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A bstract

The problem ofaggregation processes in alignm ents is the subject

ofa paperpublished recently in a StatisticalPhysicsJournal(Physica

A230,174-188,1996).Two m odelsare presented and discussed in that

paper. First the energy landscape m odelproposed by Axelrod and

Bennett (B.J.Pol. S.23,211-233,1993),is analysed. The m odelis

shown nottoincludem ostofitsclaim ed results.Then asecond m odelis

presented toreform ulatecorrectly theproblem within statisticalphysics

and to extend itbeyond the initialAxelrod-Bennettanalogy.
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M athem aticaltoolsand physicalconceptsm ightbe a prom ising way to

describe socialcollective phenom ena.Severalattem ptsalong these lineshave

been m ade,in particulartostudypoliticalorganisations[1],votingsystem s[2],

and group decision m aking[3].However,such an approach should becarefully

controlled.A straightforward m appingofaphysicaltheory builtforaphysical

reality onto a socialreality could beratherm isleading.

In their work Axelrod and Bennett (AB) used the physicalconcept of

m inim um energy to build a landscapem odelofaggregation [4].On thisbasis,

they study thecoalitionswhich countriesor�rm scould m aketooptim izetheir

respective relationship,which iscertainly an interesting problem . To achieve

theirpurpose,theyconstructed am odelofm agneticdisorderfrom theavailable

data forpropensitiesofcountriesor�rm sto co-operate orto conict. Using

their m odel,they drewn severalconclusions based on the existence oflocal

frustration between theinteracting parties[5].

However,therewassom econfusion in theiruseofphysics,and they did

notstick totheirequations.In theirm odel,unfortunately,thedisorderisonly

apparentin the existence ofjusttwo energy m inim a. Itiscalled the M attis

spin glassm odel[5].Ithasbeen shown thatperform ingan appropriatechange

ofvariables,rem ovesthe disorderand the m odelthen becom esidenticalto a

wellordered system ,thezerotem perature�nitesizeferrom agneticIsingm odel

[6].

In contrast,m ost AB com m ents and conclusions are based,on the ex-

istence offrustration in the countries or �rm s interactions [5]. Such local

frustration would producea degeneracy oftheenergy landscapewhich in turn

would yield instabilitiesin theglobalsystem .However,thereisno frustration

in them odelthey derived from theirdata.

In factthey are confusing two m odelsassociated with disordered m ag-

netic system s: one withoutfrustration,the M attisspin glassm odel,and one

with frustration,the Edwards-Anderson spin glassm odel[5]. The AB m odel

turnsouttobeoftheM attisspinglasstype,whilealltheircom m entsaredrawn

from thephysicsassociated with an Edwards-Anderson spin glassm odel.M ost

ofAxelrod and Bennett’sconclusionscannotbedrawn from theirm odel.

To dem onstrate our statem ent requires the use ofsom e m athem atical

technicalities which are lenghty and not appropriate to the present journal.

Thereforeourdem onstration hasbeen published in aPhysicsjournal[7],where

�rst,the AB m odelisanalysed within the �eld ofStatisticalPhysics[6]and

then theconclusionsm entioned abovearedem onstrated.Furtherm ore,weare

ableto build up a new coalition m odelto describealignm entand com petition
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am ong a group ofactors [7]. Our m odeldoes em body the m ain properties

claim ed in theAB m odel.M orevoveritalso predictsnew behaviorrelated to

thedynam icsofbim odalcoalitions.In particularthestability ofthecold war

period and theEastEuropean fragm entation processinduced by thecollapse

oftheW arsaw pactaregiven an explanation.
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