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Scaling in a sim plem odelforsurfacegrowth in a random m edium
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Surface growth in random m edia is usually governed by both the surface tension and the random local

forces. Sim ulationson latticesm im ic the form erby im posing a m axim um gradientm on the surface heights,

and the latterby site-dependentrandom growth probabilities. Here we considerthe lim itm ! 1 ,where the

surface grows at the site with m inim alrandom num ber,independent ofits neighbors. The resulting height

distribution obeysa sim plescaling law,which isdestroyed when localsurfacetension isincluded.O urm odelis

equivalentto Yee’ssim pli�cation ofthe Bak-Sneppen m odelforthe extinction ofbiologicalspecies,where the

heightrepresentsthe num beroftim esa biologicalspeciesisexchanged.

K eywords:surface growth,M onte Carlo sim ulation.

Invasion percolation [1]is a m odelfor viscous �ngering,in which at each tim e step a segm ent

ofthe interface m oves into the capillary channelwhich im poses the (overall) m inim um resistance.

Num erically,thisism odeled by alatticeofsites,whereeach siteisassigned arandom num berbetween

zero and one,and by m oving the interface into the perim etersite with the sm allestrandom num ber.

After a while, m ost of the perim eter random num bers are relatively large (above the percolation

threshold),and growth occursin \bursts" which explore thevicinity ofwherethey started [2].

Another fam ily of growth m odels is based on the \solid on solid" concept, where one ignores

overhangsand allowsonly stepswhich increasetheheighth oftheinterface(relativeto theinitialline

orplane).Such m odels,which also allow forsurfacetension,includethe K ardar-Parisi-Zhang (K PZ)

[3]m odel,wheretherandom resistance dependson horizontalposition x and on tim e,and the Parisi

[4]m odel,where thisresistance islocal,depending on both x and h.A discrete version ofthe latter,

by K im and K osterlitz [5],only allows steps which obey the constraint jh(x)+ 1� h(x � 1)j� m ,

with m = 1.Sneppen (and Jensen)[6]considered variantsofthism odel,in which neighborscontinue

to be updated untilthe K im -K osterlitz constraint isobeyed everywhere. Bak and Sneppen [7]then

used a related m odelto describe the extinction ofbiologicalspecies. In their m odel,they always

updated also thenearestneighborsofthegrowing site,irrespective oftheheightgradients.However,

unlikeSneppen and Jensen,they did notcontinuetheseupdatesin an \avalanche" beyond thenearest

neighbors.The\bursts" were thusm orelocalized than in theoriginalSneppen m odel.

Recently,Yee[8]introduced asim pli�ed version oftheBak-Sneppen m odel,which can beidenti�ed

asthem ! 1 lim it.In thism odel,thereisnosurfacetension constrainton thegrowth,and thuseach
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\pillar" continuesto grow aslong astherandom num berin frontofitissm allerthan thosefacing all

other pillars. Although this m odelpreserves the long range inform ation on allthe perim eter\resis-

tances",itom itstheinteractionsbetween neighbors,and isthusgeom etry and dim ension-independent.

In thelanguageofinvasion percolation,thism odelcould describea collection ofindependentcapillary

channels,penetrated from one end by a viscousuid from the sam e reservoir,and with independent

random ly varying resistances along each channel. The rem ovalofinteractions allowed an analytic

solution ofm any aspectsofthism odel[9],in agreem entwith sim ulations,which were phrased in the

biologicallanguage. In the present paper we re-interpret this m odelas one ofsurface growth,and

testiftheresulting heightdistribution ofthisgrowth obeysa standard scaling law.W estartwith the

de�nition ofthe m odeland itssim ulation and end with a partialanalyticaltreatm ent.

TheYeeversion oftheBak-Sneppen m odeltakesan array ofL random num bersri;i= 1;2;:::;L

initially distributed between zero and unity.Ateach tim estep t! t+ 1,thesm allestoftheL random

num bersisreplaced byanew random num ber.Aftersom etim e[9],nearlyallrandom num bersarevery

close to unity,and growth occursin large \bursts" where a single \pillar" grows,sim ilarto invasion

percolation [2]. Thisversion ofthe m odel[8]isindependentofany geom etry;the fullBak-Sneppen

m odelreplaces also the lattice neighbors ofthe lowest random num ber,and thus depends on the

assum ed lattice geom etry;itgivesa threshold xc below unity such thataftera long tim e xc < ri< 1

fornearly alli.Therandom num bersri can beinterpreted as�tness[7]in biologicalevolution,oras

thequality ofcourtdecisionsin a judicialsystem with law-by-precedent[8].W enow usethephysical

interpretation [6].

W ith every elem ent iwe associate a height variable hi which initially is zero for alli,and then

increases by unity every tim e this elem ent igets a new random value ri (which corresponds to the

new perim etersite in frontofthe m oving interface). W e can im agine a deposition processin which

bricksdrop down onto thesitewith thelowestrandom num berriand then changethisriinto another

random num ber,or as the viscous uid m oving along the i’th (one dim ensional) capillary channel,

and reaching a new resistance. W hat is the probability distribution function (proportionalto the

histogram ) ofthe observed heights? For this purpose we stop the growth whenever the highest hi

valuereachesa predeterm ined valueLz (asusualin invasion percolation sim ulationsand experim ents

[2]).

Toavoid overcrowdingofour�gureswebinned theobserved heightsintopowersoftwo;thatm eans

thek-th bin contained heightsbetween 2k� 1 and 2k � 1.Itisplausiblethatfor1 � hi� Lz and large

Lz the resultsshould depend m ainly on theratio hi=Lz.Figure 1 showsin itsthreepartsthebinned

histogram N (h) in the scaled form N =Lz versush=Lz,giving a good data collapse forlarge enough

L;the three partscorrespond to Lz=L = 0.1,1 and 10 and forlarge L seem to give the sam e curve.

The initiallinearincrease,forh � L,in these log-log plots,togetherwith the factthatthe bin size

increases asthe heighth,would im ply thatwithoutbinning thisincrease correspondsto a constant

probability distribution function / N .Atlargeheightsweseea cut-o� sinceh > L z isim possible.In

fact,Fig.2 showsthattheunbinned distribution followsroughly an exponential,/ exp(� 6h=L).

The tim e � afterwhich the tallest pillarhitsthe top,hi = L,isshown in Fig. 3 foroursquares

(and rectangles). It increases roughly as Lz; z ’ 1:8. However, a slight curvature suggests that
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asym ptotically the exponent z m ay be 2. Indeed,a plot of�=L2 versus 1=L0:3 (Fig. 4) seem s to

approach a �nite lim it for L ! 1 . This m eans that when the tallest pillar hits the top,a �nite

fraction ofthe whole L � L lattice isoccupied by the bricksofthe pillars(orby the invading uid).

About the sam e intercept 0.07 was also found from the high and the at rectangles ofFig. 1,for

�=(LzL)versus1=L
0:3.

Asa function oftim et,theaverage heightH trivially alwaysincreaseslinearly in tim e,whilethe

width W / t� ofthe heightdistribution hasan exponent� increasing towardsunity fortincreasing

towards� (notshown).

Now an interaction between neighboring sites i is introduced. Ifi is updated,then also i+ 1

and i� 1 are updated ifjhi� hi+ 1jorjhi� hi� 1j,respectively,are � m . Here m isa �xed num ber

between 0 and Lz. Thisinteraction correspondsto som e sortofsurface tension,which triesto avoid

too large gradients in the heightpro�le hi. Italso m akes ourm odelone-dim ensional,since now the

neighborhood introducesageom etry.Thelim itm = 0correspondstotheBak-Sneppen m odel(always

updating ofneighbors)and thelim itm = Lz to thesim pli�ed Yeeversion (no updating ofneighbors).

Figure 5 shows how the tim e �,the average height H = < hi > i and the surface roughness <

(hi� H )2 > 1=2 depend on thisnew param eterm ;they go neitherto in�nity norto zero,buttheheight

H hasa pronounced m inim um atsm allm .Becauseofthisnew length m ,theabovesim plescaling in

term sofh=Lz no longerworks,even ifasin Fig.6 we take m to bethatvalue (5 to 20)forwhich H

hasa m inim um . Thusthe non-interacting version obeyssim ple scaling while the interacting version

dependson thegeom etry (here:one-dim ensionalonly)and disobeyssim ple scaling.

Asstated,m any featuresoftheYeem odelwerecalculated analytically byNewm an [9].Speci�cally,

attim e tthe sm allestrandom num beron the \perim eter" wasshown to grow as

x(t)=
t

t+ L
; (1)

approaching unity at long tim es. Indeed,ifa \pillar" starts growing at a tim e t � L then it will

continue to grow forn consecutive steps,during which thenew random num bersencountered by this

\pillar" aresm allerthan x(t).Theprobability ofsuch an n-step growth wasfound to beexponential:

pn = x
n� 1(1� x) ; (2)

yielding an average step oflength

hni=
1

1� x
=
t+ L

L
: (3)

Indeed, our sim ulations con�rm \bursts" whose length grows linearly with tim e. Also, the sam e

form alism yields

h(n � hni)2i=
t(t+ L)

L2
or h(n � hni)2i=hni2 =

t

t+ L
(4)

which also agrees with oursim ulations forlarge L and t,see Fig. 7. Thisunifractaldistribution,in

which n scales (for 1 � L � t)as n � t=L,is clearly di�erent from thatexpected in other growth

m odelsm entioned in ourintroduction.
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Notealso thatagiven growth stopswhen thenextrandom num berislargerthan x,which happens

with probability1� x = L=(L+ t).Assum ingthattherandom num bersaredistributed equally between

zero and one,every sitewillbeencountered atleastoncewhen 1� x becom essm allerthan 1=L,i.e.

attim esoforderL2.Itisnotclearyetifthisresultrelatesto ournum ericalvaluesfor�,which were

asym ptotically consistentwith being / L � Lz / L2.

Ref.[9]also derived theprobability to �nd a growth \run" oflength n atany tim e,

Pn =

1
X

t= 0

x(t)n� 1(1� x(t))2 /
1

n
: (5)

The�nalheighthi ofa \pillar" isa sum oversuch \run" lengths,which grow longerand longerwith

tim e. O ursim ulationsshow thatforLz = L,the typicalnum berofsuch runsisoforder3{5. Thus,

thedistribution N (h)discussed aboveshould in principlebeaconvolution ofdistributionslikeN n.W e

evaluated severalsuch convolutions,with a variable num berof\runs",and they allseem to converge

asym ptotically (forlargeh)to N (h)� 1=h,which di�ersfrom theexponentialform found num erically

in Fig.2.Atthe m om entwehave no explanation forthisdiscrepancy.

W ethank P.M .C.deO liveira fordrawing ourattention on theSneppen m odel,theG erm an-Israeli

Foundation forsupporting ourcollaboration and thesupercom putercenterin J�ulich fortim eon their
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Figure 1: Scaling ofthe pillar height histogram s: Curves for di�erent L collapse,except for very

sm alland very large heights. The shape ofthe L � Lz lattice is a square (part a),a at rectangle

(partb),and a high rectangle (partc).Up to 640,000 sam pleswere averaged over.
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Figure2: Exam plesofunbinned and unscaled distributionsofheights,showing aroughly exponential

decay,forL = Lz = 100 and 300.
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Figure 5: Inuence ofinteraction param eterm atL = L z = 100,averaged over1000 sam ples,with

m = L corresponding to the sim pli�ed Yee m odeland m = 0 to the one-dim ensionalBak-Sneppen

m odel. Parta showsthe tim e to reach the top,partb the height(diam onds)and the width (+ )of

thesurface de�ned by the pillartops.
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Figure 6: Failed scaling ofpillar height histogram s for thousand L � L sam ples. The interaction

param eterm wastaken to give a m inim um ofH (m )(diam ondsin Fig. 5b)and variesfrom 5 to 20.

In contrastto the analogousFig.1,the di�erentcurvesdo notcollapse to one curve.
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wheren isthe length ofa stretch (\run" [9])ofuninterrupted updatingsofthesam e site.
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