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The O lam i{Feder{Christensen earthquake m odel is often considered the prototype dissipative
self{forganized criticalm odel. It is shown that the size distribbution of events in this m odel resuls
from a com plex interplay of severaldi erent phenom ena, including lim ited oating{point precision.
P arallels beween the dynam ics of synchronized regions and those ofa system w ith periodic boundary
conditions are pointed out, and the asym ptotic avaanche size distribbution is confctured to be
dom inated by avalanches of size one, w ith the weight of lJarger avalanches converging tow ards zero

as the system size increases.

PACS numbers: 05654+ b,45.70Ht

Self{forganized critical (SOC) system s h:, :_2] are ex—
tended systeam sthat receive a slow energy input and have
fast dissipation events (\avalanches" or \earthquakes"),
the size distribution ofwhich isa power law . Such a scale
Invariance can resul quite naturally In system s that sat—
isfy a Jocaloconservation law B], how ever, them echanian s
lrading to SOC in non{conserved system s are not yet
well understood. The O lam i{{Feder{C hristensen earth—
quake m odel E!] is probably the m ost studied nonconser-
vative SO C m odel. N evertheless, the nature of its critical
behavior is still not clear. D espite the sin plicity of is
dynam ical rules, the m odel show s a variety of Interest—
Ing features that are unknown In equilbrium physics and
appear to be crucial or generating the critical behavior.
Am ong these features are a m argihal synchronization of
neighboring sites driven by the open boundary conditions
B1, and the violation of nite{size scaling fa, 4] together
w ith a qualitative di erence between system {w ide earth-
quakes and sm aller earthquakes i‘_?:]. A lso, an all changes
In the m odel rules (lke replacing open boundary condi-
tions w ith periodic boundary conditions E'_§], or introduc-
ing frozen noise [10]), destroy the SO C behavior.

The model is a discretized and sin pli ed version of
the Burridge{Knopo m odel of earthquakes Iil:] and is
de ned by the follow ing rules: At each site of a square
lattice, a continuous variable z is de ned that represents
a local force. The force at all sites Increases uniform Iy
at constant rate. W hen the force z (i;j) at a site (i;7)
exceeds the threshold value z., which can be chosen to
be z. = 1 wihout loss of generality, the force at this site
is reset to zero, while all our nearest neighbors receive a
force ncrem ent of z (i;j). The param eter is the only
param eter ofthem odel, and i hasa valie in the interval
(0;025). If a neighbor is lifted above the threshold, the
force on its neighbors is ncreased according to the sam e
rule, etc., until the \earthquake" is nished. T he \size"
of an earthquake, s, is de ned to be the num ber of top-
pling events during this earthquake. Then, the force is
again increased uniform ly, until the next site reaches the
threshold, triggering the next earthquake, and so on.

Sin flarly to real earthquakes, which follow the

G utenberg{R ichter law, the size distrbution of earth-
quakes Wwhich we shall subsequently call \avalanches")
In thism odel is found in com puter sin ulations to resem —
bkapowerlaw n(s) s . Theexponent appearsto
depend on . However, recent evidence points to a uni-
versalexponent / 18 if only the system size ism ade
large enough, at least or 0:7 [5_.‘] Several authors
argue that there is a criticalvalie of , around 0.18, be—
low which the dynam ics change qualitatively and becom e
dom nated by an allavalanches E_G, :_[2_5] There ispossbly a
an allvalue of , around 0.05, below which the power law
breaks down com pletely 5_4] (how ever, this idea has few
supporters now ), and one recent publication even clain s
that the m odel is not critical at all or < 025 [|3I.
This latter clain isbased on the nding that the mean
branching ratio of avalanches is sm aller than one, and it
would be correct if there was only one type of avalanches
In the system .

Tt is the purpose of this paper to clarify som e of these
puzzles and to elicidate the m echanian s that generate
the observed avalanche size distrlbbutions. W e w ill focus
on the cases = 01 and = 005 and show that the
avalanche size distribution resuls from the com plex in-—
terplay of severalphenom ena, including boundary driven
synchronization and intemal desynchronization, lim ied

oating-point precision, the slow dynam ics within the
steady state, and the an all size of synchronized regions.
W hil part of these phenom ena have been pointed out
already In the earlier literature, their combined e ect on
the size distrdbution of earthquakes and their in plica—
tions for the asym ptotic scaling behavior have not been
clari ed so far. It is our prediction that the asym ptotic
avalanche size distrbution (in the ideal situation ofin —
nie oating-point precision) is dom inated by avalanches
of size 1, w ith the weight of lJarger avalanches decreasing
to zero w ith Increasing system size.

Let us st discuss the case of periodic boundary con—
ditions, which w illbe relevant also forthe Jater discussion
of the system w ih open boundary conditions. Starting
w ith a random iniialcon guration m ostauthorschoose
the z values random Iy from the interval 0;1)), the dy—
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FIG .1: Snapshot of the periodic state for L = 100 and =
0:d, with an iniialwidth 02 of the distrbbution of z values.
T he force z is visualized by the grey shade, w ith sm aller force
being darker.

nam ics settle on a periodic attractor, where the sites al-
ways topple In the sam e order E,:_é,:_l-f.l:]. O ften the sites
are ound to topple one by one, w thout any avalanches
of size 2 or larger. P eriodic states w ith larger avalanches
were found for values > 0:8 [6l, and they occur also
foram aller when thew idth ofthe Initialdistrdbution of
z values ism ade an aller. H owever, M idddlkton and Tang
have shown analytically E:] that a system oconsisting of
two sites always settles In a perdiodic state where none
of the two sites induces the toppling of the other, lead—
Ing to the expectation that this should also hold for two
sites that are part of a system w ith periodic boundary
conditions in a periodic stationary state. In fact, a closer
Inspection of the periodic states w ith larger avalanches
revealsthat w thin an avalanche sites are alw ays lifted ex—
actly to the threshold value by the force increm ent they
receive from the toppling neighbor. At this point, the
process pointed out by M iddleton and Tang com es to a
hal due to the nite oating{point precision, because
each site in the system receives during each period the
sam e force ncrem ent of 4 from is neighbors, allow ing
thus for a periodic state. If the precision was In nitely
large, the periodic state could only be reached ifno site
Induced the toppling of another site. I tested this con—
clusion by studying a system of lnear size L = 100 w ith
= 01 and w ih the initial valies of z random ly cho—
sen from an intervalofsize 2 . The rst avalanche cov—
ers the entire system , but subsequent avalanchesbecom e
an aller, until a periodic state is reached. F jgure-'}' show s
a snapshot of the periodic state, jist before the rst site
topples. The pattem visble in this snapshot was gen—
erated during the rst, systam -w ide avalanche. T he site
that topples rst during a cycle hasthe largest force. The
bright (out not com pletely white) sites topple after one
of their nearest neighbors has toppled. The light grey
sites (the m a prity) toppl after two of their neighbors
have toppled, and the rem aining ones topple only after
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FIG . 2: Size distrdbbution of avalanches in the periodic state
for L = 100 and = 01, with an nitial width 02 of the
distribution of z values. D ashed line: \F loat" precision. Solid
line: \D oubl" precision. C ross: P rogcted result for n nite
precision.

three or ourneighborshave toppled. T he force di erence
between two neighbors has therefore peaks at m ultiples
of , as already found by G rassberger for larger valies

of [GE:] Figure 2_: show s the avalanche size distrbution

In the periodic state, averaged over m any di erent re—
alisations of the disorder. n (s) is the total num ber of
avalanches of size s, divided by the num ber of sites and
by the num ber of cycles. A cycle corresoonds to Increas—
Ing the orce by 1 4 . In a periodic state each site

retums to its original force value at the end of a cycl.
For larger precision (\doubk" instead of \ oat"), there
are m ore am aller and less larger avalanches, supporting
the clain that the oating{point precision lin its the de-
gree of desynchronization. W ithin an avalanche, all sites
are lifted exactly to the threshold (w ithin the given preci-
sion), justifying the prediction that for In nite precision
allavalanches are of size 1.

M iddlkton and Tang have also shown that if one of
tw o sites has a som ew hat shorter period than the other
one (for instance by having a lower threshold value or a
an aller ), then the two sites settle in a periodic state
w here the site w ith the longer period alw ays Induces top—
pling of the site w ith the shorter period. Sin ilarly, sys—
tem s w ith periodic boundary conditions and frozen dis—
order in the threshold values or In the values of can
have a synchronized state where all sites topple during
the sam e avalanche, if the st_t_ength of the disorder is not
too Jarge. (Thisisshown in [10] ordisorder in the val-
ues. T he strength of disorder In the threshold values in
t_l-Q'] was too large to see the synchronization, but I have
observed synchronization for weaker disorder.)

W hen the system has open boundary conditions, sites
at the boundary receive less force from their neighbors,
and can therefore be considered as having a am aller pe-
riod, according to M iddleton and Tang E:Ja]. Thisexplains
the observed fomm ation of synchronized regions, which
starts from the boundary and proceeds inward w ith tim e,
apparently according to a pow er-law E_S], which seem s to



be universal or ~ 0:5 [L6]. A frer some tine (which
m ay be extram ely long for large L or an all ), the sys—
tem reachesa stationary state w ith a \patchy" structure.
W e willcall a patch a \synchronized region". W ithi a
synchronized region, the sites have sin ilar z values and
topple w ithin a short tin e ofeach other, usually through
a sequence of am all avalanches. R egions that are further
away from the boundary are larger. T he regions change
their shape and size on a tim e scale that ismuch longer
than the tim escale ofdriving, due to large avalanchesthat
are triggered close to the boundary. For sm aller , there
arem ore and am aller such regions, whik for largerthan
around 0.17, m ost of the system is dom inated by one or
a few large regions. This paper focusses on the case of
an allervalues of , where there are several regions of dif-
ferent sizes, and w here the uncertainty about them odel’s
behavior is Jargest. T he resuls reported in the follow ng
were obtained for = 0:d1 and = 0:05. Snapshots of
the stationary state for these two values of are shown
n Fjgure:j. This gure reveals a strking sin ilarity be-
tween synchronized regions and a system w ih periodic
boundary conditions and a narrow Initialdistribution of
z values. Like the system w ith periodic boundary con—
ditions, the synchronized regions have di erent types of
sites that toppl after 1, 2, 3 or 4 of their neighbors have
toppled. T he probability distribution of force di erences
between neighbors has peaks at multiples of ( gure
not shown, but see for instance E] for largervalues of ).
Just as the pattem ofthese di erent types of sites is gen—
erated by the initial system -w ide avalanche in the system
w ith periodic boundary conditions, synchronized regions
are generated by large avalanches, w hich proceed Inward
from the boundary. Sites that have participated in the
sam e avalanche have z valuesw ithin a lin ited range, and
appeartherefore asa patch ofa given grey shade iIn F J'g.-'_IJ. .
They ram ain in a periodic state w here the sites topple In
the sam e order for a Iong tim e. This can best be visu—
alized by view ng the system after each cycl, ie., after
a force ncrement of 1 4 . The inner part of the sys—
tam rem ainsunchanged form any cycles. Them ean tin e
for which a section ofthe system rem ains unchanged in—
creases w ith increasing system size, wih decreasing ,
and with increasing distance from the boundary. If a
section rem ains unchanged after a cycle, each site has
toppled once and has received a force increm ent of 4
from is neighbors, jist as In the system with periodic
boundary conditions, and often sites are lifted exactly to
the threshold. T he periodic behavior of a synchronized
region is temm nated when an avalanche enters it from
outside and reshapes the pattem of z values.

These sin ilarities between synchronized regions and
system s w ith periodic boundary conditions (@and narrow
niialwidth of z values) suggest that the size distrdbu-—
tion of avalanches is sensitive to the oating-point pre—
cision. This is illustrated in Fjg.@:. In order to dem on—
strate the In portance ofthe distance from the boundary,

FIG . 3: Snapshots of the stationary state for L = 200 and

= 0d (top), L = 100 and = 0: (center) and L = 100
and = 005 (pottom ). The force z is visualized by the grey
shade, w ith am aller force being darker.

avalanches triggered w ithin the inner part of the system

and close to the boundary were m onitored separately. In
addition to using two di erent types ofprecision (\ oat"
and \doubl"), a third sin ulation was perform ed, w here
the z value of sites that were lifted exactly to the thresh—
old by the force ncrem ent received from a neighborwas
slightly decreased by 10 '°) in order to prevent such
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FIG . 4: Size distrbution of avalanches for L = 100 and =
0:., averaged over approx. 200000 cycles. Left: A valanches
triggered at least at a distance L=4 from theboundary. R ight:
Avalanches triggered at most at a distance L=8 from the
boundary. Long dashed line: \F loat" precision. Solid line:
\D oubl" precision. Short dashed line: C urve cbtained if sites
that are lifted exactly to the threshold do not participate in
the avalanche.
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FIG . 5: Size distrbution of avalanches for L = 200 and =
0:1 (left) and L = 100 and = 005 (rght), averaged over
approx.200000 cycles. O nly avalanches triggered at least at a
distance L=4 from the boundary are considered. Long dashed
line: \F loat" precision. Solid line: \D ouble" precision. Short
dashed line: Curve obtained if sites that are lifted exactly to
the threshold do not participate In the avalanche.

sites from participating in the avalanche. W hilke for the
Iower precision only 45 percent of all sites in the inner
part ofthe systam topple n avalanchesofsize 1, thisper-
centage increases to m ore than 80 percent w ith \doubl"
precision. In the outer region, there isno such sensitiviy
on the oating-point precision, due to the an aller size of
the regions and their shorter lifetin e.

W ith increasing system s size and decreasing , the sen—
sitivity to the oating-point precision ncreases, as shown
n FJg-'_ES W ith \ oat" precision, only 25 percent of the
sites In the inner region topple In avalanches of size 1 for
L = 200and = 0:,whilethispercentage is 75 for \dou-
ble" precision and 94 when sites that are liffed exactly
to the threshold do not participate In the avalanche. For
even larger system size (@nd the same valuie = 0d),
on can expect the latter percentage to approach 100,
In plying that virtually all topplings in the inner part
of the system occur in avalanches of size 1. A sin ilar

trend is observed for decreasing The curves in the

right part of F ng_S are not an ooth due to the extrem ely
long tim e scales for rearrangem ent ofthe synchronized re—
gions. Their cuto occurs at an aller s than or = 04,

probably due to the an all size of synchronized regions.

Taking all these observationstogether, we can conclude
that the observed avalanche size distrbutions result from
the superposition of larger, synchronizing avalanches
triggered near the boundaries and am aller avalanches
that occur within the synchronized regions and that
should tum into single—- ip avalanches after a few cycles,
if only the oatingpoint precision was in nie. W ith
Increasing system size and decreasing , m ost ofthe sys—
tem stays for an increasingly long tine in the periodic
state w ith single- ip avalanches. The weight of larger
avalanches would therefore decrease tow ards zero in the
them odynam ic lim it of n nite system size, if only the

oating-point precision could bem ade in nite. The sys—
tem is thus not critical in the conventional sense that
it has a scale-nvariant avalanche size distribution, w ith
large and am all avalanches being generated by the sam e
m echanign . Instead, the com plex interplay of synchro-
nization, desynchronization, lim ted oating-point preci-
sion, and a nontrivial size distrdbbution of synchronized
regions generates a broad and power-aw lke avalanche
size distrbution for param eter values typically used in
sin ulations. Sim ilar e ects m ight be at the bottom of
m any apparent power law s in nature.
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