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G row iIng Surfaces w ith A nom alous D i usion -
R esults for the FractalK ardarP arisiZhang E quation
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In this paper I study a m odel for a grow ing surface In the presence of anom alous di usion, also
known as the Fractal K ardarP arisiZhang equation KPZ). This equation includes a fractional
Laplacian that accounts for the possibility that surface transport is caused by a hopping m echanisn
of a Levy ight. It is shown that for a speci ¢ choice of param eters of the FKP Z equation, the
equation can be solved exactly In one dim ension, so that all the critical exponents, which describe
the surface that grow s under FKP Z, can be derived for that case. A fterw ards, the Self€C onsistent
Expansion (SCE) is used to predict the critical exponents for the FKP Z m odel for any choice of
the param eters and any spatial din ension. It is then veri ed that the resuls obtained using SCE
recover the exact result in one din ension. A t the end a sin pl picture for the behavior ofthe Fractal
KPZ equation is suggested, and the upper critical dim ension of thism odel is discussed.

The K ardarP arisizhang K P Z) equation l] for sur-
face grow th under ballistic deposition was Introduced as
an extension of the Edwards#W ikinson theory I]. The
Interest In the KP Z equation exceeds far beyond the in—
terest in evolving surfaces because of the follow ing rea—
sons: @) TheKPZ system isknown to be equivalent to a
num ber of very di erent physical system s. E xam ples are
the directed polym er in a random m edium , Schrodinger
equation (In Im agihary time) for a particke in the pres—
ence ofa potential that is random In space and tin e and
the in portant B urgers equation from hydrodynam ics l].
() The seocond reason, that is m ore Im portant, to my
m ind, is that it serves as a relatively sin ple prototype of
non-lnear stochastic eld equations that are so com m on
In condensed m atter physics.

T he equation for the height ofthe surface at the point
rand tine t, h (;t), is given by
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w here autom atically the constant deposition rate is re—

moved and (r;t) is a noise term such that
h @ti= 0 . 2)
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Ascan be seen in eq. ) the basic relaxation m echa—
nism in theKP Z equation isa Laplacian tem that results
from nearest neighbor hopping in the grow Ing surface.
D uring the last years, there has been a grow Ing interest
In other relaxationalm echanisn s ], nam ely subd-
i usive di usion that seem s to appear in the context of
charge transport in am orphous sam iconductors .,.],
NMR di usometry in disordered m aterials ], and the
dynam ics of a bead in polym er netw orks 1. The the-
oreticale ort to account for such phenom ena led to the

E lectronic address:

form ulation of the celbrated fractional FokkerP lanck

equation FFPE) .]. This equation includes a frac—
tional R iem ann-Liouvilke) operator instead of the stan—
dard derivative of the FokkerP lanck equation. R ecently,

M ann and W oyczynski l] have suggested that in order

to account for experin entaldata, nam ely experin ents in

which in purities w ere present on the grow ing surface I],

amodi cation ofthe KP Z equation hasto be considered.
T hey used the ocbservation that the presence ofan in pu-

rity can act as a strong trap or an adatom m igrating at

room tem perature, to con gcture that this process corre-
soonds to Levy ights between trap sites. This conpc—
ture then served asa justi cation forthe ntroduction ofa
fractional Laplacian into the continuum equation of the

grow Ing surface as another relaxation m echanism . Ac—
tually, the fractional Laplacian dom inates the standard

Laplacian in the KP Z equation in the scaling regin e (ie.

In the large scale Ilim i), so that the standard Laplacian

can be ignored from the beginning. To summ arize this

exposition and to be more speci c, the equation they
eventually suggest to describe the grow ing surface in the

presence of selfsim ilar hopping surface di usion is the
fractalKPZ FKPZ) equation given by
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5 F (q)) is the fractional Laplacian, and in our

(or in Fourder space (

context it ism ore convenient to choose = 2 w ith
0 < 2 (where the special case = 0 corresponds
to the standard KP Z equation). In addition, (¢;t) isa
noise characterized by

h ot @ivi=220.% 2£f ° € O: @

Actually M ann and W oyczynski I] discussed the speci ¢
case of white noise that corresponds to = 0 In the
last equation, but since the m ore general case does not
require speciale ortswediscussthe FKP Z problem with
spatially correlated noise. Furthem ore, an exact solution
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is possbl only for a special case w ith correlated noise,
so that the m ore general discussion is also interesting on
that basis.

The proposed FKP Z equation generalizes the FFPE
equation m entioned above in that it isa eld equation,
rather than an equation for a single degree of freedom .
T herefore, it is understood that such a generalization is
essential in order to account for the dynam ics ofa whole
medium experiencing anom alous di usion, and not just
an arti cial problem . Obviously, the technical m athe—
maticaldi culties to be overcom e in this nonlinear case
are form idable In com parison to those for the linear frac—
tal kinetic equations.

H ow ever, in theirpaperM ann and W oyczynski[l]were
not able to predict the critical exponents that descrbe
the surface that grow s under FKP Z . But before Im ake
any new statem entsabout thism odelletmebrie y sum —
m arize the various quantities of interest.

A very in portant quantity of interest is the roughness
exponent that characterizesthe surface in steady state.
T he roughness exponent isusually de ned usingW (L ;t)
the roughness of the surface (that isde ned astheRM S
of the height function h (¥;t), in a system of linear size
L).Then, in tem sofW (L;t), isgiven by

W @L;v)/ L : ®)

Another in portant quantity of interest is the growth
exponent that describes the short tin e behavior of the
roughnessW (L;t) Wih at initial conditions)

W @L;t)/ t: 6)

F inally, T introduce the dynam ic exponent z that de—
scribes the typical relaxation tim e scale of the system
(ie. the dependence of the equilibration tim e on the size
of the system )

t / L%: (7)

Tt iswellknown [ 1] that these three exponents are not
Independent and that under very general considerations
one should expect the ollow ing scaling relation

z= / (8)

(this relation isa direct consequence ofthe Fam ily-V icsek
scaling relation [1].

In addition, forthe K P Z equation there isanother scal-
Ing relation, that com es from a sym m etry ofthe equation
underin nitesin altilting ofthe surface (this sym m etry is
Just the fam ous G alilean Invariance of the Burgers equa—
tion) 1]

+ z= 2: 9)

Tt can easily be checked that this sym m etry holds in the
case of FKP Z aswell, because the fractal Burgers equa—
tion is evidently invariant under G alilean transform ation
(see ref. [1], eq. (7.8)). Therefore, the last scaling rela—
tion is also relevant In the this discussion. Hence both

scaling relations, reduce the number of unknown expo—
nents to just one (out of the three we started wih). In
som e cases an extra scaling relation is possble (for ex—
am ple, In the case ofthe KP Z equation w ih long-range
noise —see refs. 1,000, 101]), so that the exponents can be
obtained exactly by power-counting. Em ploying the ter-
m nology ofthe D ynam ic R enom alization G roup O RG)
approach this can be explained by saying that certain
term s in the dynam ic action do not renom alize, and so
an extra scaling relation arises (see []). This kind of
solutions are naturally available also In the present prob—
Jem . W henever the exponents are obtained due to such
an extra condition it willbe speci cally pointed out.

In this paper I show that for a speci c choice of
param eters of the FKPZ equation (nam ely = 2 ),
the equation can be solved exactly in one din ension,
so that all the critical exponents can be derived eas—
ily for that case. A fferwards, in order to give a m ore
com plkte picture (ie. for any dimension d, and any
spatial correlation Index ) I apply a method devel-
oped by Schwartz and Edwards [1]-H1] (@lso known as
the SelfC onsistent-E xpansion (SCE) approach). This
m ethod has been previously applied successfully to the
KPZ equation. The method gained m uch credit by be-
ing able to give a sensble prediction for the KPZ criti-
calexponents in the strong coupling phase, where m any
R enom alization-G roup RG) approaches failed, as well
as D ynam ic Renom alization Group ORG) 1] (actu—
ally, i can be shown that the strong coupling regin e is
naccessble by DRG even when it is used to all orders
., ). I is then veri ed that the results obtained
using SCE recover the exact resul in one din ension.

A s mentioned above, for the speci ccase = 2 in
one din ension an exact solution can be found for the
FKPZ problem using the FokkerP lanck equation associ-
ated w ith its Langevin om (ie. eq. ). This particu—
lar choice of param eters corresponds to a situation w here
the fractional exponent equals the exponent 2 that
describes the decay of spatial correlations in the noise.
Since kind this exact solutions is fam iliar in the KPZ
communiy Iwill sin ply state the nalresuls given by

= 1=2 and z = 3=2 (usihg the scaling relation Wl)).
N otice that these critical exponents extend the classical
one dim ensionalK P Z exponents fornon zero ’‘sand ’s,
as the classicalKP Z case correspondsto = 2 = 0.

Now , the Self€ onsistent E xpansion (SCE) is applied
In order to leam about the behavior of this system in
m ore generalcontexts (other dim ensions and casesw here

€ 2 ). SCE’s starting point is the FokkerP lanck form
of FKPZ, from which it constructs a selfconsistent ex—
pansion of the distrbution ofthe eld concemed.

The expansion is ormulated in tem s of 4 and !,
where 4 isthe two-point function in m om entum space,
de ned by ¢ = Hhhgh qiy, (the subscript S denotes
steady state averaging), and !4 is the characteristic fre—
quency associated w ith hy. It is expected that for small
enough q, 4 and !4 arepower Jaws in q,



= Aq and lg= B (10)
w here z is just the dynam ic exponent, and the exponent

is related to the roughness exponent by

= —: 11)

Themahn idea is to write the FokkerP lanck equation
@P /Rt = OP in the form @P /Rt = Po+ O1+ 0,]1P,
where Op is to be considered zero order In some
parameter ,01 is rstorderand O, issecond order. T he
evohtjonPopera‘ﬁ)r Og is chosenjto have a sinple fom

— [c]
0y = @ D
q

Note that at present 4 and !4 are not known. I obtain
next an equation for the two-point function. T he expan—
sion hasthe orm 4= g+ ¢ (£ ,g;f!9), because the
Jow est order In the expansion already yields the unknown

q- In the sam e way an expansion for ! 4 is also obtained
In the orm !q= !q+ dq (f pg;f!p9). Now, the two-
point fiinction and the characteristic frequency are thus
determ ned by the two coupled equations

@ -
&5 T ‘ahgq s where Dg/lq = g4-

Cq (€ pgiflpog) =20 and dq (£ pg;flpg) = 0412)

T hese equations can be solved exactly in the asym p—
totic 1im it to yield the required scaling exponents gov—
eming the steady state behavior and the tin e evolution.
W orking to second order in the expansion, one gets the

tw o coupled Integral equations
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where D, = Doq2 r g = q2 and M g
#= " ®m gun . In addition, in deriving eq. Il
have used the H erring consistency equation []]. In fact

Herring’s de nition of !y is one of m any possbilities,
each lading to a di erent consistency equation. But it
can be shown, as previously done in 1], that this does
not a ect the exponents (universality).

A detailed solution of equations [l and ) i the
lin it of sm all’s (ie. large scales) in the lne of refs. [l
]l yields a rich fam ily of solutions that I shall describe
Inm ediately.

F irst, there are two kinds of weak-coupling solutions
—both wih a dynam ic exponent z = 2 (they are
called weak-coupling because they are exactly the solu—
tionsobtained in the case oftheFractalEdwards—W ikin-—
son equation, see [1]) . Now , when the spatialcorrelations
of the noise are relevant (ie., when > 0) I obtain the
solution = 2 + 2 —provided thatd> 2 3 + 2
But ifthe spatialcorrelationsofthe noise are not relevant
(ie. when 0) Iobtain the smplrsolution = 2
—provided thatd> 2 3

The second type of solutions is strong coupling so—
lutions that obey the well known scaling relation z =
2 — obtained from eq. WM (this scaling relation is
Just the abovem entioned scaling relation + z = 2
that is naturally obeyed by our analysis). The st
strong coupling solution is determm ined by the com bina-
tion of the scaling relation and the transcendental equa—

tion ¥ ( ;z)= 0,whereF isgiven by
Z
Lt et
F ( ;z) = dt———
©?4+ & t +1
h i
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and € is a unit vector in an arbitrary direction.
This solution is valid as long as the solutions of the
last equations satisfy the follow ing condition >

m ax d+43+4 ;d+34;d+2
Ttumsoutthat ford= 1ltheequationF ( ;z ( ))= 0
is exactly solvable, and yields = 2 and z = % (it can

be checked inm ediately by direct substitution). In this
case the validity condition reads 2 > m ax %;l + 2
orequivalently 0 < < 1/2 and < 1/4. By usihg eqg.
M) I trenshte the results into = £ and z = 3 that
are precisely the exact resul presented above.

Tt should also be m entioned that for d 2 such an
exact solution In closed form cannot be found, and one
has to solve num erically the equation F ( ;z ( )) = 0.
For convenience I denote the num erical valie of this so—
utionby (¢ (d). Forexam pl, In two din ensions I obtain

0 (2) = 2:59.

The second strong coupling solution is obtained by
power-counting, and it is relevant when > 0 (e.
when the spatial correlations of the noise are relevant),
d< 2+ 2 andF ( ;z( ))< 0 (the last condition tums
out to be equivalent to the condition > o (d) because

from this value of and on the function F ( ;z ( )) is

negative). This power counting solution can be w rit—

ten In closed form and is given by z = % and
_ d+43+4 -2+ 2

The third strong coupling solution (that is in some
sense the only "genuine" FKPZ solution, in the sense
that it isthe only solution that isdram atically in uenced
by the fractionalLaplacian, and at the sam e tin e isnot
a solution ofthe FractalE dwardsW ikinson equation) is



also a obtained by power counting. M ore speci cally, it
is determ Ined by the com bination of the scaling relation
z= . — andtheextrarelationd+ 4 2  z= 2 .
T his solution can be w ritten In closed form as = d+ 2

and z = 2 . It tums out that this phase is relevant
when d > maxf2 3 ;2 3 + 2 g. In addition, it is
needed that F ( ;z ( )) isposiive. T herefore, this solu—

tion ispossble only when < ( (d).
T he follow Ing table sum m arizes all the possible phases
found in this paper

z | [v atigity
2 + 2 >0andd>2 3 + 2
2 Oandd> 2 3
d+ 2 0< < 1land
d>maxf2 3 ;2 3 +2g
iz | drdrd > 0,d< 2+ 2 and
d+ 4+ 4 > 3 o d)
L2 0D @) | o> max AL dtiigy )

TABLE I:A com plte description of all the possible phases
ofthe FKPZ problem , for any value ofd; and . The st
two colum ns give the scaling exponents z and for a partic—
ular phase, and the third colum n states each phase’s validity
condition. Note that ¢ (d) is the num erical solution of the
transcendentalequation F ( ;z) = 0w ith the scaling relation
= % —if such a solution exists.
In order to gain m ore insight on this system , i m ight
be interesting to specialize to tw o extram e cases: nam ely
=0and 6 Ovs. %6 0Oand = 0. The rstcase
hamely = 0and 6 0) corresoonds to the localKPZ
problem wih long-range noise. This problem has been
studied in the past using various m ethods - for exam ple:
DRG I, 0, 0], M ode€oupling l] and SCE [1]. A1l
m ethods agree on the basic picture that for a big enough
noise exponent ( ) one cbtains a pow er-counting strong—
coupling solution, given by z = % (z isthe dynam ic
exponent). T he controversy between the di erent m eth—
ods is over the values of the scaling exponents for an aller
valiesof ,and on the criticalvalie o that sesparatesbe-
tw een the two phases. N ot surprisingly, the resuls given
here agree w ith the previous SCE result presented in ref.
a2l
Thesecond case mhamely 6 0Oand = 0) corresponds
to the FractalK P Z problm w ith white noise that is the
originalequation suggested by M ann and W oyczynskill].
Specializing the general picture of phases presented In
Table I above to the case = 0 yields new phase di-
agram s, nam ely a separate phase diagram for every di-
mension d. For example, In two dim ensions there are
three possble phases: I. T he standard KP Z phase given
by o (2) = 259 that is valid for 0 0295. II.
T he weak-coupling phase given by = 2 that isvalid
forany > 0. III. The "third" strong coupling solution
given by = d+ 2 that ispossbl for 0 < 1. In
the 1rstphase the dynam ic exponent is z= 1:705, whilke
the other two phases share the sam e dynam ic exponent

ofz= 2 . The possible phases in two din ensions are
presented in Fig. 1.

221
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FIG .1: The values of the scaling exponents (@) z and ()
as a function of the fractional param eter , for uncorrelated
noise ( = 0) In two-din ensions.

T he described two-din ensional (and whitenoise) sce—
nario is quite typical and appears in other din ensions
as well —nam ely there are usually three possible phases
that are possble for di erent values of wih possbl
phase transitionsbetw een them (asin theusualK P Z sce—
nario —the phase transition is controlled by the strength
of the din ensionless coupling constant) . M ore precisely,
this picture extends up to the upper criticaldim ension of
the orignalKP Z problkem (@7 ?) where the rst phase
(chase Iin Fig. 1) disappears (see the discussion below ).

At this point, the full picture of possble solutions
m ight seem too com plex, so I want to suggest the fol-
Jow Ing sin ple Interpretation for the behavior ofthe Frac-
talKPZ equation. If you rem em ber, the starting point
of this discussion was the Introduction of the fractional
Laplacian into the KPZ equation. This Inm ediately in —
plies that faster relaxations are now possbl (faster in
the sense that a an aller dynam icalexponent is expected)
when com pared with the EdwardsW ikinson equation.
However, it is wellknown that already the KP Z nonlin—
earity Introduces faster relaxations (at least for din en-
sions lower than the upper critical din ension). There—
fore, n the FKPZ system, the dynam ics is controlled
by the fastest "com ponent”: if the dynam ical exponent
ofthe classicalKP Z system is an aller than 2 then it
dom inates, otherw ise the new fractionaldynam icalexpo—
nent z = 2 controls the dynam ics. H owever, at this



point the picture gets a little bit m ore com plicated (jast
like In the classical KP Z case), nam ely there are several
possible phasesw ith thisnew fractionaldynam icalexpo—
nent z= 2 , and the transition between these phases
is controlled by the strength of dim ensionless coupling
constant.

T hese conclusions have an in portant im plication for
the upper critical dim ension of the FKPZ model (ie.
the dim ension above which the dynam ical exponent is
the sam e as that of the linear theory). Namely, i is
tums out that the FKPZ equation always has an up-
per critical din ension that is determ ined by the relation

FRPZ = FEPZ 1 2  (or akematively, using the
roughness exponent - the upper critical dim ension is
the dimension where xp, EXF?Z = ). Notice, that

this result does not dependent on the ongoing debate
over the existence of the upper critical dim ension for the

KPZ system (see 1)) . Actually, i m erely requires
that the roughness exponent ofthe classicalK P Z system
becom es arbitrarily sm all in higher din ensions —an as-
sum ption that is generally acoepted (only Tu 1] had a
di erent congcture).

A s one can see, the resuls obtained using the Self-
Consistent E xpansion (SCE) are quite general, and cover
all possible values of the relevant param eters ( and )
aswellasdin ensions. It is also easily veri ed that these
results recover the exact result obtained at the beginning
ofthispaper forthecase = 2 . This situation, suggest
that the SCE method is generally appropriate when
dealing w ith non-linear continuum equations.

Acknow ledgement: I would lke to thank M oshe
Schw artz for useful discussions.

[l1M .Kardar, G .Parisiand Y € . Zhang, Phys. Rev. Lett.
56,889 (1986).

R]1A - .Barabasi and H . E. Stanlky, Fractal Concepts in
Surface Growth (Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge,
1995).

B]JA .M ann Jr. and W A . W oyczynski, Physica A 291,
159 (2001).

A]1 G L.Kellog, Phys. Rev. Lett. 72, 1662 (1994).

B]F.Family and T .V icsek, J. Phys. A 18,L75 (1985).

] M .Schwartz and S F .Edwards, Europhys. Lett. 20, 301

(1992).

[71M . Schwartz and SF .Edwards, Phys. Rev. E 57, 5730
(1998).

Bl E. Katzav and M . Schwartz, Phys. Rev. E 60, 5677
(1999).

Pl1E.Medina, T.Hwa, M .Kardar and Y C. Zhang, Phys.

Rev.A 39,3053 (1989).

[L0] JR .Herring, Phys. F uids 8, 2219 (1965); 9,2106 (1966).

[11] T .A laN issila, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 887 (1998).
J.M .Ki, ibid. 80, 888 (1998).
M . Lassig and H .K Inzebach, ibid. 80, 889 (1998).

[I2]1 E. Perlsman and M . Schwartz, Physica A 234, 523
(1996) .

[13] C.Castellano, M .M arsili and L. P ietronero, P hys. Rev.
Lett. 80, 3527 (1998).
C .Castellano, A .G abrielli, M .M arsili, M A .M unoz and
L. P jetronero, Phys. Rev.E 58, 5209 (1998).

[14] T .Halin-Healy, Phys. Rev. A 42, 711 (1990).

5] T.Blum and A.J.M cKane, Phys. Rev. E 52, 4741
(1995).

[16] JP.Bouchaud and M .E.Cates, Phys. Rev.E 47, 1455
(1993).

erratum ), Phys.Rev.E 48, 653 (1993).

7] E.Katzav and M . Schwartz, Physica A 309, 69 (2002).

[18] J.Cook and B.Derrida, J.Phys. A 23, 1523 (1990).

9] F.Colioriand M .A .M oore, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 3946
(2001).

ROl E .M arinari, A . Pagnani, G . Parisi and Z. Racz, Phys.
Rev.E 65, 26136 (2002).

R1]1Y .Tu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 73, 3109 (1994).

R2] R .M etzler, E Barkaiand J.K lafter, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82,
3563 (1999).

R3] R .M etzler and J. K lafter, Chem . Phys. Lett. 321, 238
(2000) .

R4]1 R .G ranek and J.K lafter, Europhys. Lett. 56, 15 (2001).

R51 M .Sokolov, J.K lafterand A .Blum en, Phys. Rev.E 64,
21107 (2001).

R6] H .Scherand E .M ontroll, Phys. Rev.B 12, 2455 (1975).

R71Q .Gu,E.A .Schi, S.G rebner and R . Schwartz, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 76, 3196 (1996).

R8]A .Klemm ,H -P.Mullerand R .K Inm ich, Phys. Rev. E
55, 4413 (1997).

ROl F.Amblard, A .C .M aggs, B.Yurke, A .N . Pargellis and
S.Leibler, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 4470 (1996).

BO]M .Lassig, NucL Phys.B 448, 559 (1995).

B1l] K J.W dese, J. Stat. Phys. 93, 143 (1998).

B2] E.Frey, U C.Tauberand H K . Janssen, Europhys. Lett.
47,14 (1999).

B3] H K .Janssen, U C . Tauber and E . Frey, Europhys. J. B
9,491 (1999).

B4] A .K r.Chattapohadhyay and J.K .Bhattacharpe, Euro—
phys. Lett. 42, 119 (1998).

B51E.Frey and U C .Tauber, Phys.Rev.E 50,1024 (1994).



