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W e report experin ental results on quasitw o-din ensionaldi usion lin ited grow th in directionally
solidi ed succinonitrile w ith sm allam ounts of poly (ethylene oxide), acetone, or cam phor as a solute.
Seaweed grow th, or dense branching m orphology, is selected by grow ing grains close to the flllg
plane, where the In-plane surface tension is nearly isotropic. The observed growth m orphologies
are very sensitive to sm all anisotropies in surface tension caused by m isorientations from the f11lg
plane. D i erent seaweed m orphologies are found, including the degenerate, the stabilized, and the
strongly tilted seaweeds. T he degenerate seaweeds show a lin ited fractal scaling range and, w ith
Increased undercooling, suggests a transition from \fractal" to \com pact" seaweed. Strongly tilted
seaw eeds dem onstrate a signi cant twofold anisotropy. In addition, seaw eed-dendrite transitions are

observed in low anisotropy growth.

I. NTRODUCTION

Tt iswellknown that surface tension anisotropy plays
a crucial role In the fom ation of cells and dendrites in
solidi cation m icrostructures E.] Early on, for isotropic
grow th, theory found [2! that the speed and tip radiusof
cellular grow th w ere nonunique, w hile experin ent show ed
clear selection {]. T he break-through to this puzzle cam e
when it wasshown that a an allam ount ofanisotropy acts
as a singular perturbation destroying the non-unigqueness
of the selected tip {L].

C ells and dendrites have been studied extensively, but
the study ofnearly isotropic growth in solidi cation has
received less attention. W ithout anisotropy the grow th is
characterized by frequent random tip splitting leading to
a disordered pattem. T his situation hasbeen coined sea—
weed grow th i_l]] or dense branching m orphology ©BM )
Ej]. Sin ilar pattems are cbserved in other growth sys—
tem s which lack anisotropy, m ost notably viscous nger-
ing HelShaw ow) [6 ‘7' but also i1 such di erent
system s as grow th ofbactenal colonies B -§], electrode-
position H, -1d anneahng of magnetic Ims Il]:], and
drying water Ins [[2]. Tn fact, in viscous ngering ex—
perin ents, it was found that introducing an:sottopy can
stabilize the tips and induce dendrites [13

In this article w e report experin entalresultson weakly
anisotropic growth in directionally solidi ed succinoni-
trile (SCN) with sn all am ounts of poly (ethylene oxide),
acetone, or cam phor as a solute. A s describbed in Sec—
tion E-[, the quasi?D sam ple is ordented close to the f11llg
plane kading to a nearly isotropic surface tension. W eak
deviations from the £f111g ordentation are found to intro—
duce anisotropies and profoundly a ect the tip dynam —
ics of the solidi cation front. These deviations are ex—
pected forexperin entalsolidi cation studiesusingm odel
alloys since precise control of sam ple ordientation is not

currently possible. D i erent types of seaweeds are ob—
served, depending on the weak anisotropy: degenerate
seaw eeds that can lead to altemating tip splitting f_lé],
stabilized seaweeds, and strongly tilted seaweeds which
reveala large twofold anisotropy.
In addition, we explore the existence of fractal grow th
In degenerate seaweeds at low speeds and nd that sea—
weeds in directional solidi cation do not appear to be
fractal over a signi cant range of length scales. W e also
report results on transitions between seaweed and den-
drite grow th.
Anisotropy in solidi cation originates from the capil-
lary length which is proportionalto the surface sti ness
2
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w here is the surface tension and is the anglk be-
tween the nom alto the interface 1 and the pulling di-
rection [15
The origin of the surface tension anisotropy is the
underlying crystalline structure of the growing solid.
G row th ispreferred along the crystalline axesand, in two
din ensions, a seed grain w ill typically grow outward asa
fouram ed \snow ake". In directional solidi cation, in
w hich growth is forced along a particular direction, the
am s or dendrites are tilted In a direction between the
crystalline axis and the In posed tem perature gradient.
The e ective In-plane anisotropy depends not only on
the crystalitself, but also on the orientation ofthe crystal
w ith respect to the growth direction. W hen grown in
the f11lg plane, the surface tension is nearly isotropic,
eading to seaweed growth or DBM  [15].
M athem atically, the surface tension can be represented
In 3D as
)= o 1+ o]+ nj+n3) @)
where | is the isotropic part of the surface tension and
o is the degree of anisotropy tl5'] T he anisotropy has
been m easured as o = 0:0055 in SCN ll6] ni;n,;andns
are the com ponents of a uni vector i that param etrizes
the fuinction in three din ensions. ) is the m agnitude
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FIG.1l: Ushg equatjons:l: and El, the surface sti ness (grey,

0=2, 0=0.1) and the anisotropic part of the surface tension
black, @) o,with o= 1land ¢=2.75) are shown for the
(A ) £100g and B) flllg planes. There is signi cant fourfold
anisotropy In the £100g plane while grow th In the £111g plane
is isotropic. Note, the param eters ( and o are chosen to
em phasize the anisotropy in the surface tension.

of the surface tension for a surface ordented so that its
nom alisalong fi. T his approxin ation ofthe actualsur-
face tension looks som ew hat like a rounded cube In three
din ensions for succinonitrile and has the expected sixfold
symm etry for a cubic crystal

In directional solidi cation, the sam ple is constrained
to grow w ithin a particular plane, so the possble grow th
surfaces have ordentations #! perpendicular to the inter—
face and ying in the plane ofthe sam plk. C onstraining ft
to lie In a plane is equivalent to taking a particular slice
through this 3D surface tension plot. Changing the ori-
entation ofthe crystal changes the shape and m agnitude
of () and ~ ) in the sam ple plane [171.

F jgure-r}' show sexam plesofthese 2D slices in the £100g
plane and the flllg plane. In these cases, the surface
sti ness (grey) hasthe sam e sym m etry asthe surface ten—
sion (plack). They are 90 out ofphase and ngers tend
to grow towardsm axinum surface tension. Ifa crystal
in this ordentation was forced to grow upwards, F ig. ILA
would produce stable dendrites w ith sidebranches at ap—
proxim ately right angles. W e could also rotate the sam —
plk (@nd hence the surface tension plot) in the plane to
produce tilted dendrites. W ithout anisotropy of surface
tension, F ig. 0B, the tip isunstable and the grow th Jacks
the apparent orientation observed in traditional grow th
m orphologies.

Figure ZA and B show experin entalchtuJ:es of solids
oriented approxin ately as shown In Fig. nZLA and B re—
spectively. Seaweed structures QB are very disordered
com pared to m ore fam iliar arrays of cells and dendrites
GZ'A) Note that Fig. Q.A and B show di erent seed crys—
tals of the sam e sam ple grown under the sam e grow th
conditions, illustrating that it is the crystalline ordenta—
tion that causes the observed di erence.

A though there have been a coupl thorough experi-
m ental investigations of the seaweed m orphology in di-
rectional solidi cation [[5, [7], very little work has been

FIG. 2:
di eronly In crystalline orientation. T he white line indicates
the solid-liquid interface. The solid grow s upwards into the
undercooled m elt. The themm algradient (18 K /am ), concen—

A) A dendrite and (B) seaweed structure which

tration (025% SCN-PEO ), and growth velocity 2.71 m /s)
are identical in both pictures.

done on the tip dynam ics and the e ect ofthe sm allm is—
orientations from the f111g plane that are present in any
experin ental study.

Previous experim ents and sinulations on the sea—
weed m orphology have focused on the m agnitude of the
anisotropy, stability of dendrites, and the ordentation
of anisotropic crystals. In particular, Akam atsu and
Faivre have perform ed directional solidi cation experi-
m ents studying the e ect of surface tension anisotropy
and grain orentation on m orphology (I3, 11]. Thle and
M ullerK rumbhgar have used num erical sin ulations to
study seaw eedsH], including the seaw eed-dendrite tran-—
sition with increasing anjsoFlropy. A ttem pts to va tple
anisotropy in simulations K] and experin ents [18, 119]
showed that tip splitting growth was found when noise
was Increased.

Brener et al. propose a m orphology diagram mnnvolv—
Ing the degree of anisotropy and the undercooling QO]
In this diagram , they distinguish between seaw eed struc—
tures at low anisotropy and dendritic structures at high
anisotropy and betw een fractalgrow th at low undercool-
ng and com pact grow th at Jarge undercooling. T hey the—
orize that the fractalstructure form sbecause tip splitting
occurs random ly when the strength of the therm alnoise
is large enough to destabilize the tip R0, 211.

Honp et al claim ed the st D LA -like crystal grow th
using NH4C 1 crystals radially grown from solution and
fund a fractal dinension Df = 1671 wih about 1
order of magnitude in length scalks [18]. Thke and
M ullerK rum bhaar have used num erical sim ulations to
study seaweed m orphology and nd D¢ = 1.70 0.03
Eﬁ]. M ullerX rum bhaar et al. recon m ed these resuls,
166 D £ 1:73, for a seaweed growth at low under—
cooling RA]. Hon® et al’s results were perform ed for
seaw eeds at a particular undercooling and therefore do
not test B rener’s predictions of a transition to com pact
growth wih increased undercooling. Ihle and M uller-
K rum bhaarused three undercoolings and found the frac—
taldim ension to be approxin ately constant. T heir scal-
Ing range isnotm ore than one decade and sin ulationsare
perfom ed at zero im posed anisotropy which we are not



Microscope

FIG . 3: D irectional solidi cation schem atic. A quasi2D
sam ple is pulled through a linear tem perature gradient. T he
grow Ing interface is stationary in the lab fram e and is observed
through a m icroscope.

able to obtaln experim entally. Sin ulations by Saskin ar
and Sreenivasen show an increase in fractal din ension
from 1.6 to 2 with increased undercooling R31. Our re-
sults suggest a transition from fractalto com pact grow th,
but we nd that there isnot a signi cant range of fractal
scaling.

At higher anisotropies, the noise is no longer abl to
destabilize the tip, but m ight still be in portant in in-
duchg sidebranching. D ynam ic studies of the seaweed
m orphology m ight o erm ore inform ation about the role
ofnoise in solidi cation.

N o system atic study has been concemed w ith the dy-
nam ics of the tip splitting events or the e ect of m is—
orientations from the flllg plane. This seam s particu—
larly in portant in dense branching m orphology as slight
m isorientations lead to nie anisotropies to the nom i
nally isotropic case. In contrast, slight variations on an
anisotropic grow th such as that in Fjg.:_]:A would likely
be weak. W e discuss the In plications of these m isorien—
tations below .

Low anisotropy system s can be very instructive in un—
derstanding the transition from seaweeds to dendrites.
T hism ightbe particularly in portant for situationsw here
com peting anisotropies nearly balance, such as cases
w here the kinetic anisotropy favors a di erent direction
than the surface tension anisotropy Q4 25 )

T his paper is organized as follow s: In Section I]: we
describe the experin ental apparatus and techniques. In
Section 'DIAI w e characterize three di erent types of sea—
weed growth which result from amall anisotropies. In
-IIIB' we study the ﬂactal din ension of the degener—
ate seaweed In Section -]I[C' we study seaw eed-dendrite
t:cansmons for low anisotropy growth. W e conclude in
Section lIV.

II. EXPERIM ENTALMETHODS

T he experim ent is perform ed w ith a traditional direc—
tionalsolidi cation apparatus [26 ]in which a thin sam ple
(13an 15 am 6 60) m) ispulled through a lin-
ear tem perature gradient at a constant pulling velocity
as shown in Fig. g A fter an Initial transient, the aver-

SCN-ACE SCN-CAM SCN-PEO
D (m?/s) 1270° 300° 80
k 01° 033° 0.01
C weight %) 15% 1.3% 0.25%
d(m) 20 22 60

TABLE I: Properties of sam ples used in this study. Succi-
nonirile (SCN) allbys with acetone A CE), cam phor (CAM )
and poly (ethylene oxide) PEO ) as solutes. D i usivity D and
partition coe cient k are given. Solute concentration C and

sam ple thlckness d used in these results are also listed. a)
R eference 130] b) R eference @1‘] c) Reference 132

age speed ofthe solidi cation front isequalto the pulling
speed, set by a linear stepping m otorw ith 4 nm step size.

T he cell consists of tw o glass plates glued together and

lled w ith the sample. The glass plates are cleaned in
stages using detergent, acetone, m ethanol, an acid solu—
tion (sulfuric acid and NoChrom ix (G odax Laboratories,
Inc.)), and distilled water. The glue used is the epoxy
TorrSeal (Varian Vacuum P roducts). The nom inal cell
depth is set by a M ylar O uPont) spacer which can be
obtained in a w ide range of thicknesses w ith good unifor—
m iy.

In each set of runs, the tam perature gradient ism ain—
talned at a xed value between 3 and 50 K /an wih a
stability of 2 mK possbl on each side. T he tem pera—
tures of the hot and cold sides are above and below the
equilbriim melting tem perature of 58 so that the
solidliquid Interface rem ainsw ithin the gap between the
tem perature controlled blocks. In them ost recent design,
circular sam ples are used to allow the cell to be rotated
within the sam ple plane between runs. This allow s or
som e control over sam ple ordentation.

The sampl used is an allby of succinonitrile (SCN)
and a sn all am ount of added solute. The solutes used
In the present study are either 025% poly (ethylene ox—
ide) PEO)P7], 15% acetone ACE), or 1.3% cam phor
(CAM ). The di usivities D and partition coe cients k
are listed in Table :_ﬁ w ith the solute concentrations C
and sam ple thicknessesd used forthese results. The SCN
is puri ed by sublin ation and the sam ples are m ixed,
degassed, and vacuum lled under nert atm osphere to
avoid possible contam ination. The m elting tem perature
of the puri ed m aterdal is 58:05 0:03 C which corre-
spondsto a purity 0£99.98% [28] Furtherdetailson sam —
pk prepara‘uon and cell construction w ill be presented
elsew here R9].

T he liquid-solid Interface is observed w ith phase con—
trast or Ho m an m odulation contrast m icroscopy. Se—
quences of in ages are recorded usinga CCD cam era w ith
a fram egrabber or tin e lapse video. Particularly with
phase contrast in ages, such asthose In F jg.EZ, the inter—
face can then be easily extracted for fiirther analysis.

To Initiate growth, the sam ple is m elted com pletely
and quenched, seeding a number of grains. One grain
w ith the desired ordentation is selected and all others



aremelted o so the chosen grain can grow and 1l the
width of the cell. This is m ost easily accom plished in
SCN-PEO sam ples since the attached dye group on the
poly (ethylene oxide) Q?] allow sustom el o undesirable
grains by locally heating w ith an argon laser beam . The
selected grain can then bem aintained so runsofdi erent
grow th goeeds can be perform ed at the sam e crystalline
orientation.

Tt is In portant to start w ith a single grain since den—
drites grow at lower undercooling and typically overtake
seaw eeds during solidi cation. &t is comm on after a run
to have a few subgrains indicating that neigboring lobes
can shift slightly w ith respect to each other[L5]. W edon’t
observe any variation in grow th m orphology affer the ini-
tial transient due to the fom ation of these subgrains.

Before each run, the sam ple is kept stationary Vv = 0)
for a su cient tim e to equilbrate the im purity concen-
tration in the liquid and create a at interface. This al-
Jow saccuratem easurem ent ofthe initial nstability w ave—
length of the at interface ¢ which results from the
M ullinsSekerka instability B31.

F inding an appropriate grain is an experim ental chal-
lenge, as the random seeding process givesonly a 1/1600
chance of ordenting the grain w ithin 1 ofthe f11llgplane
B4] It has already been noted that seaw eeds exist only
wihin 5 ofthe f11lg orientation Il5 This5 Il it lkely
depends on the alloy and concentration used, which ap—
pear to a ect the degree of anisotropy in our observa-—
tions. H ow ever, assum ing that 1im it of seaw eed stability,
there is a probability of1/66 to seed seaw eed grow th but
only 1 in 25 seaweedsw illbew ithin 1 ofthe f1llgplane.
T hat is, experin ental seaw eed grow ths typically involve
a signi cant m isorientation from the flllg plane. The
consequences of this w ill be em phasized below .

IIT. RESULTS
A . Seaweed m orphologies

A tthough low anisotropy solidi cation produces com —

plicated m eandering pattems com pared to dendrites, we

nd noticeable reqularity due to the in posed grow th di-
rection and am all anisotropies.

T here does appear to be a typical spacing between the
large seaweed cells [11], as seen In Fig. -4'. T his spacing
is com parable to that for dendrites grown at the same
conditions eg. asih Fig. :_2), but is unstabl and contin—
uously changes over tim e. T here is frequent tip splitting
and com petition between Iobes which are occasionally
created or fall behind. The splitting events also occur
at di erent places on the tip and create am s of varying
lengths. These factors lead to the characteristic m ean—
dering and random appearance of the seaweed.

G ven that it is unlkely to random 7 seed a seaweed
grain wihin 1 ofthe f11lg plane as m entioned above,
wemust ask how growth isa ected by an allm isorienta—
tions from the flllg plane. Fjg."E}' shows a few possble

FIG. 4: SCN-PEO atV = 6.74

Seaweed growth In 025%
m /s. The grow th is com posed of seaweed cells, ve ofwhich
are seen here.

100

FIG .5: Anisotropicpart of surface tension in planes ordiented
5 from the f11lg orientation using the sam e param eters as
in Fig. :h (A) Close to the £655g plane and (B) near £665g
orientation. Note that specifying the plane does not select
the orientation w ith respect to the grow th direction (given by
the arrow ). (C) isa speci c ordentation found by rotating B)
in the sam ple plane.

surface tension pro les orgrainsm isoriented 5 from the
f111g plane towards the £100g or £110g ordentation and
w ith in-plane rotations. Not only is the surface tension
anisotropic, it is also not generally fourfold symm etric
as usually assum ed in sin ulations and theory. Since the
grains n Fig. E are close to flllg, the growth will be
relatively isotropic and should form seaweeds. H owever,
the dynam ics of the seaweed will depend on the slight
anisotropy.

This e ect may be particularly relevant because a
slight anisotropy on a nom nally isotropic case w illbreak
the symm etry and induce a sense of ordentation. Slight
m isorientations from a strongly anisotropic case like the
£100g ordentation w ill nduce only sm all changes on the
existing pro ke and w ill not be signi cant.

In particular, if we force a crystal ordented as F ig. SA
to grow upwards, there w ill be a an all degeneracy B5]
G row th tow ards the surface tension m axim a is preferred
and a tip will tend to grow outwards in both directions
lrading to a m arked increase In radius or attening of
the tip. W e call this the degenerate seaweed as there is
a sn all am ount of degeneracy which is revealed in the
dynam ics. Forcing a crystal ordented as n Fig. "_oJB to
grow upw ards, the seaw eed now grow s along a preferred



FIG .6: Threekindsofseaweed growths observed in an SCN -
ACE sampl at a tem perature gradient of 20 K /an . @) A
degenerate, or altemating tip splitting, m ode at v = 8:96%,
B) a stabilized seaweed at V = 8:96— and (C) a strongly
tilted seaweed (tilted beyond 45 ) at vV = 43:6Tm which re—
veals a twofold rather than urfold sym m etry.

direction and the tip w illbe som ew hat m ore stable than
the isotropic seaweed. This is the stabilized seaweed.
Fjg.:_ﬂc show s the sam e crystalin Fjg.EB rotated w thin
the plane. A swe show below, in this case upw ard grow th
can lead to seaw eeds tilted beyond 45 as a consequence
of the twofold sym m etry.

Fjgureg show s a few exam ples w ith ordentations sim —
ilar to those shown in FJg:5 In each case, the same
sam ple is used, but each in age corresponds to grains of
di erent crystalline orientation. They are all seaweeds
because the tip is unstable to splitting, but there is a
clear qualitative di erence in their structure. W e de-
scribe these further below .

1. D egenerate seaweed, altermating tip splitting

O ne ofthem ost striking types of seaw eeds is the degen—
erate seaw eed seen In Fjg.:_Z’B and Fjg.:_éA At rstglance,
they appear sin ilarto other seaw eeds, except that the tip
is observed to altemately split on the left and right sides
f_lé_il, '§§'] T hat is, when the tip splits, one ofthe two new
Iobes will grow forward as the other falls behind. If the
Iobe tow ards the left survives, when the tip splits next,
there is roughly an 85% chance that the lobe on the right
w ill survive.

W e have characterized this state in detail {14], includ-
Ing a m odelwhich captures the cbserved scaling behav—
jor; The tip splitting frequency £, the wavelength of the
tip Instability ¢, and the pulling speed V are related as:
£/v3¥2, /V ¥ ,andf/ =V .The observed fre-
quency exponent of 3=2 is identical to what is expected
fr the sidebranching frequency in dendrites37,1381. The

“ine — 2.0 wmires

FIG.7: Curvaturetine plot or 025% SCN-PEO .A repre—
sentation of the curvatures along the interface near the tip.
To the Jkeft isa tip region w ith an segm ent indicated In white.
ADbove i, the absolute curvatures along this segm ent are plot—
ted In greyscale. Stacking sequences of these lines in tin e for
subsequent pictures gives the curvature-tin e plot on the right,
w here the center line alw ays corresponds to the tip. Tin e in—
creases upw ards (totaltim e 28.6 m inutes). The w idth is 300
m and the grow th velocity is2.03 m /s. W hite corresponds

to high curvatures (radius of curvature less than 10 m)

and black to zero curvature. The dashed line indicates the
position of the tip that is shown.

relevant results will be summ arized brie y to contrast
w ith other types of secaweeds and to correlate the pre—
vious observations w ith the surface tension plots shown
above: (@) tip splitting can reqularly altemate, (o) the
nstability wavelength of tip solitting is linearly related
to the Instability wavelength of the planar interface, and
(c) alemating tip splitting is correlated w ith a strong

attening ofthe tip and a particular crystallographic ori-
entation.

To gain additional insight, the curvature is m easured
at each point on an arc centered on the tip. P lotting
curvature versus the position along the arc and stack—
ng the plots from successive tin es, we created curvature
tine CT) plots, as shown in FJg:j The arclength s is
centered on the tip which isde ned asthe furthest point
along the grow th direction. T he greyscale Intensity cor—
responds to the absolute value of the curvature. This
plot show s the evolution of the curvatures in the region
of the tip over tim e. T he center of the plot always cor-
resoonds to the tip. Each splitting event is represented
by a double line because a deep groove and an additional
tip are created, both of which have high curvature and
convect down the side of the secaweed.

The altemating tip splitting can be very regular as
seen In FJg:j T here, it is clear that the curvatures at
the tip oscillate, re ecting the altemating attening and



splitting of :che tip. W e em phasize that the periodiciy
seen In Fig.’ isa re ection of the changing shape ofthe
tip and not an artifact of the tip m oving from side to
side since the tip position changes by a relatively sm all
am ount. This is striking because in a relatively isotropic
system wih a noise dom nated instability such as tip
splitting, one expects to nd random and upredictable
behavior. A though there could be a nonlinear feedback
m echanian that lads to an instability such as vortex
sheddingin uid ows, sin ulations of isotropic solidi ca-
tion have not revealed such a cycle. A though rare, this
state is not unique, as we have ocbserved i in three dif-
ferent sam ples and it appears to be the quasitperiodicity
pointed out in Fig. 20 of {15].

M easurem ents ofthe tip nstability wavelength  ver-
sus the instability of the initially at front ¢ dem on-
strated an approxim ately linear relationship. This indi-
cates that to a rst approxin ation, the instability wave—
length oftip splitting ardses from them ore fam iliar insta—
bility of the at Interface. T he precise relationships for
tw o particular degenerate seaw eed grains show that + is
in fact snallerthan ¢ (¢ 08 ¢) [14]. The tip will
becom e unstabl at the an allest instability wavelength,
since the tip is initially at a size that is too am all to sup—
port an instability and grows. That is,  is essentially
probing the an allw avelength branch ofthisdynam ic sta—
bility curve. T he evolring tip is m ore com plicated than
the niial planar instability which is itselfm ore com pli-
cated than the steady state linear theory ofM ullins and
Sekerka B3] D espoite this, we nd within experim ental
errors that all of these lengths scale In the sam e way as

/ v 0:5 .

The cbserved attening ofthe tip is precisely whatwe
m ight expect if the crystalwas ordented as F ig. E;A To
verify that this is the case, we perfom ed a run at a very
an all tem perature gradient so that the grow th would be
dom nated by any crystalline anisotropy rather than the
In posed tem perature gradient. W ith a reduced tem per-
ature gradient, the resulting grow th is closer to that of
free grow th. Fjgure:g show sa spacetime (ST ) plot from
the run (see @-5], for example). It was created by tak—
Ing the pixels from a xed distance behind the interface
from each in age and stacking them sequentially in tin e
(sin {lar to the CT plot). The distance behind the in—
terface In this gureis 12 ¢. The plot is essentially
a chart recording of the growth in the absence of fur-
ther coarsening. It’s clear that the grow th locks into two
particular directions, consistent w ith the surface tension
pro le shown on the right.

A state qualitatively sim ilar to this altemating tip
splitting is observed in viscous ngering experim ents, but
isdue to an adetJonalperturbatJon such asthe presence
ofa bubble trapped at the tip 33]. Park and Hom sy also
see a near periodic splitting, a]i:hough there isnot a long
enough sequence to be sure I40 A ITemating tip split—
ting can also be observed In sin ulations w hen com peting
anisotropies balance [_25, see Fig. 3c]. Thism ight result
from a slight degeneracy In a relatively isotropic surface

time = 100 minutes

FIG. 8:

Spacetin e plot for 025%
sam ple. T in e increases upw ards. T he grow th velociy is 2.71
m /s and tem perature gradient is @) 18 K/an and B) 3

SCN-PEO degenerate

K/an . The approxim ate orientation of the grain is repre—
sented by the surﬁge tension plot on the right. This is the
sam e grain astg.:gB .

tension pro le as we believe these results show .

At low speeds, the seaweed cells becom e m ore stable
and lad to a deviation from the observed £ / V1!®
scaling. A lso, the slight asymm etry in the anisotropy
is revealed and splitting events to one side dom inated
the splits to the other. At higher speeds, the structures
becom e an aller and growth is m ore three din ensional,
m aking i di cult to extract the interface and ollow the

tip.

2. Stabilized seaweed

Fig.hB shows the stabilized seaweed. Note that it is
the sam e sam ple as the degenerate seaweed in Fig. :_SA
grow Ing at identical conditions except for the ordentation
of the crystal. Unlke the degenerate seaweed, the tip is
not generally splitting tow ards altemate sides. In fact,
the horizontal branches (for exam ple, on the rightm ost
tip) are true sidebranches which develop below the tip,
and the tip golitting ism uch less frequent.

In Fjg.:ﬁ, tip curvature is plotted versus tin e or typ-—
ical exam ples of the degenerate and stabilized seaweed.
The radiis of curvature of the tip is detem ined as a
function oftin e where the tip isagain de ned asthe fur-
thest point along the growth direction. The curvatures
In each case are nom alized by the average for the run.
Tt’s clear that the standard deviation is sm aller for the
stabilized seaweed which con m s that the tip exhibits
less variation In curvature, suggesting that thism ight be
an exam pl ofthe situation shown in ¥ jg.:_SB . In contrast,
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FIG.9: Curvatureofthetip fora (A) degenerate seaweed
V = 2771 m=s;G = 18K=an ) and a (B) stabilized secaweed

V = 45 m=s;G = 18K =an ). In each case, the curvatures
are divided by them ean for the run h i. T he standard devia-
tion for the stabilized seaweed (0.30) is sm aller than that for
the degenerate seaweed (0.41) re ecting the increased stabil-

iy of the tip.

FIG.10:
B)V =
20K /am .

T Ip stabilized seaweed at @A) V = 455 m=s and
896 m=s Both magesare1.5% CN-ACE wih G =

the degenerate seaw eed displaysprom inent oscillations in
curvature re ecting the continual splitting and attening
ofthe tip.

Usinhg a lower pulling speed, the unstable seaweed
g]:owth undergoes a transition to dendrites, shown In
Fig. :LO T he resulting grow th seen in FJguJ:e:IOA show s
one of an array of dendrites with stable tips, ndicat—
Ing an anisotropy along the grow th direction consistent
w ith the stabilized seaweed. Note that this is not sim —
ply an artifact of the tem perature gradient constraining
the grow th, although that m ight contribute to the sta—
bility of the dendrites. At corresponding low velocities,
the degenerate state described above appears cellularbut
rem ains unstable to splitting.

This e ect does not appear to be caused by ki
netic anisotropy which generally refers to an increase in
anisotropy w ith Increasing velocity. In fact, this isthe op—
posite e ect. Qualitatively, this could be interpreted as
the sam e behavior und i sin ulations in w hich com pet-
ing anisotropies balance [4%, see Fig. 2 in which decreas-
ingundercooling (2b to 2a) leadstom ore ordered grow th]
[le_i], but we do not believe anisotropies in di erent direc—
tions exist In the present experim ent. W e also cbserve

this grain to appear secaweed-lke up to V. = 86 m /s so
there does not appear to be another anisotropic state
that dom nates at large grow th qaeed W ih thisin m ind
and given the evidence in F ig. -9 we conclude that there
is a am all anisotropy along the grow th direction.

Tt is interesting to note that fractaldendrites described
by Brener et al. appear very sin ilar Q]J e Fig. 5]. In
fractaldendrites, although a central stem ofthe dendrite
is still de nable, large noise or low anisotropy leads to
occasionaltip splitting.

3. Strongly tilted seaweeds

T he degenerate and stabilized secaweedsare, in a sense,
the two extrem es of what surface tension pro ls will
be seen when m isoriented from the flllg plane. O ther
grow thsw illbe com binations of these behaviorsw ith the
additional freedom to rotate the sam ple In the plane.

Now oconsidering Fig. EC the surface tension is not
fourfold sym m etric. In otherwords, the m odel of surface
tension based on Egs. -]. and'Z used m ost often in sin -
ulations and theories, ()= ([l+ (cos@ )], is not
valid here. The lack of com plete fourfold sym m etry has
been noted before {16, 43] but is not typically in portant
for dendrite grow th. O ne consequence is that we can see
dendrites grow Ing at angles larger than 45 w ith respect
to the pulling direction, which does not happen under
the assum ption of fourfold symm etry. If the anisotropy
is fourfold sym m etric, a dendrite grow Ingat > 45 will
have sidebranches at 90 < 45 in the other direction
which willbe favored.

Fjg.:_éc is an exam ple of this in which a tip splitting
grow th is tilted at approxim ately 53 , consistent w ith
a surface tension anisotropy oriented like Fig.&C . This
picture show s that twofold symm etry can be in portant
n seaweed_growth A sin ilar observation can be seen in
dendrites tlS see Fig. 25] although no m ention ism ade
ofthe In plications of the large tilt angle.

In Fig. :_1-]_; we show the progression of this strongly
tilted seaweed with Increasing growth speed. At low
speeds there is a slight tilt to the right. A s the pulling
speed is Increased, branches to the left arem ore apparent
until at large enough speeds they dom inate the grow th.
Atmuch larger speeds, the seaweed actually reverts to a
slight tilt to the right as seen at low speeds. A Though
this transition was reproducible, the tem perature gradi-
ent is far from linear at those speeds and we are not able
to draw reliable conclusions from these cbservations.

The transition is qualitatively di erent from the cell
to dendrite transition in which cells gradually tilt fiirther
tow ards the crystalline axis until the transition to den-
drites [44]. Tn that case, the cells sm oothly tilt fiurther
towards the crystalline axis, whilk here the tilted am s
grow out from the seaweed w ith a lifetin e that increases
w ith pulling speed until they becom e stable.



FIG .11: Transition to strongly tilted grow th w ith increasing
grow th speed. Im ages are shown at pulling speedsof @) 4.5,
B) 90, (C) 134, D) 178, €) 221, ) 43.6, (G) 864, H)
182,and (I) 242 m /s. Thesample is1.5% SCN-ACE and G
= 40 K/am . Inages H and I show a transition from strongly
tilted seaweed back to grow th oriented along the pulling ve—
Jocity. A lthough reproducible, the large scale linearity of the
tem perature gradient is not m aintained at V. > 100 m /s.

4. D egenerate-stabilized seaweed transitions

From the above discussion, it should be possible to ob—
serve transitionsbetw een di erent seaw eed types w ith an
In-plane rotation of the sam ple. FJg:_lz_; show s an exam —
plke. At low speeds, a stabilized seaweed form s C_l-giA).
W hen rotated by 30 , the growth becom es a degener-
ate seaweed and exhibits altemating tip splitting {_fz_iB ).
At higher growth speeds for the sam e two ordentations,
stable doublons ClZC) becom e unstable to tip splitting
C12D ) with the sam e sam ple rotation. At the bottom of
Fig. :12 possble surface tension pro lesare shown which
are rotated by 30 wih respect to each other. D oublon
grow th w illbe addressed In a fiuture publication {1_15

B . Fractaldim ension

Since we expect to see a crossover from fractalto com —
pact structures with increased pulling speeds !2-0'], we
m easured the fractaldin ension D ¢ of our in ages by us-
Ing a standard box counting m ethod described in F ig. :13
{46]. The Iowerphysicalcuto ofthe fractalrange is close
to the wavelength of the initial instability ofthe at in—
terface ¢ . The experim entalm easurem ent of this value
hasbeen m easured at each pulling speed and is indicated
on the plot CE‘jg.:_fg:A ).D ¢ ism easured asthem agnitude
of the slope forbox sizess> .

Figure E-Q;B show s the fractal dim ension versus the
pulling speed fora degenerate seaw eed. T he circles corre—
soond to tting overone decadeon F ig. :_L-ZE:A to determ ne

22 um/s

V:

65 um/s

V:

200 um

FIG.12: Transition between stabilized and degenerate sea—
weed growth with in-plane rotation of sam pl. The sample
is0.5% SCN-PEO .Ata certain sam ple ordentation ( ), wih
@A)V = 22 m/s, the sample grow s as stabilized seaweed
and at (C) V = 65 m /s doublons form . A fter rotating the
sam ple by 30 , the grow th becom es B ) a degenerate seaw eed
atV =22 m/sand D) remains seaweed at V. = 65 m /s.
Below , possible surface tension pro les are shown which are
rotated by 30 w ith respect to each other.

D ¢ . Thetrangles correspond to tting over0.43 decades,
equivalent to one division on a naturallog plot, which has
been used In som e previous resuls [4] Tt’s clear that the
fractal din ension is sensitive to the range of data taken
for the t, although the general trend seem s to ram ain

that the fractal din ension increases w ith pulling speed.
This increase from close to the di usion lin ited aggre—
gation value of 1.67 towards 2 would be consistent w ith
B reneretal’sprediction ofa noisy transition from fractal
to com pact growth. In addition, B rener et alpredicted
that the transition is discontinuous. W hen using data
from a t over one decade we observe such a discontinu—
ous jum p, however, tting over a shorter region does not
show such a jimp. The t istaken starting at ¢, ie.
the t over one decade includes box lengthsbetween ¢

and 10 ¢.

At mst, Figure :;L-g:B looks prom ising in indicating a
transition from fractalto com pact growth,buta few n -
portant issuesm ust be noted. A sm entioned, the slope is
sensitive to the range ofthe t and, at m ost, one decade
In length scales can be used. In other words, these pic—
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FIG .13: Fractalanalysis for degenerate seaweed (025% SCN —
PEO).A box countingm ethod isused in which a grid of spac—
ing s pixels is superin posed on a picture ofa dendrite and the
num ber of boxes containing any part of the interface N (s))
is counted. @A) A linear region on a log-log plot indicates
a fractal range w ith the dim ension given by the m agnitude
of the slope. The plot here is or a growth velocity of 1.34
m /s and the experim ental initial instability wavelength is
included as the lower length scale cuto for the fractal range.
(B) Averagihg results from 1000 pictures for each point, the
fractal din ension versus the pulling speed is plotted. The
solid line (circles, 1 decade t) suggests a discontinuous Jum p
while the dashed line (trdangles, 043 decade t) suggests a
am ooth transition.

tures do not exhbi grow th that is clearly fractalover a
signi cant range of length scales. W e question whether
previous experin ents have had the sam e lim itations. At
lower speeds, as the seaweed tends towards less devel-
oped cellilar grow th, the calculated dim ension actually
drops tow ards one rather than levelling out. T he fractal
din ension also appearstobem ost wellde ned at the tip,
as the din ension increases towards 2 when m ore of the
deep groove region is inclided in the analysis. T his could
be an artifact of the in posed gradient and m ay not be
an issue In free radial grow th where the num ber of lobes
m ust continually ncrease.

In summ ary, our resuls suggest a transition from frac—
talto com pact grow th, but we nd that the range ofdata
spans only one decade, m aking a conclusive interpreta—
tion as fractal scaling in possible.

FIG .14: Dendriic growth from a degenerate seaweed. The
approxin ate ordentation of the crystal is inferred to be that
represented by the surface tension plot on the right. The
sampl is 025% SCN-PEO growingatV = 45 m/sand G
= 30K /an .

C . Seaweed-dendrite transitions

In low anisotropy grow th, it ispossible to observe den—
dritic grow ths In pattems that otherw ise are seaweed.
Forexam ple, F igure :_lé_lI show s a snapshot ofthe altemat-
Ing tip splitting seaw eed that is tilted to the right approx—
In ately 9 degrees as represented by the surface tension
plot. O ne of the side branches of the seaweed has nucle-
ated a dendritic branch. A ssum Ing that the anisotropy
ofthe crystalism irror sym m etric, the angle betw een the
dendriticbrancheswould be 43 , which is consistent w ith
the valie of 40 for sim ilar branches in Fig.!'§B . Due to
the regularity of the sidebranches these dendrites look
di erent from the usualdendrites which are observed for
grow th along the crystal’seasy axis. T hey look very sin i~
larto the tip oscillating grow th or sym m etric tip splitting
state of Hon et aLld1]. In their results, the tip velocity
and curvature oscillate in tin e, but these oscillations are
not apparent here.

Fig. :_15 show s the tim e evolution of the fomm ation of
one of these dendritic branches. The arrow highlights
the seaweed am which becom es dendritic. W e also ob—
serve in Fig.14A and Fig.ISE that the dendritic branch
grow s ahead of the seaweed grow th. T his is not surpris—
ng as it isalready know n that dendrites grow fasterthan
seaw eeds at the sam e conditions. O ne m ight guess that
the dendritic am could grow ahead of the neighboring
seaw eed and dom inate the grow th. Indeed, the secaweed
grow th In this case is not stable { dendritic branches nu—
cleate at di erent points along the interface and take over
the pattem. Both seaweeds and dendrites can be under-
stood as two stable states w ith dendrites being dynam i-
cally preferred over seaw eeds. T he seaw eeds are typically
found tobe stable untilthe rstdendritesare formed.An
exam ple of the the evolution of the seaweed to dendrite
transition is shown in Fig.ilG. There, an hitial seaweed



FIG .15: The om ation ofa dendritic grow th like that shown
I Fig.l4. Thearrow indicates the seaweed amm that develops
into the dendritic branch. T he tin e between pictures is 30 s.
Thesample is025% SCN-PEO growingatV = 45 m /sand
G = 30K/amn .

is seen to nucleate dendritic branches. In Fjg.:_l-g‘E , after
about 20 m inutes of grow th, som e of the dendrites have
m anaged to grow ahead of the seaweeds .

A seaw eed cannot generally overtake a dendrite since i
grow s at larger undercooling. It is possible though when
the dendrite is angled away from the seaweed. Fjg.:_l-]'
show s a space-tin e plot In which a dendritic grow th ap—
pears stable for a long tin e. A fter a num ber of Aailed at—
tem pts, a seaw eed branch nucleates on the keft and grad—
ually spreads to the right. It is clear from the ST plot
that the seaweed grow s out from a branch on the den-
dritic grow th and is not sin ply another grain. Fig. :_[jc
show s the initial form ation of the seaweed grain.

Iv. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we nd that m isorientations from the
flllg plane lead to di erent types of seaweeds arising
from gm all anisotropies. These include the degenerate,
stabilized and strongly tilted seaweeds. T he degenerate
and stabilized seaweeds are the two basic types of m is-
ordentation w ith the additional freedom to have in-plane
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rotations. T he strongly tilted grow th In particular high—
lights the underlying tw ofold, rather than fourfold, sym —
m etry. T he degenerate state is found to allow a regular
alremating tip splitting to develop. T he observed grow th
m orphologies are correlated w ith the plots ofthe in-plane
surface tension.

The fractal dim ension was studied as a function of
grow th _velocji:y or the degenerate seaweed. A Ithough

FIG .16: Transition from a (A ) seaweeed m orphology toa ')
dendritic m orphology over tin e. T he pictures are separated
by 240 seconds. The sample is 025% SCN-PEO growing at
V=45 m/sand G = 45K /an .

we ocbserve a generaltrend supporting the predicted frac—
tal to com pact transition with increasing undercooling,
there is not a su cient scaling region in directional so—
Iidi cation to consider it to be a true fractal. Transitions
betw een seaw eed and dendrite grow th w ere also observed.

U ltin ately, the question is: How does surface ten—
sion anisotropy select particular grow th m orphologies?
In particular, we ask: (i) W hat can we leam about the
crossover between tip splitting and sidebranching w ith
an all ncreasing (on-fourfold) anisotropies? (i) How
can we elucidate the role and identify the relative in por-
tance of kinetic anisotropy? and (iil) A re sin ilar m or-
phologies ocbservable In other low anisotropy system s?
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