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A bstract

Di�usion-lim ited aggregation isconsistentwith sim plescaling.However,strongsub-

dom inant term s are present,and these can account for various earlier claim s of

anom alousscaling.W e show thisin detailforthecase ofm ultiscaling.

Key words: di�usion-lim ited aggregation,correction to scaling,�nite size scaling

PACS:61.43.Hv

1 Introduction

Since its introduction by W itten and Sander in 1981 [1],di� usion-lim ited
aggregation (DLA)hasbeen thefundam entalstochasticm odelofquasistatic
growth processeswherethegrowth islim ited byadi� usion process.Them odel
can be described in sim ple term s:a rigid aggregate grows by the capture
ofa low density ofBrownian particles,which attach to it on � rst contact.
A highly ram i� ed branching structure is produced,which| at least on � rst
sight| appearsto befractal.

One ofthe m ost basic questions asked about DLA is whether the growing
clusters obey sim ple scaling,i.e.are they indeed sim ple fractals? Based on
num ericalsim ulations,ithasbeen suggested thatthescalingism orecom plex:
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m ultiple divergent length scales m ight be present [2],the ensem ble variance
ofcluster radiim ight have anom alous scaling [3],there could be m ore than
one fractaldim ension [4],orthe clusters m ightobey m ultiscaling where the
fractaldim ension continuously dependson theposition [5].

W e claim thatthese anom alousscaling claim sare wrong,they are m isled by
� nite size transients.In particular,we willshow in detailthatsubdom inant
term sin thescalingaccountfortheapparent\m ultiscaling" observed in sm all
to m edium size sim ulations.For clarity we should m ention that here m ulti-
scaling refersto the space dependentfractaldim ension (anom alousscaling).
This should not be confused with the wellestablished m ultifractality ofthe
harm onic (growth)m easure,which isconsistent with the sim ple asym ptotic
scaling oftheclusters.

2 Sim ple scaling

In thissection wewilllook atthescaling ofvariouscharacteristiclengths:the
deposition radius R dep = hri(theaveragedistanceofnewly arriving particles

from the center),the cluster’s gyration radius R gyr =
q

1

N

P
N
N 0= 1hr

2iN 0,the

root-m ean-square radius R 2 =
q

hr2i,and thepenetration depth � (thewidth
ofthe active zone ring,where newly deposited particlesland).According to
ourresults,DLA obeyssim ple scaling;alllength scales scale with the sam e
fractaldim ension.To illustrate this,we look atone ofthe anom alousscaling
claim s m entioned in the introduction:thatthe cluster radius R dep does not
scale in the sam e way asthe penetration depth � [2]| although itisworth
m entioning thatthisclaim hasbeen questioned very soon [6].Theratioofthe
two,often called relativepenetration depth,� = �=Rdep, in ourm easurem ents
obeystheasym ptoticform [7,8]forlargeN :

� (N ) � �1 (1+ CN
� �): (1)

On Figure1 weplot� againstN � � with an appropriately chosen �;thelinear
behavioratN � � ! 0 clearly indicatesthe validity ofEq.(1).Itisnoteasy
to obtain num erically theexponent�:system aticerrors(� tting data farfrom
theasym ptoticpoint)haveto bebalanced with largestatisticalerrors(� tting
close to theasym ptotic point).Nevertheless,alldata presented in thispaper
isconsistentwith a single\universal" exponent� = 0:33� 0:06.

W hen the ratios ofvarious lengths de� ned on DLA obey Eq.(1),and the
lengths have an asym ptotic power-law dependence on N ,then they can be
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Fig.1.Finitesizescaling oftherelativepenetration depth �= �=R dep,with correc-

tion-to-scaling exponent� = 0:33.Thethick lineconnecting fullcirclescorresponds

to thestandard random -walker-based DLA;itapproachesa �niteasym ptoticvalue

from above.The other curveswith sym bolsshow sim ulations with decreased shot

noise (when a growth occurs,instead ofa fullparticle,only a thin layer ofwidth

A is added;details of this o�-lattice noise reduction technique can be found in

Ref.[7]).M oderate noise reduction accelerates the convergence to the asym ptotic

value,whileforstrongnoisereduction theapproach isfrom below.Thedashed lines

with no sym bols correspond to sim ulations based on iterative conform alm aps of

Hastingsand Levitov [9].In allcasestherelativepenetration depth approachesthe

sam e �niteasym ptotic value � 1 = 0:121� 0:003.

written in a scaling form with a leading subdom inantterm [7]:

R(N ) � bRN
1=D (1+ ~RN � �) (2)

A num ericalproofofthis� nite size scaling isplotted on Figure 2.Forcom -
pleteness,wecollected thecorresponding coe� cients bR and ~R form any char-
acteristiclengthsin Table1.

Thecoe� cientsarenotindependent,itiseasytoderivesom erelationsbetween

them by neglecting higher order corrections: bR 2 =
q

bR 2
dep +

b�20 and ~R 2 =

(~R dep
bR 2
dep + ~�0b�20)=(

bR 2
dep +

b�20),orforthegyration radius
bR gyr = bR 2=

q

1+ 2=D

and ~R gyr = ~R 2(1+ 2=D )=(1� �+ 2=D ).Them easured coe� cientssatisfy these
relationswithin error.
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Fig.2.Correction to scaling �tsofvariouslengths,D = 1:711 and � = 0:33.Som e

ofthe quantities have positive correction (open sym bols),others negative (�lled

sym bols).Thelargestcorrectionsistaken by lengthshaving low asym ptoticvalues.

Inset:y axism agni�ed around 1.

de�nition bR ~R

deposition radius R dep = hri 0.733(1) -0.04(2)

root-m ean-square radius R 2 =
p
hr2i 0.738(1) 0.09(2)

gyration radius R gyr =

q
1

N

P N
N 0= 1hr

2iN 0 0.501(1) 0.12(2)

e�ective (Laplacian)radius[8] R e� = hexp(
R
dqlnr)i 0.726(1) -0.14(3)

e�ective radiusvariability �R e� =

q

var[exp(
R
dqlnr)] 0.0086(10) 15

m axim alradius R m ax = hm axqri 0.892(3) 1.0

m axim alradiusvariability �R m ax =
q

var[m axqr] 0.034(2) 13.

seed to center-of-charge dist. R C =

q

hj
R
dqrj2i 0.027(3) 15.(10)

seed to center-of-m assdistance R M =

q

hj1
N

P N
N 0= 1rN 0j2i 0.016(1) 22.(6)

ensem ble penetration depth �0 =
p
hr2i� hri2 0.091(1) 6.9(8)

Table 1

Coe�cientsofcorrection toscaling�tsofform Eq.(2),with D = 1:711and � = 0:33.

In thede�nitionsrdenotesthedistanceoftheN -th particlefrom theseed,h� iisthe

averageovertheensem bleofclusters,and
R
dqistheaverageovertheharm onicm ea-

sureofa �xed cluster.Theharm onicm easure,orcharge,istheprobability m easure

ofgrowth.Theerrorin thelastdigit(when known)isindicated in parentheses.
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3 C orrection to scaling analysis ofm ultiscaling

W e start with the m ultiscaling assum ption:it has been suggested [10]that
the particle density ofan N -particle clusteratdistance xR gyr away from the
centerscaleswith R gyr with an x-dependentco-dim ension:

gN (xR gyr)= C(x)R � d+ D (x)
gyr (3)

From thisscaling law D (x)can beobtained as

� d+ D (x)=
@lngN (R gyr)(xR gyr)

@lnR gyr

�
�
�
�
�
x

: (4)

In directnum ericalm easurem ents[5]anon-trivialD (x)wasobtained,form ing
thebasisofm ultiscaling claim s.

Now weconsiderthedistribution ofr,thedistanceoftheN -th particlefrom
theseed.From thede� nitionsin Table1,them ean ofrisRdep and itsstandard
deviation is�0.Theprobability density ofr can bewritten as

1

�0(N )
h

 
r� R dep(N )

�0(N )

!

; (5)

ifwe assum e thatthe shape h ofthe distribution isindependentofN .After
replacing thesum overtheparticleswith an integral,fortheparticle density
weobtain

2�rgN (r)=
NZ

0

dN
0

1

�0(N 0)
h

 
r� R dep(N 0)

�0(N 0)

!

(6)

A form ula sim ilar to this has been suggested earlier [11].At this point we
can calculate[7]thefunction D (x)from Eqs.(4)and (6),becausewealready
know the correction to scaling approxim ation (2) ofR gyr(N ),R dep(N ) and
�0(N ).The only extra ingredient needed is the functionalform ofh,which
wem easured directly.Itisa norm alized probability density ofzero m ean and
unitvariance,and asshown on Figure3,itturnsoutto bewellapproxim ated
by thestandard norm aldistribution.

Now we com pare D (x)calculated with correction to scaling form swith that
ofearlier direct m easurem ents on Figure 4a:the agreem ent is rather good.
However,ourm ethod indicates(Figure 4b)thatforlargersize clustersD (x)
collapsestoaconstant:forN ! 1 theradiiapproach purescaling.From this
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Fig.3.The scaling function h,m easured in random -walker-based sim ulation (the

histogram bin width is �u = 0:01),com pared to standard norm aldistribution.h

falls o� faster than G aussian at large positive u,com pensated with slower fallo�

atnegative u,butoverallitiswellapproxim ated with the density ofthe standard

norm aldistribution.Inset:the sam e quantitieson linearscale.

weconclude thattheobserved \m ultiscaling" isa sm allsize transientcaused
by thestrong correction to scaling oftheradii(m ostly of�0).

4 Sum m ary

W e have seen that current num ericalm easurem ents are consistent with the
sim ple scaling picture of DLA.Subdom inant term s,however, are strongly
present:earlier anom alous scaling claim s| including divergent length scales
and m ultiscaling| were m isled by them .The correction to scaling analysis,
calculating thee� ectofthedom inantcorrection,explainstheseearlierobser-
vations,even for a com plicated quantities like D (x).It rem ains a challenge
forthe future to predicttheoretically the| so faronly em pirical| correction
to scaling param eters.
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Fig.4.Apparent\m ultiscalingdim ensions".a)Com parison ofthedirectlym easured

dim ensions from Ref.[5]and the �nite size scaling prediction at N = 104 (the

size corresponding to the sim ulations).b) Finite size scaling predictions at sizes

N = 104,107 and 1010.In thelim itN ! 1 ,thedim ension approachesa constant:

D (x)! D .
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