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The O slo rice pile m odel is a quenched Edw ards¥W ilkinson equation

Gunnar P ruessnen'_:
D epartm ent of M athem atics, Im perial C ollege, 180 Queen’s G ate, London SW 7 2BZ, UK
D ated: April 14, 2024)

The O slo rice pile m odel is a sandpile-like paradigm atic m odel of \SelfO rganized C riticality"
(SOC). In this paper it is shown that the O slo m odel is in fact exactly a discrete realization of
the much studied quenched EdwardsW ikinson equation (QEW ) N attem ann et al, J.Phys. II
France 2, 1483 (1992)]. This is possible by choosing the correct dynam ical variable and identifying
its equation ofm otion. It establishes for the rst tin e an exact link between SO C m odels and the

eld of interface grow th w ith quenched disorder. T his connection is obviously very encouraging as
it suggests that established theoretical technigques can be brought to bear w ith full strength on som e
of the hitherto elusive problem s of SOC .

PACS numbers: 64.60Ht, 05.654 b, 68.35Fx%, 02.50.«

T he O slo rice pile m odel (O slo m odel hereafter) was originally intended to m odel the relaxation processes n real
rice piles i_]:]. M eanw hile, it hasbeen sub ct to m any Investigations and publications In its own right. The m odel as
de ned below supposedly develops into a scale free state w ithout the explicit tuning of extemal param eters, and is
therefore regarded as an exam ple of SelfO rganized C riticality (SO C) [_2]. In fact, contrary to m any other \standard"
m odels oSO C t_Ez, '4, E, -'_6], it show s a reliable and consistent (sin ple) scaling behavior and is robust against certain
changes In the details of the dynam ics f_?:, 3_3, a]. T he m ost prom inent cbservable in the m odel, the avalanche size s, is

govemed by a probability distrdoution P (s) which obeys sin ple scaling,

P()=s G(s=s9)andsy=L", @)
where L, denotes the system size and and D are critical exponents, consistently reported to be = 1:55(10) and
D = 225(10) tj, :_8, :_Q, :_19‘, :_l]_}, :;Lg:] T hese two exponents are related by D (2 ) = 1:_[]_]0,:_2£-1], which can be proven

easily given that the rstm oment ofP (s), hsi, scales 1ke L.

In the llow ing the m odel is de ned, the relevant dynam icalvariable extracted and its equation ofm otion derived,
w hich tums out to be a discretized quenched EdwardsW ikinson (QEW ) equation. By analyzing the essential charac—
teristics of them odelon the lattice, such asuniqueness ofthe solution and sym m etries, it is then possible to construct
the continuum theory, which can subsequently be exam ined using standard m ethods.

The m odel [_1-§] is de ned on a one dim ensionalgrid of size L, where each site i= 1 L has slgpand critical
slope z{ 2 f1;2g. Starting from an initial con guration with z; = 0 and z{ random everyw here, the m odel evolves
according to the ollow ing update rules: 1) O riving) Increase z; by one. 2) (Toppling) Ifthere isan iwih z; > z{
decrease z; by 2 and increase its nearest neighbors by one, z; 1 ! 2z; ;1 + 1, provided that 1 i 1 L. A new
z{ is chosen at random, 1 with probability p and 2 with probability g 1 p. 3) Repeat the second step until
z; 74 everywhere. Then proceed w ith the st step. T he order ofupdates is irrelevant in thism odeland the original
de nition doesnot x it explicitly. T herefore the m icroscopic (ast) tin escale is a priori unde ned.

T he avalanche size s is de ned as the num ber of charges, ie. apart from boundary e ects, tw ice the num ber of
tin es the second rule is applied between two consecutive application of the rst rule. For convenience the m odel is
dissipative on both boundaries, where one of the two \units" lost by the boundary site during toppling laves the
system .

A few yearsago Paczuskiand B oettcher translated the O slo m odel into the Janguage of interfaces in random m edia
f_l-]_j]. H owever, the evolution of the dynam ical variable H (x;t), which is the total num ber of topplings of site x, was
given by @.H = (@H (x;H )), where @ isde ned in discrete tin e, ie. @H H (x;t+ 1) H x;t) and @ isthe
lattice Laplacian, so that x is actually an index. The last tetm  (x;H ) represents a quenched noise. T he Heaviside

—flinction m akes this equation of m otion highly nonlinear and analytically alm ost intractable :[_ii]. Paczuski and
B oettcher have already con ctured that the O slo m odel is In the sam e universality classas gEW [_1%] M ore recently,
A Java has suggested that certain other sandpile m odels are described by gEW t_l-g] Tt is, how ever, In portant to realize
that no rigorous and exact link has so far been established between SO C m odels and the gEW equation.

T he crucial step to m ake this correspondence exact is to identify the proper dynam icalvariable. It is found in the
form of the number of tim es a site has been charged (ie. received a unit from a neighbor during a toppling or by
extemaldrive, see below ) h (x;t), where x and t are discrete for the tin e being. T here is a sin pl functional relation
between h (x;t) and H (x;t), which can be obtained as follow s: E ach site can be in one of three stable con gurations,
z; 2 0;1;2. W hen a site receives a uni from a neighbor, it changes state as shown in Fjg.-'_]:. Charging a site in state 0
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FIG.1: Each site can be In one of three states and changes stepw ise between them , whenever it receives a charge. T he labels
indicate the probability of the m ove and w hether it entails a toppling.

necessarily leads to state 1 w ithout toppling and the speci ¢ value of z§ is com pletely irrelevant at this stage. Sin ilar
for state 2: If a site receives a charge in this state, its z{ must be 2 and it m ust topple. The only point where the
value of z{ actually m atters, is in state 1, therefore it can be e ectively chosen at random when necessary, so that
the site topp]es w ith probability p (according to the probability ofhaving z{ = 1) or increases to 2 w ith probability g
(see Fig. -L) Tt is Inm ediately clear that any even num ber of charges, say m = 2n, starting from z; = 1 leadsto state
1 again w ith n topplings. An odd num ber ofcharges, saym = 2n+ 1, leadseither to n topplings and state 2 orn+ 1
topplings and state 0. This is ilustrated in Fig. -L Them charges lead tom steps along the arrow s. W henever one
m oves left, the site topples.

In order to w rite a functional relation between h (x;t) and H (x;t), the random ness In the decision ofm oving to the
kft or to the right from state 1 must be quenched In h (x;t), ie. it is not allowed to change unlss h (x;t) changes.
T his can be sum m arized as

H x;t+ 1) = — (h(x b+ &K/hD) , 2)

where is O whenever h (x;t) is even, corresponding to state 1. If h (x;t) is odd, iseither 1 W ith probability p,
state z; = 0) or 1 (z = 2). Every sequence of (x;h) values m aps uniquely to a sequence of # and vice versa.
T he equation above can easily be transform ed to com ply to any niial con guration, especially to z; ¢ = 0) 0.
E ssentially, it is @'g'), which m akes the exact identi cation ofthe O slom odeland gEW possble.

The nalequation is derived by noting that cbviously h(x;t) = H x 1;)+ H (x+ 1;t) with appropriately chosen
boundary conditions BC’s) (see below ), so that using the short hand notationh = h & 1;t) and = x 1;h)
the equation ofm otion is

1
h&;t+ 1) h(x;t)=E h 2hx;)+ H + *+ , (3)

which is the exact representation of the O slo m odel as de ned above, captured in a single equation. Its di erential
form is accordingly

2

@:h (x;t) = E@2h(><~t)+ 1+ la &;h ;1)) @)
ERRTE T R 2ax2 R

The right hand BC ishx = L + 1;t) 0 @Gnd hx = L;t) 0 in the continuum ), while the left hand BC provides
thedrivingviahx = 0;t) = 2E (), E (t) being the totalnum ber of nitial seeds (step 1 above) at tin e t. T hese seeds

arrive at site x = 1 via the Laplacian. In the continuum , the sin plest drive iSE (t) = vtw ih v a driving velociy and

t the m icroscopic tim e. Together w ith the BC’s, Eq. élff) or the generalized form

2

d
GthxjD= €hx;D+g 1+ ) &ih &;0) o, ©)

w here the correlator of is now nomm alized, ie. R de dhh i= 1, describes the m ovem ent of an elastic band over
a rough surface [_1-§] pulled by a transverse force acting at one end point only. Below it is shown that the -tem
disappears in the continuum , establishing the st rigorous identi cation of the O slo m odel and the gEW equation.
The sam e equation w ith di erent properties of the noise temm and/or di erent BC ’s applies to other m odels, such
asthe BTW m odel [_1-]'], F ixed Energy Sandpiles (for exam ple {_l-g']) or the tiltted sandpile t_l-g'] Having identi ed the
relevant dynam ical variable h, the e ect ofm odi cations of the dynam ical rules of the O slo m odel, such as ﬂz:, 3_3', {2:],
can be understood.

T he equation above exem pli es a general \trick" t_Z-%'] to get rid of -functions in equations of m otion | they often
appear in descriptions of sandpile-like system s (for exam ple t_l-g]): One smply rephces h L) byh+ () wih



an appropriately chosen saw tooth-lke . This does not necessarily sin plify the problem , unless there is already a
quenched noise present in the system . In this case the tums into a correlation in . This ishighly rem arkable from
the point of view of SO C, because the presence of \thresholds" is usually expected to be a crucial ingredient of SO C
'Q, :_1-2:, E-C_i] M oreover, the correlations in  , which are of fundam ental signi cance in interface m odels Iift,:_é:l] and
have been neglected In form erm appings, now arise naturally from the dynam ical description of the m odel.

In oxder to construct the proper continuum theory, it is worthwhile to consider the form al solution of Eq. @) i

willtum out later that E (t) = vt is su clently general, so that it m akes sense to de ne v (x) vLLX and

hx;t) = 2vx)t+ P53 X) + z(x;t) )

In order to hom ogenize the BC'’s. P3 (x) is a third order polynom ial only present to cancel the st term in the
di erential equation, ie. @2P3 = 2v(x), with rootsat x = 0 and x = L. Therefore @iz = @%z+ g (x;h (x;1))

w ith hom ogenous BC’s. T he tem x;h ;1)) @+ %) x;h (x;1)) is actually a functionalofh. The initial
condition of z (x;t) isnot z x;t= 0) 0 as orh, because of the data shift above. But due to the hom ogenous BC’s
any iniial condition decays, soPthat the initial sources, accounting or z x;t= 0) = P; (x), can be ignored. Then
the form al solution is z (x;t) = »_, 2, () sin (,x) with

Z t Z L

_ 2_9 0 0 0. 0.
zn ) = I dt dx X;2vx)t+ z(x;1))
0 0
shkx) exp( ¥ € ) 7

and k, = =.

L r
A ccording to Eq. (_é), the tilt of h x;t) In x Increases In tin e. A ssum ing stationarity of the relevant statistical

properties (especially avalanches as de ned below ), this requires the solution to be Invariant under tilt, which is also
known as G alilkan invariance E-Z_i]: h®= h+ x must produce the sam e statistics as h, which entails (x;a+ x)
to be equally lkely as (x;a), so that h x;a+ x) ®;a’+ x% = h x;a) ¢f;a%i. But assum ing the standard
om [41h &;a) a%i= & ¥ ;@ &), the correlatorobeys rany x ¥ where & #) is nite,

@ A= @ &+ & ¥P)).ThishodsPrany ,so0if ,& ) was niteforanyx 60, . would
be bound to be a constant. This is in possible, because -, must be non-vanishing som ew here and nom alizable, so
that , & ) mustvanish orany nitex ¥, ie.itmustbea -finction.

Next i can be shown that the O slo m odel ocbeys M iddlton’s no-passing @-3_:] For 4% 0 thiswill lad to a
constraint on the noise which is lncom patible wih the ocorrelation of , in the continuum , so that must vanish
In the continuum . De ning a partial ordering for two con gurations hy (4 ;x) and h; (& ;x) of the interfaces as
hy tix) Ieix), 8xprohi tix) I (ix), onehasto show that this order is preserved under the dynam ics
P4]. W ith the \external eld" being the BC’SE; (t) and E (t), one show s that ifh; (t;x) b (t;x) Dra given t
(which entailsE; () E, (tg)) the interfaces can never \overtake" each otheratt . By assum ing the opposite,
one only needs to prove that where the two interfaces \touch" for the st tine, xo, the velocity of h; is higher or
equalto the velocity ofh, . For the m odel on the lattice ('_3), this is equivalent to

hi + [ +h + B+ ,+h, + , @®)
using the sam e notation as in ('_IJ.). In the originaldiscrete m odel, condition (8) follow s in m ediately from x;h)+ h

being am onotonically increasing function in h forany x. For the continuum equation (5) the corresponding calculation
gives

9@, (;h) 9)
assum jngthat%2 = @ + @&h@y@, + &h@,@, + @h@, + (@h)’@? and that the interface is smooth In %y such
that @,h; (xo;t) = @,hy (&o;t) and @2h; (xo;t) > @Zh, (xo;t). For a noise w ith divergent w idth, , ) = (), Eq. (D)

cannot hold forany # 0, ie. a non-vanishing destroys no-passing. H ow ever, no-passing m ust be regarded as a
crucial feature, as it ensures the asym ptotic uniqueness of the con guration and is rem iniscent of the irrelevance of
the order of updates in the originalm odel, so that = 0 isa necessary condition for the equivalence of the continuum
and discrete m odel.

T hisisphysically jasti ed: A ssum inga sm ooth , in the continuum approxin ation ofEqg. 1_3) becom esproportional
to the square of the lattice spacing and therefore vanishes in the continuum lim i.

Keeping the temm nevertheless, a na ve scaling analysis show sthat it is irrelavant. M oreover, its Fourder transform
n Eqg. (::/:) produces only a tem g kg , because of the total derivative in . This can be absorbed into the bare



propagator of a perturbative expansion in the styl of ﬁé,éil] n the form % leading possbly to an ultraviolet

divergence. Apart from that, the tem s obtained for an renom alization group treatm ent are structurally the sam e
as in Q-]_:] as calculations show (details to be published later). The only di erences are due to the peculiar way of
driving the interface (ie. the tem 2v (x), which is a m ean velociy in 6'_6), but also drives the m odel by m oving the
quenched noise in U)) and the non-conservative nature of the interface which m akes sense only ora nite system)
Jleading to the hom ogenous BC ’s and therefore to the sin ky x) rather than exp @ik, x) term s. In tum, the standard
gEW problem Il4] corresoonds to an O slo m odelw ith periodic BC’s and continuous, uniform drive.

Expanding Inpowersofz ,the rsttwotem sofz, (!) (the Fourder transform of(-"/)znt are:
Z

29 L ! sin 0

Loy = 20 KT e (kn x°)
L(k+1l) 2vx%)  2vEO)
Z Z i

igsin ke x .
+ dax®  dq ,q>—p2— Zo (I 2v(d)q) sh ke x0)

0 1 m=1

where " (x;q) is the Fourier transform of (x;h) In h.

Thede njijo% ofthe avalanche size s in the continuum is the area between the interface con gurationsat two tin es
4 and t, s= Ode(h(x;tz) hx;§)), sothathsi= v tL with t t, %, because hz (x;t)1 is expected to be
asym ptotically independent oft, as a non-vanishing liny, ; @hz (x;t)i w ith hom ogenous BC ’s would require support
for a divergent curvature of the interface. Choosing h tv constant for di erent system sizes L then preserves
the property hsi/ L.

D ue to the asym ptotic unigueness of the solution the system can either be driven In jim ps of h separated by
su ciently long tim es, or driven very slow Iy taking \snapshots" of the con guration in order to calculate s.

T he m odel possesses two characteristic tim escales: O ne is the di usive tim escale t 1?= , the other one is the
non-trivial scale due to noise and drive, t; F=("L).Onehastom aintain a su ciently large tto prevent distinct
avalanches from m erging, otherw ise the central I1im it theorem would tum P (s) into a Gaussian. The SOC Iim i is
usually identi edwith v ! 0, which m akes sense only in the presence ofan Intrinsic scale forv. The only com bination
ofparameters ( , g and L, but = 0) which provides a \natural velociy" is v d )*3=L. The SOC condition
v ! 0istherefore already metby v vy / L !, which is however, not su cint. A cocording to Ref. [Il] t L Z
with z 142, so that h = const. entaﬂsv L *,which therefore seem s to be the oonectoondjrjon for SO C, even
though the m icroscopic tim estep in [lL] is de ned as a parallelupdate, which is not exactly (G.)

P relim inary num erical studies indeed suggest that @5 ywih = 0isavalid continuousdescription ofthe O slom odel:
Fig. d com pares a scaling collapse for di erent system sizes of the continuousmodel wWih = 0) and the original,
discrete one. The best collapse is obtained by = 155 forboth models. The scaling law D = 1+ .ﬂl] rem ains
applicable as long as the two con guranns at t; and t, are correlated. It is In perfect agreem ent w ith num erical
results £5, 6] or the gEW m odel B0].

In conclusion, the O slo m odel has been reduced to a quenched EdwardsW ikinson equation. In the continuum
lim it the gEW becom es the exact equation ofm otion forthe O slom odel. Thisnot only m akes it possible to approach
the exponents of an SO C-m odel analytically, but also gives insight Into the nature of avalanche lke behavior and
the relation between SO C and other theories of critical phenom ena. It provides the perfect test bed for analytical
m ethods proposed for SOC .

T he established relationship is presently being pursued in order to develop a direct approach to the criticalexponent

, Clear up the ¥l of the noise and clarify the relation between noise and drive. T he fram ework used here is also
p_r;am ising for otherm odels, such asthe BTW m odel [_1-j], various other sandpile m odels f_l-g', :_igi] and the Zhangm odel
Rl
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FIG . 2: Comparison of a data collapse according to 6'_1:) for system sizes between L = 128 and L = 512 and the continuous
and the discrete realization of the m odel. The sam e value of = l:55|co]Japses all curves w thin each m odel onto its scaling
function. D ue to the om ission of the non-universal constants in Eq. @) the two resulting curves are shifted relative to each
other.
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