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M ultifractalspectra ofm ean �rst-passage tim e distributions in disordered chains
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The m ultifractalcharacterization ofthe distribution overdisorderofthe m ean �rst-passage tim e

in a �nite chain is revisited. Both,absorbing-absorbing and re
ecting-absorbing boundaries are

considered.Two m odelsofdichotom icdisorderarecom pared and ouranalysisclari�estheorigin of

the m ultifractality.The phenom enon isonly presentwhen the di�usion isanom alous.

PACS num bers:05.40.Fb,05.60.Cd,89.75.D a,02.50.N g

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

In thepasttwodecades,agreate�orthasbeen devoted

to thestudy ofdi�usion and transportin disordered m e-

dia by m odelsbased on random walks[1,2,3].Basically,

thedynam icsofthesystem can bedescribed by a m aster

equation for a particular probability distribution. Two

alternative waysare usually em ployed. The �rst one is

based on theprobability P (r;t)thatthewalkerison site

r attim e twhen starting from the origin att= 0. The

second way consistsofanalyzing thestatisticsoftheexit

tim e from a given region. In both cases,there are ex-

actenum eration techniqueswhich enableusto calculate

the corresponding observablein allthe possible disorder

con�gurations.Thus,wecan num erically reckon thedis-

tribution overdisorderofthe probability P (r;t),orthe

m om entshP q(r;t)iofthisdistribution [3,4,5,6,7,8,9].

In an analogousm anner,wecan num erically evaluatethe

distribution ofthem ean �rst-passagetim e(M FPT)over

disorder,oritsm om ents[10,11,12,13,14,15,16],

M (q)=

Z 1

0

T
q
�(T)dT ; (1)

where �(T) is the distribution over disorder and q is a

realnum ber not necessarily integer. The crucialpoint

of di�usion in disordered m edia is that transport can

be anom alous,i.e.,the m ean square displacem ent ofa

random walk scaleswith tim e as


r2
�
= D t2=dw ,where

dw > 2 isthe anom alousdi�usion exponent. A relevant

property ofthe anom alous di�usion is that it leads to

broad distributions.Theirm om entscannotbedescribed

by a single exponent but an in�nite hierarchy ofexpo-

nents is needed to characterize them [9,13]. This fact
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enablesusto study the distributionsoverdisorderwith

the m ultifractalform alism [17,18].

Random walks on random fractals (such as the in�-

nite percolation clusteratcriticality)are processeswith

anom alousdi�usion,which arecharacterized by logarith-

m ically broad distribution functionsre
ecting an under-

lying m ultifractalstructure[3,4,6,7,8,10].An im por-

tantissuein thesesystem sisthenatureofthem ultifrac-

tality based on the dynam icalprocess or in the steady

state (as the voltage drop distribution in percolation).

For the voltage drop distribution, the m ultifractalbe-

havioriswellestablished forallvaluesofq [3];whereas

for the dynam ical di�usive process the m ultifractality

only appears in a range of values of q [8]. Another

property ofthese processes is that while the m ultifrac-

talbehavior appears in the distribution of the proba-

bility P (r;t), it is not present in the m ean num ber of

distinct sites visited by a particle di�using on the per-

colating cluster [19]. Another dynam icalprocess with

\ultra-anom alous" slow m otion is the Sinaim odel[20]

fordi�usion in a linearchain in the presence ofrandom

�elds. Forthism odel,the m ean square displacem entof

a random walk followsasym ptotically


r2
�
� ln

4
t.Sev-

eralstudies [5,11,12,14,15,21]have established the

m ultifractalproperties ofthe m odel. However,the ori-

gin ofthe m ultifractality in this process is yet an open

question.

In thiswork,werevisittheSinaim odeland weaddress

thelastquestion.Particularly,wecom parethe behavior

oftheM FPT distributionsoverdisorderand itsm om ents

fortwo processeswith dichotom icdisorder.O neofthem

istheSinaim odeland theotherisanonanom alousbiased

random walk in a �nite disordered chain.The outlineof

thepaperisasfollows.In Sec.II,wepresentexpressions

forthe M FPT fora given realization ofthe (quenched)

disorderin the chain. The description ofthe m odels of

disorder,em ployedin ourstudies,isgivenin Sec.III.The

m om entsoftheM FPT distribution overdisorderdiverge

with the system ’ssize.These divergencesare character-
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ized by the scaling exponents�(q)in Sec.IV,where we

em ploy the m ultifractalform alism [17,18]to calculate

the exponents�(q) ofthe corresponding partition func-

tion. Also,the generalized Renyidim ensionsD (q),and

the spectra f(�) are given in that section. Finally,in

Sec.V,webrie
y sum m arizethe resultsofourwork.

II. M EA N FIR ST -PA SSA G E T IM E IN

Q U EN C H ED D ISO R D ER ED C H A IN S

W econsiderthecontinuoustim edynam icsofarandom

walk on a discrete one-dim ensionallattice with nearest

neighborhopping. The walkerjum psfrom site n to site

n + 1 with transition probability per unit tim e w +
n ,or

to site n � 1 with transition probability per unit tim e

w �
n . W e are concerned with the exittim e ofthe walker

from the �nite intervalD = [� M ;L]on the chain,with

atleastone absorbing end. The average ofthe survival

tim euntiltheabsorption,overrealizationsoftherandom

walk,istheM FPT.Recently,wehaveobtained a general

exactexpression forthe M FPT fora �xed setoftransi-

tion probabilitiesfw
�

j g [22].LetTn denotetheM FPT if

the walkerinitially began atsite n 2 D .Foran interval

with both absorbing extrem es (w
+

� (M + 1)
= w

�

L + 1
= 0)

weget

Tn =

1+

n� 1X

k= � M

kY

j= � M

w
�

j

w
+

j

1+

LX

k= � M

kY

j= � M

w
�

j

w
+

j

�

0

@

LX

k= � M

1

w
+

k

+

L � 1X

k= � M

1

w
+

k

LX

i= k+ 1

iY

j= k+ 1

w
�

j

w
+

j

1

A

�

0

@

n� 1X

k= � M

1

w
+

k

+

n� 2X

k= � M

1

w
+

k

n� 1X

i= k+ 1

iY

j= k+ 1

w
�

j

w
+

j

1

A :

(2)

In thiswork we �x the starting pointn = 0 (de�ning

T � T0) and we consider two possible boundary condi-

tions.The�rstoneistheinterval[� L;L]with absorbing-

absorbing(AA)extrem es.Thetotalnum berofsites,N s,

in theintervalis2L + 1.TheM FPT forthiscaseisgiven

by Eq.(2) taking M = L. The second case is the in-

terval[0;L]with re
ecting-absorbing (RA) ends. Here,

N s = L + 1 and from Eq.(2),taking n = 0,M = 0,and

w
�

0
= 0,weim m ediately obtain forthe M FPT [22],

T =

LX

k= 0

1

w
+

k

+

L � 1X

k= 0

1

w
+

k

LX

i= k+ 1

iY

j= k+ 1

w
�

j

w
+

j

: (3)

The e�ectofthe re
ecting boundary isthe striking sim -

pli�cation ofthestructureoftheequation fortheM FPT.

Thisfactleadsusto consideralsotheAA boundary con-

ditions in the problem ofm ultifractality ofthe M FPT

distribution overdisorder.

In �nite discrete system s, we can enum erate allthe

con�gurations N of disorder. W e denote by T(i) the

M FPT for the ith realization of the quenched disor-

der. W e stress that all the con�gurations of disor-

der are equally probable. However, the resulting val-

uesT(i) aredistributed by �(T),the M FPT distribution

over disorder. Thus,we can com pute exactly the m o-

m entsofthe M FPT distribution,given the setofvalues

fT(i);i= 1;:::;N g,from thede�nition given by Eq.(1),

M (q)�
1

N

NX

i= 1

T
q

(i)
: (4)

In particular,the M FPT averaged overdisorder results

in M (1). Fordichotom ic m odels ofdisorder,in a chain

with N s sites,there are N = 2N s possible realizations

ofthe random lattice,which can be easily enum erated.

The set of values fT(i);i = 1;:::;N g can be exactly

calculated em ployingexpression (2)fortheAA boundary

conditions,orby Eq.(3)forthe RA extrem es.

III. M O D ELS O F D ISO R D ER ED C H A IN S

Now,weassum ethatthehopping probabilitiesw
�

j are

strictly positive random variables,chosen independently

from siteto siteand identically distributed.Additionaly,

we adm it that the site transition probabilities are not

necessarily sym m etricin thesensethatw
+

j 6= w
�

j .Thus,

we can incorporatethe e�ectsofbiasin to the chain by

external�elds.

W eselectthe�rstdistribution forthetransition prob-

abilitiesin such a way thatthey satisfy the Sinaicondi-

tion [20],nam ely,the random variable ln
�
w
+

j =w
�

j

�
has

zero m ean and �nite variance �2. Thus,we consider a

dichotom ic m odelby de�ning w
�

j = 1 � w
+

j and pre-

scribing w
+

j to be equalto 1=2� �with equalprobabili-

ties.Theparam eter�m easuresthestrength ofdisorder,

and can take values between 0 and 1=2. � = 0 corre-

sponds to a sim ple hom ogeneousrandom walk,and for

� > 0 we get a disordered random walk with localbias

(random �eld). It is easily veri�ed that the above pre-

scriptions satisfy the Sinaicondition. Particularly,we

obtain �2 = ln
2

(�),where 
(�) � (1 + 2�)=(1 � 2�).

In the asym ptotic lim it � ! 1=2,the variance diverges.

The M FPT averaged over disorder for the dichotom ic

Sinai m odel diverges as �(�)N s for N s ! 1 , where

�(�)� (1+ 4�)=(1� 4�)[23],whereasthe typicalvalue

ofthe�rst-passagetim e,de�ned asexp(hlnTi),diverges

slower,asexp

�

�
p
�N s=2

�

[24].Here,thebracketsh� � � i

denotetheaverageoverdisorder.Therefore,thedistribu-

tion oftheM FPT overtheSinaidisorderhasapower-law

tail[25].
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FIG .1: Num ericalevaluation ofTm ax as a function ofN s

forchainswith the AA endsand L from 1 to 13.

It is easily seen that the largestvalue ofthe M FPT,

Tm ax,isobtained fortheRA endswhen atallthe sites,

the right jum p transition is 1=2� �,and the left jum p

transition is1=2+ �.In theasym ptoticlim itofN s ! 1 ,

weobtain Tm ax � 
N s [14].FortheAA extrem es,Tm ax
cannotbeeasilyevaluated.Thus,instead ofan analytical

expression,in Fig.1 we show a num ericalcalculation of

Tm ax forseveralvaluesof�.W eseethatasym ptotically

log(Tm ax)� N s,asin the RA case.

In Fig.2,we show the histogram ofthe distribution

�(T)overthe dichotom ic Sinaidisorder.The �gure was

constructed com puting Eq.(2) for M = L = 7 (N s =

15),and using allthepossiblecon�gurationsofdisorder.

A related �gure, for the histogram of �(T) for chains

with the RA extrem es,can be seen in Ref.[14]. The

distribution �(T)haspreviously been studied [25]forthe

RA boundary conditionsand resultsbroad.

O ur second random biased m odelfor the transition

probabilitiesisde�ned by w �

j = w
+

j � � and prescribing

w
+

j
to beequalto 1=2 or3=2 with equalprobabilities.In

this case,the param eter� m easuresthe strength ofthe

bias,and can takevaluesbetween 0 and 1=2.In thelim it

of�= 0,we geta disordered sym m etricalrandom walk.

Thisdichotom icm odelcorrespondstoaclassofweakdis-

orderwith globalbias.The quantities�k �

D�
1=w +

j

�k
E

result �nite for allk � 1. Therefore,the m odeldoes

notpresentanom alousdi�usion [1]. Forthe M FPT av-

eraged overdisorderwith the AA boundary conditions,

weobtain up to �rstorderin �[22,26],

M (1)’
(L + 1)2

2�
� 1

1

�

1+
1

2
(1+ F )�1 �

�

: (5)
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FIG .2: Histogram of�(T)for a chain with L = 7,the AA

boundary conditions,and the Sinaidisorder with � = 0:25.

W eareusing therescaled variablelnT=lnTm ax and uniform

bucketsofwidth equalto 2
9
.Tm ax = 9824.

The asym m etry in the hopping transitions links the

strength ofthe biaswith the 
uctuation ofthe disorder,

de�ned by F �
�
�2 � �21

�
=�21.In ourparticularcase,we

get�1 = 4=3,and F = 1=4. O n the otherhand,forthe

RA extrem es,weobtain up to �rstorderin �[22],

M (1)’
(L + 1)(L + 2)

2�
� 1

1

�

1�
L

3
�1 �

�

: (6)

Strikingly,fortheseboundary conditions,the
uctuation

ofthedisorderisnotpresentin theaveragedM FPT.This

factrelieson the di�erence in the structuresofEqs.(2)

and (3). In the lim it ofL ! 1 ,M (1) diverges as L2

independently ofthe boundary conditions.

In Fig.3,weshow thehistogram ofthecorresponding

distribution �(T) overdichotom ic weak disorder. Here,

we do notobtain a broad buta m ore localized distribu-

tion.W e m uststressthe di�erence in the scalesused to

constructtheplotsin Figs.2 and 3.Thisfactisthe�rst

indication ofthedi�erentnaturein thedistribution over

disorder between both m odels. Both m odels were con-

structed toget


w
+

j

�
= 1,and them ain di�erenceam ong

them is in the role ofthe param eter�. This param eter

controlsthedisorderin theSinaim odeland regulatesthe

biasin the second m odel. Thus,in the Sinaim odelthe

bias is local,i.e.,the direction ofthe bias is random ly

drawn in each site,whereasin the second m odel,we are

consideringaglobalbias�eld which pointstotherightin

allsites. Assum ing thatthe jum p probabilitiesperunit

tim einvolvetheArrheniusfactor(seeRef.[26]),theland-

scapeforthe particlepotentialisschem atically sketched

in Fig.4 forboth m odels.
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FIG .3: Histogram of�(T)for a chain with L = 7,the AA

boundary conditions,and weak disorder with � = 0:25. W e

are using uniform intervals of width equalto 2
9
. Tm ax =

31:75.

IV . M U LT IFR A C TA L A N A LY SIS

In ordertocharacterizethedivergencesofthem om ents

of the M FPT distribution over disorder, we postulate

that in the lim it N s ! 1 ,the qth m om ent obeys the

scaling relation M (q) � N �(q). In order to verify this

ansatz,we have num erically reckoned log[M (q)]vs N s.

Forchainswith theAA ends,wetakeL from 1 to 13 and

useEq.(2)forevaluatingthesetfT(i);i= 1;:::;N g,for

a given L.Forchainswith theRA boundary conditions,

we take L from 1 to 20 and use Eq.(3) for calculating

thevaluesT(i),fora�xed sizeofthechain.Forallvalues

of�and q,and forboth m odelsofdisorder,with theAA

orRA extrem es,weobtain straightlines.

Theslopeofthelinear�tting fortheSinaim odelwith

theAA (RA)endsisplotted in Fig.5(Fig.6)asfunctions

ofq,forthreevaluesof�.Forall�,weobtain that�(q)is

a m onotonically increasingfunction with �(0)= 0,which

isdueto thenorm alization condition ofthedistribution.

W e observethatforlargevaluesof�,�(q)isa nonlinear

function;whereasin the lim itofweak disorder,�(q)be-

com esa linearfunction.Forthem odelofweak disorder,

we obtain �(q)= �q,where � > 0 is a decreasing func-

tion of�. Therefore,for weak disorder,we get a single

gap exponentfordescribing the m om entsofthe M FPT

distribution. Theanalysiswith both kindsofboundary

conditionsleadsusto qualitatively sim ilarbehaviorsfor

theexponents�(q),forboth m odelsofdisorderdescribed

in Sec.III.

✻
✲

U n n+1n-1

ǫ

✻
✲

U
n-1 n n+1

2 ǫ

(a)

(b)

FIG .4: Sketchesofthe particle potentialfor both kindsof

disorder and sm all�: (a) The Sinaim odel. The di�erence

between two consecutive peaksis2�,with random sign. (b)

W eak disorder. The di�erence between one peak and the

following isalways�.
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FIG .5: Plot ofthe scaling exponents �(q) for chains with

the AA boundary conditionsand the Sinaidisorder.

Now,letusde�nethepartition function asfollows[17]:

Z(q)=
1

 
NX

i= 1

T(i)

! q

NX

i= 1

T
q

(i)
: (7)
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FIG .6: Plot ofthe scaling exponents �(q) for chains with

the RA boundary conditionsand Sinaidisorder.

Again,we postulate thatin the lim itN s ! 1 ,the par-

tition function obeysa scaling relation. Thus,we write

Z(q)� N � �(q). Itiswellknown thatfornonm ultifrac-

taldistributions,theexponents�(q)arelinearfunctions

on q,nam ely,�(q)= q� 1. The m ultifractality appears

with a nontrivialdependenceofthescaling exponentson

q. Forallvaluesof� and q,and forboth m odelsofdis-

order,weobtain straightlineswhen weplotlog[Z(q)]vs

N s. Therefore,the scaling ansatz is veri�ed. Here,we

have also used L from 1 to 13 for the AA ends,and L

from 1 to 20 forthe RA extrem es.

In Fig.7 (Fig.8),we plot�(q)forchainswith the di-

chotom ousSinaim odel,theAA (RA)ends,and forthree

representative values of�. The functions �(q) satisfy

�(0)= � 1. Additionally,we get�(1)= 0,which isdue

to the norm alization condition ofZ(q). In the lim it of

�! 0,�(q)� q� 1,and forstrongdisorder,�(q)exhibits

anonlineardependence.Thus,them ultifractality forthe

Sinaim odelisunam biguously established,independently

ofthe boundary conditions. Forthe m odelofweak dis-

order,we obtain �(q)= q� 1 forallvaluesof�,within

theaccuracy ofthenum ericalevaluations.Therefore,we

havenotfound m ultifractality in ourm odelofweak dis-

order,neither with the AA nor with the RA boundary

conditions.Thisresultreinforcesthe idea thatthe m ul-

tifractalphenom enon isonly related to anom alousdi�u-

sion.Both m odelsarebased on thesam edichotom icrule

forassigningvaluestothetransition probabilities.M ore-

over,in both caseswefound


w
+

j

�
= 1.In spiteofthese

sim ilarcharacteristics,theselected m odelshavequitedif-

ferent behaviors. The random �eld resulting from the

Sinaicondition isatthebasisoftheanom alousdi�usion

and theorigin ofthem ultifractalbehavioroftheM FPT

−5 −4 −3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3 4 5

q

−8

−6

−4

−2

0

2

4

τ(
q)

ε = 0.10
ε = 0.25
ε = 0.35

AA

FIG .7: Plot ofthe scaling exponents �(q) for chains with

the AA boundary conditionsand the Sinaidisorder,using L

from 5 to 13.Thesolid linecorrespondsto thelinearrelation

q� 1.

distribution overdisorder.

The sim ple plotsobtained in the graphsforthe func-

tions �(q) suggest us that the m ultifractality is due to

the presence ofa binom ialm ultiplicative process. For

thisprocess,the m assexponentsare[18]

�(q)= �
ln(p

q

1
+ p

q

2
)

ln2
; (8)

wherep1 + p2 = 1.Thisexpression im m ediately satis�es

the conditions�(0)= � 1 and �(1)= 0,and in the lim it

p1 = p2 = 1=2,resultsin �(q)= q� 1.Forp1 < 1=2,we

getthe lim itexpressions

�(q)! � q
lnp1

ln2
forq! � 1 ; (9)

�(q)! � q
lnp2

ln2
forq! 1 : (10)

In our case,the param eters p1 and p2 are functions of

thestrength ofdisorder(�).In TableI,thevaluesofthe

�tting of�(q),using the two param etersp1 and p2,are

displayedforboth kindsofboundaryconditions.W eonly

obtain a good quality of�tting forsm allvaluesof�.For

strong disorder,the condition p1 + p2 = 1 isrelaxed and

wecan only �tboth asym ptoticregim esofthecurvesfor

q! � 1 .Thisfactisastrongindication thatthenature

ofthe m ultifractalphenom enon ism ore com plex than a

m ultiplicativerule.

A usualcharacterization ofm ultifractality isthe gen-
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FIG .8: Plot ofthe scaling exponents �(q) for chains with

the RA boundary conditionsand the Sinaidisorder,using L

from 6 to 14.Thesolid linecorrespondsto thelinearrelation

q� 1.

TABLE I: Fitted valuesforthe param etersp1 and p2,using

Eq.(8),forthe plots�(q)in Figs.7 and 8.

AA RA

� p1 p2 p1 p2

0.00 0.500 0.500 0.500 0.500

0.10 0.461 0.543 0.425 0.602

0.25 0.395 0.700 0.295 0.878

0.35 0.336 0.825 0.173 0.964

eralized Renyidim ension spectrum [18]de�ned by [27]

D (q)�
�(q)

q� 1
: (11)

In Fig.9 (Fig.10)we depict the generalized dim ension

spectra forthe sam e conditionsand valuesof� asgiven

by Fig.7 (Fig.8).W e �nd thatD (q)isa m onotonically

decreasing function ofq,and satis�esD (0)= 1,which is

the dim ension ofthe supportofthe distribution.

Taking the Legendretransform of�(q),wecan obtain

the m ultifractalspectrum f(�) = � �(q)+ q�, where

theLipschitz-H�olderexponent�isthederivativeof�(q)

with respect to q. Figure 11 (Fig.12) shows the f(�)

spectra forthe sam e conditionsand valuesof� asgiven

by Fig.7 (Fig.8). For strong disorder,the curve f(�)

becom esbroad,whereasfor�! 0thespectrum collapses

to the point(1;1). Asisknown,the m axim um value of

f isthefractaldim ension ofthesupportofthem easure.

In thiswork,wehavechosen thescaling param eterN

−5 −4 −3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3 4 5
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0.5

1

1.5

D
(q

)

ε = 0.10
ε = 0.25
ε = 0.35

AA

FIG .9: G eneralized dim ensionsD (q)forchainswith theAA

boundary conditionsand the Sinaidisorder.
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FIG .10: G eneralized dim ensions D (q) for chains with the

RA boundary conditionsand the Sinaidisorder.

to characterize the system size. In Ref.[14],a sim ilar

m ultifractalanalysis for the Sinaidisorder and the RA

boundary conditionswasbased on thescaling param eter

Tm ax. W e have seen in Sec.IIIthatTm ax / N . How-

ever,thischoice ofthe scaling param eterleadsto spuri-

ous results,such as the variation ofD (0) with �. This
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FIG .11: M ultifractalspectra f(�) for chains with the AA

boundary conditionsand the Sinaidisorder.
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FIG .12: M ultifractalspectra f(�) for chains with the RA

boundary conditionsand the Sinaidisorder.

phenom enon isan artifactofthe m athem aticalselection

ofthe scaling param eter,and nota characteristic prop-

erty ofthesystem underanalysis.O n theotherhand,for

one-dim ensionalsystem s,we expectthat the dim ension

ofthe supportofthe m ultifractalm easureisequalto 1.

Finally,we derive the relation between the exponents

�(q) and �(q). From the de�nitions given by Eqs.(4)

and (7),weinm ediatly obtain

Z(q)=
N 1� q

M (1)q
M (q): (12)

Using the scaling ansatzin the lastequation and taking

logarithm s,weget

�(q)= q� 1� �(q)+ q�(1): (13)

Particularly,the last relation satis�es inm ediately that

�(0) = � 1 and �(1) = 0. From the result quoted in

Sec.III,for chains with the RA ends,we found �(1)=

log2 �(�).

V . C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

In thiswork,wehaveconsidered thedistribution ofthe

M FPT overtwoclassesofdisorder,theSinaiand another

dichotom icm odelwith globalbiasand nonanom alousdif-

fusion.O urresultscon�rm usthatthem ultifractality is

related only to anom alousdi�usion.

The m ultifractalbehavior in the M FPT distribution

overthe Sinaidisorderisnota consequence ofthe m ul-

tiplicativestructureofEq.(2)or(3)(theexpressionsfor

the M FPT for a �xed realization of disorder), as was

stated in a previous report [14]. The m ultifractality is

an inherentattribute ofthe strong disorderin the Sinai

m odel,and iswellestablished forboth kindsofboundary

conditions. M oreover,the m ultifractalsignature found

in thespectra obtained suggestsusthattheorigin ofthe

phenom enon ism orecom plexthan abinom ialm ultiplica-

tiveprocess.
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