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W e propose a general scenario to analyze social and eco—
nom ic changes in m odem environm ents. W e illustrate the
ideasw ith a m odelthat incorporating them ain trends is sin —
ple enough to extract analytical results and, at the sam e tin e,
su ciently com plex to display a rich dynam ic behavior. O ur
study show s that there exists a m acroscopic ocbservable that
ism axin ized In a regin e w here the system is critical, in the
sense that the distribbution of events follow power-law s. C om —
puter sim ulations show that, in addition, the system always
selforganizes to achieve the optin al perform ance in the sta—
tionary state.

PACS numbers: 8723Ge, 05.65+4Db, 8723Kqg, 45.70Ht

The evolution of socio-econom ic environm ents is at—
tracting the interest of the physics comm uniy due to
the inherent com plexiy ofm any dynam ic processes. In
particular, concepts and tools w idely used in nonequilib—
rium statistical physics have proved to be quite useful
when studying the com plex behavior of interacting eco—
nom ic agents 'E.'{:_ﬁ].

There are clear evidences that social and econom ic
change in m odem societies typically come in \waves"
w ith seem ingly little intertem poral structure. T here are
m any factors that can contribute to such com plex evolu—
tion but, n essence, any theory abl to account for the
inherent dynam ics of the phenom enon should consider
how the stimulus for change spreads by gradual local
Interaction through a social network as well as the in—
centives that govem individualbehavior §{i1]. The hope
is that, independently of the particular choice for the
m icroscopic rules describing the dynam ic behavior of the
agentsthat form an arbitrary system , one should observe
som e collective trends that could be re ected in term s of
m acroscopic observables.

In this Letter, our main goal is to de ne a general
scenario that could be usefiil to understand evolution In
socio-econom ic environm ents and w ithin such a broad

eld our concem is related to technologicalprogress. In a
general sense, ket us consider a population of agents each
of them interacting with a group of neighbors in order
to carry out progcts ofm utual interest. From these col-
laborations agents obtain payo s which, of course, tend
ndividually to be as large as possible. To be m ore pre—
cise these payo s should re ect severalbasic properties.
First, they should account for a basic bene t obtained
Just for having a certain technological level. Tt m ight

be thought as an index for the technological potential
productivity. It is reasonable to assum e that the higher
the technological level the larger the base payo willbe.
Furthem ore, it should m easure how sim ilar the tools re—
quired to undertake a m utualpro gct are. Ikt should favor
those collaborations where both technological levels are
very sin flar thigh com patdbility) and punish any waste
of resources derived from a possible m isn atch between
them . In other words, technological com patibility should
induce high valies of the payo function whilke signi —
cant costs should arise from any degree of incom patibil-
iy E]. It is also reasonable to assum e that those costs
are bounded from below (the bankrupt).

T he dynam icsm ust be consequent w ith the aforem en—
tioned basic trends. Two m ain ingredients contribute to
the dynam icalevolution. O ne is the interaction w ith the
rest of the population. Each agent should have the pos—
sbility to m odify her technological level if the bene ts
derived from this change are increased. W ih only this
term the system m ight reach a quiescent state where all
the agents are happy w ih their respective technological
Jevel, not necessarily the sam e for all of them . To com —
plte the picture, i is also naturalto think of ndividual
m echanian s of technological in provem ent which could
be m odeled as a sudden update of the state of a given
agent. This change plays the rol of a perturbation and
adm its several interpretations (eg. local lnnovation, a
shock In payo s, population renewal, etc.). Inm ediately,
her nearest neighbors check whether an update to a new
technological state ism ore pro table for them . T he pro—
cess can be extended all over the network triggering a
wave of change or avalanche tilla new quiescent state is
reached. T hen, the sequence of events is repeated again.
N otice that in m odem socio-econom ic environm ents, the
di usion of infom ation/technology is usually a fast pro—
cess w hile advances are developed in a much slower tin e
scale. T herefore, it is reasonable to assum e that both pro—
cesses are de ned in di erent tin e scales. O ther Ingredi-
ents can also be incorporated into this general fram ew ork
but, up to now, ket us keep this sin ple picture in m ind.

N ext point concems the characterization of progress.
M ore precisely, we need to m easure things in temm s of
a m acroscopic observable. A ccounting for the rate of
advance, the m ost natural choice is the m ean velocity of
progress, which can be de ned as
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w here s is the num ber of agents nvolved in one of these
avalanches and H is the total advance induced by the
wave on the whole population. B rackets denote average
overtin e. A ssum ing that each Individualupdate lnduces
a certain cost, also m easures the total cost needed to
reach a certain global (@veraged) technological level. For
Instance, a high advance rate w ill Im ply to achieve som e
given levelatm nimum totalcost, ie. wih them Inimal
num ber of indiridual updates.

Several questions arise In a natural m anner. For a
given system de ned in such scenario, is there any kind
ofbehavior which could optim ize ?. If this is the case,
how does the system evolve tow ards the optin al state?.

Let us steer the Intuition of the reader with a phys-
ical discussion on the basis of the scenario proposed so
far. Ifthe cost ofan update is very sm all, then allagents
arew illing to adopt the best available technology and any
new particular In provem ent w ill in m ediately be di used
through the whole population, leading to an avalanche
hvolring a large num ber of individuals, eventually the
whole system . In contrast, In the opposite case it is gen—
erally di cult to nd an agent Interested in changing her
current state since even ifa rather advanced technology is
available, the cost w ill typically be too high lading to a
situation where avalanches tend to be very an all. These
tw 0 extrem e situations can be identi ed w ith a supercri—
icalor subcritical regin e, regoectively. In both cases the
advance rate de ned In (1) tends to be Independent of
the num ber of agents n. From a theoretical standpoint
onem ight expect that in the interm ediate range them ost
Interesting phenom ena can em erge since it is where rich
dynam icbehaviorm ay ourish. In thisregin e, we expect
that a substantial degree of heterogeneiy (pout one that
can be eventually broken by the advance oftechnological
avalanches) plays a fundam ental role.

O nce one know s the distrbution of s and H then i is
straightforward to work out and detem ine if there is
any speci ¢ regin e w here the perform ance ofa given sys—
tem isoptin al. T here are plenty ofevidences reported in
the literature show ing that quantities lke sand H ©llow
power law distrbutions {I,4{15]. Therefore, we assum e
that the avalanche-size distrbution obeys a power law
P (s) l=s ,forsome > 0,aswellasthedistrbution of
technological advances per avalanche P #H ) 1=H for
som epositive . In addition, we take the naturalassum p—
tion of considering that avalanche sizes and induced ad—
vances should also be related, on average, through som e
pow er relationship of the form :

H s )

w ith 1. Notice that the lower bond = 1 cor-
responds to the two aforem entioned extrem e situations:
either a uniform grow ing front (supercritical) or hardly
Interacting agents (subcritical). It can be easily shown
that, provided and are larger than 1, the follow ng
relation should hold am ong the exponents [_1-(_5]:
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Tt is also straightforward to nd that the rate of techno—
logical progress is
2 n't 1

= ; 4
+ 1 n? 1 @

wheren isthe size ofthe system (umber ofagents). For
large n, three di erent regin es can be considered:
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Several conclusions can be extracted from these ex-—
pressions. F irst, notice that there are two regin es where
the rate of technological advance Increases w ith the size
ofthe system which suggests that large econom ic ensem —
bles enpy bene cial "scale e ects", ie. large econom ies
grow faster. It is in these regionsw here one could expect
an optin aladvance rate and therefore an optin al collec—
tive perform ance. In contrast, there is another regin e
where is ndependent of n suggesting a poorer cooper—
ative dynam ics.

Let us illustrate the general scenario by proposing a
particular m odel endow ed w ith the essential features re—
quested In the ntroduction. In this way we can Investi-
gate how the distrbution of technological advances de-
pends on m icroscopic details of the dynam ics. In order
to enhance transparency we have reduced the com plexity
ofthem odelasmuch as possible. W e have considered a
system form ed by a population ofn agents de ned on a
periodic 1D geom etry and nearest neighbor interactions.
Each agent is characterized by a positive real variable
a; (t) denti ed as the technological kevel. The interac—
tion w ith the neighbors isevaluated In tem softhe payo
function that we have chosen to be
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T hus, the base payo obtained from using a certain tech—
nology is assum ed equal to a whilk the incom patibility
costs resulting from being too advanced ortoo backw ards
relative to neighbors are param etrized, respectively, by
positive factors k; and k, . However, as we w ill see Jater,
the overall properties of the system only depend on the
di erence k = k1 ks



T he dynam ics ofthem odelhastwo m ain com ponents.
At each tine step a random ly selected agent is cho-—
sen to update her technological level from a; & 1) to
a;t) = a;j € 1)+ ~;i() where ~; (t) is a iid. random
variable. The j = 1 1 agent now has three options:
either to m aintain her level or to adopt the kvel of one
ofher tw o neighbors. She is assum ed to take that action
a = faj;aj 1 jas+ 19, which m axim izes her total payo

@;a; 1)+  (@rase1) f_l-é] T his process continues until
no agent wants to perform any adjistm ent in her techno—
logicallevel. T hen, again one agent is updated random ly
and so on.
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FIG. 1. Logarithm of the probability of having an

avalanche of size s vs. logarithm of the size s, for di erent
valles ofk = ki k. The length ofthe system is kept xed
atn = 4096. Fork = 2 only events of size n are observed.

Three di erent regin es are clearly observed in sim u—
lations. Fig. 1 show s the distrbution of avalanches for
di erent values of the param eter k. A s we expected, be—
Iow a certain critical value all the avalanches are of the
size of the system . T he technology advances at unison
like a uniform front. Any perturbation in the system due
to innovations is ncorporated inm ediately by the rest
of agents because the cost of the update is very am all
In the opposite situation, ie for large k; the avalanches
areofanallsize. nthelmi k ! 1 the agentsbehave
Independently and hence avalanches are of size one; this
corresponds to the random deposition m odelwell know n
in surface grow th [_i]‘ ]. For Interm ediate values ofthe cou—
pling param eter the distribbution of avalanches ollow s a
power law for several orders of m agnitude of avalanche
sizes. T herefore, in this regim e there is a clear absence
of‘Ein e aswellas length scales typicalof a critical state
Eaid].

A deeper analysis of the m odel show s that it is possi-
bl to extract analytical nform ation about the location
of the supercritical regin e. In particular, by only using
Jocalargum ents, it is straightforward to show that ifthe

di erence in technological levelbetw een tw o neighboring
sites of a given agent i, denoted by = ka i+1 ai1 k,
satis es

2
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then agent i will always choose the highest local tech—
nological kevel which in is tum can trigger additional
updates In neighboring sites {_l-g'] In our case, w here per—
turbations are assum ed uniform Iy random distributed in
the Interval 0,1] and consequently the di erence betw een
agents is a continuous variable, when k  k (0) = 2 any
localinhom ogenenity cannot be sustained and the system
achievesa globalsynchronized state w here the technolog—
ical level of all the agents is exactly the sam e.

p(T,k)

FIG .2. Tineevolution of asa function ofk. T he num ber
of updates, T, accounts for the slow tin escale. T he system
size is kept xed at n=512. The resul is an average over 100
independent runs.

Now , ket us consider the evolution of the m acroscopic
observable . Fig. 2 shows the tin e evolution of for
di erent values of k and a xed system size n = 512,
whereas F ig. 3 digplays the stationary (long-run) values
of for di erent values of k and di erent system sizes.
Two in portant and appealing features m ust be singled
out here. First, Fig. 2 show sthat grow sm onotonically
over tin g, the system selforganizesto achieve, foreach k
the best associated perform ance. N o m atter w hat is the
Initial condition the system evolves to m axin ize the ad-
vance rate. T hisquantity ism axin alw hen the stationary
state isreached. A s farasweknow , thisisthe rstm odel
w here critical behavior is attained through a process of
selforganization that m axin izes a certain m acroscopic
observable. Second, F ig. 3 indicatesthat ism axim ized
w ithin the critical region, at a point located on its \lower
edge" (18] (ie. w ithin the narrow rangewherek 2 3;4)).
N otice that in the two lim it cases k 2and k ! 1,
H s and therefore is equalto the expected value of



the extemal random perturbation, 0:5 In our case. Fur-
them ore, these guresclearly show that the advance rate
depends positively on the num ber of agents, n, stressing
again the faster grow th of large econom ies. This fact is
the m otivation to Investigate also if the m odel presented
In this work accom plishes the relationship between expo—
nents predicted in the general scenario. W e have indeed
con m ed that the scaling relation @) is fil Ied within
num erical accuracy, by tting straight lines to the wide
region where pow er-law s are cbserved [_1-§]
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FIG .3. Advance rate as a function ofk, in a log-log scal,
for three di erent values of the length. For each run we have
generated 64 n avalanches and averaged over 10 independent
realizations of the noise, except forn = 2048 where only two
independent realizations have been considered.

In conclusion, we have presented here a general sce—
nario for the study of evolution in socio-econom ic en—
vironm ents putting special attention on the sub fct of
technological progress. It is quite appealing to realize
that in a very generalm anner the fram ew ork describbed
In this Letter is able to predict the existence ofdi erent
regin es depending on the cost associated to the in prove-
m ent/di ussion of technology and that these regimes
can be com puted directly from a m acroscopic quantity
w ithout specifying details about the underlying m icro—
scopic dynam ics and payo functions. Even more, we
have shown through a sin ple m odel that critical behav—
jor is attained in a naturalway through a process of self-
organization that m axim izes a m acroscopic cbservable:
the advance rate.
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