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T he m ultifractal characterization of the distribution over disorder of the m ean rst-passage tim e
In a nite chain is revisited. Both, absorbing-absorbing and re ecting-absorbing boundaries are
considered. Two m odels of dichotom ic disorder are com pared and our analysis clari es the origin of
the m ultifractality. T he phenom enon is only present when the di usion is anom alous.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In the past two decades, a great e ort hasbeen devoted
to the study ofdi usion and ttansport Jn dJsordered me—
dia by m odelsbased on random walks []- ,3] B asically,
the dynam ics ofthe system can be described by am aster
equation for a particular probability distribution. Two
alemative ways are usually employed. The rst one is
based on the probability P (r;t) that the walker ison site
r at tim e t when starting ﬁom the origin at t= 0. The
second way consists of analyzing the statistics of the exit
tine from a given region. In both cases, there are ex—
act enum eration technigues which enable us to calculate
the corresponding observable In all the possble disorder
con gurations. T hus, we can num erically reckon the dis—
tribution over disorder of the probability P (r;t), or the
mom ents P 9 (r;t)1 of this distrbution g,4,8, 4,11, d, d1.
In an analogousm anner, we can num erically evaluate the
distribution ofthem ean rst—passage tin g (M_FP T ) over
disorder, or itsm om ents {10, 113,112,113, 14, 115, iL6],

Z
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where (T) is the distrdbution over disorder and g is a
real num ber not necessarily integer. The crucial point
of di usion in disordered m edia is that transport can
be anom albus, ie., the m ean square displacem ent of a
random wak scalswih tineas r» = D ™%, where
diy > 2 is the anom alous di usion exponent. A relevant
property of the anom alous di usion is that i leads to
broad distrbutions. T heirm om ents cannot be described
by a sihgle exponent but an in nie hierarchy of expo-
nents is needed to characterize them [4, 13]. This fact
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enables us to study the distrdbutions over disorder w ith
the m ultifractal orm alism {7, L8]

Random waks on random fractals (such as the In —
nite percolation cluster at criticality) are processes w ith
anom alousdi usion, which are characterized by logarith—
m ically broad distribution fiinctions re ecting an under—
Iying m ultifractal structure B, EJ:, '§, ::/:, :_g, :_l-(j] An inpor-
tant issue in these system s is the nature ofthe m ultifrac—
tality based on the dynam ical process or in the steady
state (as the voltage drop distribution in percolation).
For the voltage drop distrdbution, the multifractal be-
havior is well established for all values of g i_j]; w hereas
for the dynam ical di usive process the m ultifractality
only appears in a range of valies of g i_d]. Another
property of these processes is that while the m ultifrac—
tal behavior appears in the distrbution of the proba-—
bility P (r;t), i is not present In the m ean number of
distinct sites visited by a particle di using on the per-
colating cluster {[9]. Another dynam ical process w ith
\ultra-anom alous" slow m otion is the Sinaim odel 1_2-91
for di usion In a lnear chain in the presence of random

elds. For thism odel, the m ean square displacem ent of
a random walk fllow s asym ptotically r° n’t. Sev—
eral studies [§, I3, 13, T4, 15, 2i] have established the
m ultifractal properties of the m odel. H owever, the ori-
gin of the m ultifractality In this process is yet an open
question.

In thiswork, we revisit the Sinaim odeland we address
the last question. P articularly, we com pare the behavior
oftheM FP T distrbutions overdisorderand ism om ents
for tw o processes w ith dichotom ic disorder. O ne of them
isthe Sinaim odeland the other isa nonanom alousbiased
random wak in a nite disordered chain. T he outline of
the paper is as follow s. In Sec. 'J,E{, w e present expressions
forthe M FPT for a given realization of the (quenched)
disorder in the chain. The descrption of the m odels of
disorder, em ployed in our studies, isgiven in Sec.IIl. T he
mom entsoftheM FPT distrbution over disorder diverge
w ith the system ’s size. T hese divergences are character—
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ized by the scaling exponents (Q) In_Sec. :;‘L\-{:, where we
emply the multifiactal form alim [17, 18] to calulate
the exponents (q) of the corresponding partition fiinc-
tion. A Iso, the generalized Renyidin ensions D (g), and
the spectra f () are given In that section. Fially, in

Sec.V!, webrie y summ arize the results of our work.

II. MEAN FIRSTPASSAGE TIM E IN
QUENCHED DISORDERED CHAINS

W e consider the continuous tin e dynam ics ofa random
walk on a discrete one-din ensional lattice w ith nearest
neighbor hopping. The walker jum ps from site n to site
n+ 1 wih transition probability per unit tine w/ , or
to sten 1 wih transition probability per unit time
w, . W e are concemed w ith the exit tin e of the walker
from the nite intervalD = [ M ;L] on the chain, with
at least one absorbing end. T he average of the survival
tin e untilthe absorption, over realizations ofthe random
walk, istheM FPT .Recently, we have cbtained a general
exact expression orthe M FPT fora xed set of transi-
tion probabilities fw ; g R4]. Let T, denote theM FPT if
the walker initially began at siten 2 D . For an interval

w ith both absorbing extremes W' ;) = w;,; = 0)
we get
X 1Y .
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In thiswork we x the starting point n = 0 (de ning
T Ty) and we consider two possble boundary condi-
tions. The rstoneisthe interval[ L ;L ]Jw ith absorbing—
absorbing A A ) extrem es. T he totalnum ber of sites, N ¢,
In the ntervalis2L. + 1. TheM FPT forthis case is given
by Eqg. (_2) takihg M = L. The second case is the In-
terval ;L] with re ectingabsorbing RA ) ends. Here,
Ng=L+ 1and from Eq. @'gi'),takjngn =0,M = 0, and
w, = 0, we inm ediately cbtain orthe M FPT R3],

®* 4 X! 4 0x®x ¥ ;
T = W—Jr + w—+ w—+ H 3)
k=0 Kk k=0 XK i=k+1j=k+1 ]

The e ect ofthe re ecting boundary is the striking sin —
pli cation ofthe structure ofthe equation fortheM FPT .

T his fact leads us to consider also the AA boundary con—
ditions in the problem of multifractality of the MFPT
distrdbution over disorder.

In nite discrete system s, we can enum erate all the
con gurations N of disorder. W e denote by T the
MFPT 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-
ues T ;) are distrdbuted by (T),theM FPT distrdoution
over disorder. Thus, we can com pute exactly the m o-—
mentsofthe M FPT distrdbution, given the set of values

by
T?i) : 4)

1
M @) N

i=1

In particular, the M FPT averaged over disorder results
in M (1). For dichotom ic m odels of disorder, in a chain
wih N sites, there are N = 2V possible realizations
of the random lattice, which can be easily enum erated.
The set of values fT ;;1 = 1;:::;N g can be exactly
calculated em ploying expression @r_fi) forthe AA boundary
conditions, orby Eq. ('_3) for the RA extrem es.

ITII. M ODELS OF DISORDERED CHAINS

Now , we assum e that the hopping probabilities w ; are
strictly positive random variables, chosen independently
from site to site and identically distributed. A dditionaly,
we adm it that the site transition probabilities are not
necessarily symm etric in the sensethatw} 6 w, . Thus,
we can incorporate the e ects ofbias In to the chain by
extermal elds.

W e select the rst distrdbution for the transition prob—
abilities in such a way that they satisfy the Sinaicondi-
tion PG, nam ely, the random varibk I w’=w, has
zero mean and nite variance 2. Thus, we consider a
dichotom ic model by de ning w; = 1 w) and pre-
scribing w) tobe equalto 1=2  with equalprobabili-
ties. The param eter m easures the strength of disorder,
and can take values between 0 and 1=2. = 0 corre—
soonds to a sin ple hom ogeneous random walk, and for

> 0 we get a disordered random walk wih localbias
(random eld). It is easily veri ed that the above pre—
scriptions satisfy the Sinai condition. Particularly, we
obtain 2= In® (), where () 1+ 2 )= 2).
In the asymptotic Im it ! 1=2, the variance diverges.
The MFPT averaged over disorder for the dichotom ic
Sinai model diverges as ()Y r Ny ! 1, where

() @+4)=@ 4 ) p3), whereas the typicalvalue
ofthe rstpassage tin e, de ned asexp in T i), diverges

N =2 P4]. Here, the bracketsh
denote the average over disorder. T herefore, the distribu-

tion oftheM FPT overthe Sinaidisorderhasa pow er-law
tail 5].

slow er, as exp
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FIG.1l: Numerical evaluation of Tm ax as a function of N ¢

for chainswih the AA endsand L from 1 to 13.

Tt is easily seen that the largest value ofthe M FPT,
Tm ax, is obtained for the RA endswhen at all the sites,
the right jum p transition is 1=2 , and the left imp
transition is1=2+ . In theasymptoticlm itofNg ! 1,
weobtain Tmax  "* ([4]. FortheAA extrem es, T ax
cannot be easily evaluated. T hus, Instead ofan analytical
expression, n Fig. :14' we show a num erical calculation of
Tm ax Por severalvaluesof . W e see that asym ptotically
log(Tm ax) Ngs,asinh theRA case.

In Fi. |2: we show the histogram of the distrdbution

(T ) over the dichotom ic Sinaidisorder. The gurewas
constructed computing Eq. @) ©orM =L = 7 N, =
15), and using allthe possbl con gurations of disorder.
A related gure, for the histogram of (T) for chains
with the RA extremes, can be seen in Ref. ﬁl4] The
distrlbbution (T ) haspreviously been studied [2@] forthe
RA boundary conditions and results broad.

Our second random biased m odel for the transition
probabilities is de ned by w, = w} and prescribing
w tobeequalto 1=2 or 3=2 w ith equalprobabilities. In
this case, the param eter m easures the strength of the
bias, and can take valuesbetween 0 and 1=2. In the lim it
of = 0,we get a disordered symm etrical random walk.
T hisdichotom icm odelcorrespondsto a classgfw eak digr

k

order w ith globalbias. T he quantities 1=w?

J
result nite for allk 1. Therefore, the m odel does
not present anom alous di usion EL'] Forthe MFPT av-
eraged over disorder w ith the AA boundary conditions,

weobtaln up to rstorderin 23, 26],
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FIG.2: Histogram of (T) ora chamwih L = 7,theAA

boundary conditions, and the Sinaidisorder wih = 025.
W e are using the rescaled variable n T=Ih Tm ax and uniform
buckets of w idth equalto 2°. Tm ax = 9824.

The asymmetry in the hopping transitions links the
strength of the biasw ith the uctuation of the disorder,
de ned by F 2 2 = 2 T ourparticular case, we
get 1 = 4=3,and F = 1=4. On the other hand, for the
RA extremes, we obtaln up to rst order in i_Zg.'],

L+1DHL+2) 1 L
2 " 3
Strikingly, for these boundary conditions, the uctuation
ofthe disorder isnot present in the averagedM FPT .T }Hs
fact relies on the di erence in the structures of Egs. @)
and (':”%). Inthe lImitofL ! 1 ,M (1) dJ'yeJ:gesasL2
Independently of the boundary conditions.

In Fig. 3, we show the histogram of the corresponding
distribution (T ) over dichotom ic weak disorder. Here,
we do not obtain a broad but a m ore localized distriou—
tion. W e m ust stress the di erence In the scales used to
construct the plots in F igs. -2 and-ﬂ This fact isthe st
indication ofthe di erent nature in the distribution over
disorder between both m odels. Both m odels were con—
structed to get w;T = 1,and them ain di erence am ong
them is In the role of the param eter . This param eter
controls the disorder In the Sinaim odeland requlatesthe
bias In the second m odel. Thus, In the Sinaim odel the
bias is local, ie., the direction of the bias is random Iy
drawn in each site, whereas In the second m odel, we are
considering a globalbias eld which points to the right in
all sites. A ssum ing that the jum p probabilities per uni
tin e Involve the A rrhenius factor (seeRef. {_Z-é]) , the land-
scape for the particle potential is schem atically sketched
in Fig.4 orboth m odels.

M 1)’ 1 : (6)
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FIG.3: Histogram of (T) ora chamwih L = 7, the AA
boundary conditions, and weak disorder with = 025. We
are usihg unifom intervals of width equalto 2°. Tmax =
31:5.

Iv. MULTIFRACTALANALYSIS

In orderto characterize the divergencesofthem om ents
of the MFPT distrbution over disorder, we postulate
that in the Iimit Ng ! 1 , the gth m om ent obeys the
scaling relation M (@) N 9. In order to verify this
ansatz, we have num erically reckoned logM ()] vs Ng.
Forchainswith theAA ends,wetakelL from 1 to 13 and

a given L. For chainsw ith the RA boundary conditions,
we take L from 1 to 20 and use Eq. {) for caloulating
thevaluesT ;) , ora xed size ofthe chain. Forallvalues
of and g, and forboth m odels ofdisorder, w ith the AA

or RA extrem es, we obtain straight lines.

T he slope ofthe linear tting for the Sinaim odelw ith
theAA RA)endsisplotted in Fjg.g CFJ'(_:;.:§) as functions
ofq, orthree valuesof .Forall ,weobtanhn that (q) is
am onotonically ncreasing function wih (0) = 0,which
is due to the nom alization condition of the distrioution.
W e observe that or large valuesof , (g) is a nonlinear
function; whereas in the lin it of weak disorder, (q) be-
com es a linear function. For the m odel of weak disorder,
we obtaln (@ = g, where > 0 is a decreasing func-
tion of . Therefore, or weak disorder, we get a single
gap exponent for describing the m om ents ofthe M FPT
distrbbution. The analysisw ith both kinds ofboundary
conditions leads us to qualitatively sin ilar behaviors for
the exponents (q), Hrboth m odels ofdisorder described
n Sec@

(b)

FIG .4: Sketches of the particle potential for both kinds of
disorder and sm all (@) The Sinaim odel. The di erence
between two consecutive peaks is 2 , with random sign. ()
W eak disorder. The di erence between one peak and the
follow ing is always
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Now , ket usde ne the partition finction as follow s EL-7_:]:

1 hid
q
Z@= ———+5 T )
i=1
T
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Again,wepostulatethat in the Imit Ns ! 1 , the par-
tition function obeys a scaling relation. Thus, we w rite
Z@ N @D, R iswellknown that ©r nonm ultifrac—
taldistribbutions, the exponents (g) are linear functions
ong,namely, (@ = g 1. Themulifractality appears
w ith a nontrivialdependence of the scaling exponents on
g. For allvalues of and g, and for both m odels of dis-
order, we obtain straight lneswhen we plot logz ()] vs
Ns. 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 for the RA extrem es.

™ Fig.il Fig.§), wepbt (@ orchainswith the di-
chotom ous Sinaim odel, the AA (RA) ends, and forthree
representative valies of The functions (q) satisfy

0) = 1. Additionally, we get (1) = 0, which is due
to the nom alization condition of Z (g). In the lin it of

' 0, @ g 1,and Porstrongdisorder, (q) exhbits
a nonlinear dependence. T hus, the m ultifractality forthe
Sinaim odelis unam biguously established, lndependently
of the boundary conditions. For the m odel of weak dis-
order, we obtain (@) = g 1 forallvaliesof , within
the accuracy of the num erical evaluations. T herefore, we
have not found m ultifractality in ourm odel of weak dis—
order, neither with the AA nor wih the RA boundary
conditions. T his result reinforces the idea that the mul-
tifractal phenom enon is only related to anom alous di u—
sion. Both m odels are based on the sam e dichotom ic rule
for assigning values to the transition probabilities. M ore—
over, n both cases we found w; = 1. In spite ofthese
sin ilar characteristics, the selected m odels have quite dif-
ferent behaviors. The random eld resulting from the
Sinaicondition is at the basis of the anom alous di usion
and the origin of the m ultifractalbehavior ofthe M FPT
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FIG.7: Pt ofthe scaling exponents (q) for chains w ith

the AA boundary conditions and the Sinaidisorder, using L
from 5 to 13. The solid line corresponds to the linear relation
aq 1.

distrdbution over disorder.

T he sim ple plots obtained in the graphs for the fiinc—
tions (@) suggest us that the m ultifractality is due to
the presence of a binom ial m ultiplicative process. For
this process, the m ass exponents are I_lé]

In (o] + p;)

@ = L2

; 8)

wherep; + p; = 1. This expression In m ediately satis es
the conditions ()= 1and (@)= 0, and in the lim it

P1=px= 1=2,resultsin (@ =g 1l.Forp; < 1=2,we
get the 1im it expressions

hp

! ——  forqg! 1 9

@ 977 q )
hp;

! — forg! 1 : 10

@ I35 q (10)

In our case, the param eters p; and p, are functions of
the strength ofdisorder (). In Tab]e:_i, the values of the
tting of (g), using the two param eters p; and p,, are
displayed forboth kindsofboundary conditions. W e only
obtain a good quality of tting for an allvaliesof . For
strong disorder, the condition p; + p; = 1 is relaxed and
wecan only tboth asym ptotic regin es ofthe curves for
q! 1 . This fact isa strong indication that the nature
of the m ultifractal phenom enon is m ore com plex than a

m ultiplicative rule.
A usual characterization of m ultifractality is the gen-
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TABLE I: Fitted valies for the param eters p1 and pz, using
Eqg. ié) for the plots (g) In Figs. '1 and-Ef

AA RA
P P2 P1 P2
0.00 0.500 0500 0500 0500
010 0461 0543 0425 0.602
025 0395 0.700 0295 0.878
035 0336 0.825 0173 0.964

eralized R enyidin ension spectrum [_Ig'] de ned by f_2-7:

ﬂ . (11)
q

D @ 1

h Fig.d (Fig.!10) we depict the generalized din ension
spectra for the sam e conditions and values of as given
by Fjg.-'j CFjg.g) .We ndthatD (g) is a m onotonically
decreasing function ofqg, and satis esD (0) = 1, which is
the dim ension of the support of the distribution.

Taking the Legendre transform of (g), we can obtain
the multifractal spectrum £ () = @ + g , where
the Lipschitz-H older exponent is the derivative of ()
with respect to q. Figure :ll- Fig. :12) show s the £ ()
spectra for the sam e conditions and values of as given
by Fjg.::/: Fig. 2;3). For strong disorder, the curve f ()
becom esbroad, whereasfor ! 0 the spectrum collapses
to the point (1;1). A s is known, the m axinum value of
f is the fractaldin ension of the support of the m easure.

In this work, we have chosen the scaling param eter N

15 T T
€=0.10
L -— £=025| |
= X -+ £=035| 7
b \'\ B
—
LR T.\\'\ ................. .
N NSO E PP
U | \ \\ .
N \ \\
D | \ \\ T
\ \\
| \ \\ .
\ \\\
I ! . i
\ \\‘~
- A\ \\\7
|
0.5 N
L AA T
T | | | \ \ \ \ L]
5 4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4 5
q
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to characterize the systam size. In Ref. [_1-4], a sim ilar
m ultifractal analysis for the Sinai disorder and the RA
boundary conditions wasbased on the scaling param eter
Tm ax- W e have seen in Sec. -]ItthatTmax / N .How-—
ever, this choice of the scaling param eter leads to spuri-
ous resuls, such as the variation of D (0) with . This
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FIG .12: M ultifractal spectra £ () for chains wih the RA

boundary conditions and the Sinaidisorder.

phenom enon is an artifact of the m athem atical selection

of the scaling param eter, and not a characteristic prop—
erty ofthe system under analysis. O n the otherhand, for
one-din ensional system s, we expect that the din ension
of the support of the m ultifractalm easure is equalto 1.
F inally, we derive the relation between the exponents
@ and (). From the de nitions given by Egs. (:ff)
and (1), we inm ediatly obtain

1 g

M e 1) M 12)

Z @) = @ :

U sing the scaling ansatz in the last equation and taking
logarithm s, we get

@=qg 1 @+aq @): 13)

Particularly, the last relation satis es inm ediately that

(O)'=_ land (@) = 0. From the result quoted in

Sec.g:_@[', for chains with the RA ends, we found (1) =
log, ().

V. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

In thiswork, we have considered the distrioution ofthe
M FPT overtwo classes ofdisorder, the Sinaiand another
dichotom icm odelw ith globalbiasand nonanom alousdif-
fusion. O ur results con m us that the m ultifractality is
related only to anom alous di usion.

The multifractal behavior In the M FPT distrbution
over the Sinai disorder is not a consequence of the mul
tiplicative structure ofEqg. z_Z) or 6'_3’) (the expressions for
the MFPT for a xed realization of disorder), as was
stated In a previous report [_ifl] T he m ultifractality is
an Inherent attribute of the strong disorder in the Sinai
m odel, and iswellestablished forboth kinds ofboundary
conditions. M oreover, the m ultifractal signature found
In the spectra obtained suggests us that the origin ofthe
phenom enon ism ore com plex than a binom ialm uliplica—
tive process.
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