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Abstract

The formation of large social groups having uniform opinions influenced by mass media is currently an important
topic in the social sciences. In this work, we explore and extend an off-lattice, two-dimensional Potts model (Eur.
Phys. J. B 87, 78 [2014]) that describes the formation and dynamics of opinions in social groups according to
individual consequence and agreement between neighbors. This model was originally obtained by the application of
the maximum entropy principle, a general method in statistical inference, and using the same methodology we have
now included the influence of mass media as a constant external field. By means of microcanonical Monte Carlo
Metropolis simulations on a setup with two regions with opposing external influences, we have shown the presence of
metastable states associated to the formation of clusters aligned with the locally imposed opinion. Our results suggest
that, for some values of the total energy of the system, only a single cluster with a uniform opinion survives, thus the
presence of two large, opposing groups is not a thermodynamically stable configuration.

1. Introduction

In the study of social models, it has become increasingly common to apply physical frameworks to gain a deeper
understanding of social phenomena, a field known as sociophysics [1]. This approach has proven valuable in ad-
dressing fundamental questions about the formation, stability, and evolution of social groups driven by individual
interactions. Here, we propose integrating external influences, such as media, social platforms, or environmental fac-
tors, as an external field to analyze their impact on social structure dynamics. This extension offers a more detailed
view of how external factors influence social behavior and group dynamics.

Modern opinion dynamics models, such as the Sznajd and Axelrod models, are essential for understanding how
opinions and cultural traits spread [2, 3]. These models have been widely studied and have been adapted to various
networks, incorporating factors like reputation and independence, social temperature, anti-conformity, and cultural
drift, providing deeper insights into consensus, disagreement, and cultural evolution [4–7]. Various numerical ap-
proaches have been applied to these models, including non-deterministic cellular automata [8], variants of the Potts
model [9, 10], and the Langevin equation for describing stochastic dynamics [11]. In addition, Hamiltonian mod-
els [12] and other statistical mechanics tools, along with different empirical models analogous to physical phenom-
ena [13–15], have been utilized. These models exhibit numerous fascinating emergent properties. They reveal various
phase transitions, offering a deeper understanding of phenomena like state ordering and their evolution toward equi-
librium.

However, recent research considering social mobility has changed from fixed-lattice models to adaptive networks.
As new elements are incorporated, these models remain vital and significant in advancing our comprehension of
complex systems [5, 16]. These new approaches allow for a more nuanced representation of how individuals and
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groups navigate social interactions, taking into account the mass media as an external permanent magnetic field in
analogy. These models provide a deeper understanding of an agent’s mobility mechanisms by incorporating elements
such as variable social ties, peer influence, and the impact of external factors potentially being economic changes and
technological advancements. As these adaptive models continue to develop, they remain significant in advancing our
comprehension of social systems, offering valuable insights into the intricate interplay between individual agency and
structural constraints. This progress not only improves our theoretical knowledge but also has practical implications
in different fields such as social science[9, 17], biology and other sciences[18].

In this work, we aim to extend a previously developed social model [15, 19] that considers individual influence,
the significance of opinions, and the interactions between individuals, incorporating external influences such as social
media [16]. To achieve this, we again used the statistical mechanics approach to create a Hamiltonian objective
function to describe equilibrium states, spatial distributions, and the evolution of order and disorder in a society. Our
approach includes expanding the Potts model [20] to incorporate agent mobility and internal resistance to neighbor
influence, aiming for a fundamental approach to modeling social dynamics, together with incorporating an external
field representing social media, namely external influence. In the subsequent sections, we will elaborate on our
methodology in Section 2, present and discuss our results in Section 3 and closing with some implications and insights
from our findings in Section 4.

2. Model and Method

In our setup, we have a collection of N agents (or individuals), each able to move freely within a two-dimensional
box of length L. These agents have the freedom to move freely inside the box, unlike those constrained by a lattice
structure. Each agent possesses several attributes: their position (ri), personal belief (Bi), external behavior (S i),
consequence level (Ci), and social personality (Ji). In addition, the box is divided into the left and right halves such
that there are external permanent influences defined on each half, particularly one acting on the side [0, L/2] with
intensity Gleft and the other on the side [L/2, L] with intensity Gright.

Both personal belief Bi and external behavior S i are discrete, taking values between 1 and Q, where Q represents
the number of potential beliefs. The consequence level Ci assumes non-negative continuous values, reflecting how the
external behavior of an agent aligns with personal beliefs; it quantifies the energy cost associated with any discrepancy.
The social personality Ji manifests itself as continuous values; Positive values prompt agents to gravitate toward others
with similar external behaviors, while negative values attract them toward those with different external behaviors.

Within the model, the following assumptions are made:

1. External behavior does not necessarily align with personal beliefs, and the cost of internal disagreement is
directly proportional to C, highlighting the tension between outward conformity and inner conviction.

2. Agents beyond a critical distance Rc cannot influence each other, emphasizing the significance of proximity in
social interactions and ensuring localized effects.

3. The coupling parameter J > 0 quantifies the cost of disagreeing with other agents, underscoring the importance
of consensus and social harmony within the group.

4. Agents have the potential to align their opinions with a persistent external influence, demonstrating the impact
of constant external pressures on individual belief systems.

5. Agents possess the freedom to move without the constraints of an underlying lattice, allowing for dynamic
interactions and a more realistic representation of social mobility.

These five postulates motivate the following energy function or Hamiltonian for a system of N agents,

H = −
1
2

N∑
i=1

∑
j,i

JΘ(Rc − |r j − ri|)
〈
S iS j

〉
−

N∑
i=1

[
C ⟨S i, Bi⟩ −GleftΘ

(L
2
− xi

)
−GrightΘ

(
xi −

L
2

) ] (1)
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where we have assumed homogeneity among agents, that is, that Ci = C and Ji = J for all i. For more details on
obtaining the Hamiltonian, see Appendix A. Here we have defined the product

⟨a, b⟩ := 2δ(a, b) − 1, (2)

with δ the Kronecker delta, Θ is the Heaviside step function and S left and S right are the opinions imposed by the
external influences on the left and right sides of the box, respectively. The last two terms are newly introduced in this
work. In order to understand the thermodynamics of the system, we start with the Gibbs-Shannon entropy, defined by

S = −
∑
χ

P(χ) ln P(χ) (3)

where χ represents the microscopic state combining the discrete opinion variables and the continuous position vari-
ables, and maximize it under the constraints mentioned above [21]. We find that the only independent thermodynamic
variables are N, Q, ρ = Rc/L, γ = J/C, and τ = T/C. This allows us to define a social temperature and entropy,
which plays a fundamental role in the thermodynamic characterization of the observed phenomena.

In our earlier research [15, 19], we observed and documented how thermodynamic parameters are interconnected
with different social phenomena. This information is summarized in Table 1 below for easy reference.

Symbol Social meaning Thermodynamic analog
ri Position Particle position
S i External opinion Particle spin orientation
Bi Internal opinion Particle local field
N Number of agents Number of particles
Q Number of possible opinions Magnitude of spin
Rc Influence radius Interaction cutoff
C Consequence level Local anisotropy
J Social personality Exchange coupling
T Social temperature Temperature
E Dissatisfaction Internal energy
G Mass media influence External magnetic field

Table 1: Parameters in the model, their meaning and thermodynamic analogs.

3. Results

Using microcanonical Monte Carlo Metropolis simulations, we examined a setup with two regions, each subjected
to opposing external influences representative of mass media. The figure 1 represents an initial structure with two
delimited areas, red and green, related to the Gleft and Gright mass media influence, respectively. A dot, a cross, and
a specific color represent the agents in the regions. An agent of red or green color represents the public opinion (red
or green), and the cross represents a public opinion different from the internal opinion, which can be interpreted as a
fake agent. Finally, the dot shows a sincere agent, in which the public opinion is the same as the internal one. The
initial system is prepared by minimizing the agents energy on the region, to obtain a minimum energy configuration.
The structure is prepared with a total energy of -8000 (arbitrary units) and a total of -5000 (arbitrary units).

In all cases, the rejection rate of the Metropolis algorithm was close to 50%, providing an adequate sampling of
states in the neighborhood around the most probable state.

Figures 2, and 3 present the evolution of information about the system throughout the simulation. In Figure 2, we
observe how the potential energy of the system decreases progressively as the simulation evolves, which is expected
during a minimization process. As the simulation progresses, the energy stabilizes, indicating that the system is
approaching a more stable state.

Figure 3 shows the internal opinion dynamics of the agents. The green line represents the opinion of one group
of agents, while the red line corresponds to another. The agents tend to align with one of the major opinions (green
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Figure 1: Initial configuration of the system with a preparation energy of -8000 (arbitrary units), with a total energy of -5000 (arbitrary units). The
red and green regions represent the mass media influence, and the dots and crosses represent the agents in the regions.

Figure 2: Energy of the system, the black thick line corresponds to a
mobile average of 100 steps for clarity in the energy. As we observe
a steepest

Figure 3: Internal opinion of agents as the simulation progresses. The
green and red lines represent the agents with two different opinions.
For clarity, the thick green and red lines correspond to a moving av-
erage over 100 steps.

region in this case). However, some agents remain in their initial states, demonstrating the presence of individuals
with strong convictions who resist shifting to the dominant opinion.

Additionally to the relevant information that could be extracted from the simulations, a final configuration of the
final state can also be observed at figure 4. Here, we observe how most agents are displaced to the green area, building
a solid cluster of agents with a firm personal conviction (B value?). As we observe in this configuration, the dot green
points are mainly surrounded by cross-green agents, which makes it difficult to displace red agents that can modify or
destroy the group.

We observed metastable states characterized by the formation of clusters with opinions aligned to the local external
influence. This indicates that clusters of uniform opinion can persist over time, even in the presence of opposing
influences. This could be seen as a form of social conformity, where individuals lose their personal beliefs, internal
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Figure 4: Final configuration of the system showing the distribution of agents after the influence process. The red and green regions still represent
the mass media influence, but the agents (dots and crosses) have redistributed, indicating the influence dynamics over time. The clusters and
dispersion of agents highlight the change in opinion influenced by the contrasting regions.

identity, and unique relationships, ultimately aligning with a dominant opinion. Note that for certain values of the
total energy of the system, our simulations revealed that only a single cluster with a uniform opinion survives. This
outcome suggests that the configuration with two large, opposing opinion groups is not thermodynamically stable. As
a matter of fact, the stability of opinion clusters is heavily dependent on the total energy of the system. The presence
of a single uniform opinion cluster occurs within specific energy ranges.

A minimum level of consistency C is required for individuals to change their opinion. Below this level, people ei-
ther follow the crowd or remain independent, but never both. However, when C exceeds this critical value, continuous
phase transitions occur, where behavior is governed by beliefs instead of social pressure, allowing individual opinions
to persist. This persistence of opinions in high social consistency leads us to explore opinion dynamics within social
groups influenced by mass media. Including mass media as an external field significantly impacts the behavior and
stability of opinion clusters. Our results show metastable states -characterized by clusters of agents- sharing a uniform
opinion aligned with the local external influence, as is naturally expected; however, clusters with a different opinion
that is not aligned can also be observed in the system.

The configuration with two large opposing groups is not thermodynamically stable, and only a single, homo-
geneous group survives. This can be explained by a mechanism in which the boundary between the two influence
zones acts as a membrane through which individual agents can pass and change their opinion, leading to the gradual
vanishing of one of the groups.

4. Conclusions

We have analyzed the model initially proposed in Ref. [15] and whose metastable states were studied in Ref. [19],
where external influences due to mass media are included. We have found that the configuration with two large
opposing groups is not thermodynamically stable and that only a single, homogeneous group survives. We have
explained this through a mechanism in which the boundary between the two influence zones acts as a membrane
through which individual agents can pass through and change their opinion, leading to one of the groups slowly
vanishing. Our results indicate that mass media can significantly influence the formation and stability of opinion
clusters within social groups. The introduction of mass media as an external field can lead to the dominance of a single
opinion group, reducing the likelihood of stable coexistence of opposing opinions. This has important implications
for understanding the impact of mass media on social cohesion and the dynamics of opinion formation.
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By incorporating the influence of mass media as an external field, our model provides a more comprehensive
framework for understanding the dynamics of opinion formation under external influences.
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Appendix A. Derivation of the external field interaction terms in the Hamiltonian

In this section, we develop the mathematical formulation to find the Hamiltonian of the system, particularly the
expected values for the external field interaction. As is depicted in Ref. [15], we have the following Hamiltonian,
when the external field interaction is not considered.

H̄ = −
1
2

J
N∑

i=1

∑
j,i

〈
S i, S j

〉
+

1
2

N∑
i=1

∑
j,i

R −C
N∑

i=1

⟨S i, Bi⟩ . (A.1)

where the three parameters J, C and R are defined in terms of the original Lagrange multipliers by

J :=
λJ

βN(N − 1)
, (A.2a)

C :=
λC

2βN
, (A.2b)

R :=
−λJ + 2λR

βN(N − 1)
. (A.2c)

Now by taking into account the permanent external magnetic field, we have:

Hext = −

N∑
i=1

[
−Gleftδ(S i, S left)Θ

(L
2
− xi

)
−Grightδ

(
S i, S right

)
Θ

(
xi −

L
2

) ]
, (A.3)

then for the permanent external magnetic field at the left side we have

P
(
S i = S left | xi <

L
2

)
=

〈
δ(S i, S left)Θ

(
L
2 − xi

)〉〈
Θ
(

L
2 − xi

)〉 = Pleft. (A.4)

Hence, the constraint written above can be expressed as〈
Θ

(L
2
− xi

)
(δ (S i, S left) − Pleft.)

〉
= 0. (A.5)

Analogously, for the permanent magnetic field at the right side, we can obtain:〈
Θ

(
xi −

L
2

) (
δ
(
S i, S right

)
− Pright.

)〉
= 0. (A.6)

Consider the following arrangement,
⟨S i, S leftt⟩ = 2δ (S i, S leftt) − 1, (A.7)

therefore, by using Eq. A.7 in Eq. A.5 we have

Gleft =
1
2

(2Pleftt − 1) . (A.8)
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By operating in the same way for the right magnetic field, we obtain

Gright =
1
2

(
2Pright − 1

)
, (A.9)

then the Hamiltonian for the external magnetic field is given by

Hext = −

N∑
i=1

[
−GleftΘ

(L
2
− xi

)
−GrightΘ

(
xi −

L
2

) ]
. (A.10)

So, by considering the external field and to avoid the overcrowding: between agents, we have R = 0, then

H = H̄ +Hext, (A.11)

finally obtaining the full Hamiltonian,

H = −
1
2

J
N∑

i=1

∑
j,i

〈
S i, S j

〉
+

1
2

N∑
i=1

∑
j,i

R −C
N∑

i=1

⟨S i, Bi⟩+

N∑
i=1

[
GleftΘ

(L
2
− xi

)
+GrightΘ

(
xi −

L
2

) ]
.

(A.12)
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