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I. NTRODUCTION

T his is the fourth ofa series of papers on the one din ensional noisy B urgers equation for
the slope eld of a grow ing Interface. In paper I [l|] we discussed as a prelude the noiseless
Burgers equation [P, 3] in tem s of its nonlinear soliton or shock wave excitations and per-
fom ed a linear stability analysis ofthe superin posad di usivem ode spectrum . T hisanalysis
provided a heuristic picture of the dam ped transient pattem fom ation. A s a continuation
of previous work on the continuum lm it of a soin representation of a solid-on-solid m odel
for a grow ing Interface §], we applied In paper IT {] the M artin-Siggia-R ose form alimn [§]
in itspath Integral form ulation {1, %8, 9] to the noisy Burgers equation f10,17] and discussed
In the weak noise lin it the grow th m orphology and scaling properties in termm s of nonlnear
soliton excitations w ith superin posed linear di usive m odes. In paper III [L12] we pursued a
canonical phase space approach based on the weak noise saddle point approxin ation to the
M artin-Siggia-R ose functional or, altematively, the Freidlin-W entzel sym plectic approach
to the FokkerP lanck equation {13, 14]. This m ethod provides a dynam ical system theory
point of view to weak-noise stochastic processes and yields direct access to the probability
distributions for the noisy Burgers equation; brief acoounts of paper IT and ITT appeared In
fi31and [18].

Far from equillbbriim phenom ena are com m on, including turdulence, Interface and grow th
problam s, chem ical reactions, and a host of other phenom ena bordering on biology, sociology
and econom ics. Unlke equilbrium phenom ena the nonequilbrium cases are not very well
understood and constitute a m a pr challenge in m odem statistical physics. H ere the Burgers
equation provides in m any resgoects the sin plest continuum description ofa nonlnear niial
value problem in the noissless case and an open driven nonlinear system in the noisy case,
exhibiting scaling and pattem fom ation.

T he noisy Burgers equation for the local slope u x;t) of a grow ing interface analyzed in

papers IT and IT has the form

o ur u= ru+r ; (AR

here expressed asm anifestly nvariant under the slope-dependent nonlinear G alilei transfor-

m ation

x! x Uot; 12)



u! u+ ug; r3)

and is equivalent to the m uch studied K ardarParisiZhang KPZ) equation I, 18] for the
height h (x;t),u= rh (In a com oving fram e),
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The growth equations {.1) and (1.4) are driven by short-range correlated G aussian white
noise detem ined by the correlation function

h ixkt)= &) ©; d5)

characterized by the noise strength . In Egs. (1) and (14) the damping constant
or viscosity m easures the strength of the lnear dam ping tem , whereas control the
nonlinear grow th orm ode coupling tem .

From the analysis in papers IT and IIT it follow s that the stochastic nonequilbbrium prob—
lem determ ined by Egs. {I.3) and {25) in the shgular weak noise Imi ! 0 can be
replaced by two coupled determm histic G alilkan invariant mean eld equations coupling the
slope eld u to the canonically conjigate noise eld p
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-1.7) are saddle point equations for

-O.\n

In the path integral analysis in paper IT Egs. .
the extrem alpath in the classical limit ! 0; in the canonical phase space approach in
paper III they are classical canonical eld equations determm Ining orbis n an associated
phase space. T his doubling of dynam ical variables in the determ inistic description was also
encountered i the spin m odeldiscussed .n B]. The noise variable nEq. (L.1) energesas
the canonically conjugate m om entum variable p coupling to u.

A s discussed In papers IT and III, see also 4], the eld equations @.6) and @.7) in
addition to linear di usive m odes also support two distinct soliton m odes or dom ain walls,

in the static case of the kink-lke fom
u, X) = utanhks&x x); ke= u=2: 1.8)

Here kg sets the nverse length scale, = is a parity index and the soliton is centered
at xq. For = +1 we have the right hand soliton which is also a solution of the noiseless



Burgers equation or = 0 nEq. @d) orforp= 0 nEg. @6). For = 1 we cbtain
the noise-induced left hand soliton, a new solution ofthe coupled equations. T he associated
noise eld isps = 0 for the noissless = + 1 soliton; for the noisy soliton for = 1 we

have
Ps = 2 utanhkgx; 1.9)

m odulus a constant.
In the noiseless Burgers equation the transient pattem formm ation is described by G alilee—
boosted right hand solitons connected by ram p solutions w ith superin posed dam ped lnear
m odes {I,,19,20,21]. In the noiselessK P Z equation forthe height h thispattem corresponds
to an oothed downward cusps connected by parabolic segm ents w ith superin posed linear
modes [18, 22]. However, in the noisy case the doubling of soliton solutions alters the
m orphology com pletely. Here the am plitude-m atched G alileeboosted right and left hand
solitons provide a m any body description of a stationary grow ing interface. O n the soliton
gas is superin posed a gas of linear m odes which in the linear EdwardsW ikinson case R3]
for = 0 becom es the di usive m odes of the noisedriven di usion equation.
The canonical phase space approach expounded in paper ITI m oreover provides a de—
term inistic dynam ical system theory description of a grow ing interface. W ih an oroit in
canonical phase space from an mitialcon guration ultoa nalcon guration uftraversed in
tine T, detem Ined as a speci ¢ nitial nalvalie solution of the eld equations (1.6) and
@}, we thus associate the action S
s w5uhT) = o dtdx p@ H : 1.10)
ut;0 Qt

M ore explicitly, the transition probability from an initialcon guration ultoa nalcon gu-—

ration uf in tine T is detem ined by
P @5uhT)= (T) ‘exp s @hubT) (L11)
() = o dwfep S (GubT) (112)
w here we have introduced the dynam ical partition function (T), arisihg from the nom al-
ization condition RO du® ful;T) = 1. Likew ise, the stationary distribution is associated

with an in nitetin e orbit from u* to uf and is given by

P W’ = m P w@5uhT); 143)



and for exam ple the slope correlation (the second m om ent ofP ) in the stationary regin e by

the expression
huui;T) = du *duf uf x)ut )P w5ul;T )P h: 1.14)

T he action isa centraloconospt in the weak noise canonicalphase space approach and provides
a dynam ical weight function and selction criteria for a dynam ical nonequilbbrium process
In a sin ilarm anner asthe energy E in the Boltzm ann-G bbs factorP / exp[ E ], ( isthe
Inverse tam perature) for equilbbriim processes. T he action m oreover in plies an underlying
principle of Jeast action and the Ham ilton entering S, yielding the eld equations (1.6) and
@9, is given by
z
H= dp(ru+ uru @=2)r?p); 1.15)

whereH = : dx H .

In addition to the conserved H am iltonian or energy the translational nvariance ofH (as—
sum ing periodic boundary conditions foru and forp, m odulus a constant) in plies conserva—
tion ofm om entum . M oreover, the conserved noise n Eq. (I1), corresponding to the tem
r’pinEq. @.6), yieldsthe Iocalconservation law Qu=Qt+r j= 0,j= rutrp (=2)¢,
In plying the conservation of the integrated slope eld or height o set. The two additional
conserved quantities are thus given by

= dx ur p; (1.1e)

z
M = dxu: 1a7)

W e note that the integrated noise eld P° isnot conserved for 6 0. A ccording to Eq. (1.6)

P’ evolves according to, see also @],

assertsthatw = L G (&=L?) which for the stationary slope correlations corresponds to the



asym ptotic scaling form
. 2 2 t
huuix;t) = x F — (120)
XZ

w ith roughness exponent = 1=2, dynam ical exponent z, and universal scaling function
F"w). In one din ension the scaling exponents for the noisy Burgers equation are known
exactly [18,22]. The roughness exponent = 1=2 follows from the known stationary distri-

bution, an e ective uctuation-dissipation theorem , [36]

Z
Po)/ exp — dxu® ; 121)

w hereas the dynam ic exponent z = 3=2 is a consequence of the scaling law
+z=2; 122)

in plied by G alilkan invariance {7, 18]. It was an in portant resul of the analysis in papers
ITand IIT, see also 4], that the dynam icalexponent z = 3=2 also enters in the dispersion law
E / ? forthe noisse-nduced left hand soliton and thus is a feature of the gapless nonlinear
excitations providing the m any body description of a grow ng interface.

T he description of the stochastic nonequilbrium dynam ics of a grow ing interface can be
accessed on two Jevels: The Langevin kvelde ned by Egs. (@.1) and @.5) or the Fokker—
Plndk kvel (or M aster equation level for discrete m odels) characterized by the Fokker-
P lanck equation associated w ith the Burgers equation,

@p

ot = HP: 123)
Here the Ham ittonian or Liouvillian H is given by Eq. {1.15), with them om entum variable
p interpreted as the functionalderivative p= = u, see also K.

O n the Langevin kvel the grow th problem isde ned by a stochastic nonlinear di erential
equation. Apart from direct num erical sin ulations the standard analytical tool as regards
scaling properties is a perturbative renom alization group schem e based on an expansion in
powers of the nonlinear tem i Eq. (.0) orEq. (.4) {1, 17, 18]. This procedure yields
renom alization group equations in an -expansion aboutd= 2, = d 2, predictsa kinetic
phase transition aboved = 2 from a an ooth EdwardsW ikinson phase ( = 2 d)=2;z= 2)
to a rough BurgersKPZ phase with nontrivial exponents. In d = 1 the scheme yilds

(brtuiously) the exact exponents = 1=2 and z = 3=2. The lm itation of the Langevin



description is that it does not provide a sin pl physical picture of a grow Ing Interface and
that the rok of the noise can only be discussed and Interpreted on a qualitative level.

O n the FokkerP landk level the grow ing interface is determm ined by the detem inistic evo—
lution equation (L 23) driven by the Ham iltonian @.5). The form alstructure of Eq. @ 23)
isequivalent to a functional Schrodingerequation n W ick-rotated In agihary tin e and allow s
via the M artin-Siggia-R o= functional integral for a m apping of the growth problem onto
a non-Hem itian quantum eld theory as discussed in paper II, see also §]. The quantum

eld formulation, In addition to also providing an altemative fram ework for perturbative
dynam ical renomm alization group theory follow Ing for exam ple the C allen-Sym anzik schem e
371, pem itstwo new lines of approach to the grow th problem . F irstly, by a m apping of the
M artin-Siggia-R ose path integral onto a directed polym er In a quenched random m edium

fl§, 22] the nonequilbbrium problem becom es equivalent to a disorder problem a ording a
di erent perspective on the growth problm and yielding new nsight. The second line of
approach which we adhere to in the present context is to discuss the non equilbbrium prob-
lem directly In tem s of eld theoretical constructs. T he origihal stochastic uctuations on
the Langevin level are then interpreted as quantum uctuations on the FokkerP landk level,
where the noise strength  In Egs. (123) serves the role of an e ective P lanck constant.

In the context of canonical quantization the quantum eld theory or quantum m any
body theory for the interface is de ned by Eq. @.I5) wih the canonicalmomentum p =

= u replaced by the m om entum operator P = i = u In a u-diagonal basis obeying

the canonical com m utation relation P x);8 X)]= i ® ¥).IntheEdwardsW ikison
cae for = 0 we are dealing with a free eld theory and the elm entary excitations or
(undressed) quasiparticles are the linear non-propagating di usive m odes w ith quadratic
dispersion ! = k?, yielding according to spectral properties the dynam ic exponent z = 2,
de ning the EdwardsW ikinson universality class. A s discussed In paper IT it is also an
easy task to evaluate eg., the slope correlations @:.1:4) as a purely quantum m any body
calculation. In the nonlhear Burgers case for 6 0 we cbtain correction to the lnearm ode
dispersion law . M oreover, the quasiclassical analysis for ! 0 in papers IT and IIT also
denti es a nonlinear soliton excitation with digpersion law E / 1=2 322 A detaikd
analysis ofthe non-H em itian quantum eld theory has, however, not yet been achieved and
w 1l be considered elssw here.

In the present paper we continue our Investigation of the noisy Burgers equation for the



nonequilbrium growth ofan interface. W em ake use ofthe weak noise canonicalphase space
approach developed In paper ITT and consider the follow ing in portant issues: i) T he detailed
grow th m orphology based on them ultisoliton m any body description, ii) the non-H emm itian
properties of the superin posed lnear m ode spectrum and the phenom enon of dynam ical
pihnihg and m ode transn utation, and iii) the correlations n the EdwardsW ikinson case,
the anom alous di usion of grow th m odes and sw itching and pathways in the BurgersKP Z

case, correlations In the m ultisoliton sector, and correlations and scaling in the tw o-soliton
sector. W ih respect to i) we stress that one of the advantages of the quasiclassical weak
noise phase space approach propounded in papers IT and IIT is that it provides a m any body
description of a grow ing interface In tem s of solitons and linearm odes. T he Landau quasi-
particle picture em erging on the FokkerP landk level was discussed heuristically in paper
IT. Here we analyze In m ore detail the tim e evolution of a grow ing interface in tem s of is
elem entary excitations. Regarding ii) we note that superin posed on the nonlinear solitons
are linear m odes obtained by a linear stability analysis of Egs. (1.6) and (1.} about a
soliton m ode. An analysis of the linear m ode spectrum was initiated in paper I and IT. Tn
the present paper we com plkte the analysis also for a m ultisoliton state and dem onstrate
am ong other properties that the linearm odes sub Ect to the nonlnear soliton m odes undergo
a m ode transn utation from di usive non-propagating behavior In the absence of solitons
to propagating behavior n the soliton case. Fially, wih regard to iil) on the scaling
properties of the slope correlations (1 .14) we provided in paper IT only a heuristic expression
for the scaling function F* based on a general spectral representation. Here we am end this
situation and present an explicit expression for F' wihin the two-soliton approxin ation.
For brief accounts of the present work we refer to [34, 38]; m oreover, the papers 39] and
f40] present a num erical analysis of the soliton-bearing m ean eld equations and a tutorial
review , resoectively.

T he paper is organized in the ollow ingm anner. In Sec.Tiwe discuss the grow Ing Interface
in tem s of soliton m odes, in Sec. I} we consider the superin posed linear m ode spectrum
and discuss the m ode tranan utation alluded to above, In Sec.|[IV! we address the statistical
properties, and consider the anom alous di usion of grow th m odes, sw itching and pathw ays,
correlations In the multisoliton sector, and in detail the correlations in the tractable two—

soliton sector. In Sec.Vi we present a summ ary and a conclusion.



II. A GROW ING INTERFACE

A grow ing Interface govemed by the noisy Burgers equation (1.1) isa sim ple prototype of
an Intrinsically open and driven nonequilbriim system . In the noissless case for = 0 the
Interface is dam ped and the slope eld u evolves sub pct to a transient pattermn form ation
consisting of propagating and m erging right hand solitons connected by ram p solutions,
with superin posed dam ped linear modes [I, 41]. The motion is detem inistic and non-

uctuational. At long tin es the solitons die out on a tin e scale set by 1= k?, where k is
the di usive m ode wavenum ber. In the noisy case for 6 0 the tin e evolution and pattem
form ation change. T he noise balances the dam ping and drives after a transient period the
slope eld into a stationary m orphology com posed of am plitude-m atched right and left hand
solitons w ith superim posed lnear m odes. The noise strength  is an essential param eter
changing the qualitative m orphology of an interface; this is re ected m athem atically n Eqg.
(I11) for the transition probability which has an essential shgularity for ! 0.

T he above behavior is ilustrated in the linear case where an explicit solution ofEq. (L.0)
for a wavenum ber com ponent uy, uy (t) = 5 dx u x;t) exp ( ikx), ofthe slope eld driven by

the noise wavenum ber com ponent . is given by

Z

i 1 t ]
u () = ule '** dt’ke '€ 9 (1) @.1)
0

Here !, = k? isthedi usivem ode dispersion law and u]i( = uy (t= 0) the initial slope value.
W e notice that generally 1=!, setsthe tin e scale. Initially the m otion is determ nnistic and
govemed by the noiseless di usion equation; at ongertines for ! £t 1 the noise gradually
picks up the m otion as indicated by the kemelexp[ 4 & 1 Eqg. €.1) and u, begins
to uctuate and is driven into a stationary noisy state. T his behavior is In accordance w ith
the phase space behavior discussed in paper III on the FokkerP lanck kevel. Th Fig.'l, we
have for a particular noise realization depicted the behavior of u, . W e em phasize that the
general aspects of the noise-induced tim e evolution also holds in the noisy Burgers case here
sub Ect to a soliton-induced pattem fom ation. T he transient regin e is indicated by I, the
Jong tin e stationary regin e by II.

A s m entioned above the quantum m echanical Interpretation allow s a discussion of the
grow ng Interface in temm s of a Landau quasiparticlke picture. In the EdwardsW ikinson
or noninteracting case the relkvant quasiparticle is the di usive m ode uy with quadratic



dispersion law ! = k?. In the Burmgers case it is a general feature of the Landau quasi-
particke picture that interactions usually give rise to a dressing e ect of the fiee (are)
quasiparticle, e. g., the lnducam ent of an e ective m ass. In the di usive m ode case this
corresoonds to a dressing of the dam ping constant  leaving the dynam ical exponent z = 2
in ! = k? unaltered. However, as shown in papers IT and Il even Hrweak a new quasi
particle em erges, the nonlinear soliton excitation, w ith dispersion law ! / (= 72)k3=2.

From a heurstic point of view we can regard the soliton as a selfbound state ofdi usive
m odes; In other words, the solitons condense or nuclate out ofthe di usivemode eld.W e
note, however, that while the form ation of localized soliton m odes w ith superin posed linear
m odes is a welkknown feature of determ inistic evolution equations, eg, the sineG ordon
equation and the nonlinear Schrodinger equation @2], the underlying m echanisn of the
doubling of soliton m odes here is the noise. Th the approach in K] the soliton m ode was
denti ed as a special solution of the classical eld equations (L.6) and (I.7) obtained i
the limi ! 0 from i) in @] the underlying Heisenbergy eld equations pertaining to the
quantum description and i) in papers IT and ITTI from the classical eld equations arising
from a principle of least action in the W KB 1lim it of the FokkerP lanck description. Below
we tum to a discussion ofthe uctuating interface in term s of the quantum /classical picture
discussed above.

A . The EdwardsW ilkinson case —equilibrium interface

In the EdwardsW ikinson case £3,33] the slope ofa uctuating interface is govemed by
the driven conserved di usion equation

%: = r?u+r ; 22)
which is readily solved both on the Langevin kevel n Eq. @.I) and on the FokkerP lanck
kevel. Since the damping tem  r *u in Eq.@J) can be derived from a them odynam ic free
energy F = (1=2) 5 dx u? the driven di usive equation describes an interface in equilibrium

atatamperature T = =2 . In accordance w ith the quantum eld Interpretation outlined

above, this sin ple case, how ever, serves asan illistration ofthe quasiparticle representation.
Consequently, we tum to the eld equations {.6) and (1.7) in the linear case or = O:

Gu 2 2

a: = r“u r’p; 23)
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For a single wavenum ber com ponent Eq. @.2) corresponds to a noise-driven overdam ped
oscillator w ith force constant ! = k? and the associated canonical eld equations ©.3)
and @.4) were solved and discussed in paper III. W e nd, supplm enting the analysis in
paper ITTI, the solutions

uf sinh !, t+ ufsihh !, @ B

ug ) = —— ; 2.5)
f i [
LW ye ok .
Px © e — hir 2.6)

for an orbit from uf toul ntine T, 0 < t< T. The noise eld py (t) is slaved to the
m otion of u, and detemm ined by ul, uf, and T . D uring the tin e evolution it evolves from
pr= L yYep( LT)kEshh!,T top= Wbyexp(! T) yYFshh!,T.

W e note the correspondence between the physical nterpretation on the Langevin level
given by Eq. @.0) and on the FokkerP lanck level characterized by Egs. €.5) and @.6).
In the noiseless case for = 0, comesoonding to setting py = 0, ie., uﬁ = u]i(exp( WT),
the slope eld is dam ped according to uy (£) = u]i(exp( kt) over a tine scalke 1=!yv. In
the presence of noise the grow ing noise eld px / exp (! xt) eventually drives uy, ie., ux /
exp (! t). Generally, uy is a linear com bination ofa dam ped part exp ( kt) and a grow Ing
part exp (! t), analogous to the decom position ofthe eld in positive and negative frequency
parts in quantum m any body theory [43]. Here the com ponents are decaying and grow ing
according to the transient and stationary regin es I and IT in Fig., respectively.

The orbit (uy;px) given by Egs. £.5) and £.6), representing the quastparticles in the
classicallm it ! 0, iscon ned to a subm anifold in phase space delim ited by four global
conservation law s: C onservation ofenergy E = H , conservation ofm om entum , conserva—
tion of area, ie., the integrated slope M or height o set; and here also conservation of the

integrated noise el P’ given by Egs. 1.15), (.16), .14 ,and @ .18) or = 0, respectively.

In wavenum ber space we have

Z dk Z

dk
E = 2—Ek 4—kp e 2 w); @.7)

and the energy decom poses In contrbutionsE , for each wavenum berm ode k. Inserting Egs.
©.5) and £.6) we cbtain speci cally

2T+ Y 2dut, cosh !, T 08
2 sinh® !, T ’ €3

Ek:

11



and the energy only depends on the initial and nal con gurations uj, uf and the time
interval T . For xed ui and uf and in the longtine lm i T ! 1 theenergyE, ! 0 and
the orbit m igrates to the zero energy m anifolds: p, = 0, the transient noiseless subm anifold,
and px = 2 Uy, the stationary noisy subm anifold. The oroit thus asym ptotically passes
through the saddle point (Ux;px) = (0;0) where the diverging waiting tin e ensures ergodic
behavior. In F ig. 2 we have depicted the orbits in (uy;px) phase space.

In a sin ilarm anner, them om entum  decom poses according to

Z dk
= — k= 2— iku kPxk ¢ 2.9)

W e note that vanishes on the zero-energy m anioldspy = 0 and px = 2 uy; In the Jatter
case since the integral n Eq. @.9) becomes a total derivative. For a nite tine orbit
insertion ofEgs. £.3) and €.6) explicitly yields

k = %}TJ:?/ (210)
ntemsoful,ul,and T; HrT ! 1 wehave , ! 0. Likewise forthe ntegrated slope

and noise eld, PP = 2 M ,we have
M = dxu'®) =u_,: @a1)

Finally, the action associated wih an orbit is obtained from Eq. ((10). Inserting the
s R
equation ofmotion Eq. {2.3) we have as an Intem ediate result S = (1=2 ) dkSk, Sx =
R - -
(1=2) dtk?’F and using Eq. @.6) the action

Z . f i | :
g. ki yen( .kT>f; 212)
2 1 exp( 24T)

determ ined by the initial and nal con gurations u; and uf and the traversal tine T .

A coording to Eq. {L.11) we subsequently cbtain the transition probability
nw #
Z . ; .
dk B dexp( KT)F
2 1 exp( 24T)

P (uy;u;T) / exp

; @13)

aweltknown result 44,45])). mthelinit T ! 1 theorbitm igratesto transient-stationary
zero-energy m anifblds and we arrive at the stationary G aussian distrbution (1 21). This
behavior in phase space is consistent w ith the qualitative behavior shown in Fig.1d,.

Sum m arizing, In the linearEdwardsW ikinson case the conserved noise-driven stochastic

di usion equation is In the weak noise 1im it equivalent to coupled eld equations adm itting

12



both dam ped and grow Ing solutions for the slope eld. The stochastic noise is replaced by
a noise eld canonically conjigate to the slope eld. Both dam ped and grow ing solutions
are required in order to describe the crossover from the transient regin e to the stationary
regin e. The wavenum ber k is a good quantum num ber and we can envisage the uctuating
Interface as a gas of grow Ing and dam ped di usive m odes according to the decom position,
see also paper 1T,

? dk
ulit)= - Bxe e 4 Bye'rte MK (214)

In eld theoreticaltermm su (x;t) isa free eld and the elem entary m odes are noninteracting.
A particularm ode lies on the energy surface E and ism oreover speci ed by the conserved
momentum . Furthem ore, under tin e evolution the Integrated slope eld M and noise

eld P’ are also conserved. Finally, w ith the m ode is associated an action Sy yielding the
transition probability P .

T he description based on the eld equations 2.3) and € 4) and the associated sym plectic
structure isbasically classical. Sub ct to canonicalquantization the di usive m odesbecom e
bona deelam entary excitationsand a Landau quastparticle picture ofthe interface em erges.
The orighalnoise uctuations are then Interpreted as quantum uctuations em erging from
the underlying operator algebra. F nally, we note that subect to a W ik rotation t! it the
di usive quasiparticls are transfom ed to digpersive particle-lke quasiparticles w ith m ass

=2 .

B. The BurgersKPZ case —nonequilbbrium interface

In the case of a grow Ing Interface the situation ism ore com plex. T he general behavior
depicted In Fig.7 stillholds in the sense that the interface evolves from a transient state
to a stochastic stationary state. However, unlke the lhear equilbbriim case where the

uctuations in u are extended and di usive, the uctuations in the nonlinear nonequilibrium
grow th case include localized propagating m odes in order to acoount for a grow ing height
pro k. This is also evident from eg., the KPZ equation 1 Eq. (1 4), where the dam ping
and growth tem s transform di erently under tim e reversal. For t ! t, h! h, and

! the KPZ equation stays invariant. This is consistent w ith the fact that in the

decom position of the irreversble linear m odes in grow ng and decaying com ponents the
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dam ping enters in the combination t, whereas the average nonlinear reversible grow th
term in the stationary state hdh=dtiy = (=2)h(r h)?i is lnvariant. Clearly, the growth
term cannot be derived from a them odynam ic free energy, the temm m oreover violates the
potential condition @4, 47, 48, 49] and drives the system away from them al equilbrium
into a stationary kinetic grow Ing state.

T he issue on the FokkerP lanck level is again to establish a quasipartick picture and to
determ ine orbits in (u;p) phase space from an initialcon guration utattinet= Otoa nal
con guration ufattinet= T in order to, via the action associated w ith the orbit, evaluate
the transition probability P (uf;u; T ). The orbit is in principle determ ined as an initial nal
valie problm , ie., a boundary value problem in tin e, ofthemean eld equations (1.6) and
@.7) . Unlke the linear case where we can expand u on plane wave di usive m odes and thus
achieve a com pkte analysis, the nonlinear and presum ably nonintegrable character ofEgs.
@1.6) and {1.7) precludes such an analysis.

Two new features distinguish the eld equations @:6) and @.7) from the linear case: i)
the nonlnear coupling strength  setting togetherw th an intrinsic length scale = and ii)
the am plinde-dependent G alilan invariance {1.3). The new length scalke allow s for the pos-
sibility of localized nonlinear excitations and the G alilkan sym m etry pem its the generation
of a class of propagating particle-like excitations from a static solution, ie., an excitation at
rest. The static excitations are the right and left hand solitons {1.8) characterized by the
parity ndex = 1. Boosting a static soliton to the velociy v, denoting the boundary
valies u; and u , and using the G alilean symmetry in (@.3) we obtain the fiindam ental
soliton condition

u, +u = 2_V: (2.15)
In Fig.3 we have depicted the findam ental \quarks" or solitons and the associated height
pro les.

The right hand soliton for = + 1 m oves on the noiselss transient subm anifold p = 0
and is a solution of the dam ped noiseless Burgers equation, ie,Eq. @.I) or = 0.W ithin
the canonical fram ework the right hand soliton does not contribute to the dynam ics of the
interface; according to Egs. (€.153) and @.16) with p = 0 it carries zero energy and zero
momentum . The lft hand soliton for = 1 is associated w ith the noisy or stationary
subm anifold p = 2 u and i Pllows from the eld equations that it is a solution of the
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grow Ing noiseless Burgers equation for ! . Note that due to the uneven boundary
valies u;, and u the solitons are selfsustained dissipative structures driven by boundary
currents as discussed In paper I. T he keft hand soliton is endowed w ith dynam ical attributes

and carries according to Egs. @.15), @.16), and (.10) energy, m om entum , and action:

e -2 W W 216

= @2 d); 217
1

s =< . u JT: (@18)

Sihce uy < u  for a ¥ft hand soliton its energy is negative. Expressing in the fom
= @v=)@u,; u)ushgEqg. @I5) iolowsthat pointsin the direction ofv. From
= m v we can also associate an am plitudedependent massm = 2 = )3 4 u jwih the

soliton . F nally, the action for a left hand soliton oroit over tine T is positive and G alilean

hvariant.

In addition to the localized soliton m odes the eld equations also support linear m odes
superim posed on the soliton. These m odes are obtained by a linear stability analysis of the
eld equations and w illbe discussed in Sec.IIT . lhthelm it ! O the soliton m odes vanish

and the rem aining uctuations are the di usive m odes of the EdwardsW ikinson m odel.

The eld equations (.6) and {.}) are nonlinear and the soliton solutions do not con—

stitute a com plete set in the sam e m anner as the plane wave decom position (.14) in the
EdwardsW ikinson case. W e shall neverthelss as a working hypothesis assum e that we
can resolve a given initial interface slope pro e u In tem s of a gas of right hand and lft
hand solitons m atched according to the soliton condition @.15); ie. wih horizontal con—
stant slope segm ents. A ssociated w ith the soliton representation ofu there is also a soliton
representation ofthe associated noise eld p. From the form ofthe eld equations it follow s
that a mulisoliton con guration is an approxin ate solution provided we can control the
overlap contribution u ‘r u ! arising from the nonlnear tem ; here i and 1denote the +th
and rth soliton. Since the soliton width is of order = u the overlap only contributes in a
region of order = u about the soliton center and is anall In the Inviscid Imit ! 0 and
for a dilute soliton gas. O therw ise, we assum e that at least foranall we can absoro the
correction tem In a linearm ode contribution. In summ ary, we represent a slope con gura—
tion u and the associated noise eld con guration p in tem s of a gas of right hand and lkft
hand solitons m atched according to Eq. €.15) with superin posed Iinear m odes.
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T his representation ofa grow Ing Interface is In the soirit ofa Landau quasi-particlk picture
of an interacting quantum m any body system [3,50]. In a heuristic sense we assum e that
the Interface at a given instant of tim e is characterized by a gas of localized soliton m odes
and extended linear m odes. Since the soliton is not associated w ith a particke but is a
nonlinear solution of classical eld equations the soliton num ber is not conserved; in other
words, solitons are created and annihilated sub fct to collisions.

K esping only the solitons, explicit expressions foru and p are easily constructed in term s
of the G alilke-boosted soliton m odes f1.8) . Introducing the m ean am plitude k, and velocity

Vv, In term s of the boundary value ug, ; and u, of the p-th soliton,

kp = 4_ (up+ 1 1—#); (2 -19)

Vp = E (up+ 1 + up); (2 -20)
we cbtain for an n-soliton representation ofthe slope eld ug and associated noise eld pg

2 x
ug X;8) = — kotanh kX, jx ¢t %) 221)
p=1
@) x

ps X;t) = kptanh X, jx ¢t %): 222)

p=1kp< 0
T he solitons are arranged from left to right according to the increasing index p,p= 1;2;
The center of the p-th soliton is at X, and we have set u; = upy1 = 0. In Fjg.:?! we have
shown an n-soliton con guration.

The soliton representation n Eq. @21) of the interface evolves In tin e according to
the eld equations. The m otion corresponds to an orbit in U;p) phase space ying on the
m anifold detem ined by the conservation ofenergy E ,mom entum , and areaM according
toEgs. @.I5), .16),and @ .17).W ealso cbserve from Eq. {1.18) that the integrated noise

eld P, shce is conserved, develops linearly in tin e according to
P = t+ const: 223)

In the soliton representation the contrbutions to the energy, m om entum , action, and area

decom pose. Noting that only left hand solitons for uy,; < up contribute dynam ically we

have applying Egs. ¢.16), @17,

@19 and €17
2 x ;
E =3 (U g (224)

P= lI'Up+ 1< Up

16



Xn

= g,y )i (225)
pzlﬂlp+1<up
1 X , ,

S=-— T Fper T (2 26)
6 p=1lup+ 1< up
xn

M = up+l (><p+l }%): (2-27)
p=1

A lthough, as Pliows from Egs. £.24), €£25), and ©26), the total energy, m om entum ,
and action are additive quantities (extensive) the soliton gas still represents a very intricate
m any body problem . This is due to the soliton m atching condition in Eq. @.15), ie., the
horizontal segm ents connecting the solitons, and the dynam ical asymm etry between lft

hand and right hand solitons. The solitons in the representation € 21) propagate w ith
In general di erent velocities v, and are thus sub fct to collisions. Since we only have at
our disposal sinhgle soliton solutions of the eld equations patched together to represent a
slope con guration at a particular tim e instant and not a general solution we have I ied
control over soliton-soliton scattering. Clearly, the expressions @24 -2.26) only hod in—
between soliton collisions. In particular, the tine T entering in the action €.26) refers to
tin esbetween collisions, ie. T istypically oforder X,.1 % Fv . T he working assum ption
here is that in-between collisions the soliton (plus lnearm odes) representation is valid and
that energy, m om entum , and area are conserved during collisions. However, the num ber
of solitons is not preserved, ie. solitons are created and annihilated sub gct to collisions.
Fhally, we note that at long tin es the orbit from u' to uf m igrates to the zero-energy
m anifold as conpctured In paper ITI. T his in pliesthat the nite energy solitons at long tin es
are suppressed and that the systam in this 1im it is describbed by di usive m odes yielding the
stationary distrbution (L21). For further illustration we have in Fig.'§ depicted the slope
eld u,height eldh,and noise eld p fora 4-soliton con guration. T he solitons are centered

at xq, X5, X3, and x4 and propagate w ith velocities v; = (=2)w, v, = (=2) (U + uy),
V3 = (=2) (W + uz),and v4 = ( =2)u,, where u,, us, and u, are the plateau values. The
con guration carriesenergy E = (2=3) @, @), momentum = (@3 #),actions =

(1=6) T (a.F+ 31 wF+iud),andareaM = w(x; =)+us&s %)+uilks, x)attine
t= 0. By integration we note that the totalnoise eld P’ evolves ke P = P+ t@i )
in agreement wih Eq. @23).

It is clear that the nonequilbbriuim grow th ofthe interface is findam entally related to the
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existence of Jocalized propagating soliton m odes. Expressing the KP Z equation (' 4) in the
form

@é_i: rhe vt 2 28)
the linear dam ping temm is associated w ith the linear m odes, whereas the nonequilibrium
grow th term isdriven by the solitons. ITn theEdwardsW ikinson casethem odesare extended
and di usive, u / 8 . T (€) coskx + ), where f, (t) is related to Eq. {.5), and the height
edh = R udx? ora particular k-m ode behaves likeh / sin (kx+ ’ ); consequently, thi= 0
and growth is absent. On the contrary, in the Burgers case the localized soliton m odes
em erge and h (x) = R u (x%)dx grow s ow ing to the propagation of solitons across the system .
Averaging Eq. £28) and setting = Owehavethi= ( =2)h1?it+ const.which is consistent
w ith the passage of a soliton w ith am plitude u and velocity Jj= (=2)u at a given pont x.

T his grow th behavior also ©llow s from ngpection of Fig. 3.
T he constant slope and noise eld con guration u = uy and p = py have according to

Egs. ([153) and {1.16) vanishing energy E and momentum  and thus form a continuum
of zero-energy states; note that the energy is not bounded from below, ie., the zero-energy
states are not ground states. T he right and left hand solitons in Eq. {.8) lift the zero-energy
degeneracy and connect a constant U con guration to a constant u, con guration. Unlke
the solitons in the ' * theory or siheG ordon theory {2, 51], connecting two degenerate
ground states / or degenerate ground states’ = p, where p is an integer, respectively,
w ith m assive gapfiilexcitations, the B urgers solitons are gaplessm odes form ing a continuum
ofstateswih energy E / () )andmomentum / @@? ).

In the discussion of a grow Ing Interface In temm s of its slope eld we must Introduce
approprate boundary conditions in order to describbe the physical growth state. In the
instantaneous con guration i Figs. 4 and '§ we chose for convenience vanishing slope at
the boundaries. H owever, ow Ing to the soliton propagation this boundary condition cannot
be maintained in the course of tin e as the solitons cross the boundaries of the systam
and i ism ore appropriate to assum e periodic boundary conditions for the slope eld, ie.,
u®)=ux+ L)atalltines, where L isthe size ofthe system . N ote that periodic boundary
conditions for the slope eld In general does not in ply periodic boundary conditions for
the associated height eld h, the integrated slope eld. W e have from h (x) = R u % dx®,

h)=hx+ L)+ M ,whereM isthe area underu, and only In the case of zero-area slope
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con gurations doesh also satisfy periodic boundary conditions, corresoonding to vanishing
height o set at the boundaries.

W hereas periodic boundary conditions for the slope eld are consistent w ith the extended
di usive m odes In the EdwardsW ikinson case, ie., the free elds, the elem entary right and
Eft hand Burgers solitons violate the boundary conditions since they connect unequal zero—
energy states. In this sense we can regard the solitons as \quarks" in the present m any body
fomulation. A proper elam entary excitation or quasiparticle satisfying periodic boundary
conditions is thus com posed of two orm ore \quarks" as illustrated in Figs.4 and 5.

1. The two-soliton con guration

The simplest con guration satisfying periodic boundary condition is com posed of two
solitons of opposite parity, ie., a noisy and a noiseless kink. T he solitons have the com m on
am plitude u, are centered at x; and x, and propagate as a com posite entity, according to

Eq. £.15) with velocity v = u=2. Speci cally, this pairsoliton m ode has the form
" #
u ks ks
U, X;t) = 5 tanhz x vt x) tanh; x vt x) : 229)

The con guration u, together w ith the associated noise eld p, (foru > 0)
" #

k
p&t)= u 1 tanhzs(x vt x) ; 2 30)

and the height eld h,

u cosh® x vt x)
h, (x;t) = — g 2

- + const. 231)

o

are depicted at the mitialtinet= 0 n Fig.6

According to Egs. 224 —-227) the two-soliton con guration is endowed w ith the dy-—

nam ical attributes:

2 s 23
E = 3 B @32)
= sign@u?; @ .33)
1 s a3
S=¢ BIT; @ 34)
M =ux, x): (2.35)



The two-soliton con guration corresponds to an orbit in (U;p) phase space. Choosing as
initial con guration at t= 0 @Yp') = @, &;0);p, (x;0)) the nalcon guration at t= T
is then given by @5pY) = (U, &;T);p, %;T)). In a nite system of size L with periodic
boundary conditionsthis ism oreover a periodic orbit w ith period L=v; in the them odynam ic
ImitL ! 1 theperiod diverges.

By inspection of Fig.§ it follows that the two-soliton con guration propagates with a
constant pro kpressrving thearea M , ie, theheight o sst2u(x, x). Subctto periodic
boundary conditions In a system ofsize L the soliton pair reappears aftera period L=v. This
m otion corresponds to a sin ple grow th scenario where a layer of thickness h=ux, x)
isadded to h per revolution ofthe pair. Sub Fct to thisparticular soliton m ode the interface
thus grow s w ith velocity (1=2) u? (X, x)=L. T his is consistent w ith the averaged om of

Eq. £28) in the stationary state, @h=QRti = ( =2)hu?i, noting the spatialweight (x, x)=L
of the soliton pair n the average hdh=@ti over the Interface. W e also ram ark that the local
Increase n h, h = u', owing to the passage of a soliton pairofsize ‘= kX, xjih time
t= “jj where Jj= u=2, yields h=t= (=2)u 2, again is in accordance with the
averaged KPZ equation. Finally, the integrated noise eld P = 5 dxp decreases lnearly
w ith tin e as the soliton pair revolves ke P = P, 4 ujnf in agreement with Eq. {223).
A ccording to v = u=2 the velocity of the soliton pair is proportional to the am plitude
u. Expressing theenergy E andmomentum  in tem sofvwehaveE =  (16=3) (= 2)¥7F
and = 4(= 2)vij]jcharacterizing the nonlinear excitation. M oreover, elin nating the

velocity we arrive at the dispersion law

T he soliton pair is thus a gapless quasiparticle m ode w ith exponent z = 3=2. A s discussed
In paper IT a general spectral representation for the slope correlations allow s us to m ake
contact w ith the scaling form I Eq. (20) and identify the m ode exponent z with the
dynam ic exponent.

W ithin the present description the statistical weight of the soliton is determ ined by Eqg.
(@' 21). In the nviscid lin it for snall we obtain for a pair of size * and am plitude u the

nom alized stationary distribution

Pet; V= J@)exp —u®; 237
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w ith nomn alization factor
«@L)=2( =) L 2 38)

T he distrbution is param eterized by the am plitude u and the size ‘. The nom alization
factor or partition finction 4 varies as L' and the distrbution thus vanishes in the
them odynam ic Im it L ! 1 , characteristic of a localized excitation. The m ean size of a
soliton pair is given by

Z. Z

h'i= dl du Py ;Y): (2.39)
0

Inserting P we obtain h'i= (1=3)L, ie., the m ean size of the pair scales w ith the systam
size. Thisbehavior is characteristic of a spatially extended or loosely bound excitation and
we can envisage the soliton pair as a \string excitation" connecting right and left hand
solitons (the fundam ental \quarks").

In a sim ilarm anner we can determm ine the transition probability associated w ith a soliton

pairusing Eq. @ I1). Iserting S from Eq. 2.34) and nom alizing we obtain
n #

Per@;T)= _i(T)exp 6—ijT; 2 40)

w here the nom alization factor or dynam ic partition function is given by

6 1 73

2
<1(T) = T : (2.41)

33
Here the Gamm a function (z) = Roexp( t)€ ldt arises from the nom alization of P;;
(1=3) = 2:68174.

Before tuming to the linear uctuation spectrum in the next section we wish to brie y
review a recent num erical study ofthe eld equations {@.6) and @.%) B9]. The el equa-
tions are of the di usiveadvective type w ith the characteristic feature that the equation
for p adm its exponentially grow Ing solutions due to the negative di usion coe cient thus
rendering direct forward integration in tim e num erically unfeasible. In order to resolve this
nstability problem we developed a \tin e loop" integration procedure based on integrating
the equation foru forward in tin e followed by an Integration backward in tin e of the equa-
tion forp. This num erical schem e thus requires an assignm ent ofboth Initialand nal ,p)
con gurations and therefore m ainly served as a toolto chedk whether a certain assignm ent

actually constitutes a solution.
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W e Investigated num erically three propagating soliton con gurations: i) a propagating
soliton pair, i) two symm etrical solitons colliding w ith a static soliton, and iii) the collison
of two symm etrical soliton pairs. Referring to B9] for details we summ arize our ndings
below . W e found in case i) that the pairsoliton in the inviscid 1im it oram all isa long lived
excitation thus justifying the quasiparticle interpretation above. In case il) we considered
symm etrical solitons propagating towards and colliding w ith a static soliton at the center
passing through the static soliton and reem erging w ith no phase shift or delay; this speci ¢
m ode corresponds to 1ling In a dip and subsequently nucleating a tip at the sam e poInt in
the height eld. In case iil) we nally considered two sym m etrical soliton pairs colliding and
reappearing sub Ect to a phase shift or delay where the incom Ing trailing solitons becom e
the leading outgoing solitons; this m ode correponds to 1ling in a trough and subssquent
nuclkation ofa plateau in the height pro l. It was characteristic of the soliton collisions in
case i) and iii) that the conservation ofE , ,andM was satis ed during collision, a feature

that seam s to stabilize the integration.

ITT. FLUCTUATIONS -MODE TRANSMUTATION

T he soliton spectrum discussed in the previous section is a fundam ental signature of the
nonlinear character of the Burgers equation and at the sam e tim e essential In acocounting
for the growth aspects of an interface. In the present section we address the uctuation
goectrum or linearm ode spectrum superin posed on the soliton gas. In the lnear Edwards-
W ikinson case discussed i Sec. Tl the uctuations exhaust the m ode spectrum and have
a di usive character. In the nonlnear BurgersK P Z case the uctuations are superin possd
on the soliton m odes and becom e propagating. The uctuation spectrum was discussed
Incom pltely in the noissless Burgers case in paper I and in the noisy case In paper II.Here
we present a detailed analysis. A briefacoount of the work isgiven in 38]; here we com plete

the analysis.
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A . The noiseless Burgers case

T he noiseless B urgers equation is nferred from Eq. (1) by setting = 0 and also ©llow s
from the eld equation (.6) on thep= 0 subm anibld,

@— ur u= r‘u: 3.1)

T his equation exhibits a transient pattern fom ation com posed of right hand solitons con-
nected by ram ps w ith superin posed lnearm odes. A single right hand static soliton m ode
isgivenby Eq. f18) or = 1,ie,us= utanhk.x, ks = u=2 . The soliton has am plide
u and width kg 1. A spectrum ofm oving solitons is then generated by the G alilean boost
@3):x! x  wtu! u w.

In order to analyze the superin posed linear uctuations we expand u about the soliton

modeug,u= Ugt+ Uu.To lhearordern u we obtaln the equation ofm otion

@

— wr u= r?u+ (rug) u: 32)
In the asymptotic lim it for large kj this equation is readily analyzed. Noting that
us ! usignx), rug ! 0, and searching for plane wave solutions of the form u /
exp ( Etb) exp (ikx) we dentify a spectrum of com plex eigenvalues,

Ex = k’ 1iuksign); 33)

show ing the non-H em itian character ofEq. J). Introducing the phase velocity v = u
the In aghary part of the eigenvalue E combines w ith the plane wave part and yields the

propagating dam ped wave form

. .
u/ e Frgketvisinw), 34)

The soliton m ode thus gives rise to a m ode tranam utation In the sense that the di usive
m ode in the EdwardsW ikinson case u / exp ( Kt) exp (kx) is tranam uted to a dam ped
propagating m ode in the Burgers case w ith a phase velocity v depending on the soliton
am plitude u. The m ode tranam utation, of course, also ollow s from the G alilkan invariance
in Eq. f1.3) shce a shift of the slope eld to the soliton am plitude u corresponds to a
transform ation to them oving framex ! x ut. For lJarge positive x the m ode propagates

to the kft, for large negative x the propagation is to the right, ie., the m ode propagates
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tow ards the soliton centerw hich thusacts ke a sink. T he phenom ena ofm ode transn utation
has also been noted by Schutz B2] in the case of the asym m etric exclusion m odel, a lattice
version of the noisy B urgers equation, In the context of analyzing the shocks, corresoonding
to the solitons in the present context.

As noted in paper I the analysis of Eq. {84) can be extended to the wholk axis by
introducing a nonuniform gauge function g detem ined by the soliton pro e in Eq. @.8),

gx)= ke¢tanhksx ; k¢= u=2 : 3.5)
By means of g we can express Eq. 34) i the Schrodinger-like form
— =D @) u; 3.6)

w here the operator D (g) In the quantum m echanical analogue is given by the Ham iltonian
n #

2
D @)= € +gx)f+ kX1l ——
cosh” kgx

3.7)
T his equation ofm otion describes In In aginary W idk-rotated tin e a particle m oving in the
potential 2=codf kex subEct to the in aghary gauge ed ig. Absorbing the gauge eld

by m eans of the gauge transfom ation
U @) = exp gx) dx = cosh ‘kex; (3.8)

and using the dentity (r + g)? = U (@)r ?U (g) !, the non-Hem itian equation ofm otion
3.6) takes the Hem itian form

Q w

— =D (0) u; 3.9
ot 0) v 3.9)

where
wa=U(@) * u: (3.10)

W e also cbserve that the gauge transform ation n Eq. (3.8) has the same form as the
C okH opf transform ation 3, 54] applied to the static soliton solution ug, see also papers
T-ITT.

T he presence of the gauge function changes the spatial behavior of the eigenm odes and
thus their nom alizability. T he in position of physical constraints such as spatially localized
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m odes or asym ptotic plane wave m odes obeying periodic boundary conditions consequently
give rise to a com plex eigenvalue gpectrum . Since we can \gauge" the m ode problem in
Eqg. {3.6) to the exactly solvablk Schrodinger probkm de ned by Eq. B.9) we are abk to
com plete the analysis.

Setting w/ exp( t),where isthe frequency eigenvalue, the spectrum ofthe ensuing
eigenvalue problem ,

D 0 a= w; (3411)

associated with D (0) can be analyzed analytically 53, 56]. It is com posed ofa localized zero—
frequency m ode and a band of phaseshifted extended scattering m odes w ith eigenvalue

= &>+ Kk%): 312)
T he eigenm odes have the form
/ 71 0 (3.13)
- . = 0
Ooshksx’ 0 !
v/ exp (kx)sy (); k= &>+ Kk2); (3.14)
k + ik, tanh kgx
Sk X) = - : (3.15)
kI
The xdependent smatrix s, X) = B X)jexp i x X)] gives rise to a spatial m odulation

B &)= [K?+ k?tanh® kox)=(k? + k?)1"? of the plane wave near the soliton center over a
range k, ' and a phase shift | x) = tan ' (kstanhksx)=k) + tan ' (k.=k). Forx ! 1,
scx) ! 1;orx! 1,5 &®) ! k+ ikg)=k k) = exp@dy), and s, (x) becom es the
usual sm atrix. W e note that the bound state solution and its zero-frequency eigenvalue is
contained in the scattering solution as a pol in the smatrix fork ! ikg.

Inserting the gauge transform ation n Eq. (3.8) we cbtain for the zeromode u /
cosh ? ksx) / r ug which thus corresgponds to the translation or G oldstone m ode associ-
ated with the position of the soliton. For the extended states the gauge transfom ation
U provides an envelope of range k, ', ie., u / exp (ikx)s; ) cosh ! ksx). The complkte

solution of them ode equation BJ) thus takes the om

A + * B Kt e (%) (3.16)
u= ——— e — s X);
cosh’kex coshkx

expressing the uctuations of the slope eld about the static right hand soliton ug; A and

By = B , are expansion coe cients. The rsttermm i Eq. (316} is the tin e independent
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translation m ode. T he second temm corresponds to a band of dam ped localized states w ith
agap kZ inthespectrum = (?+ k?).M oreover, the scattering m odes are transparent
and phase<hifted by « = 2tan ! (ks=k), in plying according to Levinson’s theorem that the
band is depleted by precisely one state corresponding to the translation m ode.

In order to m ake contact w ith the asym ptotic analysis yielding the spectrum in Eq. 3.3)
we observe that the uctuations given by Eq. .16) do not exhaust the spectrum . Since the
gauge factor U = cosh 'kx provides a fallo envelope we can extend the set of solutions
by an analytical continuation in the wavenumber k In the sam e m anner as the translation
m ode is retrieved by setting k = ikg. Thus shiftingk ! k+ i,wherr jj kg, we obtain
by nsertion the com plex soectrum

Ey, = k°+ Kk Y+ 2ik; 7 ks; (317)

and associated uctuation m odes

A X 2 . e x
= — + By, e x gk 20— g ; 3.18
cosh? kx ki o ke )i (3.18)

k;

whereBy, = B ;. shce uisreal

The expressions (3.17) and {3.18) provide the com plete analytically continued solition
of the uctuation spectrum about the static soliton com patible w ith the in posed physical
boundary conditions. For =  k; we recover the spectrum  (3.3) ofright hand and left hand
extended gaplessm odes propagating tow ards the soliton centerw ith velocity v= 2 kg = u.
For jj< kg we dbtain a band of gapfilm odes w ith localized envelopes propagating w ith
velocity 2 towards the soliton center. Finally, for = 0 the envelope is sym m etric, the
soectrum Ey,y is real, and the m ode has no propagating com ponent; ork = 0 and = kg
we retrieve the tin e independent transltion m ode. W ith the exosption of the extended
mode for = kg, the envelope m odes for j j< kg are dynam ically pinned to the soliton.
T his phenom enon of localization or dynam ical pinning of the m odes is associated w ith the
com plex spectrum in Eq. (3.17) resulting from the non-H em itian character ofthe eigenvalue
problem . In allcasesthem odesare dam ped w ith a dam ping constant given by k*+ k2 ?).
W e m ention that a non-Hem itian eigenvalie spectrum is also encountered in the context
of ux pinning and the transverse M eissner e ect in high T . superconductors 57, 58]. Here
the In aghhary gauge eld isuniform and is given by the applied transverse m agnetic eld;
In the present case the gauge eld is spatially varying and given by the nonlinear soliton
excitations.
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In F .7} we have depicted the spectrum in a plot of the in agihary part ofE,, versus its
realpart. In F ig. § we have shown the associated characteristic uctuation m ode pattems.
Speci cally, in order to cbtain a real extended m ode propagating tow ards the soliton center
with velocity v= 2 kg u from the keft and with velocity v from the right w ith continuous
derivative at x = 0, thus extending the asym ptotic solution (3'4) to the whol axiswe fom
an appropriate linear combination from Eq. (3.018) with equal weights according to the
assignments k and = k. Ignoring here the m odulation factor s, ; X), which is easily
ncorporated, we obtain

i€ ¥ oosk® v+ & cosk X+ vH)

(3.19)
coskgx

u/ e

Thism ode is depicted in Fig.'9

B . The noisy Burgers case

In orderto discussthe uctuation spectrum in the noisy case wem ust address the coupled
eld equations ({1 .6) and (1.7) and expand the slope eld u and noise eld p about the soliton
con gurations, in the single soliton case given by Egs. {@.8) and @.9) and in them ultisoliton
caseby Egs. @21) and 224). A salso resulting from the analysis in paper IT it is convenient
tom ake use ofa sym m etrical form ulation and introduce the auxiliary noise eld ’ by m eans

ofthe shift

p= @ 7): 320)

The eld equations then assum e the sym m etrical form
|

L (G21)
Qt |

d ' )

— ur = r “u: 322)
Qt

The sihgle soliton solution u, is given by Eq. @.8) and the associated noise solution by

' = Uug+ oonst: (323)

)

E xpanding about a general mulisoliton con guration (Us;’ s), where ug is given by Eqg.
@21) and ’ ; by modulus a constant)

2 x
st = — ¥kpojtanh ki vt %), (324)

p=1
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by ssttingu= ug+ uand’ ="'+ ' ,we ocbtaln the coupled linear equations ofm otion

E Ul u= r? "+ (rug) u; (325)
Qt '

e ur. "= r?u+ @’ ) u; (326)
@t S S 14

determm ining the uctuation spectrum of superim posed linear m odes.

The analysis proceeds as In the noiseless case. Referring to Egs. € 21) and (324) wenote
that in the Inter-soliton m atching regions of constant slope and noise eldsrugs= r '’ = 0.
TheEgs. 325) and 826) then decoupk as in the IinearEdwards#W ikinson caseand setting
us = u and looking for solutions of the plane wave form u; ’ / exp( Ect) exp (kx) we
dbtain u ' / exp( Et exp(kx),ie, u/ Bexp( E t)+ B exp( E, t)lexp (kx),
w here the non-H em itian com plex eigenvalue soectrum sin ilar to the noissless case is given
by

E, = K ivk; v= u: 327)

The umode (@nd likew ise the ’ m ode) thus corresoonds to a propagating wave w ith both

a grow Ing and decaying com ponent,
u/ @e Xty BelhekEtvo, (328)

These aspects are consistent with the general phase space behavior depicted in Fig. 2,
w hereas the propagating aspect as in the noiseless case is the m anifestation of a m ode
tranan utation from di usive m odes in the EdwardsW ikinson case to propagating m odes
in the Burgers case. A s Indicated In Fig.*4 the linear m ode propagates to the keft foru > 0
and to the right oru < 0; or u = 0 the propagation velocity vanishes and we retrieve
the di usive m odes in the EdwardsW ikinson case. W e note In particular that for a static
right hand soliton w ith boundary valuiesu =  u, equivalent to the noiseless case discussed
above, the m ode propagates towards the soliton center which acts lke a sink; for a static
noise-induced left hand soliton w ith boundary valuesu =  u the situation is reversed and
the m odes propagate away from the soliton which in this case plays the rok of a source.

In the soliton regions the slope and noise eldsvary overa scale kg ! and wem ust address

the equations (325) and 326). Introducing the auxiliary variables
X = u ’; (329)
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and the general gauge fiinction g; de ned by the slope pro ke

9% (70 = —-us i0); (3.30)
the equations 325) and @26) take the form
ex D( g X ( 's) X (331)
Qt - %) 2 I Us r's ’

whereD ( gq) isthe \gauged" Schrodinger operator

2
D( g)= (r g>2+4—u§ —r’; 332)

describing the m otion of a particle in the soliton-de ned potential ( =4 )ui (=2)r ',
sub gct to the gauge eld g;. In the regions of constant slope and noise elds we have
rug=r',=0,us=u,gs= u=2,D( g) ! @ u=2 ¥+ ( %=4 )u?, and
searching for solutions of the form X / exp( Ext) exp (ikx) we recover the gpectrum in
Egq. 827 and sihce u= X'+ X themode n Eq. 828). In the soliton regions we
haver’ = ru,,where = 1 forthe right and left hand solitons, respectively, and one
of the equations (3.33) decouple driving the other equation param etrically.

T he analysis proceeds In a m anner analogous to the noiseless case. Introducing the C ole-
H opf transfom ation

Z

X

U &;t) = exp g &x5t) dx” (333)
and using the dentity (¢ + g;)? = Ur ?U ! we arrive at the coupled Hem itian equations

ex _ U'pou !x —(ru r’)) X ; (3.34)
@t 2 S S 14

which are readily analyzed in tem s of the spectrum ofD (0) summ arized in Eqs (.11) to
@3.15). The exponent or generator in the gauge transform ation n Eq. @.33) sampls the
area under the slope pro ke ug up to thepoint x. Forx ! 1 ,U ! exp( M=2 ),where
M given by Eq. @.17) is the conserved totalarea. In tem s of the height ed h,u= rh,
M =h@#L) h( L) fora nie system and thusequalto the height o sst across a system
of size L., ie., a conserved quantity under growth. Inserting the soliton pro ¥ ug in Eq.
@ 21) the transform ation U factorizes in contributions from the individual local solitons,
ie.,
b .
U= Up)™ % ;U ) = cosh Tk ik gt %) (3:35)

p=1
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1. The singk soliton case

Since the omulation of the linear m ode problem in tem s of Egs.
deriving from the eld equations @21) and (327) and yielding Egs. B34) is entirely
G alilean Invarant, we can in analyzing the p-th single soliton segm ent of the m ultisoliton
con guration in Eq. @21) without loss of generality boost the soliton to a rest frame
w ith zero velocity. Thus shifting the slope eld of the p-th soliton by the am ount (g1 +
up) corresponding to the propagation velocity v, = (=2) ((us 1 + up), and assum Ing for
convenience that x, = 0 the soliton pro ke is given by u, I Eq. {.8). Hence we obtain
r’, = rug andD (0) given by Eq. 33). NotingthatU = U, and ru, = uk,U} we

nd for the uctuations

X =U, X ; Uy= cosh 'kex; (3.36)

the Hem iian m ode equations

@ X
@t

= DOX K( 1)x ; 337

w hich decouple and are readily analyzed by expanding X on the eigenstatesofD (0). W e

cbtain
2 k2alt+ BV ek*g
= s 0 > ° 4 (A}i)e kKt 4 Bk()e kK (X); (3.38)
cosh” kgx cosh kgx
X =2+ B}j’?‘;e rtel* g (x) cosh kox; 339)
S

describing the uctuations of the sope and noise elds u= (X "+ X )=2and’ =
(X" X )=2or p= X aboutthestaticrighthand ( = +1) and kefthand ( = 1)

solitons. Aé : , BO( ) , A}i ) , and Bk( ! are Integration constants xed by the niial conditions.

The st tems in Egs. 3.38) and @.39) are associated with the soliton transhation
modes X,, / ru, / cosh “ksx which propagate wih constant m omentum X ., /
A,; we note that the soliton position and soliton m om entum are canonically conjigate
variables. T he envelope m odulated plane wave tem s in Egs. 3.38) and (3.39) represent the

uctuationsabout the soliton. Snoethesmatrix s, x) ! k+ik)=k ik)=exp@y), x =
2tan ! ks=k) orx ! 1 the soliton induced potentials are transparent and the uctuations

pass through the soliton only sub Ect to the phase shift | and a spatialm odulation. W e also
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note that Levinson’s theoram in plies that the band is depleted by one m ode corresponding
to the translation m ode B5].

Con ning the uctuations to the noiseless transient subm anifold p= 0 we have p= 0,

ie, u= ' ,and we obtain Prthe right hand soliton ( = +1) X = 0inplyingA ' =0

and Bk(l) = 0 and thus

) @) t dkx
B Ae g X
X*=2u= —° k <6, (3.40)
cosh” kgx oosh kgx

in accordance with Eq. (3.16) in the noissless Burgers case, ie., a translation m ode and a
band of dam ped localized pinned m odes.

Likew ise, on the noisy stationary subm anifold p= 2 u we require p= 2 u, ie, u=

", and we obtaln for the noise Induced left hand soliton ( = 1) X* = 0 entailing
A‘)=0andB, '= 0and we have
(1 (Dt dkx
B A e ey
X =2u= —%—+ -k e b (3.41)
cosh” kgx oosh kgx

com posed ofa translation m ode and localized m odes. H ow ever, unlke the uctuationsabout
the noiseless right hand soliton which are dam ped, the uctuations associated w ith the noisy
Jeft hand soliton are grow ing In tin e. T his behavior is consistent w ith the phase space plot
in Fig.2 and the EdwardsW ikinson case discussed in Sec.Ti.

In general there are also uctuations perpendicular to the subm anifolds and we are led

to consider the coupled equations (3.3§) and 33). The uctuations are m odulated by
the gauge factors cosh kgx and cosh ' k.x. As In the noissless case the soatialm odulation
of the plane wave form allow s us to extend the spectrum by an analytical continuation
iIn the wavenum ber k and in thism anner m atch the spectrum to the intersoliton regions.
In fact, noting that X according to 34) decouples orrug, r’s ! 0 In the inter-
soliton regions, we cbtaln by settingk ! k ik the shit = (?+2%) ! &* 2ikk)
and exp (ikx) cosh kgx ! const. and we achieve a m atching to the extended propagating
modes. The gauge transform ation in Eq. (.35) thus pem its a com pkte analysis of the

linear uctuation spectrum about a m ulisoliton con guration.

2. The two—soliton case

In order to illustrate how the uctuation spectrum is established across the soliton con—

guration and how the m atching is iInplm ented we consider the uctuations about the
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two-soliton con guration in Eq. €29) w ith associated noise eld

" #
u ks ks
o xpt) = E tanhz x vt x)+ tanhz x vt x) : 342)

The Hem itian linear m ode equations are given by B.34) wih us = u,, s = ', and the

C oleH opf transfom ation
" Z . #
Uz &jt) = exp — ®%t) dx” : (3.43)
T he soliton pair propagates w ith velocity v = u=2 s0 In oxder to render the gauge trans-

fom ation tin e independent and thus facilitate the analysis we boost the con guration to a

rest frame, u, ! u, u=2. Inserting i we then obtain the speci ¢ gauge transfom ation

n

#
cosh s (x  3) -
U, &) = : e

cosh & & %)

7 (3.44)

a special case of (3.35).
In order to sin plify the discussion ofthem ode equations (3.34) with D (0) given by (3.32)
we introduce thenotationu = @W=2)tanhks=2x® X ),x; = X;,X = X,,orthe ndividual

solitons contrbutingtou, and ’ 5, ie,u, = ut ¥ u=2and’, = ul+u?.A sinplestin ate

of the potential ( =4 )uz (=2)r’, i @32) then yields *=2)°[L V. V ], where
we have also introduced the notation V. = 2=cosh?® ks=2) x X ), for the soliton-nduced
potentials. M oreover, (=2)(r u, r’,) = k=2)V , and we arrive at the two-soliton
m ode equations
ex _ U 'D O)U, ! X &=2)’V X ; (3.45)
@t . 2 ’ )

wih D (0) given by
D (0) = r’+ ke=2)’C V. V): (3.46)

In the regions of constant slope ed V 0 and X deocouplk. To the right of the soliton
pairforx  x;;x, wehaveU, / exp ks X1 %)=2) exp k;x=2) and we obtain the envelope
solutions X / exp[ (€ + (ks=2)?)tlU, ' exp (ikx) which are m atched to the asym ptotic
planewave solution by settingk ! k  ik=2,yieding X / exp( Ktexp(kx kt)),
ie. am odepropagating to the right w ith velocity ks = u=2= v.Tothelkftorx xi;x,,
we have U, / exp ks (X, % )=2) exp ksx=2) and correspondingly the envelope solutions
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X / epl ( @+ ke=2)*)tlU, exp (ikx). M atching these solutions to the plane wave
solutionsby the analytic continuation k !' k  ik=2,we cbtain the sam e result asabove. W e
note that the change in U, acrossthepairisgivenbyexp( k&, x))= exp( (=2 )u X,
X1)) ' exp( (=2 )M ,), where M , is the area enclosed by the soliton pair. In the region
between the solitons for x; X Xy, Uy exp (k X1 + x)=2)exp ( kx=2) or fork !
k k=2 themodes X / exp( Ktexp(@k&+ kgt)), corresponding to propagation
to the kft wih velociy k = u=2 = v. In the soliton region near X we have
\% 0. Ignoring the translation m ode and phase shift e ects we thus have from {3.45)

X / exp( k®+ (ko)*)DU, ' exp (ikx). By insertion n Eq. (3.45) we note that VU, ' =
Vyexp( kx=2) Oandthat X' thusisdecoupld from X ,yieldingthesolution X * /
exp ( @+ ks=2)>)t)U, exp (ikx). A sin ilar analysis applies In the soliton region near x, .

Forthe plane wave com ponents alone we then obtain, interpolating to the whole axisand
incorporating the s atrices according to Eq. 3.15),
K2+ ko2 PN ke=2) &k %)
cosh ks=2) & x)
(

cosh (k=2
cosh (k=2

X' e Mg x ®)scxk %); (347)

2 )2 X %) =2 i
X e(k + ks=2)°)t ksx ZeJkX

;(X %) S ") %) (348)
W e thus we pick up the phase shift , = 2tan ! (ks=k) across each soliton, the plane
wave com ponents are m oreover spatially m odulated by the gauge transfomm ation U, =
exp[ (=2 )Ruzdx] sam pling the area under u,.

F inally, we boost the m ode to the velocity v = k= u=2 , shift the wavenum ber
k! k ik=2for X and obtain them odulated plane wave associated w ith the propagating

tw o-soliton m ode w ith vanishing boundary conditions

,,ooch ke=2) ® Vvt x) .
Xt o Kt g0 & VE X)Supo & vt x); (349)

cosh (ko=2) (x ot %) k+ ikg=2 X)Sk+ ikg=2 X
ekztoosh(ks=2)(x VE X)) gy

ocosh ks=2) x vt I)S)e

Sk ke X VE X)s k.2 VE x): (3.50)

T he Interpretation ofthis resul is straightforward. In the regions away form the pair-soliton
we obtaln plane wave m odes w ith both a grow ing and decaying tin e behavior. A cross the
propagating two-soliton con guration the plane wave am plitude and form ism odi ed by the

gauge factor and the sm atrix.

33



3. The muldsoliton case

In the multisoliton case the slope con guration ug and the associated noise eld ’ § are
given by Egs. £213) and 824). The linear m ode problm is de ned by Egs. 834) with
the gauge transfom ation U given by Eq. @.33). A s discussed previously the extended
plane wave m odes in the inter-soliton regions connecting the solitons are sub £ct to a m ode
transn utation to propagating waves with spectrum given by Egs. (827). In the soliton
regions the analysis follow s from a generalization ofthe single and tw o-soliton cases discussed
above.

A com plkte analysis is achieved by st noting that U also can be expressed in the form

" g 4

U (x;t) = exp > at’ 2us(xt)+ r’ .z ; (3.51)

derived by di erentiating U i Eq. (333), using the equation of motion n Eq. @21) ©
the multisoliton pro ke and solving the ensuing di erential equation. By nnsertion of Eq.
@51) in Egs. (3.34) we dbtain the linear equations of m otion

@
— x = (r*+ r’')u 'X + —-@us r’)u 'x ; (3.52)
@t 2

which are readily discussed. In the atregionsrug=r’;= 0, X' and X decoupke

and we have
X /e ¥rte¥ry 1x;t); 3.53)

descrbing a plane wave m ode m odulated across the soliton regions by the C oleH opf trans-
form ation U (x;t) with the explicit orm given by Eq. (3.35). A lematively, we cotain a
m ode transm utation to a propagating plane wave between solitons by the analytical con—
tinuation k ! k ik thus absorbing the spatialm odulation in U (x;t) and corroborating
the previous discussion. W e note that the orm i Eq. 3.53) is n accordance w ith Egs.
(3.49) and 50) in the two-soliton case. A cross the soliton regions X ¥ and X couplk
according to Egs. .52). T he analysis In the single soliton case above applies and the plane
wave m ode picks up the phase shift , associated by Levinson’s theoram w ith the fomm ation
of the soliton translation m odes.
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Iv. STATISTICAL PROPERTIES —-CORRELATIONS -SCALING

In this section we discuss the statistical properties of a grow ing interface on the basis of
the canonicalphase space form ulation. G enerally, we can express the noisy B urgers equation

n Eq. @) i the fom

Qu F
—= r —+ uru+r ; 41)
Qt u

w here the free energy F driving the di usive term is given by

z
1 2
F=§ dx u® (x): “42)

For = 0 we have the Iinear EdwardsW ikinson equation describbing the tem poral uctua—
tions in a them odynam ic equilbbrium state w ith temperature T = =2 k y w ith stationary
distrbution given by Eq. @21), ie., Py / exp[ F=%kT]. Ih the presence of the nonlnear
m ode coupling term  ur u Eq. (4J) does not describe a therm odynam ic equilbbriim state
but a stationary nonequilbbrium state or kinetic growth state. It is, however, a particular
feature of the one dim ensional case that the stationary distrbution is known and given
by Py / exp[ F=kT], Independent of . This property also ollows from the potential

condition §6,147,49]
F 2
dx[ru ——r @%)]= 0; (43)
u

which is readily satis ed since the integrand becom es a total derivative. A nother way of
noting that Eq. {@.%) does not describe an equilbbriim state is to express the equation in
the orm Qu=Rt= r FSu+r wih e ective freeenergy F °= (l=2)Rdx(u2+ (=3 )u?).
Apart from the fact that F % includes an odd power in u and thus, since u = r h, violates
parity Invarance it is also unbounded from below foru ! 1 and thus cannot describe a
stable them odynam ic state.

T he stationary distrboution P4 (u) iscbtaned inthelm itt! 1 from the transition prob—
ability P '! wu;t) orapathway from the initialcon guration u'to the nalcon guration
u. In this lin it only the linear di usive m odes for = 0 persist characterized by P 4. This
is consistent w ith the fact that the soliton contrilbbution yieldsP @t out) / exp[ S =],
w here the action S (t) associated w ith the solitonic grow th m odes, eg., the two-soliton con—

guration, typically grow s linearly w ith t im plying that the contrloution to P vanishes.
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A . Correlations in the Edw ardsW ilkinson case

In the linear case the correlation function is easily evaluated on the Langevin level from
the stochastic EdwardsW ikinson equation J4) and ollow s directly from Eq. @.1) when
averaging over the noiss, see also paper II. In wavenum ber-frequency space we cbtain the
Lorentzian di usive form

k 2

) = ey

44)

with di usive polesat ! = ik, strength =( k) 2 and linewidth k?.W e note that both
grow ing, u / exp ( k?t), and decaying tem s, u / exp( ¥Kt), contrbute to the stationary
correlations; this is .n accordance w ith the decom position €.14). In wavenum ber-tin e space

we have correspondingly
huuik;t) = 2—e kzij; 4 .5)

and the di usive correlations decay on a tin e scale determ ined by 1= k2. Forthe equaltin e
correlations we obtain In particular uuik;0) = =2 , show Ing the spatially short ranged

correlations In accordance w ith the stationary distrbution {1 21). For later purposes we

also need the spectral form , see paper 11,

Z

dk . .
haui (1) = 2—2—elkxe K233, 4.6)

In order to illustrate the m ethod to be used later In the soliton case we evaluate here mui

in the linear case on the basis of the path integral ormulation Eq. (114). Sice that the

distrbutions @ 21) and @.13) factorize n wavenum ber space we have In a little detail ora

system ofsize L

|

Z . f i lat2
Y Y ! e 'n Y
hauik;t) / dujduluju; exp @ — Fn 4 T 3
o n L 1 e#nt

— gt c @4
exp Ljimf @.7)

m
Changing variables in P (uf;ul;0), uf dexp( Lt ! u,, it isan easy task to carry out
the G aussian integrals over u, and ul and retrieve huuik;t) n Eq. (4.5); the evaluation
of huui in the corresponding ham onic oscillator quantum eld calculation was perform ed
in paper II. F inally, evaluating Eq. @.5) we infer the scaling orm {1.20) with roughness

exponent = 1=2, dynam ic exponent z = 2, and scaling fuinction, see also paper II,

Fw)= > B ] Fiw Fle ¥V iyw = t=x%; 4.8)



de ning the EdwardsW ikinson universality class.

Sum m arizing, the EdwardsW ikinson equation describes a them odynam ic equilibriim
state. The dynam ical equilbrium uctuations are characterized by the gapless digpersion
law ! = k?. Them odes are extensive and di usive and controlled by the characteristic

decay tin e 1= k?, depending on the wavenum ber k.

B. Switching and pathways in the BurgersK P Z case

Before we tum to the correlations in the nonlinear BurgersK P Z case it is nstructive to
extract a couple of sin ple qualitative consequences ofthe dynam icalapproach. A s discussed
in Sec. Tl the propagation ofa tw o-soliton con guration constitutes a sin ple grow th situation
where at each passage of the soliton pair the interface grow s by a layer. C onsidering a pair
con guration of am plitude u and size " the propagation velocity is v = u=2 and the
associated action S; = (1=6) 713°T . Across a system of size L. we have ¥j= L=T, where
T is the swiching tine, ie.,, J1j= 2L= T . For the action associated w ith the transition

R
pathway of adding a Jayer of thicknessh = *u &%t)dt= J13'= 2L =T we then have
1,3

4
S.(T) = FF “4.9)

W e note that the thickness h does also depend on the pairsoliton size ‘ which does not

enter In the action. H owever, the m ultiplicity or density of soliton pair which enters in the
prefactor of the transition probability m ust depend on 1=" and we cbtain qualitatively

|
1 14L°
P/ ®P — 5

(4.10)

In thethemodynamiclimit L ! 1 ,P ! 0 and the switching via a two-soliton pathway is
suppressed. At long tin es the action fallso as 1=T 2.

In the case of a switching pathway by m eans of two equal am plitude pairsolitons we
obtain, correspondingly, noting that the pairs propagate w ith half the velociy, the action
S, = (1=4)S;. Introducing heuristically a constant nuclkation action S,,4 associated w ith
the noise-induced fom ation of a pair, ie., the appropriate assignm ent of the noise eld p,

we have the general expression for the action associated w ith n pairs

14 L3
Sy (T) = nSpyat FFF 4.11)
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InFig.10wehave plotted S versusT forn= 1 5 soliton pairs. Since the curves intersect
we Infer that the swiching at long tin es takes place via a singke soliton pair. At shorter
tin es a switching takes place and the transition pathway proceeds by the excitation of
mulipairsolitons. This is clearly a nite size e ect.

A sin ilar analysis of the soliton sw itching pathways in the case of the noise driven
G nzburg-Landau equation has recently been carred out. Here the analysis, cormoborat-
Ing recent num erical optin ization studies, is sin pler because the soliton excitations are

topological and have a xed am plitude B3].

C. Anom alous di usion of grow th m odes in the BurgersK P Z case

On the Langevin kevel the growth of the interface is a stochastic phenom ena driven by
noise. Param eterizing the grow th in tem s ofgrow th m odes corresoonding to the propagation
of a gas of independent pairsolitons In the slope eld the dynam ical approach allows a
sin ple Interpretation. Noting that the action associated w ith the pair m ode is given by
S = (1=6) 713°t and denoting the center of m ass of the pairmode by x = (X1 + X,)=2 we
have u= 2v= = 2x=t and we obtain the transition probability

4 %3
Pt/ exp g

(412)

for the random walk of independent pairsolitons or steps In the height pro . Com paring
@ 12) w ith the distrbution forordinary random wak orighating from the Langevin equation
dx=dt= ;h i) = ©), P ;1) / exp( x?=2 t), we conclude that the growth m ode
perform s anom alous di usion. A ssum ing pairs of the sam e average size, the distribution
@ 12) also inplies the soliton m ean square digplacem ent,

2' 1=z

i) / 77 ; 413)

with dynam ic exponent z = 3=2, identical to the dynam ic exponent de ning the KPZ
universality class. This result should be contrasted wih the mean square displacem ent
hx?i/ t%%,z= 2, or ordinary random walk. The growth m odes thus perform superdif-
fusion. This result is also cbtained using the m apping of the KPZ equation to directed

polym ers in a random medim P2].

38



T he di usion of solitons or grow th m odes is another signature of the stationary nonequi-
Ibrium state. W hereas the extended di usive equillbbriim m odes for a particular wavenum —
ber k are characterized by the stationary distrdoution Py / exp( (= L)jxF), the ran-
dom walk distribution of the growth modes P (x;t) / t > exp (const ¥=t%) vanishes for
t! 1 . Thegrowth m odes or solitons disperse di usively over the system and generate the
stationary grow th.

D . Correlations in the BurgersK P Z case —general

A s regard the correlations In the nonlinear BurgersK P Z case the situation ism ore com —
plkx. The noisy Burgers equation {1.1) is not easily am enablk to a direct analysis of the
noise averaged correlations and we lim it oursslves to a discussion of huui(x;t) within the
canonical phase space approach. In order to evaluate the slope correlations huui (x;t) by

means of Eq. (1.14), ie.,
huui x;t) = du ‘duf uf x)ut ()P wut ;P wh; @14)

we note that the basic lgredient is the transition probability P (uf;ul;t) from an initial

con guration utattimet= 0toa nalcon guration ufat time t.

1. Sum ruk

Before continuing we observe that in the short tine Imit t ! 0 it ollows from the

de nition that P @%ul;t) ! @f u). The equaltin e correlations are thus detem ined by

the stationary distrbbution P (u') given by Eq. @21),
z
Pew)/ exp — dxu'k)? ; (415)
and we have In wavenum ber space uuik;0) = =2 . In wavenum ber-frequency space we
thus nfer the general sum rule
2 4!
2—huui(k;! ) = 2—: 4.1e6)
The sum rule is independent of the presence of the nonlnear growth temtm ur u and thus
is another consequence of the static uctuation dissipation theoram which holds for the

BurgersK P Z equations P2, 36].
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2. The transition probability

A sdiscussed In Sec. Il the working hypothesis is that a grow Ing interface at a particular
tin e Instant can be represented by a dilute gas of m atched localized soliton excitations or
grow th m odes w ith superin posed linear extended di usive m odes. From the analysis In

Sec.\IIT we thus have

uX;t) = us ;0 + ux;b; @a7)

P&t = ps X;t) + pX;b); (4.18)

where u; and ps (or’ ) are given by the multisoliton representations in Egs. £21) and

@22) orfor’ ; nEq. @24)). Inthe atregionsforoonstantslope u= (1=2)(X "+ X )
and p= X aregiven by Egs. B53) (across the soliton regions u and p vary i a
m ore com plicated m anner as discussed in Sec. IIJ) .

Inserting Egs. 417 and @.18) in Eq. {1.10) and using the equation of m otion @.6)
the action S decom poses in a soliton contribution Sg; and a lnear contrbution Sy, S =

Se1t Sin, Where

N
3
jag
[a]
L
D

(4.19)

92]
8
o,
N

g

[a]

T

e

NI N

(4 20)

&)
B

T his decom position in plies that the transition probability P (f;ul;t) accordingly factorizes
like

P 5ubt) = Periul; 0Py (uf uhb); @21)

where Py, / exp( So= ) and P 1, / exp( Sy= ). D isregarding phase shift e ects and
am plitude m odulations due to the dilute soliton gas, Py, can be worked out as In the
Edwards¥W ikinson case in Sec. Ti, yielding the expression (in wavenum ber space)

A\l ) #
“akijul dexp( LDF

P (u’ ut / ; 422
(uy v/ exp > 1 ep( 2.0 ( )
R
with lim iting distrbution P (uf) / exp[ (=) k=2 )jurflort! 1 .
For the soliton part we cbtain inserting Eq. €.26)
2 3
i, . f tXn . :
P Uiuin /et —— o wF @, 1) (423)
p=1
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in term s ofthe soliton boundary valuesu, asdepicted in F ig.4. N ote also that only the noise
induced Jeft hand solitons contribute to the action. W e stress that the expression (@ 23) by
construction only holds In-between soliton collisions. In fact, at long tin es the appropriate
expression rP @uiuf;t) must approach Py / exp[ (=) 8 dxuf x)?] ;n accordance w ith
Eqg. f21). Likew ise, the correct expression for the m ultisoliton energy must vanish i the
Jong tin e lim it corresponding to the m igration ofthe phase space orbit to the transient and

stationary zero energy subm anifoldsp= 0 and p= 2 u, as discussed In paper ITI.

3. M uld-soliton correlations — Scaling properties

Inserting Eq. @17) in Eq. @.14) the slope correlations separate in a soliton part and a

linear (di usive) part,
hiuix;t) = gudiX;t) + hu uix;t): 4 24)

Apart from phase shift and am plitude m odulation e etcs due to the dilute soliton gas, the
linear or di usive correlations h u ui basically have the fom given by Eq. &.6). For the
soliton contrbution higui we cbtal, hsertihg ug from Eq. @21), P uf;ult) from Eq.
#23), and for the stationary distribution

2 3 2 3
X 3
P/ exp? — Wk, % 1P = exp? Kokpo e 0P ; (4 25)
p=1 pé p’
and m oreover ntroducing the soliton amplitude k, = (=4 )Upr1 W) from Eq. @.19),
. X Z Y . .
hugusix;t) © = dk,dvidx 1k kg tanh k,jx, + vt x) tanh FKq
28! J" w
# #
Y 324 _ Y 8
=P 3 7 (k) ep ——kakno&n  %0) i (426)

n nén?

This form ula expresses the contrdbution to the slope correlations from a m ulisoliton con-

guration. Tt ollows from the derivation that the expression only holds for tin es short
com pared to the soliton oollision tine. The nitial con guration ui at tine t = 0 propa—
gates during tim e t to the the nal con guration ug . The associated transition probability

isgiven by Eq. @ 23) and the stationary distrbution by Eq. {25). The integration over

nitialand nalcon gurations is e ectuated by integrating over the am plitudes k,, the ve—

locities v, and the soliton positions x, over a system of size L . N ote that k, together w ith
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V= (=2) (U4 1 + Uup) determm ne the slope u,. Likew ise the dynam ic partition function

(t) is given by
Z A\l 4 # " #
Y Y 32 Y g 3
() = dkjdvidx,  exp ithad (k) e —Zkekaoln  xe) :@27)

1 n nén?

3

The complex form ofEgs. {426) and ¢ 27) have so far precluded a m ore detailed analysis.
W e can, however, in the lim it of an all dam ping extract the general scaling properties. For

! Owehavek, ! 1 and the soliton pro le given by tanh k,jk ¢t x) converges
to the sign function sgn (x = ¢t %), corresponding to a sharp shock wave. By inspection
of Eq. (@26) we note that a change of the kngth scake by a factor , ie, x !  x and
%X, ! Xp, can be absorbed by a change of the integration variabk k,, k, ! Zk,. In
the action tem this change ofk, is nally absorbed by the scale transform ation t ! 7.
Consequently, ©r ! 0 we have igusi;t) = F ¢=x>"2) i accordance w ith the general
scaling orm in Eq. @20).

E . Correlations in the BurgersK P Z case —the tw o-soliton sector

In theweak noise Imit ! 0 theaction n Eq. (2.11) provides a general selection crite-
rion detem Ining the dom inant dynam ical con guration contributing to the distrdbution P .
In the present section we propose that part of the leading grow th m orphology is constituted
by a gas of two-soliton or pair con gurations already analyzed in Sec.Ti. Th our num erical
studies we have dem onstrated that n the limit ! 0 the pair con guration does constitute
a long lived quastparticke B9].

T he evaluation of the contrlbution to the slope correlations from the two-soliton sector
is straightforw ard and w ill pem it a m ore detailed scaling analysis. Specializing the general
expression n Eqgs. 4 26) and @ 27) to the case oftwo solitons, ie., a pair-soliton excitation,
noting that k; = k= (=4 )u,u,=u W=us=0),andvy = wn=v= (=2)u, and
m oreover considering the lim it of an all , or, altematively, using the expressions pertaining

to the two-soliton case discussed in Sec. ::Ii, we have
!

27
huitit) 2 0= - dudx; dx,u” [sign (x;)  sign ()]
sogn&,  xvH o signgk x V)
exp —thi exp —u’k, x7j; (4.28)

6
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w ith dynam ic partition fiinction
" #
z

2 ) = dudx;dx; exp 6—tj,1j3exp —u’k, %7 4 29)

W e note that the nal con guration uf is sin ply the mitial two-soliton con guration u®
displaced vt along the axis w ithout change of shape. This dynam ical evolution is depicted
in Fig.17. T he integration over initialand nalcon gurations is carried out by integrating
over the soliton amplitudeu, 1 < u < 1 and the soliton positions x and x, over a
system of size L. The integration over the am plitude only contributes to integral when the
pairsolitons overlap, as indicated in Fig.12, and we obtain by inspection of the overlap
contrdbution, settingz= x vtand ‘= & xJj the conditionsx; < z,x; > z V% <0,
and x; > ‘. Forz > 0, ie., x vt > 0 we have the overlap conditions 0 < z < Y and
z ‘< x < 0;Prz< 0we obtain ‘< z< 0and ‘< x< z.Fhally, ntegrating over

the soliton position x; and the soliton pair size  we arrive at the expression

R h i h i
, 1 duv’exp —RJtexp —k vtif C; @)
huuix;t) = — ¢ = : = ; 4 .30)
L duexp —RFtC. @)

. Q) _ RL AR _ 2\ @) _ RL \ _ 2\
where the cuto functionsC; = JdV'exp( (= )u“YYandC; = Jd'exp( (=)u°?)
follow from the overbp; explicitly they are given by

2
c,/w= — = 1 1+ —UL exp —uL ; (4 31)
u
@ , .\ _ 1 20 .
C; w= — —= 1 exp —u’L : 4 32)

u2

The overall factor 1=L re ects the weight of a singlk pairsoliton contribution to the cor-
relations function. In the them odynam ic Iim it L. ! 1 this contrbution vanishes. For a
dilute gas of pairsolitons of density n we expect 1=L to be replaced by n. On the other
hand, the further I dependence ofthe cuto functions, is a feature of the extended nature
of the pairsoliton already discussed in Sec.Ti. Both C & and C @ vanish as a finction of

S
uoverasmalkstby =L.Foru! 1 ¢ @ 1=fandCc?® 1=f;Pru= 0wehave

cW=1?=2andCc®=1.

F. G eneralscaling properties

T he Jast issue we dealw ith isthe scaling properties of a grow .Ing nterface. T he dynam ical

scaling hypothesis [['1, 22] and general argum ents based on the renom alization group xed—
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point structure P4, 28] inply the Pllow ng Iong tin e — large distance form of the slbpe
correlations in the stationary state:

huik;t) = (=2 )x? 'F x= @©): 4 33)

Here F is the scaling function and the roughness exponent fOllows from the explicitly
known stationary distrbution n Eq. {21), the uctuation dissipation theorem . W ithin
the canonical phase space approach the stationary distribbution follow s from the structure
of the zero-energy m anifolds which attract the phase space orbits in the long time lim it
t! 1, see paper III. The dynam ic exponent z = 3=2 is nferred from the gapless soliton
dispersion law in Eq. £.38), see paper II. Since the form ulation isentirely G alilean invariant
the exponent z also Hllows from the scaling law  + z= 2 n Eq. {.3).

T he lateralgrow th of uctuations along the Interface is conveniently characterized by the
tin e dependent correlation length (t). Note that fora nite system ofsize L the correlation
length saturates at the crossover or saturation tin e t,, detem ined by (&) = L. In the

linear EdwardsW ikinson case (t) characterizes the growth ofdi usive m odes and has the

form () = (©)'?, consistent w ith the spectral form n Eq. @.6). Ih theBurgersKPZ case
(t) describes the propagation of soliton modes and isgiven by )= (=) 2 (t)%>. The
Iim iting form ofthe scaling function Iim,, ; F W) = 1 forx (t) . In thedynam icalregin e

for (t) x the correlation decay, ie. huui(x;t) ! huilui= 0, and the scaling function
vanishes ke F w) / w*® ) orw ! 0.In Fig.il3 we have depicted the correlation kngth

(t) as a function of tine for a systam of size L, .Indicating the crossover behavior n the
Edwards¥W ikinson and BurgersKPZ cases. In Fig.d3 we have plotted the tine scale T as

a function of system size ndicating the various dynam ic regin es.

G . Scaling properties in the tw o—soliton sector

In discussing the scaling properties associated w ith the tw o-soliton sector it is convenient
to Introduce the m odel param eters Yy, setting the m icroscopic length scale, ty, setting the
m icrosocopic tin e scale, t, de ning the crossover or saturation tim e for a system of size L,

and the correlation length (t),note that = ‘o=t,

0= (4 .34)
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ty= —; (4 35)
te = to L="%)""7; 4 36)
€ = Y E=t)": 437

R escaling the am plitude variable u we can then express the pair correlations in the fom

R b, R 1
_ _y duexp RIS exp 4AEF+ uIFL )
hauixt) = — B b = ; (4 38)
L duexp SHFE Fo@)
where the cut-o functions orighhating from the overlbp are given by
Fi @) ! 1+ 2 ( 4f) (439)
u = —_— —_— .
! 4u? 4u? =P !
1
Fou)= — 1 exp( 48) : (4 40)
4u?

The expression @.38) hodsfort> 0and iseven in x (seen by changhguto u). ksamples
the soliton pair propagating w ith velocity u=2 and is In general agreem ent w ith soectral
form discussed In the quantum treatm ent in paper II.

T he weilght of a single soliton pair is of order 1=, and the correlation function huui thus
vanishes n the them odynam ic limit L ! 1 .Fora nite system L enters sstting a length
scale together w ith the saturation tine t,, de ning a time scale, and huui is a function
of x=I, and t=t,, as is the case for the two-soliton expression 43§). It is instructive to
com pare this dependence w ith the wavenum ber decom position ofhuui in the lnear di usive
case or = 0. Herehuui(xt) / (1=L) F neoexp (@2 nPt=L?)exp (i nx=L), depending on
x=L and t=L?, corresponding to the saturation tine t, / L%, z = 2. Kesgping only one
mode forn = 1 the correlations huui has the sam e structure as In the soliton case. In the
linear case we can, of course, sum over the totality of m odes and In the them odynam ic
ImiL ! 1 replce (1=L) F L by 5 dk=2 obtaining the intensive correlations huui (xt) =
(=2)@ t) Yexp( ¥=2 t). Sinilarly, we expect the nclusion of m ultisoliton m odes
to allow the them odynam ic lin it to be carried out yielding an intensive correlation finction
in the Burgers case.

For a nite system we have in general [p0] huui&xt) = (1=L)G &=L;t=L>?) with
scaling Im its: G x=L;0) / oonst. for x L, G, ®=L;0) / L=x for x L and
GL (0;&=L%?) / const. ort L2, G 0;=L°2) / L= prt L>?. ForL ! 1

we obtain G &=L;=L>?) ! (L=x)G ®=t"°) ;n confom iy wih {@.33).
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Tt is an in portant feature of the two-soliton expression 4.3§) that the dynam ical soliton
Interpretation directly inplies the correct dependence on the scaling variables x=L and
t=t, / t=L°?, independent of a renom alization group argum ent. However, the scaling
lim its are at variance w ith G 1, . Setting, according to {@.38) uui&t) = (L=L)F x=L;t=t.),
F x=L;0) assum es the value 47 forx L and decreases m onotonically to the value 08
forx L, whereas G, diverges as L=x for x L. Likewise, F (0;t=t,) decays from 47 for
t to/ L2 to0fort to;Prt t, wehaveF, 15, whereas G;, diverges as L=t"">
fort to.

T his discrepancy from the scaling 1im its is a feature ofthe tw o-soliton contrioution which
only sam ples the correlation from a single soliton pair. M oreover, at long tin es the soliton
contribution vanishes and the scaling function is detemm ined by the di usive m ode con—
trbution In accordance w ith the convergence of the phase space orbits to the stationary
zero-energy m anifold. W e note, however, the general trend towards a divergence for am all
values of x and t is a feature of F .

Introducing the scaling variablesw = x= / x=t“ and = t=t, / t=L°>? we can alo

express (4.38) in the form
huikt) = (YW=L)F W; ) ; (441)

w here the scaling function F isnow given by

R 4.z 25 2=3 :
due 337 e W' THu ()

t(due $3¥ Fo @)

FWw; )=

7 4 .42)

and summ arize our ndings in Fig. 15 where we have depicted F w; ) for a range of

values. For xed anallw = x= / x=t*> wehaveF | 47 Hr = t=t, / =L>2 ! 0;
forlarge weobtalm F ! 0. The weak maxinum m oving towards an aller values ofw for
decreasing  is a feature of the functional form of F in @.47) and thus due to the soliton

approxin ation. The true scaling function is not expected to have any particular distinct

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In the present paper we have continued our analysis of the noisy Burgers equation In

one goatial din ension w ithin the weak noise canonical phase space approach developed In
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previouspapers. W ebelieve that the noisy B urgers equation orthe equivalent K P Z equation,
which have been studied intensively, is of fiindam ental and paradigm atic signi cance in the
context ofa continuum eld theoretical description ofnonlinearnon equillbbrium phenom ena.
T he advantage ofthe canonicalphase space m ethod w hich isan elaboration and a dynam ical
system theory Interpretation of the saddle point equations origihating from the M artin—
SiggiaR os= functional form ulation or, equivalently, a phase space form ulation ofthe Freilin—
W entzel variational approach to the FokkerP lanck equation, actually dating back to work
by M achlup and O nsager [61,62], is that it replaces the stochastic Langevin equation w ith
coupled determm nistic eld equations, yielding on the one hand an interpretation of the
grow th m orphology and pattem fom ation and on the other hand a practical schem e for the
evaluation of the statistical properties and correlations in the weak noise I it.

Here we have in som e detail discussed i) the growth m orphology engendered by the
propagation of dom ain walls or solitons, the growth m odes, i) the superim posed linear
m odes and their tranan utation to propagating m odes in the presence of the grow th m odes,
and, nally, iil) the statical and scaling properties, particularly, iIn the two-soliton sector.
T he weak noise theory ofthe one din ensional Burgers orK P Z equation is, however, far from
com plkte and m any open questions rem ain. W e m ention below a series of topics which i
would be of considerable Interest to investigate: i) the Interpretation ofthe solitoninc grow th
picture in the context ofthem apping ofthe K P Z equation to them odel ofdirected polym ers
In a random medium , i) a m ore com plete analysis of the m ultisoliton correlations In the
them odynam ic lin i w ith the puryoose of m aking contact w ith other m odels n the KPZ
universality class, eg. the polynuclar growth m odel 31, 63, 64, 65], iii) elaboration of the
anom alous di usion of grow th m odes, i) contact w ith otherm odels form any-body system s
far from equilbrim , eg. driven lattice gasm odels H2], and, nally, i7) the extension ofthe

weak noise approach to higher dim ensions.
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FIG.1l: W e depict the noisy behavior of a wavenum ber com ponent of the slope eld, uy (t), in
the EdwardsW ikinson case or = 0. A fter a transient period given by 1=!  the noise on the
sam e tin e scale gradually picks up the m otion and drives uy (t) Into a stationary noisy state. T he

transient regin e is denoted by I; the stationary regin e by II.

A Pk
Py =20Uy
I
Ek>0 Ek<0
SP | Uy
I I Ll
i f
Uy Uy
Ek<0 Ek>0
FIG .2: Canonicalphase spaceplot in the Iinear case or = 0 ofa single wavenum ber com ponent.

The solid lines indicate the transient subm anifold p, = 0 (I) and the stationary subm anifold
Px = 2 ux (II).The stationary saddle point (SP) isat theorigih. Fort! 1 the orbi from u}i( to
uﬁ m igrates to the zero-energy m anifold. The In nite waiting tim e at the saddle point corresponds

to ergodic behavior.
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FIG.3: W e depict the right hand and Xft hand m oving solitons fomm ing the \quarks" in the

description of a grow Ing Interface. W e have, m oreover, show n the associated height pro Is.
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FIG .4: W edepict an n-soliton slope con guration of a grow ing interface. T he p-th soliton m oves
w ith velocity v, = (=2) p+ 1 + up), hasboundary valuesu; andu , and is centered at x,,. The

arrow s on the horizontal inter-soliton segm ents indicate the propagation of linear m odes.
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FIG .5: W edepict the 4-soliton representation ofthe slope eld u, thenoise eld p, and the height

eld h. The shaded area in u, ie., the integration of u up to the point x equals the height h at x.
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FIG.6: W edepict the slope eld uy, the associated noise el p;, and the resulting height pro
hy, at tine t = 0 for a two-soliton con guration. The slope con guration has am plitude u, size

= Ky xJ and propagates w ith velociy v = u=2. The arrow indicates the propagation of

the superin posed linear m ode w ith phase velociy 2v (discussed In Sec.:_iﬂ) .
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FIG .7: T he com plex eigenvalue spectrum forthe uctuating linearm odes,ReE , = (2+kZ 2)
and InEy; = 2 k . Thebounding parabola for = ksand = ks corresponds to the lft and
right extended m odespropagating tow ards the soliton center; they are denoted Iand I’, respectively.
T he shaded area bounded by the parabola corresponds to localized propagating m odes for € O.
For = 0 the spectrum is real corresponding to a localized non-propagating sym m etricm ode. T he

point TM corresoonds to the transhtion m ode.
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FIG.8: The uctuation pattems of the pinned dynam icalm odes corregponding to the sectors of

the eigenvalue spectrum in Fig. [Z . The arrow s Indicate the propagation directions.
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FIG.9: W e depict the extended m ode propagating from right and left tow ards the soliton center
which acts ke a sink. The center point at x = 0 oscillates w ith frequency ! = kv. The arrow s

Indicate the propagation direction.
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FIG.10: The action given by Eqg. @_.-1_1:) is plotted as a function of T for transition pathways
Involving up to n = 5 soliton pairs. The lowest action and thus the m ost probable transition
is associated w ith an Increasing num ber of soliton pairs at shorter tim es, Indicated by the heavy

Iim iting curve. T he curves are plotted In arbitrary units.
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FIG.1l: W e depict the two-soliton con guration in the Im i ! 0 contrbuting to the slope

correlations uui. T he initial pair u' propagates to the nalcon guration ufin tin e tw ith velocity

v = u=2.
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FIG.12: Thetwo-soliion con guration ofsize ‘= k; % Jjand am pliude u. T he shaded overlap

area of size 2' x yields a contribution to the slope correlation function.
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FIG .13: The correlation kngths gy ©) = (D2 and 5 @) = (=) = ()23 as fiunctions of t.

For a nite systam of size L the correlation lengths de ne the crossover tim es t‘cioi / L?%= and

2l 1(=) 172132, determ ;ning the transition from transient to stationary growth.
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FIG.14: In theearly tine regine for T tigl the distrbution is dom inated by solitons. In the
Interm ediate tin e regin e for t‘é; T tﬁ‘;l the solitons becom e suppressed and are replaced by

the di usive m odes. Finally, for T tcolj the di usive m odes also die out and we approach the

stationary distrioution.
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FIG .15: P ot of the scaling function F w; ) asa function ofthe scaling variablew = x= / x=t2=3

for a range of values of = t=t,, / t=L>2.
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