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Traveling Front Solutions to D irected D i�usion Lim ited A ggregation,D igitalSearch

Trees and the Lem pel-Ziv D ata C om pression A lgorithm

Satya N.M ajum dar

Laboratoire de Physique Th�eorique (FER 2603 du CNRS),Universit�e PaulSabatier,31062 Toulouse Cedex,France

W e use the traveling front approach to derive exact asym ptotic results for the statistics ofthe

num ber ofparticles in a class ofdirected di�usion lim ited aggregation m odels on a Cayley tree.

W e point out that som e aspects ofthese m odels are closely connected to two di�erent problem s

in com puterscience,nam ely the digitalsearch tree problem in data structuresand the Lem pel-Ziv

algorithm for data com pression. The statistics ofthe num ber ofparticles studied here is related

to the statistics ofheight in digitalsearch trees which,in turn,is related to the statistics ofthe

length ofthelongestword form ed by theLem pel-Ziv algorithm .Im plicationsofourresultsto these

com puterscience problem sare pointed out.

PACS num bers:02.50.-r,89.75.Hc,89.20.Ff

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The sim ple m odel of di� usion lim ited aggregation

(DLA),eversinceitsintroduction by W itten and Sander

in 1981 [1],hascontinued to play a centralrolein under-

standingthefractalgrowthphenom ena.Besidesraisinga

num berofconceptualissuesregardingpattern form ation,

thism odelhasalsofound num erousapplicationsin phys-

icalprocessesranging from dielectric breakdown [2]and

Hele-Shaw  uid  ow [3]to electrodeposition [4]and den-

dritic growth [5]. In the sim plestversion ofthis m odel,

one considers,for exam ple, a square lattice where the

origin isa seed. Particlesare released sequentially from

the boundary.Each particle perform sa random walk in

spaceand when itcom esin contactwith thegrowingclus-

ter around the centralseed,it sticks to the cluster and

thusthe clustergrows.Thisgrowing DLA clusterhasa

fractalstructurewith m any branchesthatareseparated

bydeep ‘fjords’.Despitevariousadvances,characterizing

thisfractalpattern quantitatively hasrem ained a m ajor

theoreticalchallenge for the past two decades [6]. O ne

clear picture that has em erged outofvarious studies is

thatthekey e� ectresponsibleforthiscom plex pattern is

thedynam ical‘screening’:a newly arriving particlehas

m oreprobability to attach to the‘tip’sitescom pared to

other boundary sites that are deep inside a ‘fjord’. As

a result,the faster growing parts ofthe cluster bound-

ary shield or screen other boundary sites from further

growth.

To understand this dynam icalscreening e� ect m ore

quantitatively,itisdesirabletoconstructasim plerm odel

which incorpoartesthescreeninge� ectand yetisanalyti-

cally tractable.Bradley and Strenski[7]introduced such

a m odelwhereparticlesundergoa directed di� usion lim -

ited aggregation (DDLA) on a Cayley tree. Physically

thiscorrespondsto the situation when there isa strong

external� eld such asthegravityoran electric� eld which

forcesthe particlesto choosean overalldirection ofm o-

tion.In thisDDLA m odel,onestartswith a Cayley tree

ofheightl(see Fig. 1)where allthe 2l� 1 sites ofthe

lattice areinitially em pty.Then a particleisintroduced

at the top site and it perform s a directed (downwards)

random walk (from any site it choooses one ofthe two

daughtersitesatrandom and m ovesthere)tillitreaches

one ofthe bottom leaves and can descend no m ore. It

then occupiesthatleafsite.
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FIG .1. A typicalhistory ofthe D D LA processtillsatura-

tion on a Cayley tree with heightl= 4.The occupied nodes

contain a black �lled circle inside them and the num bernext

to an occupied site denotesthe particle num ber.

Then a second particle is introduced from the top site

and italso perform sa directed random walk. This sec-

ond particle willstop ifit happens to reach a site such

thatatleastone ofthe daughternodesofthatsite isal-

ready occupied.Itcan notdescend any m oreand itrests

at that site for allsubsequent tim es. Note that in this

m odel,each site can contain atm ostone particle.Then

a third particleisreleased from thetop and so on.Basi-

cally,afterreaching any site,say the i-th site,a particle
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attem ptsto hop down to one ofthe two daughternodes

ofiand itactuallym ovestothetargetsiteprovided both

thedaughternodesofiareem pty.Ifatleastoneofthem

isoccupied,theparticlecan notdescend any furtherand

itrestsatsite iforever.Then the nextparticleisadded

and theprocesscontinuesuntilno m oreparticlescan be

put in,i.e. when the top site gets occupied. The tree

is then said to be saturated. O ne such history ofthe

processtillits saturation is shown in Fig. 1. A typical

snapshot ofthe saturated tree (see Fig. 1) shows that

the clusterhasvoidsofvarioussizes. A usefulquantity

tocharacterizethepattern oftheclusteristhetotalnum -

berofparticlesnl in the saturated tree. Clearly nl isa

random variable,varying from onehistory oftheprocess

to another.The quantitiesofcentralim portance in this

problem aretheaveragedensity,�l= hnli=[2
l� 1]and the

 uctuationsofnlaround itsaveragevalue.How dothese

two quantitiesbehaveasym ptotically fora largetree,i.e.

when l! 1 ?

W hile it was easy to write down the basic recursion

relations (see later in Section II) for certain probabili-

ties associated with the DDLA process on a tree,they

turned outto be nonlinear[7]and hence itwasdi� cult

to determ ineeven theasym ptoticbehaviorof�lforlarge

l. Bradley and Strenskistudied the recursion relations

num erically and found,som ewhatunexpectedly,that�l

decaysslowerthan exponentiallywith lforlargelbutthe

precise nature ofthis decay was not evident from their

num erics[7].LaterAldousand Shields[8]studied viarig-

orousprobabilisticm ethodsa com pletely di� erentm odel

nam ely a continuoustim eversion oftheso called digital

search tree (DST)problem relevantin com puterscience

[9,10,8,11{14]. As we willsee laterin Section-VI,these

two m odels nam ely the DDLA and the DST share the

sam e recursion relation,though forvery di� erentquan-

tities. The rigorous results of Aldous and Shields [8],

when translated back in the DDLA language,would in-

dicate a streched exponentialdecay forthe averageden-

sity, �l � 2�
p
2l for large l. Recently a m ore re� ned

resulton DST wasderived by K nessland Szpankowsky

[15].UnawareoftheDDLA ortheDST m odel,Hastings

and Halsey also studied independently a related m odel

recently [16]and used extrem alargum ents to conclude

thesam estreched exponentialdecay fortheaverageden-

sity.

Them ethodsused by them athem aticians,though rig-

orous,lack physicaltransparency. O n the other hand,

the extrem alargum ents used by Hastings and Halsey,

though physically intuituive,are heuristic. M oreover,it

isnoteasy to derive quantitative resultsregarding  uc-

tuationsofthenum berofparticlesnl via thesem ethods.

Forexam ple,how doesthe width w(l)=

q

hn2
l
i� hnli
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behaveasafunction ofl? Besides,noneofthesem ethods

areeasilyadaptabletoextracttheleadingasym ptoticbe-

haviorsin m ore generalm odelssuch asone thatwe will

considerin thispaper.O urapproach in thispaperwould

be to use the powerfultechniques(suitably adapted for

ourproblem )oftraveling fronts,originally developed in

the context ofnonlinear reaction-di� usion system s and

population dynam ics [17{19]. The techniques oftravel-

ing fronts have found a hostofvery usefulapplications

[20].Recently wehavepointed outthatin m any extrem e

valueproblem sin both physicsand com puterscience,one

can successfully usethe traveling fronttechniquesto de-

riveexactasym ptotic resultsforthe statisticsofthe ex-

trem um ofa setofcorrelated random variables[21{24].

Thepresentpaperpointsoutyetanotherusefulapplica-

tion ofthetraveling fronttechniques,nam ely in a gener-

alized DDLA problem with relevanceto a classofsearch

treeproblem sin com puterscience.

Thetravelingfrontm ethod,though technicallynotrig-

orousin thestrictm athem aticalsense,hasthefollowing

advantages over the other m ethods used in the DDLA

problem : (i) this m ethod is not m odelspeci� c,is m ore

generaland is easily adapdable to m ore generalm odels

such as the ones that willbe studied in this paper,(ii)

itiseasy to im plem entand isphysically transparentand

(iii) it provides a very cheap way to extract the lead-

ing asym potic behaviorexactly withoutusing too m uch

m athem atics. Besides rederiving the known results in

the standard DDLA problem , this m ethod also allows

usto derivem any new resultsin m oregeneralized m od-

els. For exam ple, we show that in the DDLA m odel,

the random variable nl approachesto itsaverage value,

n ! hnli in the l! 1 lim it. This is the exam ple of

the extrem e concentration ofm easure,i.e.,the distribu-

tion ofnl tends to a delta function. In particular,we

show thatthe width ofthe distribution decaysslowly as

a power law,w(l) � l�1=2 as l! 1 . Furtherm ore,we

pointoutthecloseconnection between theDDLA prob-

lem and the DST problem widely studied by com puter

scientists[9,10,8].Thelaterproblem isalsorelated tothe

wellknown Lem pel-Ziv algorithm used in data com pres-

sion [25]. Som e ofthe resultsderived in this paperwill

constitute new results in these com puter science prob-

lem s.

The rest ofthe paper is organized as follows. In the

nextsection we introduce a generalized b-DDLA m odel

(wherebisapositiveinteger).TheoriginalDDLA m odel

ofBradley and Strenskiisa specialcaseofthisb-DDLA

m odelwith b= 1.W ethen derivetheasym ptoticstatis-

tics of the num ber of particles in the b-DDLA m odel

using the traveling fronttechnique,suitably adapted for

this m odel. In Section III,we generalize these results

to the case when the Cayley tree has m > 2 branches.

Section IV considersthe DDLA m odelwith a biaswhen

a particle hasm ore probability to go to the left branch

com pared to the rightone. In Section V,we point out

the detailed connectionsbetween the DDLA m odel,the

DST problem in com puter science,and the Lem pel-Ziv

parsing algorithm and discusstheim plicationsofourre-
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sults for the generalized b-DDLA m odelin the context

ofcom puterscience.Finally a briefsum m ary and a con-

clusion along with a listofopen problem sare o� ered in

Section VI.

II.T H E B -D D LA M O D EL A N D IT S T R AV ELIN G

FR O N T SO LU T IO N

Hereweintroducea generalized b-DDLA m odelwhere

the ‘hard’screening ofthe usualDDLA m odelis ‘soft-

ened’ in the following sense. As in the usual DDLA

m odel,one starts with an em pty Cayley tree ofheight

land theparticlesareintroduced sequentially atthetop

siteand they go down thetreeoneata tim eby perform -

ing a random walk.However,now each site can contain

atm ostb particleswhere b isa positive integer.During

itsjourney downward,when a new particlearrivesatan

em pty site,say the i-th site,it tries to m ove to one of

the daughter nodes ofichosen at random . It actually

m ovesto thetargetsiteprovided both thedaughtersites

contain lessthan bparticles.Ifeitherofthem containsb

particles,i.e.iscom pletely full,then theincom ing parti-

cle can notm ove down any furtherand itthen staysat

siteiforever.Thus,in thism odel,a sitecan incorporate

‘screening’ifand only ifithasfullcapacity,i.e.when it

hasb particles. O therwise itfailsto screen. Thism odel

thusm im icsthe physicalsituation when one single par-

ticle isincapable ofstopping an incom ing particle to go

down,butthescreening com esinto play only asa collec-

tive e� ectwhen there are b particlesin the site. Thisis

like a tunnelling e� ect,where a particle can go through

a barrierprovided the barrierisnottoo high. However,

therateoftunnellinggoestozerowhen thebarrierheight

crossesa threshold. In ourm odel,the param eterb acts

like the threshold value. Clearly,for b = 1 this m odel

reducesto theoriginalDDLA m odelstudied by Bradley

and Strenski[7].

As in the b = 1 case, the tree is going to be satu-

rated aftera � nite num berofparticleshave been added

to it. This happens when the top site contains b par-

ticles. No further particles can then be put in. The

num ber ofparticles nl required to saturate the tree of

height l is clearly a random variable, uctuating from

one history ofthe process to another. The m ain ques-

tion we addressis: what is the statistics ofnl for large

l? In particular,we would com pute the average density

at saturation,�l = hnli=[2
l � 1]and the width ofthe

distribution,w(l)=

q

hn2
l
i� hnli

2
forlargel.

Following Bradley and Strenski[7]forthe b= 1 case,

we de� ne Gl(n) to be the probability that the tree of

heightlisnotsaturated aftertheaddition ofn particles,

i.e. the top site is not yet � lled by b particles after n

particles have been added to the tree. It is easy to see

thatG l(n)satis� esthe following recursion relation,

G l+ 1(n + b)=
1

2n

nX

n1= 0

�
n

n1

�

G l(n1)G l(n � n1); (1)

foralll� 1 and n � 0.Itisusefulto think oflas‘space’

and n as‘tim e’. The Eq. (1)is supplem ented with the

‘boundary’condition,G 1(n)= 1 forall0 � n � (b� 1)

and G 1(n)= 0 foralln � b and the ‘initial’condition,

G l(n)= 1 for0 � n � (b� 1)foralll� 1.Therecursion

relation in Eq. (1) is easy to understand. Suppose we

have added (n + b) particles to a tree ofheight (l+ 1)

(the left hand side ofEq. (1)). The condition that the

top site isnotyet� lled by b particlesindicatesthatbe-

foretheaddition ofthelastbparticles,thetwo daughter

nodes ofthe top site m ust have both rem ained unsatu-

rated.Thisisbecuase,ifeitheroneorboth ofthem had

been saturated aftertheaddition ofn particles,then any

furtheradded particlewould notbeableto go down and

would restatthe top site,and hence the top site would

then getsaturated aftertheaddition of(n+ b)particles.

The two daughter nodes are the roots oftwo uncorre-

lated subtrees,each ofheight l. Hence the probability

thatboth rem ain unsaturated isgiven by theirproduct.

Also,thenum berofparticlesn1 thatenter,forexam ple,

to the leftsubtree (outofa totalnum berofn particles

thatenterboth subtrees)m usthavea binom ialdistribu-

tion,thusexplaining the righthand sideofEq.(1).

Note thatfor� xed n > 0,the probability Gl(n)! 0

asl! 1 and G l(n)! 1 asl! 1 .Forlateranalysis,it

turnsoutto be convenientto de� ne the com plem entary

probability,Fl(n)= 1� G l(n),thathastheoppositebe-

haviorasa function ofl,nam ely Fl(n)! 1 asl! 1 and

Fl(n) ! 0 as l! 1 for any � xed n > 0. The quan-

tity Fl(n)denotestheprobability thatthetreeofheight

lgetssaturated before n particlesare added. From Eq.

(1),one� ndsthatFl(n)satis� esthe recursion,

Fl+ 1(n + b)=
1

2n�1

nX

n1= 0

�
n

n1

�

Fl(n1)

�
1

2n

nX

n1= 0

�
n

n1

�

Fl(n1)Fl(n � n1); (2)

with the boundary condition,F1(n) = 0 for 0 � n �

(b� 1)and F1(n)= 1 forn � band theinitialcondition,

Fl(n)= 0 for0� n � (b� 1)foralll� 1.Itisusefulto

think by � xing the ‘tim e’n while varying the ‘space’l.

Clearly Fl(n)! 0asl! 1 ,sincealm ostsurely atreeof

in� niteheightwillnotbesaturated beforetheaddition a

� xed,� nitenum bern ofparticles.O n theotherside,for

� xed n,Fl(n)! 1 asl! 0.Fora given � xed n,asone

increaseslfrom 0 to 1 ,the function Fl(n)startso� at

thevalue1 atl= 0 and then dropso� to 0 beyond som e

characteristiclength scale l�(n),asshown schem atically

in Fig. (2). As n increases,this characteristic length

scale l�(n)also increases(see Fig. (2)),thusgiving rise

3



to a traveling front structure with the front located at

l�(n).In fact,wewillseelaterthatin thelim itoflargel

(when one can treatlasa contiuousvariable)and large

n,the width w(n) ofthe front goes to zero,indicating

thatasym ptotically the function Fl(n)becom esa Heav-

iside theta function,Fl(n)! �(l�(n)� l).

l

increasing  n

l (n)*

1

F 
(n

)
l

FIG .2. Schem atic behavior ofthe probability Fl(n) as a

function oflfordi�erent�xed valuesofn. The three curves

correspond todi�erentvaluesofn increasingfrom lefttoright.

The y axis is dim ensionless while the x axis has arbitrary

units.

Note that Eq. (2) is nonlinear and hence is dif-

fcult to solve exactly. However,the exact asym ptotic

inform ations regarding the position l�(n) of the front

and its width can be deduced by adapting the travel-

ing fronttechniquesthatwere originally devised to deal

with nonlinearpartialdi� erentialdi� erentialequationsin

reaction-di� fusion system s[17]and pupulation dynam ics

[18,19].Thebasicidea behind thisapproach isvery sim -

ple. Ifthere is a front l�(n), then ahead ofthe front

l> l�(n),Fl(n)isvery sm alland hence one can neglect

the nonlinearterm (the second term )on the righthand

side ofEq.(2)and onesim ply getsa linearrecursion,

Fl+ 1(n + b)�
1

2n�1

nX

n1= 0

�
n

n1

�

Fl(n1): (3)

Supposeonecould solvethislinearequation exactly sat-

isfying the required initialcondition. Now one expects

thatthesolution ofthelinearequation (3)and the‘real’

solution of the nonlinear equation (2) willcoincide in

the regim e beyond the front,i,e. for l> l�(n). O n the

other hand, the two solutions willstart di� ering from

each otherasone decreaseslbelow l�(n),where the so-

lution ofthe nonlinearequation (2)willtend to 1 where

as the solution ofthe linear equation (3) willgrow be-

yond 1 with decreasing l(as there is no nonlinearterm

tocontrolthesolution).Thus,asonedecreaseslfrom in-

� nity,thefrontposition l�(n)isapproxim ately thevalue

oflatwhich thesolution ofthelinearequation becom es

� O (1). Thus, according to this approach, one � rst

solves the linear equation (3) to obtain Fl(n)jlinear and

then reads o� the front position l�(n) from the condi-

tion,Fl� (n)(n)jlinear � O (1). By O (1),one m eans that

at l = l�(n),the solution Fl(n) should not diverge or

decay exponentially with increasing n. Note thatthisis

a slightly generalized version oftheusualtraveling front

m ethod [20,21]where one usually has a linear operator

with constantcoe� cientswhich adm itsan exponentially

decaying solution ofthe form exp[� �(x � vt)]with con-

stantwidth. The presentapproach ism ore generaland

workseven when the linearoperatordoesnotadm itan

exponentially decaying solution with a constantwidth.

Underthistraveling frontapproach ,ourtask thusre-

ducesto solving the linearequation (3)which,however,

isstillnontrivial.To proceed,wede� nea som ewhatun-

usualgenerating function,

~Fl(s)=

1X

n= 0

Fl(n)
1

(1+ s)n+ 1
: (4)

Using Eq. (3) one can then show that ~Fl(s) satis� es a

rathersim ple recursion in l,

~Fl+ 1(s)=
4

(1+ s)b
~Fl(2s); (5)

foralll� 1.Thestepsleading to Eq.(5),starting from

Eqs. (3) and (4), are not com pletely straightforward.

Hence we presentthisderivation in the Appendix. The

recursion in Eq. (5) starts with the initialvalue ~F1(s)

which needs to be calculated separately. Noting that

F1(n)= 0for0 � n � (b� 1)and F1(n)= 1forn � b,we

� nd from thede� nition in Eq.(4),~F1(s)= 1=[s(1+ s)b].

Iterating Eq. (5)and using the expression forl= 1,we

get

~Fl(s)=
2l�1

s[(1+ s)(1+ 2s):::(1+ 2l�1 s)]
b

=
2l�1

s
exp

"

� b

l�1X

k= 0

ln(1+ 2
k
s)

#

; (6)

foralll� 1.

W e then write the sum inside the exponentialin Eq.

(6) in two parts using the Euler-M aclaurin sum m ation

form ula,S(l;s) =
P

l�1

k= 0
ln(1+ 2ks) = I(l;s)+ R(l;s)

where I(l;s)=
R
l

0
ln(1+ 2xs)dx and R(l;s)= S(l;s)�

I(l;s) is the residualterm . The integralI(l;s) can be

done and one gets,I(l;s)= [Y (2ls)� Y (s)]=ln2 where

the function Y (z)isgiven by

Y (z)=

� P 1

n= 1
(� 1)n�1 zn�1 n�2 forz � 1,

1

2
ln
2
z� ln(1+ 1=z)+ ln2+ �2=12 forz > 1.

(7)
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Thestructureoftheseexpressionssuggestsanaturalscal-

ing lim it,s! 0,l! 1 butkeeping theproductz = s2l

� xed butarbitrary.W ealso treatlasa continuousvari-

able in this lim it. Furtherm ore,we focus only near the

tailofthe scaling regim e,i.e. when z > > 1. In this

regim e,itissu� cientto keep only the � rstterm in the

second lineofEq.(7)fortheexpression ofY (z).Besides,

one can also check that the residualterm is subleading

in thisregim e.K eeping only the leading term sweget

~Fl(s)�
1

s
exp

�

ln2

�

l�
b

2
(l+ log2 (s))

2

��

: (8)

W estillneed to invertthegeneratingfunction in Eq.(4)

to obtain the asym ptotic behaviorofFl(n).The scaling

lim itcorrespondsto taking n ! 1 ,l! 1 butkeeping

the ratio 2l=n � xed but arbitrary. Using Eq. (8) and

inverting Eq.(4)(using theBrom wich inversion form ula

and then using the standard steepest descent m ethod),

we� nd the following leading asym ptoticbehavior,

Fl(n)� exp

�

ln2

�

l�
b

2
(l� log2 (n))

2

��

; (9)

valid in the taill> > log2(n).

Havingobtained theasym ptoticsolution (9)ofthelin-

ear equation (3),the location ofthe front l�(n) can be

read o� from the equation,Fl�(n)jlinear � O (1). Using

thiscriterion in Eq. (9),we � nd thatthe frontposition

l�(n)isgiven by the quadraticequation,

l
�
�
b

2
[l
�
� log2(n)]

2
= 0: (10)

As we decrease lfrom 1 ,we willencounter the larger

root� rst,which willcorrectly locate the frontposition.

From Eq.(10),we get,forlargen,the asym ptotic front

position

l
�
(n)� log2(n)+

r
2

b
log2(n): (11)

Furtherm ore, substituing l = l�(n) + y in Eq. (9)

and expanding for sm all y, we � nd to leading order,

Fl(n) � exp

h

�
p
2bln(2)ln(n)(l� l�(n))

i

, indicating

thatthewidth ofthedistribution,characterizingthe uc-

tuation oflaround itsaveragevaluel�(n),decreasesex-

trem ely slowly with n as,

w(n)� 1=
p
2bln(2)ln(n); (12)

asn ! 1 .The factthatthe width vanishesin the n !

1 lim itshowsthattheprobability Fl(n)! �(l�(n)� l),

thusindicating an extrem econcentration ofm easure,i.e.

the random variablel! l�(n).

In theaboveanalysis,wekeptn � xed and studied the

behavior ofFl(n) as a function ofl. Alternately,as is

m oresuited fortheDDLA problem ,onecan keep l� xed

and vary n. Itfollowsfrom Eq. (9) thatin the scaling

lim itm entioned above,the random variable log2(n)ap-

proachesto its m ean value hlog2(n)i= l�
p
2l=b. Due

to the extrem e concentration ofm easure,itfollowsthen

that n ! hnli � 2l�
p
2l=b in the scaling lim it. This

m eansthatthe averagedensity �l = hni=(2l� 1)decays

asa stretched exponentialforlargel,

�(l)� 2
�

p
2l=b

: (13)

Besides, substituting log2(n) = hlog2(n)i� y1 in Eq.

(9) and expanding for sm all y1, we � nd, Fl(n) �

exp

h

� ln(2)
p
2bly1

i

. This indicates that as a function

ofl,the width ofthe random variable log2(n) around

its average value hlog2(n)i = l�
p
2l=b decreases alge-

braically forlargel

w(l)�
1

q

2bln
2
(2)l

: (14)

Note that the leading order behaviors ofthe widths in

Eqs.(12)and (14)are com patible with each otherwith

the identi� cation n � 2l. The Eqs. (11),(12),(13)and

(14)constitute the m ain resultsofthissection.

III.G EN ER A LIZA T IO N T O A T R EE W IT H M

B R A N C H ES

In this section we generalize our results for the b-

DDLA in the previoussection (obtained fora tree with

m = 2 branches) to a tree with m � 2 branches. In

this case,during its downward journey from the top,a

particle from a given site attem ptsto hop to any ofthe

m daughter nodes with equalprobability 1=m and can

actually hop to the target site provided none ofthe m

daughternodesisfullwith bparticles.Ifitfailsto hop,

the particle stays at its current site for allsubsequent

tim e.Theprobability G l(n)thata treeofheightlisyet

to be saturated afterthe addition ofn particlessatis� es

the generalized recursion relation,

G l+ 1(n + b)=
n!

m n

mX

ni= 0

mY

i= 1

G l(ni)

ni!
; (15)

wherethevariablesni’ssatisfy theconstraint
P

m

i= 1
ni =

m .Thusthebinom ialcoe� cientin Eq.(1)oftheprevi-

oussection getsreplaced by a m ultinom inal.Therestof

theanalysisisstraightforwardand sim ilartotheprevious

section. W e de� ne as usual,the com plem entary proba-

bility,Fl(n)= 1� G l(n),which satis� esthe recursion,

Fl+ 1(n + b)=
1

m n�1

mX

ni= 0

n!
Q

m

i= 1
ni!

Fl(n1)

+ nonlinearterm s; (16)
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where we have used the sym m etry thatallbranchesare

sim ilarto each other.

As before,we solve the equation (16) retaining only

the linearterm sand neglecting thenonlinearterm s.W e

de� ne the generating function asin Eq. (4). Following

the derivation presented in the Appendix and using the

initialcondition,we getthe solution

~Fl(s)=
m l�1

s[(1+ s)(1+ m s):::(1+ m l�1 s)]
b
: (17)

The asym ptotic analysisis exactly sim ilarto the previ-

ous section,except that the proper scaling lim it now is

s ! 0,l! 1 but keeping the product sm l � xed but

arbitrary. W e do notrepeat the steps here but present

only the� nalresults.W e� nd thatasin them = 2 case,

there isa frontwhose asym ptotic location l�(n)isgiven

by

l
�
(n)� log

m
(n)+

r
2

b
log

m
(n); (18)

and in the lim it n ! 1 ,the width w(n) ofthe front

vanishesslowly as

w(n)� 1=
p
2bln(m )ln(n): (19)

Sim ilarly,we � nd thatfor� xed butlarge l,the average

density variesasa strectched exponential,

�(l)� m
�

p
2l=b

; (20)

and the width w(l) of the random variable log
m
(n)

around itsaveragevaluehlog
m
(n)i= l�

p
2l=bdecreases

algebraically forlargel,

w(l)�
1

q

2bln
2
(m )l

: (21)

Note that, interestingly, the asym ptotic average value

hlog
m
(n)i= l�

p
2l=bisactually independentofm .

IV .B -D D LA M O D EL W IT H B IA SED H O P P IN G

In this section we consider the b-DDLA m odelon a

m = 2 tree where the particles perform biased random

walk on theirway down thetree.M oreprecisely,when a

particlearrivesatany given site ion itsway down after

being introduced at the top site,it attem pts to hop to

theleftdaughterofthenodeiwith probability p and to

the right daughter with probability q = 1 � p. As be-

fore,it actually m oves to the target site provided both

the daughternodeshavelessthan bparticles.Ifatleast

oneofthem isfullwith bparticles,then theparticlerests

at site ifor allsubsequent tim es. Then a new particle

isadded and the processcontinuestillthe top site gets

� lled with b particles. O nce again,we are interested in

thestatisticsofthenum berofparticlesnl when thetree

ofheight lgets saturated. W e de� ne,as before,Gl(n)

to be the probability that the tree ofheight lrem ains

unsaturated,i.e. the top site rem ains un� lled upto the

addition ofn particles. Following the sam e logic as in

Section II,one easily � ndsthe recursion relation,

G l+ 1(n + b)=

nX

n1= 0

�
n

n1

�

p
n1q

n�n 1G l(n1)G l(n � n1);

(22)

foralll� 1 and n � 0.

The com plem entary probability,Fl(n) = 1 � G l(n),

then satis� esthe recursion,

Fl+ 1(n + b)=

nX

n1= 0

�
n

n1

�

p
n1q

1�n 1 [Fl(n1)+ Fl(n � n1)]

+ nonlinearterm s; (23)

with the boundary condition F1(n) = 0 for 0 � n �

(b� 1) and F1(n) = 1 for n � b. As before,we solve

the equation (23)keeping only the linearterm sand ne-

glecting the nonlinear term s. This is done via de� ning

the generating function ~Fl(s) as in Eq. (4). Following

the sam e line ofderivation presented in the Appendix,

weobtain the following recursion relation,

~Fl+ 1(s)=
1

p(1+ s)b
~Fl(s=p)+

1

q(1+ s)b
~Fl(s=q); (24)

which startsfrom the initialfunction, ~F1(s)= 1=[s(1+

s)].O ne can,in principle,iterate Eq.(24)starting with

l= 1 and obtain the expressionsfor ~Fl(s)foralll.For-

tunately,in the scaling regim es! 0,one doesnotneed

the fullexpression for ~Fl(s). Note thatin the unbiased

case p = q = 1=2,the appropriate scaling regim e was

s! 0,l! 1 butkeeping the productz = s2l � xed but

arbitrary. In the biased case,it is clear from Eq. (24)

thattheappropriatescaling regim ewillbesetby taking

s ! 0,l! 1 but keeping the product z = s�l � xed

where� = m in(1=p;1=q).Thusin thisscaling lim it,one

can approxim ateEq.(24)by

~Fl+ 1(s)�
�

(1+ s)b
~Fl(�s): (25)

The term sneglected in going to Eq.(25)from Eq.(24)

only contribute to subleading order. Iterating the re-

duced Eq. (25) starting with ~F1(s) = 1=[s(1+ s)],one

obtains

~Fl(s)�
1

s[(1+ s)(1+ �s)(1+ �2s):::(1+ �l�1 s)]
b
:

(26)
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W e then invert the transform in Eq. (26) using the

sam e asym ptotic m ethod asin Section II,the detailsof

which we do not repeat. The � nalasym ptotic form of

the distribution Fl(n)isgiven by,

Fl(n)� exp

�

�
ln(�)

2
(l� log

�
(n))

2

�

; (27)

valid in the scaling regim e,n ! 1 ,l! 1 butwith the

ratio y = 2l=n � xed ata large value y > > 1. The front

position can beread o� from thecondition Fl�(n)jlinear �

O (1)which gives,toleadingorder,l�(n)� log
�
(n).Note

the di� erence with the unbiased case. Unlike the unbi-

ased casein Section IIwherethewidth vanishesforlarge

n,here the width ofthe distribution rem ainsofO (1)in

the large n ! 1 lim it, w(l) ! 1=
p
ln�. This result

also indicatesthattheaveragedensity ofparticlesvaries

ashnli� �l forlarge l. Thus,unlike the unbiased case

where the average density decays as a stretched expo-

nentialforlargel,the averagedensity in thebiased case

decaysexponentially forlargel,

�(l)� (�=2)
l
; (28)

where � = m in(1=p;1=q). Besides,it follows from Eq.

(27)thatthe uctuationsofthevariablelog
�
(n)around

its average value lare characterized by a G aussian tail

with width ofO (1).

V .C O N N EC T IO N T O D IG ITA L SEA R C H T R EES

A N D T H E LEM P EL-ZIV PA R SIN G A LG O R T H IM

In thissection wepointouttheconnection between our

generalized b-DDLA m odelto thesocalled digitalsearch

treeproblem in com puterscience[9,10,8,11{13,26]which,

in turn,isalso related [14]to the Lem pel-Ziv data com -

pression algorithm [25]. Suppose we have a data string

fx1;x2;:::;xng which needs to be stored on a binary

tree. According to the digitalsearch tree (DST) algo-

rithm ,one proceedsasfollows.Initially allthe nodesof

the tree are em pty. The � rstarriving elem entx1 isput

atthe rootofthe tree. Each node can contain atm ost

oneelem ent.The second elem entx2 isputatoneofthe

daughternodesofthe rootchosen atrandom . Then for

the next elem ent x3,one again starts at the root and

chosesoneofthe daughternodesatrandom .Ifthe cho-

sen nodeisem pty,x3 goesthere.Butifthechosen node,

say i,happensto be the one thatcontainsx2,then one

chooses one ofthe two daughter nodes ofi at random

and puts x3 there. Then one stores the fourth elem ent

x4 following the sam e algorithm and so on. Essentially

each elem entxi perform sa directed random walk down

the tree tillit � nds an em pty site which it then occu-

pies. The process stops when allthe n elem ents have

been stored and the resulting tree is called a DST (see

Fig.3).Note thataccording to thisDST algorithm ,the

actualvalue ofa data elem ent say xi is not im portant.

Thisiscontrasttoothersearch trees,such astherandom

binary search trees[9,10]where the actualvalue ofxi is

used in constructing the tree.

x1

x2

x3

x4

x5

FIG .3. A typicaldigitalsearch tree constructed from a

data string fx1;x2;x3;x4;x5g of5 elem ents.

The statisticsofvariousquantitiessuch asthe distri-

bution ofthenum berofoccupied nodesata given depth

(known asthe pro� le ofthe DST)have been studied in

greatdetailin the com puterscience literature [14].Fla-

joletand Richm ond [12]introduced a generalized version

ofthe DST where each node can contain atm ostb ele-

m ents.In thisb-DST,an incom ing elem entxi perform s,

asin theb= 1 case,a directed random walk downwards.

However,when xi reachesa new site,say k,itwillstay

foreveratk provided thenum berofalready existing ele-

m entsatk islessthan b.Ifthesitek already containsb

elem ents,then one choosesoneofthe daughternodesof

k and theelem entxi hopsthere.Thisgeneralized b-DST

problem hasm any applicationsin com puterscience,no-

tably in the m aintenance ofpaged hashing tables [12].

Flajoletand Richm ond studied,forexam ple,theaverage

num berofnon-em pty nodesin a b-DST asa function of

the data sizen and the param eterb.

O neim portantcharacteristicofa b-DST isitsheight.

The heightlofa tree with n elem ents isde� ned asthe

depth,counted from the root,ofthe farthestelem entin

thetree.Clearly lisa random variable, uctuating from

one realization ofthe tree to another and also it is an

extrem evariable(denoting them axim um depth).A nat-

uralquestion is: whatis the probability distribution of

theheight? Letusde� neQl(n)tobetheprobabilitythat

theheightoftreewith n elem entsis� l.Itiseasy to see

thatQ l(n)satis� esthe following recursion relation

Q l+ 1(n + b)=
1

2n

nX

n1= 0

�
n

n1

�

Q l(n1)Q l(n � n1); (29)
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for alll� 1 and n � 0,with the additionalcondition

thatQ 1(n)= 1 forall0� n � band Q 1(n)= 0.Forthe

case b = 1,this recursion relation was recently studied

by K nessland Szpankowsky [15]using rigorousm ethods.

Therecurrencein Eq.(29)isa generalized version ofthe

b= 1 caseand can beunderstood asfollows.Considera

treewith a totalnum berof(n + b)elem ents.The� rstb

elem entswillbe stored in the rootand the restofthe n

elem entswillbedistributed totheleftand rightdaughter

subtrees. The probability that one ofthe subtrees,say

the left one,gets n1 elem ents out ofa totaln elem ents

issim ply given by the binom ialdistribution.Also,since

the condition that the height ofthe fulltree is � l+ 1

(thelefthand sideofEq.(29))indicatesthatthe height

ofboth ofthe daughtersubtreesm ustbe � l.Since the

two daughtersubtreesare com pletely independent,this

probability isgiven by theirproduct.

Note that the recursion relation in Eq. (29) for the

heightdistribution Q l(n)in theb-DST isidenticalto the

recursion in Eq. (1) in Section II for the probabilities

G l(n)in the b-DDLA problem ,exceptforthe slightdif-

ferencein theinitialvaluesQ 1(n)and G 1(n).Thisslight

di� erence doesnota� ectthe asym ptotic behaviors. So,

one can apply allthe results obtained via the traveling

front approach in Section IIfor the b-DDLA m odeldi-

rectly to theb-DST problem .In particular,theresultin

Eq.(11)indicatesthatthe averageheightofthe b-DST

hasthe asym ptoticfollowing behaviorforlargen,

l
�
(n)� log2(n)+

r
2

b
log2(n): (30)

Forb= 1,thisresultcoincideswith thatofAldousand

Shields[8]obtained by probabilisticm ethods.Notethat

forb= 1 case,a m orere� ned resultincluding additional

subleading term s to Eq. (30) was recently obtained in

Ref.[15]using rigorous m ethods. However,for general

b,we are not aware ofany rigorousresults in the com -

puterscienceliteratureand ourEq.(30)seem sto bethe

� rst result for the average height ofa b-DST.Further-

m ore,Eq. (12)in Section IIpredictsthatthe standard

deviation ofthe height around its average value decays

extrem ely slowly with largen,w(n)� 1=
p
2bln(2)ln(n).

This resulton the variance ofthe heightin b-DST also

seem s notto have been obtained by other m ethods be-

fore.

W e now turn to the Lem pel-Ziv algorithm for data

com pression [25]. The connection between this algo-

rithm and the DST problem was known before [8,14].

The Lem pel-Ziv algorithm is centralto m any universal

data com pression schem es and have m any applications

such as in the e� cient transfer ofdata [14]. This ba-

sic schem e ofthis algorithm is very sim ple: it takes a

given data string,say a sequence ofbinary digits such

as 11000110111011110, and partitions it into ‘words’.

‘W ords’aresubsequencesofvariablesizeswhicharenever

repeated and areconstructed by em ploying therulethat

a new ‘word’isthe shortestsubsequencenotseen in the

pastasa ‘word’.Thisisbestunderstood by an exam ple.

(0) (1)

(01) (10) (11)

(011) (101) (110)

FIG . 4. The �gure shows how

thepartitioningofasequence11000110111011110 into‘words’

(1)(10)(0)(01)(101)(11)(011)(110)using theLem pel-Ziv pars-

ing algorithm can berepresented asa digitalsearch tree.The

length ofa ‘word’is equalto itsdepth in the tree m easured

from the em pty rootatthe top.

Consider the binary sequence 11000110111011110 and

construct ‘words’starting from the left end using the

Lem pel-Ziv algorithm . Starting from the left end,the

� rstdigitencountered is1.Since1 hasnotoccurred be-

fore asa ‘word’,one can form the � rst‘word’(1). Now

wem oveto thenextelem entwhich also happensto be1.

But,now since (1)isalready a ‘word’,the shortestseg-

m entwe can use to form a ‘word’is(10). Sim ilarly,the

nextword would be(0)since(0)hasnotoccurrred before

asa‘word’.O nekeepsrepeatingtheprocedureandatthe

end,theoriginalsequenceispartitionedintothefollowing

sequence of‘words’: (1)(10)(0)(01)(101)(11)(011)(110).

The originaldata is thus com pressed into these words.

Even though the ‘words’are relatively short in the be-

gining,itturnsoutthattheybecom ebiggerquiterapidly.

O ne ofthe interesting questionsofpracticalim portance

in thisschem eisthestatisticsofthelongest‘word’when

the originaldata string israndom .Forconcreteness,let

usconsidera random binary sequenceofinitialdata and

focus on the � rst n ‘words’. Let lbe the length ofthe

longest‘word’am ongstthesen words.Clearly lisa ran-

dom variablesincetheunderlyingbinary sequenceisran-

dom .W eareinterested in thestatisticsoflasa function

ofn.

There isa naturalrepresentation ofthisparsing algo-

rithm in term s ofa DST [14]. Consider a binary tree

whosenodesareinitially em pty.In fact,the rootofthis

tree is alwaysgoing to be em pty (see Fig. 4). Now we
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take the � rst ofthe Lem pel-Ziv parsed ‘words’and ex-

am ine its � rst digit. Ifthe � rst digit ofthis ‘word’is

1,we put this ‘word’in the right daughter node ofthe

root. O n the other hand,ifthe � rst digit is 0,we put

this word at the left daughter node. This newly occu-

pied nodeisnow fulland can notaccom odateany other

‘word’.Then we considerthe second ‘word’and look at

its� rstdigit.Ifthe� rstdigitis1 (0),wego to theright

(left)daughternode.Letuscallthisnodei.Ifthisnode

iis em pty,we put the ‘word’there. Ifiis already oc-

cupied by the � rst‘word’,then we need to exam ine the

second digit ofour second ‘word’and depending on its

value (1 or 0),we go respectively to the right or to to

the leftdaughternodeofiand putoursecond ‘word’at

thisnew site.Thisprocessisrepeated untilallthewords

are stored and the resulting tree isclearly a DST,since

ateach step the decision to go to the leftorto the right

occursrandom ly (dueto therandom nessoftheunderly-

ing binary sequence where each digitcan be either0 or

1 with equalprobability).The construction ofthisDST

from theparsed words(1)(10)(0)(01)(101)(11)(011)(110)

isshown in Fig.4.

Itisclearfrom thealgorithm thatthedepth ofa given

‘word’in theDST (m easured from theem ptyroot)ispre-

cisely the equalto the length ofthe ‘word’(see Fig. 4).

In particular,the longest‘word’willalso be the farthest

from the root. Thusthe length lofthe longestword is

precisely theheightofthecorrespondingDST.Thereisa

generalized Lem pel-Ziv algorithm whereduring the par-

titioning into ‘words’,any particular‘word’isallowed to

berepeated atm ostbtim es[14].Then thecorresponding

DST isprecisely ab-DST.Thusourresultsregardingthe

average height l�(n) and its width apply as wellto the

longest‘word’in the generalized Lem pel-Ziv algorithm .

V I.C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwehaveused a suitably adapted version

ofthetravelingfrontapproachtoderiveexactasym ptotic

results for the statistics ofthe num ber ofparticles in a

generalized directed di� usion lim ited aggregation prob-

lem . W e have pointed out a close connection of this

problem to two separate problem s in com puter science,

nam ely the digitalsearch tree problem and the Lem pel-

Ziv algorithm used for data com pression. O ur results

for the num ber ofparticles in the generalized b-DDLA

m odelhavedirectrelevanceto the statisticsofheightin

the digitalsearch tree problem and to the statistics of

the longestword in the Lem pel-Ziv algorithm .

The traveling front approach has recently been used

successfully [22,23]to deriveexactasym ptoticresultsfor

heights in a num berofgrowing search tree problem sin

com puterscience.Thispapershowsthatthescopeofthis

approach can be extended to include yetanotherdi� er-

entclassofsearch trees,nam ely the digitalsearch tree.

The m ain advantage ofthis m ethod is that it provides

an easy way to derive the leading asym ptotic behavior

exactly in a variety ofextrem evalue problem s[21].

The present study leads to a num ber ofinteresting,

open problem swhich welistbelow.

Undirected DLA problem on a tree: In thispaper,we

havefocused on adirected m odelforsim plicity,wherethe

particlesundergo di� usion butonly in the overalldown-

ward direction. It would be interesting to extend the

traveling frontapproach to an undirected m odelsuch as

the onestudied by Hastingsand Halsey [16].

Subleading Corrections in the biased DDLA problem :

Using traveling frontapproach,wem anaged to calculate

only the leading behavior ofthe average density in the

biased DDLA m odel(see Section IV).It would be in-

teresting to com pute the subleading corrections to this

leading behavior.

DDLA m odelwith stochastic screening:In thispaper,

wehavestudied aDDLA m odelwherethescreeningisde-

term inisticin thesensethata particle,on itsway down-

wards,stopsde� nitely when itreachesatasitesuch that

atleastoneofthedaughternodesofthatsiteisoccupied.

Itwould beinteresting to considera stochasticscreening

version de� ned asfollows. Forsim plicity,we de� ne the

m odelfor b = 1 case,though it can be trivially gener-

alized to b > 1 case also. The particles are introduced

sequentially from the top as before and a new particle

is introduced only when the previous particle has com -

pletely stopped m oving.O n itswaydown,ateach siteia

particleperform sthefollowing steps:ifboth the daugh-

ternodesofiarealready occupied,theparticlerestsati

forallsubsequenttim esand then anew particleisadded.

Ifboth the daughternodesare em pty,then the particle

choosesoneofthedaughternodesatrandom and m oves

there. If,however,only one ofthe daughternodes (say

theleftone)isoccupied buttheotherone(therightone)

isem pty,then with probability p (0 � p � 1)theparticle

m oves to the right daughter node and with probability

(1 � p) it rests at i for allsubsequent tim es. Clearly

the case p = 0 correspondsto the determ inistic screen-

ing m odelstudied in Section II.O n the otherhand,for

p = 1,it is obvious that at the saturation the tree will

be com pletely fulland the density willbe exactly 1. It

would be interesting to com putethestatisticsofdensity

in thisstochasticscreening m odel.

Disordered b-DDLA m odel: In the present paper,we

considered theb-DDLA m odelwhen allthenodesofthe

treehavethesam ecapacity b.In a disordered version of

the problem ,this node capacity bi ofa site im ay vary

from one site to another. O ne can considerbi’s to be a

setofquenched variables(asin the usualm odelsin dis-

orderd system s),each drawn independently from a spec-

i� ed distribution p(b).Then,fora given � xed setofbi’s,

onewould � rstliketo com pute,forexam ple,theaverage

num berofparticleshnliatsaturation,and then average

this quantity overthe disorderto obtain hnli,where :::
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denotestheaverageoverthebi’s.Itwould also beinter-

esting to com pute the sam ple to sam ple  uctuations of

the averagedensity hnli.
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A P P EN D IX :D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E

G EN ER A T IN G FU N C T IO N

In thisappendix,we presentthe derivation ofEq.(5)

where ~Fl(s)isde� ned in Eq. (4). O urstarting pointis

the linear equation (3). W e � rstde� ne the exponential

generating function,

H l(z)=

1X

n= 0

Fl(n)
zn

n!
: (A1)

M ultiplying both sidesofEq.(3)by zn=n!and sum m ing

overn,itiseasy to seethatH l(z)satis� estheb-th order

nonlocaldi� erentialequation,

dbH l+ 1(z)

dzb
= 2H l(z=2)e

z=2
; (A2)

for alll � 1. This recursion in Eq. (A2) starts from

the initialfunction H 1(z) which needs to be com puted

separately. Using F1(n) = 0 for 0 � n � (b� 1) and

F1(n)= 1 forn � b,we � nd H1(z)=
P

b�1

k= 0
zk=k!. The

nextstep isto de� ne a new function,

Ul(z)= H l(z)e
�z

=

1X

n= 0

Fl(n)
zn

n!
e
�z
: (A3)

From Eq. (A1),it follows,after a few steps ofalgebra,

thatUl(z)satis� esthe di� erentialequation,

bX

k= 0

�
b

k

�
dkUl+ 1(z)

dzk
= 2Ul(z=2); (A4)

for alll� 1 starting with the initialfunction,U1(z) =

e�z
P

b�1

k= 0
zk=k!.

W e now de� ne the Laplace transform , ~Ul(s) =R1
0

Ul(z)e
�sz dz. Taking the Laplace transform in Eq.

(A3),weget

~Ul(s)=

1X

n= 0

Fl(n)
1

(1+ s)n+ 1
= ~Fl(s); (A5)

where we have used the identity
R1
0

e�z zndz = n!and

the de� nition of~Fl(s) in Eq. (5). Next we take the

Laplacetransform on both sidesofEq.(A4).Using the

initialconditions for n = 0, one can show easily that

dkUl(z)=dz
kjz= 0 = 0 foralll� 1 and k � (b� 1).Using

thiscondition and doing integration by parts,one� nds

bX

k= 0

�
b

k

�

s
k ~Ul+ 1(s)= 4 ~Ul(2s): (A6)

Sum m ing the left hand side ofEq. (A6) and identify-

ing ~Ul(s)= ~Fl(s)asin Eq. (A5)then givesthe desired

recursion relation

~Fl+ 1(s)=
4

(1+ s)b
~Fl(2s): (A7)
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