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Mathematical Simulation for the Movement of Nuclear Public Opinion
Teruaki Ohnishi (The Wakasa Wan Energy Research Center)
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Table 1. Comparison between the two systems
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Fig.1. Time evolution of the attitude to nuclear promotion in
Osaka
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Fig.2. Time evolution of the attitudes for 30 representative
Osaka-ites
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Fig.3. Distribution of 1000 particles on a socio-psychological
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Fig 4. Time evolution of the attitudes for 30 representative
people in Reinan
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Fig.5. The same as Fig.2 but without the Chernobyl accident
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