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W e report experin ental results for the behavior of slow -com bustion fronts in the presence of a
colum nar defect w ith excess or reduced driving, and com pare them w ith those ofm ean- eld theory.
W e also com pare them with sim ulation results for an analogous problem ofdriven ow of particles
w ith hard-core repulsion (A SEP) and a single defect bond w ith a di erent hopping probability. T he
di erence In the shape of the front pro les for excess vs. reduced driving In the defect, clearly
dem onstrates the existence of a KP Z-type of nonlinear tem in the e ective evolution equation for
the slow-com bustion fronts. W e also nd that slow-com bustion fronts display a faceted form for
large enough excess driving, and that there is a corresponding increase then in the average front
speed. T his Increase in the average front speed disappears at a non-zero excess driving in agreem ent

w ith the sin ulated behavior of the A SEP m odel

PACS numbers: 64.60Ht, 0540.4, 05.70Ln

I. NTRODUCTION

N onequilbrium interfacesthat display interesting scal-
Ing properties are quite common in physical (crystal
grow th, uid penetration into porousm edig, etc.), chem -
ical (reaction fronts), as well as biological (grow ing bac—
terial colonies) system s. T he dynam ics of these system s
have long been thought to be generically describbed by the
K ardarP arisiZhang K P Z) equation i}'], or som e other
equation ofm otion in the sam e universality class E'_Z]. In
two space din ensions in particular (one-din ensional in-—
terfaces) when exact solutions are available, the scaling
properties ofthe K P Z equation are wellunderstood. T he
sam e is not, how ever, true for the experim ental observa—
tions of scaling of interfaces. Typically one has found
a roughening exponent clearly higher than that for the
KPZ equation i_Z]. Vardous explanations have been sug—
gested as for why the KPZ scaling has not generally
been found, and m ost ofthe tin e correlated and/or non-
G aussian noise have been the prin e suspects 'Q, -'_?'1].

R ecent experin ents on slow -com bustion fronts propa—
gating In paper H, :_E'i], and on ux fronts penetrating a
high-T. thin— In superconductor fé], have provided new
Insight into this problem tj]. Tt indeed appears that
short—range-correlated noise, quenched and dynam ical,
w ith possbly at the sam e tin e a non-G aussian am pli-
tude distrbution for am all tin e di erences, induce an
additional tin e and an additional length scale, beyond
which KPZ scaling can only be observed. D espite these
recent advances, it would stillbe worth while to dem on—
strate the existence of the nonlinear tem , as introduced
by K ardar, Parisi and Zhang [], and essential for the
KPZ dynam ics, directly from the observed fronts. This
would In essence prove that KPZ type of dynam ics, in—
cluding possibly e ects of nontrivial noise, can indeed

be expected to be generic or nonequilbrium interfaces.
O ne can dem onstrate the presence of thisterm indirectly
by using, e.g., nverse scheam es abl to infer the (partial)
di erential equation that govems the observed stochas—
tic evolution of interfaces @-25], but there isalso a way to
produce a directly observable e ect on the shape of the
interface, due to this tem .

This m ethod for observing the operation of the non—
linear term was suggested already for som e whilke ago by
W olfand Tang [13]. They considered the e ect of colum —
nar defects, colum nar in two space din ensions on which
case we concentrate here, and found that there is a clear
'asym m etry’ betw een the shapes of the fronts that prop—
agate In the presence of an advancing (excess driving)
and a retarding (reduced driving) defect. This asymm e-
try is a direct consequence of the nonlinear term in the
KPZ equation. For a positive coe cient in this tem,
applicable to slow -com bustion fronts, the noiseaveraged
front should be faceted wih a Porward-pointing trian—
gular shape around an advancing defect, with a height
proportional asym ptotically to the width of the sam ple
In the case of a defect In the m idd¥ of the sam pl, or to
the basic period In the case of periodic boundary condi-
tions. In the case of a retarding defect, the shape of the
front should not be faceted, and the (nhegative) height of
the deform ation in the pro le should be proportional, ac—
cording to thism ean— eld theory, to the logarithm ofthe
basic period. D espite its apparent sin plicity, this kind of
experim ent has never been perform ed.

A siswellknown, the BC SO S interfacem odel in which
the nearest-neighbor heights are restricted to di er only
by 1, displays KPZ behaviour, and is on the other
hand equivalent to a driven ow of particles (hopping
rate p) w ith hard-core repulsive interactions A SEP) ﬁ_Z].
A oolum nar defect in an Interface m odel corresoonds to
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a xed slow or fast bond topping rate rp with r < 1
orr > 1, respectively) in the ASEP model. A faceted
Interface corresponds to a tra ¢ am of In nite length
In the them odynam ic 1im it behind the slow bond. An-—
other related question is the detailed shape of the den—
sity/interface pro k. The m ean- el theory of [13] pre-
dicts an In nite queue for all r < 1 and no queue (@
logarithm ic decay of the density pro k) forr > 1, ie.,
r. = 1. Janowsky and Lebow itz [§] considered the to-
tally asymm etric TASEP modelw ith a slow bond, but
concentrated m ainly on the shock wave uctuations far
away from the slow bond, and apparently did not con—
sider the faceting/queueing transition (they had a phase
diagram wih r. = 1). The same model was also con—
sidered by K olom eisky [10], but he did not consider the
faceting/queueing transition either.

K andeland M ukam el considered a som ew hat di erent
m odel, which is supposed to be in the sam e universality
class, and proposed El4 that the faceting/queueing tran—
sition should take place at an r. < 1. Their sim ulation
data were not, how ever, conclisive.

In slow -com bustion experin ents the detailed shape of
the front pro ke isdi cul to determ ine, and thereby also
the disappearance of faceting. Faceting is however re—
lated to increased front speed, also In the them odynam ic
lim i, and this is an easier ocbservable. For possible non—
faceted fronts, which would correspond to r. < r< 1, an
Increased front speed would only be a nie-size e ect,
as also the decreased front speed In the case of a retard—
Ing defect corresponding to r > 1. Notice that the ef-
fective nonlinear term is positive in the slow -com bustion
experin ents, while it is negative in the ASEP m odels.
T herefore, an advancing (retarding) colum nar defect in
the rst case corresoonds to a slow (fast) bond in the
latter case.

II. EXPERIM ENTAL DETA ILS

T he equipm ent we use In slow -com bustion experin ents
has been described elsew here f_d,:_ﬂ], so i su ces to say
here that sam ples were bumed’ in a cham ber w ith con—
trollable conditions and that the video signalofpropagat—
ing fronts was com pressed and stored on-line on a com —
puter. The spatial resolution of the set up was 120 m,
and the tim e resolution was 0.1 s. For the sampleswe
used the Jens—paper grade W hatm an) we have used also
previously ﬁ] Lens paper wasnow used to speed up the
experim ents.

A s slow -com bustion fronts do not propagate in paper
w ithout adding an oxygen source for m aintaining the
chem ical reaction involved, we added as before Ef, :5] a
an all am ount of potassium nitrate in the sam ples. This
m ethod also allow s for a relatively easy way to produce
advancing and retarding colum nar defects. By using
masks it is straightforward to produce a narrow (ver-
tical) stripe with a sn aller or an additional am ount of
potassium nitrate. T he average concentration of potas—

sium nitrate determ ines the average speed of the fronts,
50 it serves as the controlparam eter of the problem .

It is, however, quite di culkt to accurately requlate
the am ount of potassiuim nitrate absorbed in the sam —
plke. Thismeans that i is di cul to produce sam ples
w ith exactly the sam e base concentration, and the sam e
concentration di erence between the base paper and the
colum nar defect. T herefore, the statistics we get for any

xed di erence in the concentration is not quite as good
aswe would hope. They are adequate for the m ain fea-
tures of the fronts but not for such details as, eg., ac—
curate form s of the front pro ls. They are also good
enough for a quantitative analysis of changes in the front
speed.

The sam ples were typically 20 an (w idth) by 40 an,
and the colum nar defect (vertical stripe) In the m iddle
ofthe samplwas1l.0 an wide. T he defect cannot in our
casebe too narrow as uctuations in the slow -com bustion
process would then tend to w Ipe out itse ect. Too wide
a stripe would on the other hand cause e ects due to is
nonzero width, which are unwarranted. W e also used
sin ulations w ith a discretized KPZ equation to check
that the ratio 1 an to 20 an should not cause addi-
tional e ects [[5]. The kngth of the samplks was i
m ost cases adequate for achieving stationary behavior,
and only those results are used here w here saturation of
the pro ke wasevident.

W hen analyzing the front pro ls, the stripe was re—
m oved from the data, aswellas about 6 mm from both
boundaries of the sam ples. A s the system is symm etric
acrossthe stripe in them iddle, the observed frontpro les
were also sym m etrized for better statistics.

A s reported already before i_él, E], uctuations in the
slow -com bustion fronts In paper are noticeable. For ex—
trem e values ofthe potassium -nirate concentration there
appear problem s w ith pinning (low concentration) or lo-
calavalanche type of bursts (high concentration) in the
fronts. A Iso, very sn allvalies ofthe concentration di er—
ence betw een the base paper and the defect stripe could
not be used, as uctuations then com pltely m asked the
e ect of the defect. These problem s were noticeable for
retarding defects in particular. In the data reported here,
concentration varied between 0265 and 0.61 gm 2 in the
base paper, between 0.1 and 1.05gm 2 in the stripe, and
the concentration di erence varied between 0.06 and 049
gm 2 on the positive side (25 bums), and 0.197 and

0478 gn 2 on the negative side (19 bums). Because
of the practical restrictions and uctuation e ects, the
num ber of successfiilbums was relatively sm all.

ITII. RESULTS

W ew illneed the dependence on potassium -nitrate con—

centration of the front velociy below so we consider it

rst. It is usefilto begin w ith a discussion of the accu—
racy of the front-velocity determ ination.
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FIG .1: Velocity distributions for slow -com bustion frontsw ith
potassium nitrate concentrations 0.34 gm 2 (full Iline), and
0536 gm 2 (dashed line). Velcities are detem ined fr a
tin e di erence of 2 s.

A . Front velocity

Lenspaper isthin so that varations in itsm assdensity
and dynam icale ects such as (possbly turbulent) con—
vection around the com bustion front are both expected
to give a contribution to the e ective noise. N oise am pli-
tude is consequently relatively large Ef, :_5], and therefore
also velocity distribution of a propagating front can be
expected to be broad. W e show in Fig. 1 that distri-
bution for two di erent values of the potassium -nitrate
concentration.

It is evident from this gure that, even though the
average velocities In these two cases are relatively well
separated and easily distinguishable, the velocity distri-
butions have a big overlap. Together w ih the lin ied
statistics for any xed value for (the di erence in) the
potassium -nitrate concentration, these broad distribu-
tionsm ean that som e variation can be expected to occur
In the m easured average velocities (velocity di erences)
of the fronts.

In the presence of a colum nar defect, we should, eg.,
determ ine the change In the average front speed arising
from the defect. This can be accom plished by analyzing
separately the undeform ed ’ at’ part of the fronts, and
the part of the front pro ke a ected by the presence of
the defect. D eterm nation ofthe average speed ofthe at
fronts is done in the transient (W rt pro ke shape) phase
In which the (row ing) width of the deform ed pro X is
still less than the w idth of the sam ple. In this phase the

at part of the front is already In the saturated regin e
w ith constant average velocity. T he average soeed ofthe
deform ed pro le is detem ined in a later phase n which
the w idth of the deform ed part of the pro le essentially
coincides w ith the sam ple w idth.

W e have also determm ined the average front velocity
for 122 individual bums for a fairly broad interval in
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FIG .2: Front velocity as a function of potassium nitrate con—
centration. M easured points are denoted by circles and the
line is a linear t to these points.

the potassium -nitrate concentration, and these data are
shown In Fig. 2 togetherw ith a lnear ttothem easured
points.

T he dependence on potassium -nirate concentration of
the front velociy is not expected to be linear especially
near the pinning 1m i, but, for the concentration range
shown here, it iswell approxin ated by a linear behavior,
which is also m ore convenient for the subsequent analy—
sis. W e nd that, wih a linear t to the data, the front
velocity v is given on the average by

v=42C + 62; @)

where C is the potassium -nirate concentration, and v is
inunitsmms ! when C is expressed in gm 2.

B efore show ing the m easured front pro les in the pres—
ence of a colum nar defect, let us consider, in order to
m ake later com parisons m ore transparent, what is ex-—
pected from the m ean- eld solution as reported in Ref.

3.
B. M ean- eld prediction

W e assum e that the tin e evolution ofthe frontsh (x;t)
is govemed by the KPZ equation @h=@t = r2h +
5 @ h)?+ + (x;t), where (x;t) describeswhite noise
w ith delta—function correlations In space and tim e, and
the driving term contains the jdealﬂ'ged defect as a delta—
function contrdoution, = o+ 1 , & L=2+ nL).
For sin plicity we assum e here as in [_l;m'] periodic bound-
ary conditions. Ifwe average overnoise In the KP Z equa—
tion, and denote H (x;t) hh (x;t)i, we nd that

@H &;t) _

B+ —@E% + —h@ hPi+ ; 2
ot 2(H) 2(r ri @)



in which H? H%(;t) denotes the spatial derivative

ofH,and h h ;t) H (x;t) descrbes uctuations
around the nmse—averagedpro le. A corresponding equa—

tion can be derived for h .[13]

As h should not depend (locally) on H (x;t) nor
on H °;t), and only local interdependence between h
and the noise averaged pro le can be assumed to ap-—
pear, one would then expect fl3] that in leading order
h@c hfi= ag+ ayH P®«;t), with ag and a, som e con—
stants. T his assum ption willm ake Eq. {_2%) closed so that
i can be solved w ithout further reference to the uctu-
ations. The delta-function contrbution in the driving
term willinduce cuspsin H (x) at x = L=2 nL,and the
solution ofEq. élga’) is therefore equivalent to solving the
equation

QH &x;t)
@t
in the interval L=2 X L=2, w ith boundary condi-
tionsH L=2) = H ( L=2) and H°( L=2) = s. Here
we have de ned the e ective (renomm alized) param eters
e + a=2and . o+ ap=2,and them agniude
of the slope of the front at the defects is s 1=2 <.

E quation ('_3) is the welkknown Burgers equation I_Ié]
which can be solved In closed form in one space dim en—
sions. Tt is useful to express it st in din ensionless
form , which can be achieved w ith transform ations H =
HoH; x= Hox=s; t= 2Ht=( s?),withH, 2.= the
Intemal length scale of the system .

W e ook for a stationary solution of this equation in
the form H' (¢;8) = ( o+ sgn( 1)g)t+ In(f (@), where
sgn (z) is the sign of z, and we have already used the
H opf transform ation in the spatialpart of the ansatz to
rem ove the nonlinearity from the equation forf. W e nd
that [L3]

H P+ 5(H°>2+ . 3)

al
f (z) = cosh(z); gtanh > =1; @)

for advancing defects ( ; > 0), and

al
f (z) = cos(z); gtan 7 =1; 5)
for retarding defects (1 < 0). Here I sL=H, is

the dim ensionless width of the system , and z .
A sym ptotically, for It 1 (@nd > 0), the pro ke
around an advancing defect is a forward-pointing tri-
angle w ith sides that have slopes s, and wih height

H 4 H L=2) H (0) " sL=2.The asym ptotic pro e
around a retarding defect is given by H ¢ Inpos( x=L)jso
that H ’ Hoh (sL= Hy). The magnitude of H ;
thus grow s linearly wih L (or s) whilke that ofH only
grow s logarithm ically wih L (or s). This asymm etry is
a direct consequence ofthe nonlnear term that enhances
the deformm ation in the form er case but reduces i In the
latter case.
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FIG. 3: Average front pro ls with a colum nar defect for
C = 033 (upper and lower pro le, respectively).

C. M easured front pro les

In the above m ean— eld theory, Vv 1=L is the dif-
ference between the front velocity ([driving) inside the
defect and outside the defect. In the slow -com bustion
experin ents this velociy dierence is regulated by
the potassiim -nirate concentration so that now v =
42 C ,where the num erical factor com es from the linear

tgiven by Eq. @), and C C gerect  Cpase isthe con—
centration di erence. T hism eans that the scaling factor
s isgiven by s= 42LjC ¥ .. W ihout as yet know ing
the actualvalue of . needed for evalnating the size of s
and H o, reasonable estim ates, based on the resuls from
the inverse m ethod solution for the e ective equation of
m otion Il2 indicate that the slow -com bustion fronts are
not necessarily in the strictly asym ptotic regin e: we ex—
pect that T > 1 but not by a very big m argin. N otice
that the size of I isnow requlated by C asthewidth L
of the sam ples isheld xed. D espite the achievabl val-
ues of I, we can expect to clearly see the 'asymm etry’ in
the heights of the front pro les for di erent signs of the
concentration di erence. In Fig. 3 we show the averaged
(and sym m etrized) front pro lesfor C = 0:33.

Tt is Indeed evident that there is a clear di erence In
the heights ofthe front pro les around advancing and re—
tarding defects. By follow ing the transient tin e evolution
of the fronts, we could also see a clear di erence there.
For C > 0,when a triangular deform ation was form ed
aftera w hilke around the centralstripe, itsheight and base
length grew wih a m ore or less constant velociy until
the base length reached the width of the sam ple, whik
the slopes of the sides of this triangle rem ained roughly
constant. For C < 0 on the other hand, the height
of the deform ation saturated m uch faster even though it
also grew m ore or less linearly in tim e in the beginning,
and the base length of the defom ation reached the sam —
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FIG . 4: Successive fronts wih a tin e di erence 0£f 0.5 s for
concentration di erence C = 0:327. Also m arked are the

stripe w ith the excess concentration of potassium nitrate, the
fronts between which the average pro ke is detemm ined (thick
lines), the height of the nalpro l, and the average shape of
the pro k.

pl width at the sam e tin e. T his transient behavior w il
be analyzed in m ore detailbelow . T he qualitative behav—
or orthe C > 0 case is clearly visbl in Fig. 4 which
show s the successive fronts w ith a tim e di erence 0o£0.5
sfor C = 0327.

A more quantitative com parison between the m ean-

eld solution for the noise averaged front and the ob-—
served slow -com bustion fronts can also be m ade. For
this purpose we have found it convenient to consider in—
stead of the pro le heights H the average slopes of
the left-hand (LH) sides of the pro ks (c.f. Fig. 3),
k 2 H =L.Aswedonotexpect to be in the strictly
asym ptotic regin e, we have used the fu1ll transcendental
equations for g In Egs. (:ff) and &_’)‘) above when tting
the observed k' with the m ean- eld resul.

T he average slopes, as functions of concentration dif-
ference C, willnow depend on two param eters, A
Ho=L and B 21L=,, which are used to t the mea-
sured slopes. From the tted values for these param eters
we can then estin ate the coe cients and . for this
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FIG . 5: The absolute value of the average LH slope of the
deform ed front pro Il around a colum nar defect as a fiinction
ofdi erence in the potassium nitrate conoenUatio'r} . The I'ilﬂl
Ine isa tby themean- eld solution with Egs. (4) and (b).

system .

W e show In Fig. 5 the experin entally determ ined val-
ues fork; and k togetherw ith the tby them ean- eld
solution using Egs. @) and 6'_5).

F its to the data were not very sensitive to the actual
valie of param eter A so that the correlation coe cient
did not changem uch even ifA waschanged in a relatively
large interval. Ifthe C > 0 and C < 0 datawere t—
ted separately w ithout any restrictionson the two param —
eters, these tshad also a tendency to produce som ew hat
di erent values for the two cases. A s the signaltonoise
ratio isbetter forthe C > 0 data,we xed A such that
it wasbetween the two separately tted valuesbut closer
to the one from the unrestricted twoparam eter t to the

C > 0data,and in the intervalw ithin which the quality
ofthis twasessentially unchanged: A ’ 03. Thereafter
an unrestricted oneparam eter t to the whole data was
used to nd the value for B . In this way we found that
B’ 25.

The tted values forparam etersA and B allow now an
estin ation oftw o physicalparam eters, the 'renom alized’
di usion coe cient . and the coe cient ofthe nonlinear
term, .Wethus ndthat o’ 144mm?s ', and
5%6mms . In the estin ate ©r . we used an ‘e ective’
sampl width L, ' 180 mm, a bi analler than the
width 202 mm of the actual sam ple, due to the width
of the defect stripe and to allow ing for som e boundary
e ects. By otherm ethods we have fund previously that

* 41 S5imms?® [I2], so that the value found here is
fairly close to these previous estim ates.

In view oftheunavoidable uctuationsin them easured
averaged slopes, we nd the tsto the m easured points
by the m ean- eld solution to be quite reasonable.



D . D efect-induced change in front velocity and the
queueing transition

A s already discussed above, the m ean- eld solution
predicts a faceting or queueing transition at C = 0.
Above this transition ( C > 0), the average front ve-
lociy is increased due to the presence of an advancing
colum nar defect, and below this transition the change in
front velocity should vanish for lJarge enough I'' . For neg—
ative C the change in velociy is negative, and should
decrease In m agnitude w ith increasing j C j. A ccording
to K andel and M ukam el {14], this transition should ap-
pearata C o> 0.

A s the num erical data of {_l-é_i] is not decisive, we have
done [11] simulations on a totally asymm etric ASEP
modelwih a xed defect bond with hopping rate rp in
the m iddle of the system , while the hopping rate at the
other bonds was p. O pen boundary conditions were in —
posed such that the hopping-in rate at the left boundary
was p, and the hoppihg-out rate at the right bound-
ary was p. In what follows we only consider the case

= =p= 1=2.

This m odel show s f_l-]_;] a queueing transition at r =
r. = 080 0:02. In addition, the density pro le dis-
playsa qualitatively sin ilar asym m etry betw een the slow
and fast defectbond cases as the mean— eld solution
for the KPZ fronts between the advancinhg and retard-
Ing colum nardefect cases. In the them odynam ic lim it
the deform ation staysnon-zero only in the faceted phase
above the transition. The density pro ls in both the
faceted and non-faceted phases also digplay interesting
power-law tails.

A s the detailed shapes ofthe front pro lesaredi cult
to determ ine experin entally, we only com pare the results
for the dependence of the average front velocity V hvi
(current J hji) on the potassiuim nitrate concentra—
tion C (hopping rate p). In this com parison din ension—
less variables are used, (V W)=V, for the change in
the front velociy, and sin ilarly for the current but for
reversed sign as an advancing defect corresoonds to a
slow bond, C=C ; for the potassiim -nitrate concentra—
tion di erence, and p=p= 1 r Prthehoppingratedif-
ference. D 1 erences are alldeterm Ined betw een the value
w ith or at the defect and the value elsew here or w ithout
the defect. In thisway no tting is lnvolved in the com —
parison. O bviously the actualdriving force is not known
exactly for the slow -com bustion fronts, but the observed
linear dependence well above the pinning transition be-
tween the potassium -nitrate concentration and the front
velocity suggests that the din ensionlessdi erence can be
reliably used in this kind of com parison.

This com parison of the slow -com bustion experin ent
and the totally asym m etric A SEP m odel results is shown
In Fig. 6. Ikt is evident from this gure that agreem ent
between the two results is reasonablk as there isno t-
ting involved. T here are still airly large uctuations n
the experim entaldata, and it is not possible to have re—
sults for very an allvalues of C as uctuations tend to

-0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
(C'Co)/CO y 1-r

FIG . 6: Scaled velocity change of slow -com bustion fronts due
to a colum nar defect as a function of € C ()=Co (?), and
scaled current change iIn the totally asym m etric A SEP m odel
due to a defect bond as a function of  rp)=p=1 r ().
T he full line connects the latter data points.

w Ipe out the whole e ect, and the system is then not in
the 'asym ptotic regin €’. T hese results indicate, how ever,
that there indeed is a faceting (queueing) transition at a
nonzero C o (Persie, -6 1).

E . Transient behavior

In addition to the stationary pro les analyzed above,
it isalso possble, asalready Indicated, to study the tran—
sient pro ls, ie., how the defect-induced pro les grow
at the iniial phases of the process. The transient be-
havior of the pro l around an advancing colum n is par—
ticularly sin ple. The Burgers equation Eq. @'j) adm is
In this case a solution of exactly the sam e shape as the
stationary solution, which grow s linearly in tim e until its
baseline reaches the width of the sampl. Such a ’'self-
sim ilar’ transient does not exist in the case of negative

C, so analytical results for transient behavior are then
di cukt to nd. In the non-asym ptotic regine T 1
one can however show that the situation is symm etric,

H ! H ;. . One would thus expect that, at least
In our case when IT is not particularly large, the height
JH Jjwould also grow Initially (at least nearly) linearly
In time.

T he expected transient behavior for C > 0 isalready
(qualitatively) evident from Fig. 4 above. M ore quanti-
tatively the transient tin e evolution of the height of the
deform ed pro le can be analyzed, eg., by plotting H (2t)
againstH (t). Fora lineartin e evolution the form ervalue
is tw ice the latter. In Fig. 7 we show this plot, averaged
over 32 individualbums, ncliding both signsof C.

T he Initial transient behavior is approxin ately lnear
In tin e rboth cases. For C > 0 the trend continues
nearly linear until saturation sets in when the width of
the pro ke equals the width of the sample. For C < 0
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FIG.7: H (2t) as a function of H (t) averaged over 32

bums. Positive values correspond to C > 0 and negative
valuesto C < 0. Thefulllneis H 2t)= 2 H (t).

the behavior is quite sim ilar except that saturation takes
place earlier. T here is also som e indication that, in this
case, the growth of H becom es nonlinear in tine al-
ready before saturation, but the quality of the data does
not allow for a decisive conclusion on this.

Iv. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION S

The di erence In the am plitude (height), and perhaps
not so clkarly in the shape, of the front in the slow-—
com bustion experim ents, caused by a colum nar defect
w ith excess or reduced driving, respectively, was clearly
dem onstrated. The behavior of the height of the de-
form ed pro l, and the qualitative shape of the pro ke
in the case of excess driving, were also reasonably well
explained by the mean- eld solution of Ref. f3]. The
asym ptotic shape ofthe pro I in the case ofnegative ve—
Jociy di erence could not be unequivocally determ ined
as uctuations are m ore In portant In this case of rela—
tively am all am plitude of the pro k. The reduced, in
com parison w ith the case of excess driving, height of the
pro e wasvery evident. In the case of positive velocity
di erence the transient behavior of the pro l, ie., the
grow th of the defect Induced deform ation in the pro e
shape, could as well be explained by the m ean— eld so—

lution. For negative velocity di erence a nearly lnear
behavior In tin e was observed initially, ©llow ed perhaps
by a regin e of nonlinear tin e evolution before saturation.

F itting the average height (or equivalently the average
slopes of the sides) of the pro ke w ith the m ean— eld so—
lutionsprovided usw ith estin ates for the e ective 'di u-
sion constant’ ¢ and the coe cient ofthe nonlineartem ,

. The latter param eter can also be detemm ned from the
slope dependence of the local front velocity E, :}é], orby
applying an inverse m ethod on the ocbserved fronts :_1'2j]
The value found here for is fairly close to these previ-
ous estin ates, and we nd this level of agreem ent very
reasonable in view ofthe rather large uctuations in the
present data.

O ne should, how ever, notice that the m easured fora
sam ple depends on the potassium -nitrate concentration
In that sam ple, and that the average potassium -nitrate
concentration wasnot the sam e in the sam plesused In the
experin ents. W e did not take this variation into account,
as it can be assum ed to give a sn alle ect in com parison
w ith the other experim ental uncertainties, so that the
present estim ate represents an ‘average’ value.

The e ective di usion coe cient . contains, in ad-
dition to the bare di usion coe cient of the original
KPZ equation, an unknown renom alization factor due
to noise-induced uctuations around the average front
pro le. W e cannot thus get an estim ate for the bare’
di usion_coe cient , which can be estin ated by other
m eans tl@‘] However, we can conclide that the noise—
Induced renom alization of . appears to be sizable.

The position and nature of the faceting (queueing)
transition In Interfaces a ected by a colum nar defect (in
the ASEP m odelby a defected bond), has been a long—
standing problem . The agreem ent ound here between
slow -com bustion experin entsw ith a colum nar defect and
the related TASEP m odel results, indicates that this
transition is indeed at a non-zero valie of the respective
controlparam eter. N o scaling properties ofthe transition
could be analyzed at this stage, but the TASEP m odel
results also Indicate that this transition is continuous. It
rem ains an experin ental challenge to analyze this tran—
sition in m ore detail.
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