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Comm ent on \1=f noise in the B ak-Sneppen m odel"
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Contrary to the recently published results by D aerden and Vanderzande (Phys. Rev. E 53, 4723
(1996)), we show that the tin e correlation function in the random neighbor version of the Bak-—
Sneppen m odel can be well approxin ated by an exponential giving rise to a 1=f2 power spectrum .
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Recently, an exact solution of the random neighbor
version of the Bak-Sneppen m odel was presented by de
Boer and co-workers rg:]. They derived a m aster equa—
tion for the probability P, (t) that n ofout ofN num bers
have a value less than a xed value at (discrete) tine
t. hthelmi N ! 1 and p: 1=2, P, has the scal-
ing orm P, () = e-f (x = n= N; = tN). Inserting
this expression Into the m aster equation gives the follow —
ing FokkerP lanck equation for f (x; ) with a re ecting
boundary at x = 0:
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C onsequently, the random neighbor version of the Bak—
Sneppenm odelforN ! 1 isjistan O mstein-Uhlenbeck
process, ie. Brownian m otion in a parabolic potential.

G wen the initialcondition f x;0) = (& vy),the solution
is
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FIG .1. P ot of the correlation function given by Eq.:_é.

It ollow s for the autocorrelation function G ( ) ofthe
tin e signalx ( )

G()=-exp 15 3)

wherea 1. Thisdirectly gives the power soectral den—
sity S () via a Fourder transform ofG ( )
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G oing back to the unscaled variables leads to
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which isonly valid for low frequencies. Hence, the power
spectraldensity ofthe signaln (t) decays as 1=f? and or
very low frequencies it even becom es constant. H ow ever,
the above calculation was carried out w ithout applying
the boundary condition at x = 0. Neverthelss, i is
already clear from a physicalpoint ofview that the func-
tional form of G ( ) will not change drasticly by incor—
porating a re ecting boundary. T his is supported m ath—
em atically by the fact that one sin ply has to use the
m ethod of In ages. Thiswas done In Ref. E_Z] giving
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where F (@;b;c;z) is the hypergeom etric function and
where r () = 30 exp( )]. I Fig. 4, G() is
shown. We clkarly nd an exponential behavior wih
a= 0869 0008 or0d< < 10 giving rise to a power
spectraldensity asin Eq. (:_4). Thisiscon m ed by a nu-
m erical Fourder transom ofEq. (:_d) (e Fig.Y). Here,
i has to be noted that G () is an even function, ie.,
G ()= G ( ).Thisalso ensuresthat the Fourier trans—
form S (&) is real

In the case of the Bak-Sneppen m odel w ith one next
neighbor, we also cannot con m the results presented
n Ref. [_2]. A direct sin ulation of the tim e signal gives
Sp (1) / 1=!''® over 2 decades for a system size of
N = 8192. Hence, although the power spectral density
In the Bak-Sneppen m odel decays as a power law, the
exponent is far from one. This is also true or a di erent
de nition of the tin e signal 3.

In conclusion, there isno sign of 1=f noise in the random
neighbor version of the B ak-Sneppen m odel and even in
the next neighbor version there is no 1=f noise In the
strict sense.
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FIG.2. P lot of the power spectrum given by a num erical
1
Fourder transfom ation ofEq. ._é T he solid line w ith exponent
2 isdrawn for reference.
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