
s(s+ 4)

; (21)

wherer= jrj.W eseethatin 1D Îr(s)divergesforsm all

s ass� 1=2.

W ithout loss of generality we consider the situation

illustrated in Fig.1 and thus,from Eqs. (20),(21),the

long-tim eexpression forSr(t)in thecasewherer2 [0;x]

is

Sr(t)=

�
� � � � ��(2r� x)

� + � + ��x

�

�
1

(� + � + ��x)
p
�t

�
2f� � � � ��(2r� x)g+ ��xf�(x � r)� r�g

� + � + ��x
+ �r+ �(r� x)

�

:(22)

Forthe spinson the rightofthe origin,with x < r< 1 ,we�nd

Sr(t)=

�
� � � � ��x

� + � + ��x

�

�
1

(� + � + ��x)
p
�t

�
2(� � � � ��x)� �2�x2

� + � + ��x
+ �r+ �(x � r)

�

; (23)

whereasforthe spinson the leftofthe origin,with 0< r< 1 ,we�nd:

S� r(t)=

�
� � � + ��x

� + � + ��x

�

�
1

(� + � + ��x)
p
�t

�
2(� � � + ��x)+ ��2x2

� + � + ��x
+ �r� �(r+ x)

�

: (24)

Finally, when both r ! 1 and t ! 1 , Îr(s) !

e� r
p
s=(2

p
s). Using this expression in Eq.(20), as in

Ref.[4], we obtain a scaling expression for the m agne-

tization:

S� r(t)’

�
� � � � ��x

� + � + ��x

�

erfc

�
r

2
p
t

�

; (25)

where erfc(x) = 2
R1
x

dy
p
�
e� y

2

is the usualcom plem en-

tary error function. W e infer from (22) that in the

�nite interval separating the two zealots, the station-

ary m agnetization pro�le decays linearly with a slope

� 2��=(� + � + ��x). O utside from this interval,the

�nal m agnetization is uniform on the right and left

hand side from both inhom ogeneities. In fact,(23)and

(24) show that the static m agnetization ofthe spins is

S� r(1 )=
�� �� ��x

�+ �+ ��x
(see Figs.1(b),2). These plateaus
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FIG .2: The stationary distribution Sr(1 ) on a L = 1024

lattice with two com peting zealots. The zealot favoring the

positive opinion (dot) is located at the origin with � = 0:02

and theotheronefavoring thenegativeopinion (square)isat

r = 430 with � = 0:01. The agreem ent with the theoretical

resultsforan in�nite system isexcellent.

di�er signi�cantly from the values � 1 only when when

the product�� iscom parable to x� 1. Therefore in 1D,

the�nalstationarysolution,which issum m arized on Fig.

1(b), is polarized and can be understood as being the

solution ofa discrete one-dim ensionalelectrostaticPois-

son equation with peculiarboundary conditions.In fact,

it is wellknown that in 1D the electrostatic potential

varies linearly with the distance to the charges. Here,

the nontrivialpart of the analysis is to com pute in a

self-consistent m anner the heights ofthe plateaus. All

these pro�les are approached algebraically in tim e,i.e.

Sr(t)� Sr(1 ) ’ At� 1=2 (as in the case with only one

zealot[4]),with am plitude depending nontrivially ofall

param eters ofthe system A = eA(�;�;x)r. O bviously,

becausethereisa distancex separating thezealotatthe

origin from theother,theexpression forSr(t)isnotsym -

m etricwith respectto thesite0.W ecan noticethatthe

expressions(22),(23)and (24)sim plify when thestrength

ofthe zealotis in�nite (� = � = 1 ). In this case,the

zealotshavea�nalm agnetization S0(1 )= � Sx(1 )= 1.

Result (25) tells us that for spins in�nitely far away

from the zealots,the m agnetization evolvesasa sm ooth

scaling function ofthe variable u � r

2
p
t
. This scaling

function di�ers from zero (the initialcondition) after a

long tim e (i.e. t� r2 ! 1 ),when the variable u has

a �nite value. It follows from Eqs.(23),(24) and (25)

that in 1D the e�ect of the zealots is felt and propa-

gates as t1=2 ! 1 . For large tim e and distance,when

1 � t� r2,we see from Eq.(25)thatSr(t)isstillclose

to itsinitialvalue.W hen t� r2,alltheagentsapproach

ast� 1=2theactiveand uctuating stationary m agnetiza-

tion (23). From Eqs. (22) and (18),we can infer the

long-tim e behavior of the globalm agnetization in the

system . As�(1� S0(t))� �(1+ Sx(t))’
2(�� �)

�+ �+ ��x

1p
�t

when � 6= �,the averagenum berofvotersfollowing the

strongestzealotevolves(atlong-tim e)asthesquare-root

oftim e: M (t)’
4(�� �)

�+ �+ ��x

q
t

�
. Thisresultim plies that

the tim e T necessary for the strongest zealot to dom i-

nate(on average)thewhole1D system scalesasT � L2,

whereL ! 1 .W hen � = �,the system isexactly sym -

m etric with respectto x=2,and in average there are as

m any + 1 spinsthan � 1 onesin the whole system .

O n Fig.2weshow thestationarym agnetization Sr(1 )

on a �nite lattice with L = 1024 for two com peting

zealotsobtained from M onteCarlosim ulations.Forsim -

ulating the m odelwe use random sequentialdynam ics

by picking random ly an \active" site (eitherone ofthe

zealots or a site that has at least one nearest neighbor

in a di�erentstate)and ipping itwith a rate given by

Eq.(1).The tim e afteran attem ptfora ip isupdated

with the am ount 1=N a,where N a is the num ber ofac-

tive sitesbefore the currentupdate. To accountforthe

factthatthesim ulationsareon a �nitelattice,wherethe

spin atthe left(right)boundary site hasonly one near-

estneighboron the right(left),the spin-ip rate atthe

boundariesism odi�ed such thatitdependsonly on the

stateofa singleneighbor.The�rst2� 108 M onteCarlo

steps (M CS) are discarded and typically we sam ple the

con�gurationson thelatticeevery5000M CS forthenext

5� 109 M CS.Thestationary distribution forSr(1 )ob-

tained from the sim ulationsisin an excellentagreem ent

with the theoreticalvaluesobtained fora in�nite lattice

and sketched on Fig.1(b).

Fig.3 showsthe resultfrom M onte Carlo sim ulations

on a relatively sm all(L = 8192) lattice for various av-

erage quantities. The long tim e behavior of the local

m agnetization �S0(t) � S0(1 )� S0(t) and �Sx(t) �

Sx(1 )� Sx(t)clearly show thet� 1=2long tim ebehavior,

in agreem entwith Eq.(22).In Fig. 3 wealso reportnu-

m ericalresultsforthe averagenum berofinterfaces(i.e.

twoneighboringsiteswith di�erentspins)vs.tim e.This

quantity givesusagood qualitativeand quantitativepic-

ture ofthe coarsening ofthe system .Fig. 3 showsthat

the average value ofthe interfaces,which equals to the

num ber ofthe clusters of+ 1 and � 1 spins,evolves as

t� 1=2 before saturating at a sm allnon-zero value. O ne

can notice that for a long tim e the system evolves and

coarsensasin thehom ogeneousvoterm odel[6],butdue

to the presence ofthe two com peting zealots,subtleties

appearatlong tim es.In fact,onehasto distinguish be-

tween thethreepossiblesituationsforthecoarsening:(i)

when wehaven < 2 (i.e.none oronly onezealoton the

lattice),thereistheusualcoarsening(an in�nitedom ain

spanstheentiresystem )[6];(ii)when 2� n and theden-

sity (n=L)ofthe com peting inhom ogeneities is zero for

L ! 1 ,thereisstillcoarseningin thesensethatthesize

ofthedi�erentdom ainsform ed increaseswith thesizeof

the lattice but neverspansthe entire lattice;(iii) when

thedensity ofthecom peting zealotshasa non-zerovalue

in the therm odynam ic lim it,there isno longercoarsen-

ing as the form ation oflarge dom ains is prevented by
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FIG .3: Coarsening on the one-dim ensionalm odelwith two

com petingzealots.The�gureshowstheaveragenum berofin-

terfacesvs.tim e,theaveragem agnetization ofthetwozealots

(seethetext)S0(t)and Sx(t),and also�S0(t)� S0(1 )� S0(t)

and �Sx(t)� Sx(1 )� Sx(t).The sim ulation ison L = 8192

lattice for � = 0:5,� = 0:2 and x = 3000 and the continu-

ouslinesshown have a slope � 0:5,aspredicted by Eq.(22).

Forthischoice ofthe param eters,the average num berofin-

terfaces decays algebraically toward a sm allbut �nite value

(here,� 2:0� 10�4 ).

the interaction with the num erous(com peting)inhom o-

geneities.

After having discussed in detailthe case n = 2,we

would like to pointoutthatin one spatialdim ension it

is possible to com pute the stationary m agnetization for

an arbitrary num ber n ofzealots in a m ore direct and

intuitive fashion than relying on Eq.(16). In fact, let

usconsiderthatthe zealots,labeled by j = 1;:::;n are

at sites � 1 < a1 < a2 < � � � < an < 1 . By plugging

theansatzthatthestationarym agnetization between the

sites aj and aj+ 1 reads Sr(1 ) = Saj(1 )+ j(r � aj)

into � rSr(1 ) = �
P n

j= 1
�j(�j � Saj(1 ))�r;aj, where

we have introduced j �
S
aj+ 1 (1 )� S

aj
(1 )

xj
and xj �

aj+ 1 � aj,weobtain:

1�r;a1 + (2 � 1)�r;a2 + � � � + (n� 1� n� 2)�r;an � 1

� n�r;an =

nX

j= 1

�j(Saj(1 )� �j)�r;aj: (26)

Solving these equations,we obtain the stationary m ag-
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FIG .4:An exam plefornum ericalsim ulation ofthecasewith

4 zealotson a L = 1024 lattice (seethetext).Thebiasofthe

zealots from left to right is 0:01 (negative),0:02 (positive),

0:013 (negative)and 0:003 (positive).

netization ateach sitesa1 � aj � an:

Sa1(1 ) = �1 +
1

�1

Sa2(1 ) = �2 +
2 � 1

�2

...
...

...

San � 1(1 ) = �n� 1+
n� 1� n� 2

�n� 1

San (1 ) = �n �
n� 1

�n
: (27)

O f course, in each of these equations for Saj(1 ),

the right-hand-side depends on Saj(1 ) and Saj+ 1(1 )

through j.Theequations(27)arethereforeasetofcou-

pled linearequationsthatcan be rewritten asP S = v,

whereP isan� n band m atrix,which onlynon-vanishing

entriesare

Pj;j = � (xj� 1+ xj + �jxj� 1xj); 1 < j< n

Pj;j� 1 = xj; 1< j< n

Pj;j+ 1 = xj� 1; 1< j< n

P1;1 = � (1+ �1x1)

Pn;n = � (1+ �nxn� 1)

P1;2 = Pn;n� 1= 1; (28)

and S and v are colum n vectorswhich com ponentsare

respectively

Sj = Saj(1 ); 1 � j� n

v1 = � �1�1x1

vj = � �j�jxj� 1xj; 1< j< n

vn = � �n�nxn: (29)

Therefore,thesolution of(27)isobtained by inverting
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the band m atrix P and reads:

Saj(1 )=

nX

k= 1

[P � 1]j;k vk: (30)

Havingsolved (atleastform ally)thesetofequations(27)

giving the stationary m agnetization ateach site aj,the

generalone-dim ensionalstationary m agnetization in the

presenceofn zealotssim ply reads:

� Ifr< a1:

Sr(1 )= Sa1(1 ): (31)

� Ifaj � r� aj+ 1 (1 � j< n):

Sr(1 )= Saj(1 )+
Saj+ 1(1 )� Saj(1 )

aj+ 1 � aj
(r� a

j): (32)

� Ifr> an:

Sr(1 )= San (1 ): (33)

Asan exam ple,letusconsiderthecasewherethereare

four zealots on the chain,as illustrated in Fig.4. This

�gureshowsthattheone-dim ensionalstationary m agne-

tization pro�le is a piecewise function,as predicted by

Eqs.(31)-(33). W hen n = 4,asin Fig.4,Eqs. (27)ex-

plicitly read :

Sa2(1 ) � (1+ �1x1)Sa1(1 )= � �1�1x1

x1Sa3(1 ) � (x1 + x2 + �2x1x2)Sa2(1 )+ x2Sa1(1 )

= � �2�2x1x2

x2Sa4(1 ) � (x2 + x3 + �3x2x3)Sa3(1 )+ x3Sa2(1 )

= � �3�3x2x3

Sa3(1 ) � (1+ �4x3)Sa4(1 )= � �4�4x3 (34)

The setofEqs.(34)can be solved explicitly and gives

rise to very cum bersom e expressions. Plugging into the

latterthe valuescorresponding to the system sim ulated

in Fig.4,i.e. �1 = 0:01;�1 = � 1,�2 = 0:02;�2 = + 1,

�3 = 0:013;�3 = � 1 and �4 = 0:003;�4 = + 1, and

x1 = 230;x2 = 240;x3 = 130,we obtain: Sa1(1 ) =

� 0:529;Sa2(1 ) = + 0:556;Sa3(1 ) = � 0:441;Sa4(1 ) =

� 0:0367. These values can be com pared to the re-

sults ofthe sim ulations,reported in Fig.4 ,where we

obtained Sa1(1 ) = � 0:53 � 0:01;Sa2(1 ) = + 0:55 �

0:01;Sa3(1 ) = � 0:45� 0:01;Sa4(1 ) = � 0:04� 0:005.

Thesecom parisonsshow thatthereisan excellentagree-

m entbetween thetheoreticalvaluespredicted by theso-

lution (30)ofthesystem (34)and the num ericalresults.

This agreem ent is som ewhat surprising as the sim ula-

tionsreported in Fig.4 havebeen carried on a relatively

sm allsystem (L = 1024),whereasallthe theoreticalre-

sults(27)-(34)have been derived in the therm odynam ic

lim it.Thisfactindicatesthatouranalyticresultsm aybe

quantitatively accurate even for large,but non-in�nite,

system s. In the lim it where the strength ofthe zealots

is �1 = � � � = �n = 1 , all the expressions sim plify

and it folows from (27) that Saj(1 ) = �j, while, for

aj � r� aj+ 1,Sr(1 )= �j +

�
�j+ 1� �j

aj+ 1� aj

�

(r� aj).W hen

�1 = � � � = �n = 1 ,this 1D system can be related to

the one-dim ensionalspin m odelwith G lauberdynam ics

(at zero-tem perature) in the presence ofquenched ran-

dom �eldsofin�nitestrength [18]:in thevoterlanguage,

thesituation considered by theauthorsofRef.[18]would

correspond to the case where at each site j a \voter"

would have a probability p to be a zealot favoring the

opinion �j = � 1 with strength �j = 1 and would havea

probability 1� 2p to be an ordinary agent.The (slight)

di�erence between such a m odeland the one studied in

Ref.[18]isthe factthateach zealot(even when he isen-

dowed with an in�nite strength)can be \forced" to ip

byhistwoneighbors,whilein Ref.[18]the(random )m ag-

netic �eldspin the spinsalong theirdirection.However,

as�j = 1 ,each zealotj rapidly ipsback to hisprefer-

ableopinion �j and thusboth m odelsarevery closeand

display the sam estationary m agnetization.

W e also would liketo em phasizethattheresults(27),

(30) provide the exact m agnetization ofthe com pletely

disordered one-dim ensionalvoter-m odel,whereeach site

is endowed with a speci�c spin-ip rate. In this case,

one would have n = L ! 1 zealotsin the system with

xj = aj+ 1 � aj = 1,and thestructureofthem atrix P is

rathersim ple [seeEq.(28)].

B . R esults in 2D

In two dim ensions,the integralofEq.(4)isalso diver-

gentin thelong-tim eregim es! 0and thereforeitsm ain

contribution arisesfrom q2 � q21 + q22 ! 0.In thissense,

we�rstexpand Eq.(4)forsm allsin thecasewhen r = 0:

Î0(s)���!
s! 0

�
1

4�
lns; (35)

M ore generally, for r � 1, we have (see Ref.[4])

Îr(s)���!
s! 0

1

2�
K 0 (r

p
s),where K 0(x)isthe usualm od-

i�ed Besselfunction ofthe third kind [20]. Using the

sm allargum ent expansion ofsuch a Besselfunction we

�nd thatthe long-tim e behaviorfort� r2 � 1 isgiven

by

Îr(s)� ��� !
r
p
s! 0

�
1

4�

�
ln(r2s)+ 2f � ln2g

�
; (36)

where  = 0:5772156649::: denotes the usual Euler-

M ascheroni’sconstant.From theexpression (20),when x

issu�ciently largeto useEq.(36),weobtain thestation-

ary m agnetization ofthe zealots: S0(1 ) ’
�� �+

� �

�
ln x

�+ �+
� �

�
ln x

and Sx(1 ) ’
�� ��

� �

�
ln x

�+ �+
� �

�
ln x

. Interestingly these expres-

sionsresem bleto the onesobtained in 1D [see Eqs(23),

(24)]. The only change is in the dependence on sepa-

rating distance: W ith respect to the 1D case,one has
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FIG .5: Sketch ofthe typical2D spatialdependence ofthe

stationary m agnetization when L ! 1 . At the origin,in-

dicated by a dot,is the zealot favoring the state + 1 with a

strength � = 1. Ata distance x � 1,indicated by a square,

is the zealot favoring the state � 1 with a strength � ’ 0:9.

According to Eq. (37),the agents within the disk ofcenter

c ’ 2x and ofradiusR ’ 1:4x have a negative �nalm agne-

tization (denoted sim ply Sr in the �gure). O utside the disk,

the�nalm agnetization oftheagentsispositive(seethetext),

while on the circle the agents are in a \neutral" �nalstate.

Thestaticm agnetization Sr(1 )exhibitsboth radialand po-

lardependence.

x ! 1

�
lnx.W hen r� 1 and jr � xj� 1,from (20),us-

ingEqs.(35)and (36),thestationarym agnetizationreads

(seeFig.5):

Sr(1 )���������!
r� 1;jr� xj� 1

� � � �
��

�
ln r

jr� xj

� + � +
��

�
[lnx + �( � ln2)]

(37)

Far away from both zealots,and in the case ofsu�-

ciently separated zealots,i.e.r� x � 1,thisexpression

sim pli�es:

Sr(1 )���� �!
r� x� 1

� � � �
��

�

x

r
cos�

� + � +
��

�
[lnx + �( � ln2)]

; (38)

where cos� � r:x

rx
. Here we used the fact that

ln(r=jr � xj) = x cos�

r
+ O ((x=r)2),when r � x � 1.

These resultsshow that,because ofthe com petition be-

tween the two zealots,the stationary m agnetization isa

uctuating steady state exhibiting nontrivialradialand

polardependence. Also,when � = � = 1 ,Eq.(37)re-

ducestoSr(1 )�� �������!
r� 1;jr� xj� 1

ln
jr� x j

r

ln x+ �(� ln 2)
and S0(1 )=

� Sx(1 )= 1.

Regarding the dynam ical behavior, in the regim e

where t� m ax(jr � xj2;r2),the long-tim e behavior of

the m agnetization isthe following:

Sr(t)� Sr(1 )’ �
1

lnt

2

4
ln r

2�

jr� xj2�
�

��

�
ln r

jr� xj
fln(x=2)+ g+ 2(� � �)( � ln2)

� + � +
��

�
flnx + �( � ln2)g

3

5 : (39)

In the situation where r � x � 1, the

above expression sim pli�es and the approach to-

ward the steady-state (38) is Sr(t) � Sr(1 ) ’

� 1

ln t

h
2[(�� �)ln r+ x

r
� cos�]�

� �

�
f x

r
cos� ln xg

�+ �+
� �

�
fln x+ �(� ln 2)g

i

. For t � r2,

these results tell us that the 2D system evolves loga-

rithm ically slowly toward a space-dependentuctuating

steady state. As in the presence ofonly one zealot,we

can see thatin 2D the m agnetization doesnotexhibita

scaling expression between r and twhen r2 � t� 1 [4].

Thisisdueto thelogarithm icterm s,speci�cto thetwo-

dim ensionalsituation,appearing in (35)and (36). Nat-

uralquestionsarise regarding the spatialdistribution of

\opinions":W hatisthe spatialvoting distribution in the

steady-state? W hich region is characterized by a m ajor-

ity ofpositive/negative opinion ? How does the strength

of� and � a�ectthe �nalspatialopinion distribution ?

To answerthese questions,we use Eq.(37)and notice

that in the lim it r � 1 and jr � xj � 1, the spatial

region whereSr(1 )= 0 obeysthe equation:

r

jr � x j
= �

� 1 with � � exp

�
�[� � �]

��

�

(40)

W hen � 6= �, i.e. for � 6= 1, such an equation can

be recast into the following form : r2 + 2rx

�2� 1
cos� �

x
2

�2� 1
= 0, i.e. the polar equation of a circle C(c;R)

centered at c = 1

1� �2
x and of radius R =

�x

j1� �2j
=

x=2sinh
�
j�� 1� �� 1j

�
. This result,together with (37)

and (40),im plies that in 2D,for � 6= �,the agents lo-

cated on the circle C(c;R)are \neutral" they have zero

�nalm agnetization as illustrated in Fig. 5. From (37)

and (40)we can also conclude that:

� If� > 1,i.e. � > �,the agents that are within

(outside) the disk IntC(c;R)have a positive (negative)

m agnetization.

� If� < 1,i.e. � < �,the agents that are within
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FIG .6: The stationary site m agnetization Sr(1 )on a (128� 128) lattice in the presence ofsix zealots. Three ofthe zealots

favorthe + 1 state and otherthree the � 1 opinion.The picture on the leftshowsa 3D plotofSr(1 )(along the verticalaxis)

and the picture on the right is the corresponding contour plot. The strengths ofthe positive zealots are 2:0;1:2;0:8 and the

strengthsofthe negative onesare 1:6;1:4;1:0.

(outside) the disk IntC(c;R) have a negative (positive)

m agnetization.Thiscaseissketched in Figure2.

Theseresultsshow thatthem ajority ofthevoters,ex-

cept the ones enclosed in the disk, tend to follow the

opinion favored by the strongest zealot. The details

ofthe neutralregion C(c;R) depend nontrivially on all

the param eters�;� and x and,interestingly,the radius

growswith thedi�erenceofthestrength ofthezealotsas

R / 1=sinhu,where u � �� 1� �� 1. Also,R increases

linearly with the separating distancex.

� The case � = � (including � = � = 1 ),i.e. � = 1,

isspecial.In thissituation,itfollowsfrom (40)thatthe

region with zero-�nalm agnetization isno longera closed

curvebutan in�nitelinegiven by theequation r= x

2cos�

which separatesthetwo-dim ensionalspaceintotwosem i-

in�nite half-planes.

Forthenum berofzealotsn > 2 theanalyticalcalcula-

tionsbecom every tediousand weillustratetheresultsof

a M onteCarlo sim ulation ofthecasewith six zealotson

Fig.6.Thesim ulation iscarried on a (128� 128)lattice

and duetothe1=ln(t)approach tothesteady stateenor-

m oussam pling tim esarerequired.Again when sim ulat-

ing thesystem onehasto becarefulwith thesiteson the

boundaries:ifthe site lieson the edgesthen ithasonly

threenearestneighbors;and ifitisatthecorners,then it

hasonlytwonearestneighbors.Thestochasticruleshave

to beslightly m odi�ed to accountfortheboundary sites.

The geom etry ofthe zealots can be seen from contour

plot on Fig.6 where three ofthe zealots are positively

biased and three are biased negatively. The leftpicture

on Fig.6 showstheaveragem agnetization Sr(1 )on the

di�erentsitesofthe lattice. Forthese particularvalues

ofthe bias ofthe zealots and their position on the lat-

tice,in the stationary state,we observeone largeregion

ofpositive on averageopinion (a curved central\stripe"

in Fig.6)and two sm allerdisconnected regionsofa neg-

ativeopinion (neartheleftboundary and top rightedge

ofFig.6).

Regarding the coarsening ofthe 2D system ,we again

distinguish three situations: (i) when n < 2, there is

usualcoarseningand an in�nitedom ain eventually spans

the entire system ;(ii) when there is a �nite num ber of

com peting zealots large dom ains stilldevelop but their

sizeislim ited by thezealots;(iii)when thedensity ofthe

com peting zealots is �nite in the therm odynam ic lim it,

thereisnolongercoarseningastheform ation oflargedo-

m ainsisprevented by theinteraction with thenum erous

inhom ogeneities.

Toconcludethissection,asin 1D,wenoticethat�(1�

S0(1 ))= �(1+ Sx(1 ))whichim plies,withEq.(18),that

theglobalm agnetization evolves,following thestrongest

zealot(� 6= �),asM (t)� t=lnt.Asa consequence,the

tim e T necessary for the strongest zealot to dom inate

(on average)the whole2D system isT � L2 lnL (where

L ! 1 ). In the sym m etric case (� = �),as explained

above,the 2D space is exactly separated in two sem i-

in�nite half-planeswith oppositetotalm agnetization.

C . R esults in 3D

Abovetwodim ensions,theintegralsin Eq.(4)arewell

de�ned forallvaluesofs and in particularwhen s! 0.

Therefore,in contrastto what happens in 1D and 2D ,

todeterm inethelong-tim ebehaviorofthem agnetization

we cannotsim ply focus on the q ! 0 expansion of(4).

Thisalsom eansthatin dim ensionsd � 3 in thepresence

ofn zealotsthestaticm agnetization readily followsfrom

from Eq.(16):

Sr(1 )=

nX

j= 1

nX

‘= 1

�‘Îaj� r(0)[N
� 1(0;f�g)]j;‘: (41)
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The three-dim ensionallattice G reen function Îr(0) has

been com puted very recently by G lasser and Boersm a

[22]. Using the triplet (ar;br;cr) ofrationalnum bers

depending on r,given in Table 2 ofReference [22],and

the quantity g0 �

�p
3� 1

96�3

�

�2
�
1

24

�
�2

�
11

24

�
= 0:505462:::

(�(z)isEuler’sG am m afunction),ithasbeen established

that:

Îr(0)=
1

2

�

arg0 + cr +
br

�2g0

�

: (42)

W ith (20) and (42) the exact expression ofthe three-

dim ensionalm agnetization in thepresenceoftwo zealots

isexplicitly given by:

Sr(1 )=
��1Îr(0)+ ��2Îr� x(0)+ ��

n

Îr(0)

�

�1Î0(0)� �2Îx(0)

�

+ Îr� x(0)

�

�2Î0(0)� �1Îx(0)

�o

1+ (� + �)̂I0(0)+ ��(̂I2
0
(0)� Î2x(0))

: (43)

From now on,for the sake ofconcreteness,we focus

on the case where we have two com peting zealots,�1 =

� �2 = 1,and thustheexpression (43)becom esSr(1 )=
� Îr (0)� �Îr� x (0)+ �� (Îr (0)� Îr� x (0))(Î0 (0)+ Îx (0))

1+ (�+ �)Î0 (0)+ ��(Î
2

0
(0)� Î2

x
(0))

. As we are

m ainly interested in the large r lim it,one can observe

that Îr(0)isjustthestaticsolution ofthePoisson equa-

tion � rÎr(0)= � �r;0,which solution in the continuum

lim it is Îr(0) ’ Î(r) = 1

4� r
(r > 0). This result,ob-

tained from an \electrostatic reform ulation",isvalid on

the discrete lattice for r � 1 [31]. W ith the help of

(43),thisresultallowsto com pute the3D stationary lo-

calm agnetization forr� 1 and jr � xj� 1 :

Sr(1 )= �
1

4�

�
C1

r
+

C2

jr � xj

�

; (44)

where C1 = � 2�

2+ �g0
and C2 =

2�

2+ �g0
. Again,the resem -

blance with electrostaticsis striking: the static m agne-

tization isform ally the electrostatic potentialgenerated

by the \charges" C1 at site 0 and C2 at x. As already

noticed,thedi�culty residesin thefactthatthecharges

C1 and C2 area prioriunknown and havebeen com puted

in a self-consistentway (assum ing a large enough sepa-

ratingdistancex),with thehelp oftheexactand discrete

results(42),(43)[32].Even though theresult(44)isfor-

m ally valid forr � x � 1,asexplained above,itgives

already accurate predictionswhen r � 1 and x is�nite

butlargeenough (e.g.already when x � 6).Itissugges-

tive that in the lim it where � = � = 1 ,the \charges"

C2 = � C1 = 2=g0. In thiscase the m agnetization in Eq.

(44)can beviewed asthepotentialoftheelectricdipole

ofcharges� 2=g0.To m ake the connection with electro-

staticseven m ore transparent,itisworthwhileto notice

thatthe expression (44)can be rewritten using a m ulti-

pole expansion. Also,when � = 0,we recoverSr(1 )/

1=r,asreported in Ref.[4].In fact,onehasjr � xj� 1=

(r2 + x2 � 2r:x)� 1=2 = 1

r

P 1

m = 0

�
x

r

�m
Pm (cos�),where

cos� � x:r

xr
and the Pm (cos�)are the Legendre polyno-

m ials.Thusthe expression (44)can be recastinto

Sr(1 )= �
1

4�r

"

C1 + C2

1X

m = 0

�
x

r

�m
Pm (cos�)

#

: (45)

Atthis pointitisim portantto m ention a m ajordi�er-

ence with the case where only a single zealotispresent.

In thelattersituation,asshowedin Ref.[4],justbytaking

the continuum lim it ofthe equation for the m agnetiza-

tion,one could anticipate thatSr(1 )/ r� 1 (i.e it has

only radialdependence)in threedim ensions,which isthe

m ain desired inform ation.In thetwo-zealotcase,asthere

isa com petition between the e�ectsofthe \charges" C1
and C2,wereally need to determ ineSr(1 )through Eqs.

(42),(43),to obtain the nontrivialspatialdependence of

the stationary m agnetization through (44),(45).

Regarding the dynam icalapproach toward the steady

state,itisdi�cultto study thesm allsbehaviorof Îr(s)

and to rigorously obtain the long-tim e approach toward

the stationary m agnetization. However,it follows from

Eq.(17)that:

Sr(t)� Sr(1 ) �
1

2� (4�t)
1

2

�

h

C1e
� r

2
=4t+ C2 e

� jr� xj
2
=4t
i

:(46)

Thisresultisexpected tobeaccuratein theregim ewhere

t! 1 ;r� 1and jr � xj� 1.Aspreviouslym entioned,

wecan can discussabouttheregionswith positiveorneg-

ative stationary m agnetization. To determ ine the \neu-

tral"region (whereSr(1 )= 0)itfollowsfrom (44)that,

in the lim it where r � 1 and jr � xj� 1,one has to

solve

r

jr � xj
= �

� 1 with � �

�
�
�
�

C2

C1

�
�
�
�=

�(2+ �g0)

�(2+ �g0)
: (47)

W hen � 6= �,i.e. for� 6= 1,the equation can again be

recastintothefollowingform :r2+ 2rx

�2� 1
cos�� x

2

�2� 1
= 0.
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Such an expression is the polar equation of a sphere

�(C ;R ) centered at C = 1

1� �2
x with a radius R =

�x

j1� �2j
.From Eq.(44),wecan also inferthe following:

� If� > 1,i.e. � > �, the agents that are within

(outside) the sphere �(c;R) have a positive (negative)

m agnetization.

� If� < 1,i.e. � < �, the agents that are within

(outside)the sphere �(C ;R )have a negative (positive)

m agnetization.

Theseresultsshow thatm ajority ofthevoters,except

the onesenclosed in thesphere�(C ;R ),tendsto follow

the opinion favored by the strongestzealot. The details

oftheneutralregion �(C ;R )depend nontrivially on all

theparam eters�;� and x.In particular,wenoticethat

R increaseslinearly with the separating distancex.

� The casewhere � = �,i.e. � = 1,isspecialbecause

thus the \e�ective charges" are such that jC1j= C2. In

particular,this is the case when � = � = 1 . It thus

followsfrom (47)thatthe region with zero-�nalm agne-

tization isno longera surfacebutan in�niteplane,given

by r = x

2cos�
,that separatesthe 3D space into two re-

gions.

In 3D,�(1 � S0(1 )) 6= �(1 + Sx(1 )) when � 6= �,

and thus the globalm agnetization of the above inho-

m ogeneous voter m odelevolves linearly with the tim e:

M (t)� t.Thisim pliesthatthetim eT necessary forthe

strongestzealotto dom inate (on average)the whole 3D

system scalesas T � L3,where L ! 1 . O n the other

hand,when � = �,thespaceisdivided in twosym m etric

regionswith oppositetotalm agnetization.

Finally,in the case whereboth zealotsfavorthe sam e

opinion � = � 1,i.e. �1 = �2 = �,one hasjustto m odify

the expressionsof\charges" in Eqs(44),(45)and (46).

In fact,theseresultsarestillvalid with C1 = � 2��

2+ �g0
and

C2 = �
2��

2+ �g0
.

V . M O N O M ER -M O N O M ER C A TA LY T IC

R EA C T IO N O N A N IN H O M O G EN EO U S

SU B ST R A T E

The other m odelthat we speci�cally consider in this

workisthem onom er-m onom ercatalyticreaction.Such a

processisofconsiderableinterestin m any�eldsofscience

and the technology. In the catalysisthe rate ofa chem -

icalreaction is enhanced by the presence ofa suitable

catalyticm aterial,such astheplatinum used to catalyze

the oxidation ofcarbon m onoxide (2C O + O 2 ! 2C O 2)

[19,23].Becauseofthe num erousand practicalim plica-

tionsofthecatalyticreaction,itisofprim einteresttobe

able to m odelitsquantitative and qualitative behavior.

In general,these processes are described within m ean-

�eld like approacheswhere itisassum ed thatm olecules

arerandom ly distributed on the substrate [19,23].Spa-

tial uctuations and excluded volum e constraints are

thus ignored,despite ofthe fact that these e�ects are

shown to play often a crucialr̂ole[24].

In the m odeling of catalysis [23], the m onom er-

m onom ersurfacereaction m odelplaysan im portantpart

atleastfrom a theoreticalpointofview becausethesim -

plicity ofthe m odelallowsto addressseveralissuesana-

lytically,such asthe r̂ole ofthe uctuations[5,24],the

interfacialroughening [25],and the di�usion ofthe ad-

sorbents[26].

Them onom er-m onom ercatalyticprocesson an hom o-

geneoussubstrateisby now wellunderstood and itcom -

prisesthe following reactions[5,6]:

A + ; ��!
kA

A S

B + ; ��!
kB

B S

A S + B S �!
kr

AB " + 2;:

The A and B particles im pinge upon a substrate with

rates kA and kB ,respectively,adsorb onto vacant sites

(;)and form a m onolayersofadsorbed particles,A S and

B S. Nearest-neighborpairs ofdi�erent adsorbed parti-

cles,A SB S,reactand desorb with rate kr,leaving two

vacant sites (2;) on the substrate. The dynam ics on a

spatially hom ogeneous substrate is m ost interesting in

dim ensionsd � 2,when kA = kB (otherwise the species

with thebiggerratewillrapidly saturatethe substrate).

In thiscasethere iscoarsening on the substrateinduced

by uctuationsand islandsofA S and B S particlesgrow.

Asin Refs.[5,6],wewillconsiderthereaction-controlled

lim it,where kr � kA = kB . Thislim itturnsoutto be

usefulfrom a technicalpoint ofview and,m ost im por-

tantly,providesqualitatively the sam e kind ofbehavior

asthe generalcase [5,6,24]. In the reaction-controlled

lim it,the substrate quickly becom es fully occupied and

stayscovered with A S’sand B S’sforever(vacanciesare

im m ediatelyre�lled).Thekineticsofm onom er-m onom er

substrate reaction m odelistherefore a two-state system

thatcan bem apped onto the voterm odelsupplem ented

by an in�nite-tem perature K awasakiexchange process

[5,6]. In fact,in the m onom er-m onom er catalytic re-

action under consideration,A S and B S desorb and the

resulting em pty sites are instantaneously re�lled either

by A SB S (no reaction),A SA S;B SB S (voterdynam ics),

or by B SA S (K awasakiexchange dynam ics at in�nite

tem perature).

Clearly, m ore realistic situations should include the

presenceofinhom ogeneitieswhich could deeply a�ectthe

propertiesofthe system . In fact,realsubstrates(in 1D

and 2D ) display generally som e degrees ofspatialhet-

erogeneity which are attributed to im perfections, such

as dislocations and defects [27]that m odify locally the

interactions on the substrate. In som e previous works

translationally-invariantdisordered m odels for catalysis

have been considered within m ean-�eld like approaches,

i.e.rateequationsand pairapproxim ation [28].In these

works,it was shown that quenched substrate im perfec-

tionsdram atically a�ectthe dynam icsresulting in a re-

active steady-state. O ne should em phasize that both

the physicalsystem s (in this work,the inhom ogeneities
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arenotrandom ly distributed but�xed)and theanalytic

m ethods(weobtain exactresultsin arbitrarydim ensions,

while the authors of [28] em ployed m ean-�eld-like ap-

proaches)considered heredi�erfrom ,and arethuscom -

plem entary to,those ofRef.[28]. Also,very recently,an

equilibrium m odelform onom er-m onom ercatalysison a

disordered substratewassolved [29].

Hereafter we study the static and dynam icale�ects

oflocalinhom ogeneities in the m onom er-m onom er cat-

alytic reaction-controlled processand show how to take

advantageoftheresultsobtained fortheinhom ogeneous

voterm odelto infer som e exactproperties. In fact,we

considerthe genuine nonequilibrium situation where the

substrateisspatially inhom ogeneous,becauseofthepres-

ence ofa collection ofn inhom ogeneitieslocated atsites

fajg;j = 1;:::;n favoring the localadsorption ofA’s

or B ’s. W e show that the inhom ogeneities induce spa-

tially dependent reactive steady-state when n > 1. As

a substrate,as described in Section II,we consider an

hypercubic lattice with (2L + 1)d sites and introduce a

set ofparam eters �0j taking the values 0 or 1 and con-

sider,in addition to theusualhom ogeneouscatalyticre-

action described above, that som e inhom ogeneities lo-

cally favorthe presence ofA via desorption ofB ’s(and

vice versa)through the additionalreactionsB S � !
� j

A S,

where�0j = 1,and A S ��!
� j0

B S,where�
0
j0 = 0.W e there-

foreconsiderthefollowing hom ogeneousprocesses(voter

+ in�nite-tem perature K awasakidynam ics), alloccur-

ring with thesam erates1=2,and local(inhom ogeneous)

reactions at sites aj and aj
0
6= j, occurring respectively

with rates�j and �j0:

A SB S ��!
1=2

A SA S;A SB S ��!
1=2

B SB S;

A SB S ��!
1=2

B SA S;

A S �����!
� j;�

0
j
= 0

B S;B S ������!
� 0

j0
;�0

j
= 1

A S:

Here, the bim olecular reactions correspond to the

voter dynam ics supplem ented by K awasaki in�nite-

tem perature exchange process,whereas m onom olecular

processescorrespond to reactionsinduced by localinho-

m ogeneitiesfavoring the adsorption ofone species. Fol-

lowing the sam e stepsasin Refs[5,6],forthisspatially

inhom ogeneousm onom er-m onom ercatalytic process,in

the therm odynam ic lim it we obtain the following equa-

tion ofm otion fortheconcentration cr(t)ofA S atsiter

ofthe substrate:

d

dt
cr(t)= � rcr(t)+

nX

j= 1

�j(�
0
j � caj(t))�r;aj: (48)

O fcourse,the concentration ofB S at site r is sim ply

given by1� cr(t).Theresem blanceofEquation (48)with

(3)isstriking (the only di�erence isthathere �0j = 0;1)

and one can im m ediately inferthe solution of(48)from

(15and (20)).In particular,in thetherm odynam iclim it,

starting from a system initially com pletely occupied by

B S particles,theLaplacetransform oftheconcentration

ofA s reads:

ĉr(s)=
1

s

X

j;‘

�
0
‘Îaj� r(s)[N

� 1(s;f�g)]j;‘; (49)

and we get for the tim e-dependent concentration (ini-

tially cr(0)= 0):

cr(t)=
1

2�i

Z c+ i1

c� i1

ds

s
e
st
X

j;‘

�
0
‘Îaj� r(s)[N

� 1]j;‘: (50)

In thislanguage,the quantity

M
0(t)�

X

k

ck(t)=

nX

j= 1

�j

Z t

0

d�
�
�
0
j � caj(�)

�
(51)

providestheaveragetotalnum beroftheA S particleson

the substrateattim e t.

Next, we restrain ourself to physical situations and

considerin detailthe m onom er-m onom ercatalytic reac-

tion in the presence ofone and two inhom ogeneities in

oneand two dim ensions.

A . Inhom ogeneous m onom er-m onom er catalytic

reaction in the presence ofone single \defect"

Here,we considerthe case where there is a single in-

hom ogeneity at site a1 = 0,with strength �1 = � and

�1 = 1. In this case,we sim ply have N � 1 = �

1+ � Î0(s)
.

Therefore,startingfrom a system initially fullofB S par-

ticle (i.e.cr(0)= 0)we obtain:

ĉr(s)=
1

s

�Îr

1+ �Î0(s)
: (52)

O n the right-hand side ofthis equation,one recognizes

im m ediately the sam e expression as the Laplace trans-

form ofthe m agnetization obtained in Ref. [4]. From

previousresults,wecan im m ediately inferthe long-tim e

behaviorofthe concentration ofA s particles.

1. Results in 1D

Following the sam e steps as in Ref. [4], on a one-

dim ensionalsubstrate we �nd from (52) that the long-

tim e behaviorofthe concentration ofA S reads:

cr(t)’ 1�
r+ 2=�
p
�t

: (53)

Thisresultisvalid forany 0� r< 1 .

W hen both r! 1 and t! 1 ,weobtain thefollowing

sim ple scaling expression [4]:

cr(t)’ erfc

�
r

2
p
t

�

: (54)
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2. Results in 2D

In twodim ensions,followingresultsfrom Ref.[4]weob-

tain a non-scaling expression fortheconcentration,with

very slow tim e-dependence:

c0(t)� c0(1 )’ �

�
4�

�

�
1

lnt
; (55)

where c0(1 )= 1. Forthe other sites,we �nd thatthe

long-tim ebehaviorin the regim et� r2 � 1 isgiven by

cr(t)� cr(1 )’ �
lnr2

lnt
; cr(1 )= 1: (56)

As in the one-dim ensionalcase,the stationary concen-

tration ofA S correspondsagain to a substratefully cov-

ered with A S particles,i.e. cr(1 )= 1. Therefore,the

presence ofa single inhom ogeneity favoring locally the

adsorption ofA S isenough to com pletely coverthe sub-

stratewith A S in spite ofthe factthatinitially only B S

particles were present. From the expressions (53),(55)

and (51),we can also com pute the totalnum ber ofA S

particles on the substrate at tim e t � 1. In so doing,

oneobtainsM 0(t)�
p
tin theone-dim ensionalcaseand

M 0(t)� t=lntin 2D.

B . Inhom ogeneous m onom er-m onom er catalytic

reaction in the presence oftw o defects

Here,weconsiderthe casewheretwo \com peting" in-

hom ogeneities are present: one is at site a1 = 0,with

strength �1 = � and �1 = 1 and theotheratsitea2 = x,

with strength �2 = � and �2 = 0.

In thiscase,usingEqs.(49)and (11),weobtain thefol-

lowing expression for the Laplace transform ofthe con-

centration ofA s atsite r,starting from cr(0)= 0:

ĉr(s)=
1

s

X

j;‘

Îaj� r(s)�
0
‘[N

� 1(s;f�g)]j;‘

=
�Îr(s)+ �� (̂Ir(s)̂I0(s)� Îr� x(s)̂Ix(s))

s[1+ (� + �)̂I0(s)+ ��(̂I2
0
(s)� Î2x(s))]

: (57)

1. Results in 1D

In onedim ension,withoutlossofgenerality,weassum e

thattheinhom ogeneity atsitea2 = x,x = jxj,ison the

rightsideofthe origin.

Proceeding as in section IV.A, we study the static

and long-tim e behaviorofthe concentration ofA S with

cr(0)= 0,and distinguish varioussituations:

� Forsitesbetween thetwoinhom ogeneities,i.e.0 �

r� x weget:

cr(t)’
�[1+ �(x � r)]

� + � + ��x
�

�
�

� + � + ��x

�

�
1

p
�t

�

r+
[1+ �(x � r)](2� ��x2=2)

� + � + ��x

�

(58)

� At the right ofthe origin,when x < r < 1 ,we

obtain:

cr(t) ’
�

� + � + ��x

�

�

1�
1

p
�t

�

r+
2� ��x2=2

� + � + ��x

��

: (59)

� Attheleftoftheorigin,when 0 < r< 1 ,we�nd:

c� r(t) ’
�

� + � + ��x

�

�

1+ �x �
1

p
�t

�

r+
(1+ �x)(2� ��x2=2)

� + � + ��x

��

:

(60)

� W hen both t! 1 and r! 1 ,we have:

cr(t) ’
�

� + � + ��x
erfc

�
r

2
p
t

�

(61)

c� r(t) ’
�(1+ �x)

� + � + ��x
erfc

�
r

2
p
t

�

: (62)

These results show that in the intervalbetween the of

inhom ogeneities,the static concentration pro�les varies

linearly from theorigin with a slope� ��=(�+ � + ��x).

O utsidefrom thisinterval,thestaticconcentrationisuni-

form on the right and left side of the origin: on the

right,cr(1 ) =
�(1+ �x)

�+ �+ ��x
,whereas on the left cr(1 ) =

�

�+ �+ ��x
. Such a static pro�le can again be interpreted

as the solution of a discrete 1D electrostatic Poisson

equation with peculiarand suitableboundary conditions.

Again,thestaticconcentration isreached according to a

power-law (cr(t)� t� 1=2)and with am plitudes depend-

ing nontrivially on allparam etersofthesystem .Atvery

largedistances,and longtim e,theconcentration displays

a scaling form which am plitude dependson which inho-

m ogeneity is the closest. O fcourse,it is easy to check

thatin the lim it� ! 0 ,asthe system isinitially fullof

B S,then cr(t) = 0. Also,when � = 0,we recover the

expressions (53) and (54). From Eqs (51) and (58) we

obtain the average num ber ofadsorbed particles which

evolves(atlong-tim e)asM 0(t)�
p
t.

Again, in one dim ension we can obtain the sta-

tionary concentration of adsorbed A S particle in the

com pletely disordered case, i.e when n is arbitrary

largejustby replacing respectively Saj(1 );Sr(1 );�j by

caj(1 );cr(1 );�0j in the expressions(27)-(33). As illus-

trated in Fig.4,in thiscasethestationary concentration

pro�leispiecewise.Also,when thenum berofcom peting

inhom ogeneitiesis�nitethesystem coarsensasdescribed

in Section IV.A.
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2. Results in 2D

In two dim ensions and at large distance from both

inhom ogeneities,i.e for r � 1 and jr � xj � 1, we

�nd a non-scaling expression for both static and tim e-

dependentconcentration ofthe A S particles:

cr(1 )’
� �

��

2�

h

ln

�
r

xjr� xj

�

� �( � ln2)

i

� + � +
��

�
(lnx + �( � ln2))

; (63)

and,when x is large enough,c0(1 ) ’
�(1+ �

�
ln x)

�+ �+
� �

�
ln x

and

cx(1 )’ �

�+ �+
� �

�
ln x

.

W ecan noticethatin 2D thestationary concentration

oftheA S particlesisa uctuating reactivestateexhibit-

ing nontrivialradialand polar dependence. Regarding

the approach toward the steady state,proceeding as in

the section IV.B,weobtain:

cr(t)� cr(1 )’ �
B 0(r;x)

lnt
(64)

where the am plitude B 0 =
� �

�
ln xfln jr� xj+ � ln 2g+ 2� ln r

�+ �+
� �

�
[ln x+ �(� ln 2)]

exhibitsa nontrivialspatialdependence. Again,the re-

sult(64)showsthatthe stationary concentration pro�le

(63) is reached logarithm ically slowly. Using Eq. (51)

we can also notice thatthe average num berofparticles

A S adsorbed on the substrate evolves(at long-tim e)as

M 0(t)� t=lnt.

Thereisa practicalinterestin understanding thespa-

tialdistribution ofadsorbed particlesin thesteady state

[30]and one can thus ask:W hatis the region ofthe 2D

substrate where one can �nd m ore A S particles ?

To answerthisquestion,from Eq.(63),weproceed as

in Section IV.B and,according to Eq.(40),we see that

when � > � (� > �),the region richer in AS particles

is outside (within) the disk IntC(c;R) [de�ned in Sec-

tion IV.B],where the concentration ofA S iscr(1 )� 1

2

(cr(1 )� 1

2
).W hen � = �,the2D substrateisseparated

into two half-planes with concentration ofA S > 1=2 in

the region including the origin.

V I. SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N

In thisworkwehaveshownhow tocom putesom eexact

propertiesofa classofm any-body stochasticsystem sin

the presence ofan arbitrary num ber ofinhom ogeneities

n,and have speci�cally focused on the voterm odeland

m onom er-m onom er catalytic reaction (in the reaction-

controlled lim it). W e have studied the e�ects oflocal

perturbations ofthe dynam icalrules on the static and

tim e-dependentpropertiesofthese m odelsby obtaining

both general(yet form al) and m any explicit results in

the presence ofone and two inhom ogeneities. In fact,

the latter situation already displaysand coversm ostof

the generic featuresofthe m odels. Nam ely,when there

isonly oneinhom ogeneity present,itisresponsiblefora

uniform and \unanim ous"steady statein low dim ensions

[4],while in the presence ofcom peting inhom ogeneities

(n > 1)the steady state isuctuating and reactive.For

the sake ofconcretenesswe have m ainly focused on the

am enablecasewith twoinhom ogeneitiesand haveshown

quantitativelyhow thelocalinteractionsdeeply a�ectthe

properties ofthese system s. Neither the stationary nor

the tim e-dependent expression ofthe order param eters

aretranslationally-invariantbutexhibitnontrivialradial

and polardependence (when d > 1).

From a sociophysicalperspective,in the voter m odel

language,this m eans that a system which tolerates the

presence of\com peting zealots",i.e. which acceptsthe

com petition between opposite pointsofview,willnever

reach a unanim ousstatebutalwaysend into a �nalcon-

�guration whereboth opinionscoexistand uctuate.O f

course,such a conclusion seem sto beconsistentwith the

resultsofelectoralcom petitionsin m odern dem ocracies.

In the presence ofcom peting inhom ogeneities(n > 1)

in low dim ensions, subtle coarsening phenom ena take

place in 1D and 2D.In fact, the localand com peting

perturbationsofthe dynam icslead usto distinguish the

case where the num ber ofinhom ogeneities is �nite and

thecasewheretheirnum beriscom parableto thesizeof

the system . In the form ercase the system coarsensand

large dom ains develop,but their size are typically lim -

ited by the num berofcom peting inhom ogeneities,while

in the lattercasecoarsening isprevented by theinterac-

tion with allthe num erousinhom ogeneities.

M orespeci�cally,in thiswork wehaveobtained exact,

yetform al,expressionsofthe staticand tim e-dependent

order param eters (see (15) and (50)). The m ain tech-

nicalproblem to carry out detailed calculation resides

in the inversion ofthe n � n m atrix N . The case with

onesingleinhom ogeneity in thevoterm odelwasalready

considered in [4]and hereweshow thatsuch resultscan

be translated in the language ofthe catalysis reaction.

In particular we have shown that on 1D and 2D sub-

strates,the presence ofa single spatialinhom ogeneity

favoring the adsorption ofone species,say A S,with re-

spectto the otherissu�cientto ensure thateventually

thesubstratewillbecom pletely �lled with A S particles.

W hen we havetwo com peting inhom ogeneities,favoring

locally opposite states or the adsorption ofparticles of

di�erentspecies,wehaveobtained rich behavior.In 1D,

between thetwo inhom ogeneities,the stationary pro�les

ofthe order param eters vary linearly with the distance

from the origin (22),(58)and then reachestwo plateaus

(23),(24)and (59),(60).Thesestaticpro�lesarealways

reached algebraically in 1D:Sr(t)� Sr(1 )’ At� 1=2and

cr(t)� cr(1 ) ’ A 0t� 1=2,where the am plitudes A and

A 0 depend nontrivially on allparam etersofthe problem

and in particularon theseparating distancebetween the

inhom ogeneities[see Eqs(23),(24)and (59),(60)]. Far

awayfrom theinhom ogeneities,theorderparam etersdis-

play scaling expression ofthevariabler=
p
t[see(25)and

(61),(62)].In one dim ension,we have also been able to
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com pute the expression ofthe stationary m agnetization

in thecom pletely disordered situation wherethenum ber

ofzealotsisarbitrary large [see Eqs. (27)-(33)]. In two

dim ensions,for n = 2,in the presence oftwo com pet-

ing inhom ogeneities,we have obtained non-uniform and

nontrivialstationary pro�lesfortheorderparam eters,in

agreem ent with an electrostatic-like reform ulation,the

latterdisplay logarithm icspatialdependence(radialand

polar)[(37)and (63)].Theapproach toward thereactive

steady state is very slow: Sr(t)� Sr(1 ) ’ B =lntand

cr(t)� cr(1 )’ B 0=lnt,with am plitudesB and B 0 de-

pending again nontrivially on allparam etersoftheprob-

lem [see (39) and (64)]. In 2D,for the inhom ogeneous

voterm odel,wehavealsostudied thespatialregionswith

positive/negative static m agnetization and have shown

that only within a circle,whose center and radius de-

pend on thestrength ofthe\zealots"and on thedistance

between the latter,the sign ofthe m agnetization is the

onefavoriteby the\weakest" zealot.W hen both zealots

have the sam e strength,there ispositive/negative m ag-

netization in half-space. In three dim ensions,forn = 2

and in thecontinuum lim it,wehaveshown thatthesta-

tionary m agnetization oftheinhom ogeneousvoterm odel

displaysaradialand polardependencethatcan berecast

into a m ultipole expansion (44),corresponding form ally

to theelectrostaticpotentialgenerated by two \charges"

thatare determ ined self-consistently using exactresults

from the discrete lattice system . The connection with

electrostatics is particularly striking in the lim it where

both zealotshavean in�nitestrength,thusthestationary

m agnetization correspondsto thepotentialofan electric

dipole. The approach toward the static m agnetization

followsa power-law:Sr(t)� Sr(1 )’ C t� 1=2 (see(46)).

Also,in 3D wehavestudied thespatialregionswith pos-

itive/negative m agnetization and have shown that out-

side from a sphere whose center and radius depend on

the param eters of the system and varies linearly with

the distance separating the zealots,the sign ofthe �nal

m agnetization istheonefavored by thestrongestzealot.

The resultsobtained from M onteCarlo sim ulationsof

one and two-dim ensionallattices show excellent agree-

m entwith thetheoreticalresultsobtained foran in�nite

system . In the presence ofm ultiple (n > 2)com peting

inhom ogeneities the calculations in two dim ensions be-

com e very tediousand we considerthiscase by num eri-

calsim ulationswhich con�rm theextrem elyslow dynam -

icsand the existence ofnontrivialspatialdependence of

the order param eters. W e also would like to point out

one intriguing and interesting factaboutthe sm alltim e

behaviorofthe m agnetization ofthe zealotsin the one-

dim ensionalcase. As it can be extracted from Fig.3,

S0(t)and Sx(t),forsm allt,evolve asa powerlaw with

an exponent num erically sm aller than 0:50. The sm all

tim ebehaviorofthesitem agnetization oftheusualone-

dim ensionalvoter m odel(no inhom ogeneities)is linear,

i.e. Sr(t)� Sr(0)/ tfor any site r on the lattice. W e

think it would be interesting to investigate further this

\anom alous" sm all-t behavior ofthe m agnetizations of

thezealotsin theoneand thetwo-dim ensionalcasesand

we plan to do it in our future work. Various general-

izations of this work could also be investigated. For

instance, it would be worthwhile to consider that the

inhom ogeneities would not be �xed but spatially dis-

tributed according to som e function P (fajg). In this

case, one should also average on the quenched disor-

der (on the sam ples) and one would have to com pute:
�Sr(t) /

P

fajg
P (fajg)Sr(fa

jg;t),where Sr(fa
jg;t)is

thequantity studied in thiswork fora given setofinho-

m ogeneitiesatsitesfajg.In the sam em anner,itwould

bequiteinterestingtoconsiderthedisordered casewhere

the strength ofthe inhom ogeneities would follow a dis-

tribution function such as eP (f�jg)/
Q n

j= 1
e� (�j� ��)

2
=2�.

In this case, one would be interested in the quan-

tity: eSr(t) =
R Q

j
d�j eP (f�jg)Sr(fa

jg;f�jg;t),where

Sr(fa
jg;f�jg;t)is the m agnetization com puted in this

workforagiven setofinhom ogeneitiesatsitesfajg,with

strength f�jg.
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4�

p
35

= 0:01345:::Thisshowsthat,

already for r �nite,the latter reform ulation is an excel-

lentapproxim ation of(42).

[32]In three dim ensions, in the presence of n zealots at

sites fa
1
;:::;a

n

g, using a continuum electrostatic re-

form ulation (which is valid if jr � a
1
j � 1;:::;jr �

a
n

j� 1) we can infer in the sam e m anner: Sr(1 ) =

�
1

4�

h
C1

jr�a 1j
+ � � � +

Cn
jr�a n j

i

, which can be developed

in m ultipolar expansion. In general, to com pute the

\charges" C1;:::;Cn one needs to explicitly invert the

m atrix N .

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307404
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0403339
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0408101
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0408101

