Why are the borders of Palestine/Israel and
Wallonia/Flanders so different?:
Entropic Analysis of a Schelling model with
hierarchically structured initial
conditions.
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plex Systems Becoming out of Control. Physica A 440, 185.
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S(d) — log Q(d) where Q(d) is the total number of possible patterns

having fractal dimension d in a A X A array of pixels (see

low entropy variations

less temporal evolution.

“ status quo tends to prevail ”

D=1.14. r=0.05
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“An agent belongs to the border of his social group when he is next to
another individual belonging to the opposite social group”
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“An agent belongs to the border of his social group when he is next to
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1- Basic Schelling model + structured initial conditions = quite different
temporal evolution in comparisson with random initial conditions (widely found
in the Literature). Many social aspects are naturally reproduced without
introducing artificial parameters into the model.
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