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Using stochastic conform alm apping techniqueswe study the patterns em erging from Laplacian

growth with a power-law decaying threshold for growth R
�


N
(where R N is the radius ofthe N �

particle cluster).For
 > 1 the growth pattern isin the sam e universality classasdi�usion lim ited

aggregation (D LA) growth,while for 
 < 1 the resulting patterns have a lower fractaldim ension

D (
)than aD LA clusterduetotheenhancem entofgrowth atthehottipsofthedevelopingpattern.

O ur results indicate that a pinning transition occurs at 
 = 1=2,signi�cantly sm aller than m ight

be expected from the lower bound �m in ’ 0:67 ofm ultifractalspectrum ofD LA.This lim iting

case showsthatthe m ostsingular tipsin the pruned clusternow correspond to those expected for

a purely one-dim ensionalline. Using m ultifractalanalysis,analytic expressionsare established for

D (
) both close to the breakdown ofD LA universality class,i.e.,
 . 1,and close to the pinning

transition,i.e.,
 & 1=2.

PACS num bers:05.45.D f,61.43.H v

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

Nonequilibrium growth m odels leading naturally to

self-organized fractalstructures, such as di� usion lim -

ited aggregation (DLA)[1],areofcontinuinginterestdue

to theirrelevanceform any im portantphysicalprocesses

including dielectricbreakdown [2],electrochem icaldepo-

sition [3,4],and Laplacian 
 ow [5].

A powerfulm ethod,nam ely iterated stochasticconfor-

m alm apping[6,7],hasbeen already successfully applied

to generate and analyze DLA [8,9]and Laplacian [10]

growth patternsin twodim ensions.Thishasprovided an

alternative way to addressm any ofthe im portantopen

questions related to pattern form ation in DLA in two

dim ensions,one ofthese being the existence ofm inim al

� eldsforgrowth attheboundary ofthegrowing cluster.

In previouswork [11]we studied the propertiesinduced

bya�xed,m aterialdependentcritical� eld Ec forgrowth,

and showed thatin the presence ofsuch a threshold all

clustersultim ately becom e pinned and,in addition,this

sim pleconstrainthasrem arkableconsequencesforthere-

sulting patterns{ therich,branched structureofDLA is

replaced by a m uch lower dim ensionalshape consisting

ofa few surviving branches.

In this paper we address a sim ilar,but signi� cantly

m ore im portant question because ofits relationship to

them ultifractalspectrum ofDLA,thatofwhathappens

when thereexistsacritical� eld forgrowth on thebound-

ary ofthe cluster,� eld decaying like R
�


N
asthe cluster

increasesin size.W eshallcallthism odelthe\
-m odel".
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As we willshow below,as 
 decreases from 
 > 1 to-

ward a criticalvalue 
 = 1=2 (which correspondsto the

m ost singular possible behavior for the Laplacian � eld,

thatoccuring atthe tip ofa line),there isa continuous

transition from DLA towardlowerdim ensionalshapesfor

which the m ultifractalspectrum is necessarily di� erent

from thatofDLA.W e study thistransition in term sof

thefractaldim ension D (
)oftheem ergingpatterns,and

wederiveanalyticexpressionsforthebehaviorofD (
)in

therange
 . 1 wheretheDLA universality classbreaks

down and 
 & 1=2 closeto the pinning transition.

II. M O D EL A N D T H EO R ET IC A L

B A C K G R O U N D

W itten and Sander [1]have shown that the growth

probability at any point s on the boundary ofa DLA

cluster of length L is given by the harm onic m easure

P (s) = j(r V )(s)j=
RL
0
ds0j(r V )(s0)j,where V (r)obeys

Laplace’s equation r 2V = 0 subject to the boundary

conditionsV = 0 on the(evolving)boundary oftheclus-

terand V � lnr asr ! 1 (corresponding to a uniform


 ux ofparticlesfaraway from the cluster).

Them odelwestudyisavariantofthetwo-dim ensional

DLA growth m odeldescribed above in which growth is

disallowed atpoints on the cluster boundary where the

probability for growth is sm aller than a criticalvalue

R
�


N
,whereR N (theexactm eaning willbede� ned later)

isthe radiusofthe N particlecluster,i.e.,

Pgrow (s)=

8
><

>:

jr V (s)j
RL
0
�[
 � �(s0)]jr V (s0)jds0

; jr V j> R
�


N
;

0; jr V j< R
�


N
;

(1)
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where�(s0)isthem ultifractalexponentatpoints0on the

clusterboundary,L isthelength oftheboundary,and the

step function �(
 � �(s0))ensuresthatonly thoseregions

ofthe clusterboundary obeying jr V (s0)j > R
�


N
con-

tribute to the norm alization integral. Estim ates ofthis

integralwillbeveryim portantin ouranalysisofthefrac-

taldim ension ofthe growing \
-cluster".Since we need

to calculate the harm onic m easure on a freely evolving

interface, this is handled by using conform alm apping

techniques [6,8]. The m ethod was presented in great

detailin Refs.[6,8],and thus here we willjust brie
 y

review the m ain results.

The basic idea is to follow the evolution ofthe con-

form alm apping z = �(n)(!) ofthe exteriorofthe unit

circlein am athem atical!{planeontothecom plem entof

the clusterofn particles in the physicalz{plane rather

than directlytheevolution ofthecluster’sboundary.The

initialcondition is chosen to be �(0)(!)= !. The pro-

cess ofadding a new \particle" ofconstant shape and

linear scale
p
�0 to the cluster of(n � 1)\particles" at

a position s which is chosen random ly according to the

harm onic m easure is described via a function ��;�(!),

where

��;0(!)= !
1�a

�
(1+ �)

2!
(1+ !)

�

"

1+ ! + !

�

1+
1

!2
�

2

!

1� �

1+ �

� 1=2
#

� 1

) a

��;�(!)= e
i�
��;0(e

�i�
!); (2)

which conform ally m apstheunitcircleto theunitcircle

with a bum p oflinear size
p
� localized at the angular

position � [6]. The shape ofthe bum p depends on the

param etera.Following the analysisin [8],we haveused

a = 0:66 througout this paper,as we believe the large

scale asym ptotic properties willnot be a� ected by the

m icroscopicshapeofthe added bum p.

The conform alm ap for an n-particle cluster �(n)(!)

canbebuiltbyaddingone\particle"toan(n� 1)-particle

cluster�(n�1)(!),resulting in the recursivedynam ics

�(n)(!)= �(n�1)(��n ;�n (!)) (3)

which can besolved in term sofiterationsoftheelem en-

tary bum p m ap ��n ;�n (!),

�(n)(!)= ��1;�1 � ��2;�2 � � � � � ��n ;�n (!): (4)

In Eqs.3 and 4 the angle �n 2 (0;2�]atstep n is ran-

dom ly chosen since the harm onic m easure on the real

clustertranslatesto a uniform m easureon theunitcircle

in the m athem aticalplane,

P (s)ds=
d�

2�
; (5)

and

�n =
�0

j�(n�1) 0(ei�n )j2
; (6)

ischosen in orderto ensurethatthe sizeofthe bum p in

thephysicalzplaneis
p
�0.Since

p
�0 isanaturallength

scale in the problem ,in can be scaled outby m easuring

allthelengthsin term sofit.W ere-em phasizeherethat

although the com position Eq.4 appearsat� rstsightto

bea standard iteration ofstochasticm aps,thisisnotso

becausetheorderofiterationsisinverted {thelastpoint

ofthe trajectory isthe innerargum entin thisiteration.

As a result the transition from �(n�1)(!) to �(n)(!) is

achieved by com posing then form erm apsEq.4 starting

from a di� erentseed. Finally,identifying [8]the radius

R n ofthe growing pattern with the coe� cient F
(n)

1 =

� n
i= 1(1+ �i)

a in the Laurentexpansion of�(n),

�(n)(!)= F
(n)

1 ! + F
(n)

0 + F
(n)

�1 !
�1 + F

(n)

�2 !
�2 + :::;

(7)

the constraint to grow only at values of� which obey

Eq.1 translatesinto

1

j[�(n�1)]0(ei�)j
>

�

F
(n�1)

1

��

: (8)

Thisconstraintisim plem ented asfollows.Atstep n,�n
is choosen from a uniform distribution in (0;2�],inde-

pendent ofprevious history. Ifit obeys the constraint

given by Eq.8 acceptthisvalue of�n,otherwise repeat

untilthe constraintisobeyed.

III. R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

Forthe m odelde� ned in Sec.IIone would expectthe

resultantpatternstohavefractalshapeswhich depend on


,and in orderto characterizetheseshapeswewillfocus

on the scaling behavior ofthe � rst Laurent coe� cient

F
(n)

1 . Following the argum ents in Ref.[8],for a given

value
 oneexpectsa scaling law ofthe form

F
(n)

1
� n

1=D (
)
; (9)

where D (
) is the e� ective fractaldim ension ofthe re-

sulting cluster.

W e have sim ulated the m odelde� ned in Sec.II for

a num ber ofvalues 
 in the range 1=2 � 
 � 1:2 and

we have calculated F
(n)

1 asan averageover100 clusters

(for 
 > 0:65),and,respectively,over 20 clusters (for


 � 0:65)ofsize N = 40000. In Fig.1 we show typical

clustersofsizeN = 40000for
 = 1:20,0:75and 0:55,re-

spectively. Itcan be easily seen thatthe rich,branched

structure ofthe cluster at 
 = 1:20 changes,as 
 de-

creasestoward 
 = 0:55,into a m uch lower-dim ensional

shape with only a few branches surviving. This can be

intuitively understood by considering the e� ectthe pin-

ning probability R �

n has on the m ultifractalspectrum

ofthe cluster. From m ultifractalscaling [12,13,14]we

know thattheinterfaceofa fully developed DLA cluster

consistsofsetsofN D L A (�)� R
fD L A (�)
n siteswith grow-

ing probabilitiesjr V j� R ��
n ,and we willassum e that
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FIG .1: Typicalclusters(sizeN = 40000)grown with (a)
 =

1:20,(b)
 = 0:75,and (c)
 = 0:55,respectively.

such a structureisalso valid forthe clustersgrown with

pinning probability R �

n .Asgrowth proceeds,thelowest

probability sites (large �),norm ally deep in the fjords,

willbe pinned � rst,with the hottipssurviving longest,

leading to \pruning" ofthebrancheswherethetipshave

a singularity � > 
.

Asanticipated,forallthevalues0:5� 
 � 1:2thatwe

havetested thecoe� cientF
(n)

1 hasa clearpower-law de-

pendenceon thesizen,asshown in Fig.2(a).Assum ing

the exponent 1=D (
) to be related to a fractaldim en-

sion asgiven by Eq.9,the dependency D (
)(shown in

Fig.2(b))isobtained from apower-law � ttothedata.It

FIG .2: (a) F
(n)

1
as a function ofn for clusters grown with


 = 1:20;0:75;0:65;and 0:55,respectively (log-log plot).Also

shown (dashed lines) are the lim it cases of a D LA cluster,

F
(n)

1
� n

1=D D L A ,where D D L A = 1:71,and ofa line cluster,

F
(n)

1
� n,respectively. (b) The e�ective fractaldim ension

D (
) obtained from F
(n)

1
� n

1=D (
)
as a function of
 (cir-

cles).Thedotted lineisjusta guideto theeye.Thesolid line

is the theoreticalprediction (Eq.12) with f
(
)= fD L A (
)

from Ref.[15].

can be seen thatatvaluesof
 & 1 the behaviorisclose

to thatofa DLA cluster,i.e.,D (
 > 1)! D D L A ’ 1:71,

whilefor
 � 1=2thebehavioroftheradiusF
(n)

1
tendsto

n,i.e.,D (
 ! 1=2)! 1,thusthe behaviorofa growing

line.

In ordertounderstand theseresultstheoretically letus

begin with a very sim pleargum entbased on theassum p-

tion thattheclustershaveam ultifractalspectrum in the

sense described above,in that the interface consists of

sets ofN 
(�) � R
f
 (�)
n sites with growth probabilities

jr V j� R ��
n .Since the constraintwillcut-o� growth at

regionsin theclusterwith exponentsin the range� > 


ofthe m ultifractalspectrum ,we can writedown the fol-

lowing equation for the rate ofgrowth ofthe cluster in

thepresenceofthebarrierin term softherateofgrowth

ofa DLA (no barrierforgrowth)cluster

�
dR

dN

�




�

�
dR

dN

�

D L A

�

�Z 


� m in

d�C (�)R f
 (�)��

� �1

;
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where f(�m in)= 0. The enhancem entofgrowth com es

from Eq.1 togetherwith the estim ate

Z L

0

j�(
 � �(s))jr V j(s0)ds0�

Z 


� m in

d�C (�)R f
 (�)�� :

(10)

Now,weknow thattheharm onicm easureisconcentrated

at� = 1,and thus for 
 > 1 the integralis dom inated

by thevalueoftheintegrand at� = 1,whilefor
 . 1 it

isdom inated by the value at
,and thus

�
dR

dN

�




�

�
dR

dN

�

D L A

�

(

K (
); for
 > 1;

R 
�f 
 (
); for
 . 1;

(11)

where K (
)issom e constantindependentofN . Eq.11

thereforeim plies

D (
)=

(

D D L A ; for
 > 1;

D D L A + f
(
)� 
; for
 . 1:
(12)

Forthecasewhere
 . 1,i.e.,closetothebreakdownin

theDLA universality class,wem ay assum ethatthem ul-

tifractalspectrum oftheclusterisonly weakly perturbed

from itsvaluein DLA and thereforef
(
)� fD L A (
),or

D (
)=

(

D D L A ; for
 > 1;

D D L A + fD L A (
)� 
; for
 . 1:
(13)

Thisprediction m ay betested using therecently com -

puted fD L A (�)spectrum [15]. The resultsare shown in

Fig.2(b)(solid line),and itcan be seen thatfor
 ’ 1

the theoreticalpredictions are indeed close to the m ea-

sured values D (
). The discrepancies at sm aller values

of
 can be attributed to the fact that the m ultifractal

spectrum ofthe cluster is not exactly the one ofDLA,

and when 
 ! 1=2,as we willnow discuss,it actually

m ay be expected to deviate signi� cantly from thatofa

DLA.

For
 & 1=2,the change in the m ultifractalspectrum

from thatforDLA issigni� cant.Forexam ple,itisknown

[15,16]thatfortheDLA spectrum �m in ’ 0:67,whilewe

see thatgrowth continuessigni� cantly below thisvalue,

with �m in = 1=2 being the asym ptotic lim it. O ursim u-

lationsshow strongevidenceforthislim it,ascan beseen

in Fig.3(a):theaveragenum berofattem ptsforgrowing

clusters ofsizes N = 20000 and N = 40000 (scaled by

the actualsize ofthe cluster)exibitsa steep increase as


 ! 0:5.

W e shall assum e that for these highly pruned \
-

clusters" there is a well de� ned lim iting form for the

m ultifractalspectrum ,f
(�),de� ned for 1=2 < � < 


and obeying f
(1=2) = 0,which is a m onotonically in-

creasing function of
. De� ning ~f(
) = f
(
),we can

use a reasoning sim ilar to that used by Turkevich and

Sher [16]in their estim ate of the fractaldim ension of

FIG .3: (a) Average num ber ofattem pts for growing clus-

ters ofsizes N = 20000 (dashed line) and N = 40000 (solid

line),scaled by the actualsize ofthe cluster,respectively,as

function of
 (b)Them ultifractalspectrum ~f(
)from Eq.15

(sym bols) in com parison with the m ultifractal spectrum of

D LA (solid line)from Ref.[15].

DLA to estim ate ~f(
).Theidea isthatfor
 & 1=2 only

the\hottest"tipscontributetogrowth,and thusonecan

write

�
dR

dN

�




� Pm ax � R
�1=2

�

 Z 


1=2

d�C (�)R
~f(�)��

! �1

� R
�1=2� ~f(
)+ 


; (14)

wherethe lastrelation followsfrom the factthatthe in-

tegralis dom inated by the value ofthe integrand at 
.

Thus,weobtain

~f(
)= D (
)+ 
 � 3=2: (15)

Sincefrom sim ulationsweknow thevaluesD (
),Eq.15

(which is valid for 
 & 0:5) allows the calculation of

the upper m ultifractal exponent ~f(
). As shown in

Fig.3(b), the pinning threshold R �
 leads to a shift-

ing ofthe m ultifractalspectrum for � < 
 to the left,

i.e.,f
(�)> fD L A (�)(m orehottips,and larger� eldsat

thosehottips,dueto pruning).

Theseresultscan beintuitively understood asa
 ow of

singularitiesawayfrom 
 (which actsasan unstable� xed



5

pointofthedynam ics).Forany particularvalue�0 < 
,

whathappenswhile the clusterevolvesisthatscreening

isreduced com pared toDLA and thereforethereisa
 ow

ofsingularities�0 ! �1 with �1 < �0.In addition,new

singularitieswith � < �
(D L A )

m in ,can be created.Thus,we

would expectthatthe num berofsingularitiesN 
(�1)�

N D L A (�0)or

f
(�1(�0))� fD L A (�0): (16)

O n the other hand for �0 > 
 the singularity 
 ow

�0 ! �1 can only acttoward an increase �1 � �0 since

such pointscan nevergrow and thuscan only eitherkeep

theiroriginalsingularity orgetahighervalueof� during

growth.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

Using the stochastic conform al m apping techniques

we have studied the patterns em erging from Laplacian

growth with a power-law decaying threshold forgrowth

R
�


N
,
 � 1=2.W e haveshown thatdue to the enhance-

m entofgrowth atthehottipsas
 decreasesthegrowth

evolves from patterns in the DLA universality class for


 > 1 to clusterswith a lowerfractaldim ension D (
)for


 < 1 dueto theenhancem entofgrowth atthehottips.

W ehavepresented evidencethat
 = 1=2,corresponding

to thesingularitiesatthetip ofa purely one-dim ensional

(line)growth pattern,isthelowerlim itforgrowth,with

allclustersbecom ing ultim ately pinned for
 < 1=2.By

usingm ultifractalanalysis,wehaveproposed analyticex-

pressionsforD (
)forboth 
 . 1 nearthebreakdown of

the DLA universality classand nearthe pinning transi-

tion 
 & 1=2. Finally,we have shown thatin the sm all


 range the m ultifractalspectrum ofthe resulting clus-

terissigni� cantly changed from thatofa DLA.W ehave

suggested thatthischange m ay be due to a 
 ow ofsin-

gularitieswith 
 acting asan unstable� xed pointofthe

dynam ics,butfurtherwork willbenecessary tofully elu-

cidatethispoint.
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