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T he O slo rice pile m odelis a quenched Edw ards-W ilkinson equation
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The O slo rice pile m odelis a sandpile-like paradigm atic m odelof\Self-O rganized Criticality"

(SO C).In this paper it is shown that the O slo m odelis in fact exactly a discrete realization of

the m uch studied quenched Edwards-W ilkinson equation (qEW ) [Natterm ann et al.,J.Phys. II

France 2,1483 (1992)].Thisispossible by choosing the correctdynam icalvariable and identifying

itsequation ofm otion. Itestablishesforthe �rsttim e an exactlink between SO C m odelsand the

�eld ofinterface growth with quenched disorder. Thisconnection isobviously very encouraging as

itsuggeststhatestablished theoreticaltechniquescan bebroughtto bearwith fullstrength on som e

ofthe hitherto elusive problem sofSO C.

PACS num bers:64.60.H t,05.65.+ b,68.35.Fx,02.50.-r

The O slo rice pile m odel(O slo m odelhereafter)wasoriginally intended to m odelthe relaxation processesin real
ricepiles[1].M eanwhile,ithasbeen subjectto m any investigationsand publicationsin itsown right.The m odelas
de�ned below supposedly developsinto a scale free state withoutthe explicittuning ofexternalparam eters,and is
thereforeregarded asan exam pleofSelf-O rganized Criticality (SO C)[2].In fact,contrary to m any other\standard"
m odelsofSO C [3,4,5,6],itshowsa reliable and consistent(sim ple)scaling behaviorand isrobustagainstcertain
changesin thedetailsofthedynam ics[7,8,9].Them ostprom inentobservablein them odel,theavalanchesizes,is
governed by a probability distribution P (s)which obeyssim plescaling,

P (s)= s
� �G(s=s0)and s0 = L

D , (1)

where L denotes the system size and � and D are criticalexponents,consistently reported to be � = 1:55(10)and
D = 2:25(10)[7,8,9,10,11,12]. These two exponentsare related by D (2� �)= 1 [10,11],which can be proven
easily given thatthe �rstm om entofP (s),hsi,scaleslike L.
In thefollowing them odelisde�ned,therelevantdynam icalvariableextracted and itsequation ofm otion derived,

which turnsoutto bea discretized quenched Edwards-W ilkinson (qEW )equation.By analyzing theessentialcharac-
teristicsofthem odelon thelattice,such asuniquenessofthesolution and sym m etries,itisthen possibleto construct
the continuum theory,which can subsequently be exam ined using standard m ethods.
The m odel[10]isde�ned on a one dim ensionalgrid ofsize L,where each site i= 1� � � L hasslope zi and critical

slope zci 2 f1;2g. Starting from an initialcon�guration with zi = 0 and zci random everywhere,the m odelevolves
according to the following update rules:1)(Driving)Increase z1 by one. 2)(Toppling)Ifthere isan iwith zi > zci
decrease zi by 2 and increase its nearestneighborsby one,zi� 1 ! zi� 1 + 1,provided that 1 � i� 1 � L. A new
zci is chosen at random ,1 with probability p and 2 with probability q � 1 � p. 3) Repeat the second step until
zi � zci everywhere.Then proceed with the�rststep.Theorderofupdatesisirrelevantin thism odeland theoriginal
de�nition doesnot�x itexplicitly.Thereforethe m icroscopic(fast)tim escaleisa prioriunde�ned.
The avalanche size s is de�ned as the num ber ofcharges,i.e. apartfrom boundary e�ects,twice the num ber of

tim esthe second rule isapplied between two consecutive application ofthe �rstrule. Forconvenience the m odelis
dissipative on both boundaries,where one ofthe two \units" lost by the boundary site during toppling leaves the
system .
A few yearsago Paczuskiand Boettchertranslated theO slo m odelinto thelanguageofinterfacesin random m edia

[11]. However,the evolution ofthe dynam icalvariable H (x;t),which isthe totalnum beroftopplingsofsite x,was
given by @tH = �(@2xH � �(x;H )),where@t isde�ned in discretetim e,i.e.@tH � H (x;t+ 1)� H (x;t)and @2x isthe
lattice Laplacian,so thatx isactually an index. The lastterm �(x;H )representsa quenched noise. The Heaviside
�-function m akes this equation ofm otion highly nonlinear and analytically alm ost intractable [13]. Paczuskiand
Boettcherhavealready conjectured thattheO slo m odelisin thesam euniversality classasqEW [14].M orerecently,
Alavahassuggested thatcertain othersandpilem odelsaredescribed by qEW [15].Itis,however,im portanttorealize
thatno rigorousand exactlink hasso farbeen established between SO C m odelsand the qEW equation.
The crucialstep to m akethiscorrespondenceexactisto identify the properdynam icalvariable.Itisfound in the

form ofthe num ber oftim es a site hasbeen charged (i.e. received a unit from a neighborduring a toppling orby
externaldrive,seebelow)h(x;t),wherex and tarediscreteforthe tim ebeing.Thereisa sim plefunctionalrelation
between h(x;t)and H (x;t),which can be obtained asfollows:Each sitecan bein oneofthreestablecon�gurations,
zi 2 0;1;2.W hen a sitereceivesa unitfrom a neighbor,itchangesstateasshown in Fig.1.Charginga sitein state0
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zi = 0 zi = 1 zi = 2

1 q

1 (topples)p (topples)

FIG .1:Each site can be in one ofthree statesand changesstepwise between them ,wheneveritreceivesa charge.The labels

indicate the probability ofthe m ove and whetheritentailsa toppling.

necessarily leadsto state1 withouttoppling and thespeci�cvalueofzci iscom pletely irrelevantatthisstage.Sim ilar
forstate 2: Ifa site receivesa charge in this state,its zci m ustbe 2 and itm usttopple. The only pointwhere the
value ofzci actually m atters,is in state 1,therefore it can be e�ectively chosen atrandom when necessary,so that
thesitetoppleswith probability p (according to theprobability ofhaving zci = 1)orincreasesto 2 with probability q
(seeFig.1).Itisim m ediately clearthatany even num berofcharges,say m = 2n,starting from zi = 1 leadsto state
1 again with n topplings.An odd num berofcharges,say m = 2n+ 1,leadseitherto n topplingsand state2 orn+ 1
topplingsand state 0.Thisisillustrated in Fig.1:The m chargeslead to m stepsalong the arrows.W heneverone
m ovesleft,the sitetopples.
In orderto writea functionalrelation between h(x;t)and H (x;t),therandom nessin thedecision ofm oving to the

leftorto the rightfrom state 1 m ustbe quenched in h(x;t),i.e. itisnotallowed to change unlessh(x;t)changes.
Thiscan be sum m arized as

H (x;t+ 1)=
1

2
(h(x;t)+ �(x;h(x;t))) , (2)

where � is 0 whenever h(x;t) is even,corresponding to state 1. Ifh(x;t) is odd,� is either 1 (with probability p,
state zi = 0) or � 1 (zi = 2). Every sequence of�(x;h) values m aps uniquely to a sequence ofzci and vice versa.
The equation above can easily be transform ed to com ply to any initialcon�guration,especially to zi(t = 0) � 0.
Essentially,itis(2),which m akesthe exactidenti�cation ofthe O slo m odeland qEW possible.
The�nalequation isderived by noting thatobviously h(x;t)= H (x� 1;t)+ H (x+ 1;t)with appropriately chosen

boundary conditions(BC’s)(seebelow),so thatusing theshorthand notation h� = h(x� 1;t)and �� = �(x� 1;h� )
the equation ofm otion is

h(x;t+ 1)� h(x;t)=
1

2

�

h
�� 2h(x;t)+ h

+ + �
++ �

�
�

, (3)

which isthe exact representation ofthe O slo m odelasde�ned above,captured in a single equation. Itsdi�erential
form isaccordingly

@th(x;t)=
1

2
@
2

xh(x;t)+

�

1+
1

2

d2

dx2

�

�(x;h(x;t)). (4)

The righthand BC ish(x = L + 1;t)� 0 (and h(x = L;t)� 0 in the continuum ),while the lefthand BC provides
thedriving via h(x = 0;t)= 2E (t),E (t)being thetotalnum berofinitialseeds(step 1 above)attim et.Theseseeds
arriveatsitex = 1 via theLaplacian.In thecontinuum ,thesim plestdriveisE (t)= vtwith v a driving velocity and
tthe m icroscopictim e.Togetherwith the BC’s,Eq.(4)orthe generalized form

@th(x;t)= �@
2

xh(x;t)+ g

�

1+ �
d2

dx2

�

�(x;h(x;t)), (5)

where the correlatorof� isnow norm alized,i.e.
R

dx
R

dhh��i= 1,describesthe m ovem entofan elastic band over
a rough surface [16]pulled by a transverse force acting at one end point only. Below it is shown that the �-term
disappearsin the continuum ,establishing the �rstrigorous identi�cation ofthe O slo m odeland the qEW equation.
The sam e equation with di�erent properties ofthe noise term and/or di�erent BC’s applies to other m odels,such
asthe BTW m odel[17],Fixed Energy Sandpiles(forexam ple [18])orthe tilted sandpile [19]. Having identi�ed the
relevantdynam icalvariable h,the e�ectofm odi�cationsofthe dynam icalrulesofthe O slo m odel,such as[7,8,9],
can be understood.
The equation aboveexem pli�esa general\trick"[29]to getrid of�-functionsin equationsofm otion | they often

appear in descriptions ofsandpile-like system s (for exam ple [13]): O ne sim ply replaces�(h � hc) by h + �(h) with
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an appropriately chosen sawtooth-like �. This does not necessarily sim plify the problem ,unless there is already a
quenched noisepresentin thesystem .In thiscasethe� turnsinto a correlation in �.Thisishighly rem arkablefrom
the pointofview ofSO C,becausethepresenceof\thresholds" isusually expected to bea crucialingredientofSO C
[2,17,20]. M oreover,the correlationsin �,which are offundam entalsigni�cance in interface m odels [14,21]and
havebeen neglected in form erm appings,now arisenaturally from the dynam icaldescription ofthe m odel.
In orderto constructthe propercontinuum theory,itisworthwhile to considerthe form alsolution ofEq.(5). It

willturn outlaterthatE (t)= vtissu�ciently general,so thatitm akessenseto de�ne v(x)� v L � x

L
and

h(x;t)= 2v(x)t+ P3(x)+ z(x;t) (6)

in order to hom ogenize the BC’s. P3(x) is a third order polynom ialonly present to cancelthe �rst term in the
di�erentialequation,i.e. �@2xP3 = 2v(x),with roots at x = 0 and x = L. Therefore @tz = �@2xz + g��(x;h(x;t))

with hom ogenousBC’s. The term ��(x;h(x;t))) � (1+ �d
2

dx2
)�(x;h(x;t)) is actually a functionalofh. The initial

condition ofz(x;t)isnotz(x;t= 0)� 0 asforh,because ofthe data shiftabove.Butdue to the hom ogenousBC’s
any initialcondition decays,so thatthe initialsources,accounting forz(x;t= 0)= � P3(x),can be ignored. Then
the form alsolution isz(x;t)=

P
1

n= 1
zn(t)sin(knx)with

zn(t) =
2g

L

Z t

0

dt
0

Z L

0

dx
0
��(x

0
;2v(x)t+ z(x0;t))

� sin(knx) exp(� k
2

n�(t� t
0)) (7)

and kn =
�n

L
.

According to Eq.(6),the tilt ofh(x;t) in x increases in tim e. Assum ing stationarity ofthe relevant statistical
properties(especially avalanchesasde�ned below),thisrequiresthe solution to be invariantundertilt,which isalso
known as G alilean invariance [22]: h0 = h + �x m ust produce the sam e statistics as h,which entails �(x;a + �x)
to be equally likely as �(x;a),so that h�(x;a+ �x)�(x0;a0+ �x0i = h�(x;a)�(x0;a0)i. But assum ing the standard
form [14]h�(x;a)�(x0;a0)i= � k(x � x0)� ? (a � a0),the correlatorobeys for any x � x0 where � k(x � x0) is �nite,
� ? (a� a0)= � ? (a� a0+ �(x � x0)).Thisholdsforany �,so if� k(x � x0)was�nite forany x � x06= 0,� ? would
be bound to be a constant. Thisisim possible,because � ? m ustbe non-vanishing som ewhere and norm alizable,so
that� k(x � x0)m ustvanish forany �nite x � x0,i.e.itm ustbe a �-function.
Next it can be shown that the O slo m odelobeys M iddleton’s no-passing [23]. For � 6= 0 this willlead to a

constrainton the noise which isincom patible with the � correlation of�k in the continuum ,so that� m ustvanish
in the continuum . De�ning a partialordering � for two con�gurations h1(t1;x) and h2(t2;x) ofthe interfaces as
h1(t1;x)� h2(t2;x), 8x2[0;L ]h1(t1;x)� h2(t2;x),one hasto show thatthisorderispreserved underthe dynam ics
[24]. W ith the \external�eld" being the BC’sE 1(t)and E 2(t),one showsthatifh1(t0;x)� h2(t0;x)fora given t0

(which entailsE 1(t0)� E2(t0))the interfacescan never\overtake" each otheratt� t0.By assum ing the opposite,
one only needs to prove thatwhere the two interfaces\touch" forthe �rsttim e,x0,the velocity ofh1 ishigheror
equalto the velocity ofh2.Forthe m odelon the lattice (3),thisisequivalentto

h
+

1
+ �

+

1
+ h

�

1
+ �

�

1
� h

+

2
+ �

+

2
+ h

�

2
+ �

�

2
(8)

using the sam e notation asin (3).In the originaldiscrete m odel,condition (8)followsim m ediately from �(x;h)+ h

beingam onotonicallyincreasingfunction in h foranyx.Forthecontinuum equation (5)thecorrespondingcalculation
gives

�g@h�(x;h)� � � (9)

assum ing that d
2

dx2
� = @2x� + @xh@x@h� + @xh@h@x� + @2xh@h� + (@xh)2@2h� and thattheinterfaceissm ooth in x0 such

that@xh1(x0;t)= @xh2(x0;t)and @2xh1(x0;t)> @2xh2(x0;t).Fora noisewith divergentwidth,� k(x)= �(x),Eq.(9)
cannothold forany � 6= 0,i.e. a non-vanishing � destroysno-passing. However,no-passing m ustbe regarded asa
crucialfeature,asitensuresthe asym ptotic uniquenessofthe con�guration and isrem iniscentofthe irrelevance of
theorderofupdatesin theoriginalm odel,so that� = 0 isa necessary condition fortheequivalenceofthecontinuum
and discrete m odel.
Thisisphysicallyjusti�ed:Assum ingasm ooth �,in thecontinuum approxim ationofEq.(3)� becom esproportional

to the squareofthe lattice spacing and thereforevanishesin the continuum lim it.
K eepingthe� term nevertheless,ana��vescalinganalysisshowsthatitisirrelavant.M oreover,itsFouriertransform

in Eq.(7) produces only a term � g�k2n,because ofthe totalderivative in ��. This can be absorbed into the bare
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propagatorofa perturbativeexpansion in thestyleof[14,21]in theform 2g(1� �k
2

n
)

L (�k 2

n
+ i!)

,leading possibly to an ultraviolet
divergence. Apartfrom that,the term sobtained foran renorm alization group treatm entare structurally the sam e
as in [21]as calculations show (details to be published later). The only di�erences are due to the peculiar way of
driving the interface (i.e. the term 2v(x),which isa m ean velocity in (6),butalso drivesthe m odelby m oving the
quenched noise in (7))and the non-conservativenature ofthe interface (which m akessense only fora �nite system )
leading to the hom ogenousBC’sand therefore to the sin(knx)ratherthan exp(2iknx)term s. In turn,the standard
qEW problem [14]correspondsto an O slo m odelwith periodic BC’sand continuous,uniform drive.
Expanding � in powersofzn,the �rsttwo term sofzn(!)(the Fouriertransform of(7)in t)are:

zn(!) =
2g(1� �k2n)

L(�k2n + i!)

�Z L

0

dx
0
�̂

�

x
0
;

!

2v(x0)

�

sin(knx0)

2v(x0)

+

Z L

0

dx
0

Z
1

� 1

dq

1
X

m = 1

�̂(x0;q)
iqsin(km x0)

p
2�

zm (! � 2v(x0)q)sin(knx
0)
�

where �̂(x;q)isthe Fouriertransform of�(x;h)in h.
Thede�nition oftheavalanchesizesin thecontinuum istheareabetween theinterfacecon�gurationsattwo tim es

t1 and t2,s =
RL

0
dx(h(x;t2)� h(x;t1)),so thathsi= v�tL with �t� t 2 � t1,because hz(x;t)i isexpected to be

asym ptotically independentoft,asa non-vanishing lim t! 1 @hz(x;t)iwith hom ogenousBC’swould requiresupport
fora divergentcurvature ofthe interface. Choosing �h � �tv constantfordi�erentsystem sizesL then preserves
the property hsi/ L.
Due to the asym ptotic uniqueness ofthe solution the system can either be driven in jum ps of�h separated by

su�ciently long tim es,ordriven very slowly taking \snapshots" ofthe con�guration in orderto calculates.
The m odelpossessestwo characteristic tim escales: O ne isthe di�usive tim escale t0 � L2=�,the otherone isthe

non-trivialscaledueto noiseand drive,tg � g2=(v3L).O nehasto m aintain a su�ciently large�tto preventdistinct
avalanchesfrom m erging,otherwise the centrallim it theorem would turn P (s) into a G aussian. The SO C lim it is
usually identi�ed with v ! 0,which m akessenseonly in thepresenceofan intrinsicscaleforv.Theonly com bination
ofparam eters(�,g and L,but� = 0)which providesa \naturalvelocity" isvg � (g2�)1=3=L. The SO C condition
v ! 0 istherefore already m etby v � vg / L� 1,which ishowever,notsu�cient. According to Ref.[11]�t� L z

with z � 1:42,so that�h = const.entailsv � L � z,which thereforeseem sto bethecorrectcondition forSO C,even
though the m icroscopictim estep in [11]isde�ned asa parallelupdate,which isnotexactly (3).
Prelim inarynum ericalstudiesindeed suggestthat(5)with � = 0isavalid continuousdescription oftheO slom odel:

Fig.2 com paresa scaling collapse fordi�erentsystem sizesofthe continuousm odel(with � = 0)and the original,
discrete one. The best collapse is obtained by � = 1:55 for both m odels. The scaling law D = 1+ � [11]rem ains
applicable as long as the two con�gurationsat t1 and t2 are correlated. It is in perfect agreem entwith num erical
results[25,26]forthe qEW m odel[30].
In conclusion,the O slo m odelhas been reduced to a quenched Edwards-W ilkinson equation. In the continuum

lim ittheqEW becom estheexactequation ofm otion fortheO slo m odel.Thisnotonly m akesitpossibleto approach
the exponents ofan SO C-m odelanalytically,but also gives insight into the nature ofavalanche like behavior and
the relation between SO C and other theories ofcriticalphenom ena. It providesthe perfect test bed for analytical
m ethodsproposed forSO C.
Theestablished relationship ispresentlybeingpursued in ordertodevelop adirectapproach tothecriticalexponent

�,clearup the r̂ole ofthe noise and clarify the relation between noise and drive. The fram ework used here is also
prom ising forotherm odels,such astheBTW m odel[17],variousothersandpilem odels[18,19]and theZhang m odel
[27].
The authorwishes to thank NicholasR.M oloney forproofreading,Henrik J.Jensen forsuggesting the problem

and forvery helpfuldiscussions,aswellasAlvin Chua and K im Christensen forpresenting and discussing theirwork
[28]prior to publication. The author gratefully acknowledges the support ofthe EPSRC and the NSF during the
2001 BoulderSchoolforCondensed M atterand M aterialPhysics.
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