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t → t + dt

yellow: the 
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“if an agent is surrounded by more individuals 
belonging to the opposite social group,
he will move to an empty place in which he 
becomes surrounded by  comparatively more 
individuals of his own social group” 
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t = 0

t = ∞

D=1.14, r=0.05

          low entropy variations 
                           =  
        less  temporal evolution.

“ status quo tends to prevail ”
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Minority fractal 
dimension is basically 

time-invariant

“System’s dynamics 
basically occurs at the 

borders”  
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( Borders have a basically volatile nature) 
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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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The border substantially changes its shape: 
There occurs an entropic regime change
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 fractal dimension of 
the unsatisfied agents
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t = 0
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The set of unsatisfied agents (usually indetectable) is 
even more volatile than the borders.

“An agent is unsatisfied when he is sorrounded by more  
individuals belonging to the opposite social group”
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segregation processes [include into the model a kind of regeneration 
mechanism (like e.g percolation)]. It corresponds to the out-of-control regime 
predicted in the general complex system formalism of [Gaudiano, 2015, 
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