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The extrem alFourier intensities are studied for stationary Edwards-W ilkinson-type,G aussian,

interfaces with power-law dispersion. W e calculate the probability distribution of the m axim al

intensity and �nd that, generically, it does not coincide with the distribution of the integrated

powerspectrum (i.e.roughnessofthesurface),nordoesitobey any oftheknown extrem estatistics

lim it distributions. The Fisher-Tippett-G um bellim it distribution is,however,recovered in three

cases: (i) in the non-dispersive (white noise) lim it,(ii) for high dim ensions,and (iii) when only

short-wavelength m odes are kept. In the last two cases the lim it distribution em erges in novel

scenarios.

PACS num bers:05.40.-a,05.70.-a,68.35.Ct,89.75.D a

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

Extrem evaluestatistics(EVS)hastraditionally found

applications in the analysis ofenvironm entaland engi-

neeringdata,such aswaterleveluctuationsorappliance

lifetim e [1]. Recently there hasbeen a surge ofactivity

from physicistsin m odelingphenom enathataregoverned

by the extrem alvaluesofsom erandom variable.Exam -

plesrangefrom thelow-tem peraturestatein spin glasses

[2],a variety ofdisordered system swith traveling fronts

(see [3]fora briefreview),and m odeling corrosivefrac-

ture [4],to depinning ofsurfaces[5,6],to relaxation in

granularm aterials[7].

A centralnotion in EVS is the existence oflim it dis-

tributions, that is,the extrem alvalue in a batch ofa

largenum berofindependent,identically distributed (i.i.

d.) random scalarvariablesobeysa probability density

function (PDF),which is lim ited to one ofthree m ain

types [1,8,9]. It is the tailofthe PDF ofthe origi-

nalvariable,theparentPDF,thatdeterm ineswhich one

ofthese three classes the EVS willbelong to. O ne dis-

tinguishes the Fisher-Tippett-G um bel (FTG ) distribu-

tion,fora decay fasterthan any powerlaw,the Fisher-

Tippett-Fr�echet(FTF),forpowertail,and W eibull,for

powerlaw ata �nite edge.The lim itPDFscan even be

castinto a singlefunction with a param eterwhosedi�er-

entrangescorrespond to di�erenttraditionalclasses,see

e.g.Ref.[1].

The appearance ofEVS lim it distributions in physi-

calsystem sis in itselfinteresting and yieldsa new tool

forthe description ofthose system s,see e.g.[2].O n the

other hand,there are instances when the quantities in

question areeitherdependent,di�erently distributed,or,
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haveseveralcom ponentsand thusgenerically do notbe-

long to any ofthe aforem entioned EVS classes,see e.g.

[5, 10,11]. Closely related to our present subject are

the studies on the distribution oflocal[12,13,14]and

global[15]extrem a ofthe height ofsurfaces. W hereas

there isno generalm athem aticaltheory forthe EVS of

non-i.i.d.quantities,quitea few specialcaseshavebeen

clari�ed,Refs.[1,8]hassom eexam plesofthem .

A possible connection ofEVS to non-G aussian uc-

tuations ofspatially averaged,or,global,quantities in

critical(strongly correlated) system s has recently been

raised [5,16,17,18,19,20,21]in relation to both exper-

im ents[16,21,22,23,24,25]and sim ulations[26,27,28]

for m any-body system s as well as for environm ental

data [29,30]. There are two striking characteristics of

this ensem ble ofobservations. Firstly,the form ofthe

PDF is sim ilar for these observables [16,26],and sec-

ondly,these functions bare a strong resem blance to the

FTG distribution. There issom e variation in form and

there are som e clear exceptions, but this approxim ate

universality hasbeen the subjectofconsiderable debate

in the literature.

M oreconcreteconnectionsto EVS havebeen found in

studiesoftheuctuationsoftheroughness,or,width,of

interfaces.Thenon-G aussiannatureoftheseuctuations

was�rstdiscussed in [31],and in [17,21,30,32,33,34]

fam ilies ofPDFs were identi�ed,allcharacterized by a

single m axim um ,positive skewness,an exponential,or

near exponential, tail for large uctuations above the

m ean,and even faster decay below it. In G aussian in-

terfacem odelsrelation to theFTG distribution hasbeen

observed in severalinstances.Nam ely,them agnetization

distribution ofthe2d XY m odel,in thelow-tem perature

phase where vortices are rare,has been related to the

roughness distribution in the stationary 2d Edwards-

W ilkinson interface, and strong resem blance has been

found toaform algeneralizationoftheFTG function [26].

In another work on the 2d XY m odel,the FTG func-

tion was num erically observed for extrem alm ode selec-

tion [35]. A strong connection to EVS com es from an

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307645v1
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analytic result on a 1d interface m odelwith long-range

interactions,correspondingto a G aussian noisewith 1=f

power spectrum , where the roughness of the interface

turnsoutto be exactly ofthe FTG form [21].

G iven the m anifold occurrence of the FTG shape,

we are led to study the relation between EVS and the

roughness ofG aussian interface m odels. These m odels

can be considered asgeneralizationsofthe stationary d-

dim ensionalEdwards-W ilkinson interfaces,speci�ed by

the exponent � in the power-law dispersion ofFourier

m odes(for � = 2 the Edwards-W ilkinson case isrecov-

ered). Due to theirintegrability,they are idealstarting

point for the study ofm ore com plex,strongly uctuat-

ing system s.Asthe m odelsdiagonalizeinto statistically

independentm odes,and theroughnessequalsthesum of

theFourierintensities,itisstraightforwardtoaddressthe

problem ofpossibleconnection to EVS.Nam ely,onecan

posethequestion thatoriginally m otivated ourresearch:

do the m odes with the largest intensities dom inate the

PDF oftheroughness? Hereweshow thattheanswerto

thisquestion isno.In fact,thisnegativeresult,the �rst

m ain conclusion ofthis paper,is im m ediately apparent

once we construct the distribution ofthe m axim alin-

tensity,an expression thatturnsoutto be a generalized

form ofthe Dedekind function. Besides being di�erent

from the distribution ofroughness,thisfunction generi-

callyalsodeviatesfrom theFTG oranyknown EVS lim it

distributions.Thereason forthedeviation from conven-

tionalEVS is thatthe independent m odes have gapless

dispersion,and are strongly non-identically distributed

even forhigherwavenum bers.Asa result,foreach real-

ization ofthe interface,the largestintensity com esfrom

one ofonly a few soft m odes. The EVS is therefore ef-

fectively com ing from a �nite-size system , even in the

therm odynam iclim it.

Them ain body ofthepaperconcernsthestudy ofthe

m axim alintensity PDF,which is found to depend on d

and �.W hile there are no �nite criticaldc or�c,m ark-

ing thresholdsto the known EVS lim itdistributions,we

discover three lim its where FTG statistics sets in: (i)

� ! 0,(ii)d ! 1 ,(iii)when only hard m odeswith wave

vectorsbeyond a diverging radiusR are kept. Com m on

in these cases is that the therm odynam ic lim it can be

taken beforehand,N ! 1 ,whereN isthetotalnum ber

ofm odes,so one chooses the m axim alintensity out of

an in�nite set,in contrastto the conventionalEVS pro-

cedure.The extrem alvaluePDF becom esdegeneratein

allthree cases in the sense that the standard deviation

shrinksto zero on the scale ofthe m ean.Thisissim ilar

to the traditionalFTG scenario when such degeneracy

appears for N ! 1 . Now,however,in each case spe-

cialscaling should be applied to resolve degeneracy and

revealthe FTG distribution. It is suggested that the

FTG lim itin case(iii)isresponsibleforthe num erically

observed �tto the FTG function in Ref.[35].

Finally,weturn to thequestion how theEVS changes

by considering a di�erent choice ofexpansion functions

(m odes).Thisstudy furtherillum inatesthefactthatthe

EVS isnotgenericallydescribed by any ofthetraditional

EVS lim itfunctions.Sincethedom inantcontribution to

the EVS com esfrom a few m odes,the EVS willdepend

on thespeci�cexpansion functions.W e�nd analytically

a di�erent fam ily ofextrem e value PDFs for the inten-

sities ifthe interface is expanded in sines and cosines,

albeittheoverallshapegoescloseto thatofthe PDF of

the m axim alFourierintensities.

W e section the paperasfollows. In Section IIwe de-

�ne the G aussian m odel(IIA),presentthe basic form u-

lasforEVS form axim alFourierintensities(IIB),then in

IIC evaluate the EVS forthe m odelshowing 1=f noise.

G eneral1=f� noise is considered in IID. The case of

arbitrary substrate dim ensionality istreated in Sec.III,

with the generalform ulasforthe extrem aldistributions

calculated in IIIA. In Sec.IIIB the EVS for the m ag-

netization m odesforthe XY system in the fram e ofthe

G aussian m odelis investigated. The em ergence ofthe

FTG distribution in three lim iting casesis described in

IV. The EVS ofsquare am plitudes from the expansion

in sinesand cosinesisdiscussed in V,Sec.VIisdevoted

toa com parison tothedistribution oftheroughness,and

Sec.VIIcontains the concluding rem arks. W e give the

listofabbreviationsin Appendix A,the sm all-z asym p-

totesoftheextrem alvaluePDFsarederived in Apps.B

and C,and the �nite-N correction to the extrem aldis-

tribution is considered in App.D. Som e details for the

calculation ofthe PDF in the white noise lim it isclari-

�ed in App.E,and in App.F we determ ine,for� > d,

the initialasym ptote ofthe PDF ofthe roughness for

com parison.

II. G A U SSIA N SU R FA C ES IN O N E

D IM EN SIO N

A . 1=f
�
noise

The interfaceatposition x on a one-dim ensional(d =

1)substrateischaracterized by theheighth(x).Replac-

ing x by tim e t,h(t) can be thought ofas the distance

from the origin ofa random walker.

Theroughness,orm ean-squarewidth,isgiven by

w2(h)= [h(t)� h]2; (1)

whereover-bardenotestheaverageofwalks,orinterfaces

on the interval0 � t� T

F =
1

T

Z T

0

F (t)dt: (2)

TheFourierdecom position oftheinterfacegivestheam -

plitudesofthe uctuating m odesweareinterested in

h(t)=

NX

n= � N

cne
2�int=T

; c� n = c
?
n: (3)
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Here h(t)isde�ned on N 0 equidistantpoints(t= k�t,

T = N 0�t)and we introduced the notation N = (N 0 �

1)=2,with N 0 assum ed to be odd,before �nally taking

thetherm odynam iclim itN ! 1 .Theroughnessisthen

the integrated powerspectrum

w2(h)=
1

N

NX

n= 1

jcnj
2
: (4)

In them odelsweconsider,thetim esignalh(t)haspe-

riodic boundary condition,itexhibits1=f� powerspec-

trum ,and them odesareindependentG aussian variables.

The path probability isgiven by

P [h(t)]/ exp[� S[h(t)]]; (5)

wheretheaction S isgiven in term sofFourierintensities

jcnj
2 as

S = �0T
1� �

NX

n= 1

n
�jcnj

2
; (6)

with exponent� de�ning the 1=f� noisespectrum .The

�0 is a param eter setting the e�ective surface tension

and the powerofT originatesfrom dim ensionalconsid-

erations[34].

ThePDF oftheroughnessfortheG aussian m odelhas

been extensively studied in [20,21,34]. For � = 1 it

wasfound analyticallytocoincidewith theFTG function

[21],oneofthelim itfunctionsofEVS.Nevertheless,the

roughness is not a priori an extrem alquantity and it

rem ains an open question why it obeys the EVS.O ne

m ayarguethatthesum isdom inated bythesofterm odes

whoseextrem alvaluespossibly determ inethecum ulative

behavior [18,35]. M otivated by this problem we study

the largestcontribution to the sum (4).

An alternative choice ofFouriercoe�cientswould be

the set(R ecn)
2
;(Im cn)

2
,asstudied in [35]. These are

thecoe�cientsfrom theexpansionsby sinesand cosines,

and whilethisdoesnotseem tobeaphysicallysigni�cant

m odi�cation,the EVS forthissetis,in general,quanti-

tatively di�erentfrom thatofthe intensitiesjcnj
2
.Nev-

ertheless,the PDFsforthe two setsaresim ilarin shape

and lead to thesam ephysicalconclusions,so in orderto

keep unity ofdiscussion we focus on the setjcnj
2
along

m ostofthem ain text,and sum m arizetheresultson the

(R ecn)
2
;(Im cn)

2
atthe end.

B . Extrem e value distributions

W e calculate the probability that the m axim alinten-

sity jcnj
2
m ax isT

�� 1z=�0,so we shallactually determ ine

thescaling function oftheEVS.W e denotethe PDF for

thatextrem evalueby P�(z),and thecum ulative,or,in-

tegrated probability distribution function (IPDF)by

M �(z)=

Z z

0

P�(y)dy: (7)

Since M �(z) is the probability that none ofthe jcnj
2
s

exceed T �� 1z=�0,wecan expressitas

M �(z)=

NY

n= 1

Z jcn j
2
� z

0

A ne
� n

�
jcn j

2

dR ecn dIm cn; (8)

where A n = n�=� isthe norm alization constantforthe

PDF ofthe nth m ode. Afterevaluating the integralsin

(8)we�nd

M �(z)=

NY

n= 1

�

1� e
� n

�
z
�

: (9)

In fact,for � = 1 the product (9) is known from the

de�ning form ula ofDedekind’s eta function,the latter

also containing an extra power prefactor [36]. Despite

the di�erence in the prefactor, we willrefer to (9) as

a generalized Dedekind function. Di�erentiating (9) we

arriveatthe expression forthe PDF ofthe m axim alin-

tensity

P�(z)= M �(z)

NX

n= 1

n�

en
� z � 1

: (10)

The IPDF and the PDF vanish for z � 0, the above

form ulas(9,10)areunderstood fornon-negativez.

Threelim itsareeasily understood here.Firstly,if� =

0,i.e.the m odesareidentically distributed,we�nd

M 0(z)=
�
1� e

� z
�N

: (11)

Then the changeofvariablesz = ay+  + lnN ,with

a =
p
�(2)= �=

p
6; (12a)

 = lim
N ! 1

 
NX

n= 1

n
� 1 � lnN

!

; (12b)

where � is Riem ann’s zeta function and  Euler’s con-

stant,yields the FTG distribution in the N ! 1 lim it

M 0(z(y)) ! M FT G (y)= e
� e

� ay� 

; (13a)

P0(z(y))z
0(y) ! PFT G (y)= ae

� ay� � e
� ay� 

:(13b)

Theconstantsin (12)wereused to scaletheFTG distri-

bution so thatthe m ean becom eszero and the variance

one [37]. Secondly and thirdly,in both lim its � ! 1

and z ! 1 only them ode n = 1 m attersand one �nds

M �(z ! 1 ) � M 1 (z)= 1� e
� z
; (14a)

P�(z ! 1 ) � P1 (z)= e
� z
: (14b)

Already atthispointwecan draw oneofthem ain con-

clusionsofthe presentpaper,nam ely,thatforgeneral�

theextrem evaluePDFsarenoneoftheknown EVS lim it

functions. This im m ediately follows from the fact that
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the negative-z and large-z behavior of(9,10) is incom -

patiblewith thoseofthelim itfunctionsforthestatistics

ofm axim a [1,8].

Thebreakdown ofvalidity ofthetraditionalEVS lim it

distributionscan be ascribed to the factthat,for� > 0,

dueto then� dispersion,thedistributionsoftheindivid-

ualm odes are su�ciently di�erent. Here \su�ciently"

needs to be em phasized,because one can conceive sets

ofdi�erentparentPDFsforthe m odes[38]thatlead to

say the FTG function. Such is the case ofa dispersion

thathasagap attheorigin orgoestoa constantforhigh

frequencies. Conversely,one should notbe surprised by

theappearanceofspecialPDFsdi�erentfrom theknown

lim it distributions,because actually for any given PDF

onecan choosesetsofdi�erentparentdistributionsyield-

ing thatPDF in EVS [8].

Itiseasy to convinceoneselfthatfor� > 0in form ulas

(9,10)the lim itN ! 1 can be taken and the resulting

distribution has�nite m om ents. Indeed,because ofdis-

persion theexponentialPDFsofindividualm odesdecay

increasingly fastand so no singularitiesappearforlarge

N . In conventionalEVS,lim it distributions arise be-

cause the m om ents ofvariable z scale in singular ways

in the therm odynam ic lim it,thusrem oving m ostofthe

details ofthe distribution ofthe originalrandom vari-

ables.Now,however,there isno such singularscaleand

thestrong dependenceon thestatisticsoftheindividual

m odesthrough the param eter� rem ains. Thisgivesus

a physicalintuition aboutwhy theEVS forintensitiesof

interfaceswith dispersion isnotdescribed by any ofthe

traditionallim itdistributions.

Furtherm ore,we can also im m ediately assertthe dif-

ference between the PDF ofthe roughness (4),studied

in Ref.[34],and the PDF (10)ofthe m axim alintensity

com ponentin (4). An obviousdeviation isin the physi-

calscales,nam ely,whilethe m axim alintensity isalways

oforderT 1� �,the m ean roughnessislike thatonly for

� > 1,divergeslogarithm ically for � = 1,and stays �-

nitefor�nitesam plingtim es�tif� < 1.Even when the

scalingisthesam e,for�nite� > 1,thetwoPDFsclearly

di�er (the generating function ofthe roughness PDF is

given in [34],whose Laplace transform isnotEq.(10)),

and becam ethesam eonly in thelim it� ! 1 ,when the

n = 1 m ode dom inates. M ore detailed com parison will

follow in Sec.VI.

C . 1=f noise (� = 1)

W hileforlargez thePDF P1(z)ispureexponentialas

given in (14b),for generalargum entsone should resort

tonum ericalevaluation.Thefunction (10)isshown fora

sequenceofN sin Figs.1and 2.ForN � 9thecurvesare

hard to distinguish by thenaked eye,theapproxim ation

by �nite N thusconvergesfastforpracticalpurposes.

Forsm all-z,theexpected nonanalyticbehaviorcan be

estim ated in the following way:the productin (10)can

0
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1
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FIG .1: D istribution functions for the � = 1 case evaluated

num erically according to Eq.(10)for variousN s,each func-

tion scaled to unit average. The convergence is apparently

fastforpracticalpurposes.
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FIG .2:The sam e asFig.1 on a sem ilog scale so asto better

display the regionswhere P1(z)issm all.

be approxim ated as

M 1(z)�

1=zY

n= 1

(nz)� z
1=z

�
1

z

�

!�

r
2�

z
e
� 1=z (15)

wherewehaveused Stirling’sapproxim ation forthefac-

torial. W hile here we took the term s with n > 1=z as

one,this givesusa �rsthintofthe expected functional

form . A m ore precise calculation in Appendix B shows

thatthe large-n region givesa contribution ofequalor-

der,and in the end the true asym ptotedi�ersfrom (15)

only in a scalefactorin the exponent

M 1(z)�

r
2�

z
e
� �

2
=6z

; (16)

seeEq.(B14)with (B12)for� = 1.Derivation by zgives
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the sm all-z asym ptoteofthe PDF

P1(z)�

p
2��2

6z5=2
e
� �

2
=6z

: (17)

Asdem onstrated in Fig.3,theaboveexpressioniscorrect

atsm allz and providesa reasonableapproxim ation over

m ostofthe ascending partofP1(z).

0.0001

0.001

0.01

0.1

1

0.1 1
z

P
1
(z
)

exact
asym ptote

FIG .3:The PD F P1(z)from Eq.(10)with N = 100 and its

sm all-z asym ptote asgiven by Eq.(17).

W e conclude the caseofthe 1=f noiseby noting that,

the PDF for the roughness(4) scaleslogarithm ically in

N and approachestheFTG function [21].In contrast,as

shown above,directextrem alselection oftheconstituent

intensitiesin (4)leadsto a nonsingularPDF,related to

theDedekind function,even in thetherm odynam iclim it.

In short,we have the FTG distribution for the rough-

ness,which is notan extrem alquantity,while the EVS

isnotdescribed by theFTG function.Thusthequestion

raised in Ref.[21],nam ely,whatkind ofextrem alvalue

selection can possibly be responsibleforthe FTG distri-

bution ofthe roughness,has not been answered and is

leftto furtherexplorations.

D . G eneral�

Here we go beyond the 1=f spectrum and investigate

the noise for general�. The specialcases � = 0 and

� = 2 correspond to white noiseand the W ienerprocess

(ordinary random walk),respectively. The PDF ofthe

roughnessforG aussian noiseforperiodic and \window"

(bulk) boundary condition has been studied in [30,34],

and no � otherthan 1 hasbeen found forwhich thePDF

coincided with any ofthe known lim itPDFsofextrem e

statistics.

From the previousdiscussion itisclearthatitisonly

for� = �c = 0 thatEVS isgiven by the FTG function

in �nite dim ensions.Concerning the sm all-z asym ptote,

the IPDF isgiven in Appendix B in (B14),whence dif-

ferentiation yieldsthe PDF

P�(z)�
(2�)�=2c(�)

z3=2+ 1=�
exp

�

�
c(�)

z1=�

�

: (18)

where c(�)isgiven in Eq.(B12). O ne can see thatthe

above form becom es singular only in the � ! 0 lim it.

W hile for any �nite � > 0 the asym ptote is obviously

incom patiblewith the FTG function (13b),surprisingly,

expression (18)correspondstothegeneralized FTF func-

tion for kth m axim um [8]in the specialcase when k,

the FTF powerparam eter�,and � are related through

� = 2(k� 1)= 1=�.Thefunction (18)doesnotequalthe

EVS distribution forlargerz,it is noteven norm alized

to one,so thiscoincidencedoesnotcontradicttheclaim

thattheextrem evaluePDFsP�(z)arenoneoftheknown

lim itdistributionsofEVS.TheFTF classisnotexpected

tobeofrelevancehereanyhow,becausetheparentPDFs

ofthe constituentm odesdecay exponentially.

W hen one evaluates P�(z),the convergence in N is

im portant. The N -dependence has been determ ined in

App.D,whenceitisapparentthatconvergenceisfastfor

� ofunitorderand larger,butslowsdown forsm aller�.

W e give here the asym ptote in the region ofslow decay,

� < 1,

P�(z)� PN ;�(z)� M �(z)
N

�z
e
� N

�
z
; (19)

where we kept the N index for P when only N m odes

werecounted.

The results of the evaluation of P�(z) are given in

Figs.4 and 5. Ifdisplayed on the scale when the m ean

is set to one,see Fig.4,for vanishing � the PDFs de-

velop asingularity aseventually they approach theDirac

delta.Slow convergencein N forsm all� isalso dem on-

strated,already for� = 0:1 one hasto go up to exceed-

ingly largeN stogetasatisfactoryapproxim ation forthe

PDF.W hen thePDFsareshown with variancescaled to

one,as in Fig.5,the functions rem ain nonsingularand

tend towardsthe FTG distribution.

III. G EN ER A L D IM EN SIO N

A . Extrem alintensities

It is easy to generalize the above calculationsto sur-

faces h(r) de�ned on a hypercubic lattice substrate of

dim ension d and edge length L. W e retain the periodic

boundary condition forsubstrate,so the naturalexpan-

sion ofh(r)involvesagain Fourierm odes.Theprobabil-

ity ofa surface (5)isthen characterized by the e�ective

action [20,34]

S = �0 L
d� �

NX

n

0

jnj�jcn j
2
: (20)
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FIG . 4: D istribution functions for d = 1 and various �s.

W e rescaled z by its m ean hzi to get a variable ofunit av-

erage. For � = 0:1 we show the sequence ofapproxim ants

with N = 10
5
;10

6
;10

7
,peak m oving upwardswith increasing

N ,to dem onstrate slow convergence.
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FIG .5: The PD F with the sam e �s as in Fig.4,but z is

rescaled now by its m ean hzi and standard deviation �z to

produce a variable ofzero average and unit deviation. For

� = 0:1only thecurvewith thelargestN isshown.Thepeaks

decreasewith �.ThePD Fstend totheFTG function (dashed

line).The sem ilog insetm agni�esthe sm all-P regions.

Here the rescaled wave vector n = (n1;n2;:::;nd) has

integercom ponentsni such thatjnij� N ,furtherm ore,

them ark 0im pliesthatifan n iscounted then � n isnot,

and thezerovectorisexcluded.(ThehalvingoftheBril-

louin zone isthe consequence ofthe relation cn = c�� n .)

Theaboveaction for� = 2correspondstothestationary

stateoftheoriginalEdwards-W ilkinson m odel,whilefor

� = 4 it gives the curvature-driven M ullins-Herring in-

terface.Fora general� = 2k,k integer,itisa G aussian

m assless m odelwith �nite-range,and for � 6= 2k with

interactionsdecaying like a powerlaw.

Denoting them axim alvalueof�0 L
d� � jcn j

2 by z,and

its IPDF by M �;d(z),each m ode gives a m ultiplicative

factor1� e� jn j
�
z resulting in

M �;d(z)=

NY

n

0
�

1� e
� jn j

�
z
�

; (21)

whencethe PDF is

P�;d(z)= M �;d(z)

NX

n

0 jnj�

ejn j
� z � 1

: (22)

The IPDF (21) can be considered as a further gen-

eralization ofDedekind’s originalproduct form ula [36].

As in one dim ension,itis straightforward to show that

for� > 0 the above functions rem ain �nite and involve

�nite m ean and variance in the lim it N ! 1 . Thus

again no singularscaling is necessary and so we do not

expectthatany ofthe known extrem e value lim itPDFs

em ergeforgenerald and �.However,again asin d = 1,

for� = 0 allindependentm odesbecom e identically dis-

tributed and we recoverthe FTG function after proper

scaling by N .

Thelarge� lim itof(22),forany �xed dim ension d,is

determ ined by the contribution ofthe m odesjnj= 1

P1 ;d(z)= de
� z

�
1� e

� z
�d� 1

: (23)

For�nite� whereallm odescount,wehaveclosed form s

only for the asym ptotes. In the large-z lim it, for any

� > 0 and �xed d,oneobtains

P�;d(z ! 1 )� de
� z
: (24)

Sincehere,too,only them odesjnj= 1m atter,thelarge-

z form ula is obtained from the PDF (23) for � ! 1 ,

by taking z ! 1 ,which explains the fact that (24) is

independentof�.Forz ! 0wedeterm ined,in Appendix

B 2 theasym ptoteofthelogarithm oftheIPDF M �;d(z),

seeEqs.(B15,B16).O necan easilyconvinceoneselfthat

theleading term forthelogarithm ofP�;d(z)isthesam e

asforM �;d(z),so we haveforsm allz

lnP�;d(z)� �
�d=2�

�
1+ d

�

�
�
�
1+ d

�

�

zd=� d�
�
d

2

� : (25)

Forgeneralz wehaveto evaluateexpression (22)num er-

ically.Thisposesno di�cultiesunless� � 0.

B . T he 2d Edw ards-W ilkinson m odel(� = 2)

O neofthe physically m ostrelevantcasesisd = 2 and

� = 2,the Edwards-W ilkinson surface as originally de-

�ned. Since it is a m assless G aussian system , it also

corresponds to the XY m odelin that part of the low
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tem perature phase where the e�ect ofvortices is negli-

gible [18]. There the m agnetization distribution is pro-

portional,with a changeofsign,to the roughnessofthe

Edwards-W ilkinson surface. Accordingly,the distribu-

tion of the m axim um am plitude of the m agnetization

uctuations,afterproperscaling,should begiven by the

PDF (22) for d = � = 2. Fig.6 shows the P2;2(z),to-

gether with the FTG function norm alized to the sam e

m ean and variance. W hile the fact that the two func-

tions are di�erentisobvious,here we dem onstrate that

the functionsdeviatesigni�cantly and in no rangecould

they be m istaken for each other. The large di�erence

here is ofim portance,because the PDF P2;2(z)charac-

terizesalsotheXY m odel,sothisisan exam plewhen the

FTG statisticsisfarfrom an EVS in acriticalm any-body

system .
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0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 1 2 3

z=hzi

h
z
i
P
2
;
2
(z
)

P2;2

FTG

FIG .6: D istribution function for the m axim um Fourier in-

tensity statistics ford = � = 2 and the FTG function scaled

to unitm ean and the sam e variance.

IV . FT G LIM IT IN G C A SES

A . C ase (i): W hite noise lim it � ! 0

Aswe have seen,for� = 0 the m odesbecom e identi-

cally distributed in Eq.(21),thus,because ofthe expo-

nentialdecay oftheparentPDF forlargez,onerecovers

the FTG function by proper scaling in N . O ne m ay,

therefore,expectthatwhen N = 1 is set�rst,the ex-

trem e value distribution convergesto FTG for� ! 0,if

properscaling in � isapplied.Such a convergenceisnot

partofthestandard theory oftheFTG lim it[1,8],so we

show here how itcom esabout.A num ericaldem onstra-

tion in d = 1 wasgiven beforeon Fig.5,now wederiveit

analytically forany d,and determ inethenaturalscaling

ofthe variablez by �.

Let us start out from the IPDF given by (21). Ex-

ponentiating the productinto a sum ,we realize thatin

the interesting region ofz,where � lnM (z) is not too

large,z m ust be large,thus we can linearize the loga-

rithm s.Then wenoticethatforsm all� theterm sin the

sum changeslowly with jnj,thereforeweassum ethatthe

sum can be replaced by an integral.So weget

lnM �! 0;d(z) � �
1

2

X

jn j> 0

e
� jn j

�
z

� �
�d=2

�(d=2)

Z 1

1

e
� n

�
z
n
d� 1dn:(26)

Asym ptotic analysis of this expression is done in Ap-

pendix E,and resultsin

lnM �! 0;d(z) � � A

�
�

z

� d=�

; (27)

where

� =
d

�e
; (28a)

A =
�d=2

�(d=2)

r
2�

�d
; (28b)

valid in the region where z is � in leading order. Intro-

ducing the variable y by the linear transform ation (for

the constantsa; see Eq.(12))

z = � +
1

e
(ay+  + lnA); (29)

and keeping y oforderunity when � ! 0 we get

A

�
�

z

� d=�

� e
� ay� 

; (30)

up to term svanishing with �.Since(27)wastheleading

term in the logarithm ofthe IPDF weget

M �! 0;d(z)� e
� e

� ay� 

; (31)

which istheIPDF (13a)fortheFTG -distributed variable

y.SincethisIPDF haszero m ean and unitvariance,the

lineartransform ation (29)isequivalently

z = hzi+ y�z; (32)

where hzi is the m ean and �z the standard deviation

ofz up to term s vanishing for � ! 0. It thus follows

that the scaled m axim alintensities z have an average

diverging proportionally to �� 1,and they scatterin an

O (1)region aboutthe average.

B . C ase (ii): H igh dim ensions

W eim m ediately recognizetheFTG lim itwhen d ! 1

in the form ula (23)ofthe PDF forlarge�,P1 ;d(z).In-

deed, the PDF for the variable y = (z �  � logd)=a
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then goesoverto the FTG lim it function (13b). Below

we study the d ! 1 lim it for any �xed positive � and

conclude that again FTG arises. This is far from obvi-

ousa priori,becausewhilein largedim ensionsthereare

m any m odes in each shellofconstantjnj,so they have

thesam e,exponential,parentdistribution and,ifwehad

only them ,they would giveriseto FTG ,buton di�erent

shellsthe intensitiesarenon-i.i.d.variables.

Again we exponentiate the product (21) into a sum ,

and notice thatifd islarge,the entropic weightquickly

increases with jnj. Thus the dom inant contribution

com esfrom largejnjs,so wereplacethesum by an inte-

graland again getform ula (26),which should be taken

now for any �xed � > 0 but in the lim it d ! 1 . Its

asym ptoticanalysisissim ilartothatdescribed for� ! 0

in Appendix E,and gives

lnM �;d! 1 (z) = �
1

p
2�

�
�

z

� d=�

; (33)

where

� =
(2�e)�=2

�e
d
1� �=2

; (34)

provided z is of the order of�. Next we introduce y

through

z = �

�

1+
�

d

�

ay+  �
ln2�

2

��

: (35)

K eeping y atorderunity whiled ! 1 ,weget

1
p
2�

�
�

z

� d=�

� e
� ay� 

; (36)

whence (33)yieldsthe IPDF

M �;d! 1 (z)= e
� e

� ay� 

; (37)

which coincideswith the FTG distribution (13a).

W e can thusconcludethatin high dim ensionsthe ex-

trem alintensitiesbelongtotheFTG class.Furtherm ore,

by com paring Eq.(32) with (35) we can determ ine the

average and standard deviation ofthe scaled m axim al

intensity z,nam ely,hzi/ d1� �=2 and �z / d � �=2. In-

terestingly,hzidivergesonly for� < 2,while itshrinks

to zero when � > 2,so thelattercaseisan exam pleofa

nonconventionalFTG lim it,when the m axim alintensi-

tiesaresm allalthough theintensitiesthem selvesarenot

bounded from above. W hile it is plausible that strong

enough dispersion can have the e�ectofan uppercuto�

on the am plitude,the novelty here is the sharp transi-

tion at � = 2,the only value when the characteristic

m axim alintensities rem ain �nite and positive. For all

� > 0,however,the scale ofthe standard deviation be-

com esm uch sm allerthan thatofthe average,a feature

ofthe conventionalFTG scenario [1,8].

C . C ase (iii): H ard m odes

W e study the situation when the m axim alam plitude

is selected only from am ong those with jnj� R � 1,

thatis,the very hard m odes.W e considerarbitrary but

�xed � and d. For we take the therm odynam ic lim it

N ! 1 ,we are left with a single divergent param eter

R. W hereas allhard m ode intensities are quite sm all,

they are ofdi�erent scales and so are essentially non-

i.i.d.variables.Thusspecialconsiderationsarenecessary

to determ ine theirEVS.

TheIPDF forthe m axim alhard m ode am plitude is

M �;d(z;R)=
Y

jn j� R

0
�

1� e
� jn j

�
z
�

: (38)

O bviously R = 1 gives the form erly studied IPDF (21)

in the therm odynam ic lim it. The interesting region in

z is where M (z)changesfast. Atthis stage we assum e

thatin thatregion R �z islarge,butweshould check the

resultforconsistency in theend.W ecan m akefrom (38)

a sum in theexponent,and sincelargejnjsareinvolved,

werewritethe sum into an integral.In leading orderwe

obtain

lnM �;d(z;R ! 1 ) � �
B R d� �

z
exp(� R

�
z);(39)

where

B =
�d=2

��(d=2)
: (40)

Careful consideration of the com pounding logarithm ic

singularitiesleadsto theobservation thatin term softhe

variabley,introduced by

z = R
� �

�

ay+  + ln
B

d
+ dlnR � lnlnR

�

; (41)

theexpression(39)isjust� e� ay�  up toterm svanishing

with increasing R. Thatis,we have recovered the FTG

function (13a)

M �;d(z;R ! 1 )� e
� e

� ay� 

; (42)

where the linear transform ation (41) is understood.

Com paring (41)with (32)we�nd thatthem ean hzihas

theleadingsingularityR � � lnR,soin therelevantregion

ofz the R �z indeed diverges,as assum ed in the above

derivation.

D . Scales ofsingularity

Sum m arizingtheaforem entioned lim its,wefound that

FTG em erges (i) as � ! 0,(ii) for d ! 1 ,and (iii)

when only hard m odes R � jnjwith R ! 1 are con-

sidered. W hile for � = 0 the intensities becom e i.i.
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TABLE I: O rder of the m ean and standard deviation of

the scaled m axim alintensity z in the FTG lim itcases(i-iii).

Forcom parison the scalesin the traditionalscenario are also

shown,see textforthe param etersN ;r.

Case hzi �z =

q

hz2i� hzi
2

�z=hzi

(i) � ! 0 �
�1

1 �

(ii) d ! 1 d
1�� =2

d
�� =2

d
�1

(iii) R ! 1 R
��

lnR R
��

(lnR )
�1

i.i.d.N ! 1 (lnN )
1=r

(lnN )
1=r�1

(lnN )
�1

d.and so FTG should be expected, they are a priori

non-i.i.d.in the cases(ii,iii). Nevertheless,ford ! 1

we found that a shellof practically i.i.d. m odes in

the Brillouin zone becom esdom inant,so thisessentially

explains why one ofthe known EVS lim it distributions

em erged.O n the otherhand,in the case ofhard m odes

we do notsee i.i.d.intensitiesgrouping,thuspresently

we lack an intuitive explanation for FTG .Rem arkably,

however,a com m on featureofalltheabovecasesisthat

the distribution narrows down to a scale sm aller than

that ofthe average,a phenom enon also present in the

traditionalFTG scenario. In Table Iwe sum m arize the

scales ofthe m ean and standard deviation ofthe m ax-

im alam plitude,and com pare them to the scales in the

conventionallim itwhen FTG em erges.In thelattercase

we consider batches of i.i.d.variables, whose parent

IPDF approaches1 like exp(� azr)forlarge z. The di-

vergentparam eteristhen thenum berN ofvariablesin a

batch. Then the statisticsofthe m axim alvalueswithin

the batches becom es ofFTG type [8],and straightfor-

ward calculation yieldsthescalesgiven in thelastrow of

the table.

V . SIN E A N D C O SIN E EX PA N SIO N

Based on physicalintuition one m ay suspect that,in

the absence ofthe traditionalEVS lim itfori.i.d.vari-

ables,the extrem alam plitude PDFswilldepend on the

choiceofexpansion functions.G iven theperiodicbound-

ary conditionsforthe surface,anothernaturalchoice of

expansion functionsarethe sinesand cosines,whoseco-

e�cientssquared are(R ec n )
2
;(Im cn )

2
.Below weshow

thatindeed a new fam ily ofPDFsariseforthe m axim al

square am plitude in this case,thus further illustrating

deviation from theknown EVS lim itfunctions.M orem o-

tivation to look atthese coe�cientscom esfrom the fact

thatthe�rstEVS study in thisarea wasdonewith such

an expansion in Ref.[35]. There,the FTG distribution

wasfound num erically when softm odeswerediscarded.

W hen the sine and cosine m odesare considered sepa-

rately,weobtain theIPDF ofzL�� d=�0 being them ax-

im um ofR e2cn and Im 2cn as

~M �;d(z)=

NY

n

0
Z p

z

0

Z p
z

0

A ne
� jn j

�
jcn j

2

dR ecn dIm cn :

(43)

Then onestraightforwardly gets

~M �;d(z)=

NY

n

0

erf
2
�p

jnj�z

�

; (44)

whence

~P�;d =
2 ~M �;d(z)
p
�z

NX 0 jnj�=2e� jn j
�
z

erf

�p
jnj�z

�: (45)

Thiswillbethe basisfornum ericalevaluation wherewe

go up to an N where the curve in the �gure visibly sta-

bilizes.

For� ! 1 thejnj= 1m odesnum bering2ddom inate,

so

~P1 ;d(z) =
2de� z
p
�z

erf
2d� 1

�p
z
�
; (46)

The large-z form ula forany � isalso determ ined by the

softestm odes,so itisjustthe asym ptoteof(46)

~P�;d(z ! 1 )�
2de� z
p
�z

; (47)

while forz ! 0 the logarithm ofthe PDF hasthe sam e

leading term asthe IPDF,given in Eqs.(C1,C2).

Forthe sakeofdem onstration we consider� = d = 1,

and denote the corresponding PDF by ~P1. Forsm allz,

Eq.(C3)ofAppendix C with � = 1 givestheasym ptote

~P1(z)�
�c1

p
2z5=2

e
� c1=z; (48)

wherec1 = ~c(1;1)= 1:3320405wascom puted from (C2).

The fullfunction and the asym ptotic form ulasare illus-

trated in Fig.7. Note thatthe deviation ofthe sm all-z

asym ptote from the exactPDF neverexceeds0:25 even

forlargerzs.W ealso displayed thePDF ofextrem alin-

tensity P1(z) from Fig.1,which is given by a di�erent

form ula and hasa di�erentm ean hzi,butafterrescaling

goessurprisingly closeto ~P1.Nevertheless,thetwo func-

tionscan stillbe distinguished asshown on the insetof

Fig.7. This dem onstrates that in the present case the

EVS dependsweakly on the expansion functions.

Interestingly,in thethreelim itsyielding theFTG dis-

tribution for the intensities jcij
2
in Sec.IV, the FTG

function is found also for (R ecn )
2
;(Im cn )

2
, following

derivationssim ilarto theonesin Sec.IV C.So theFTG

lim its seem to be robust with respect to the choice of

expansion functions. The FTG function found for the

case ofhard m odes (the equivalentofthe resultin Sec.
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FIG .7: The extrem e value PD F ~P1(z),com puted from (45)

with � = d = 1 (fullline),the asym ptotes for sm allz from

(47)(dashed),and forlarge z (48)(shortdashed). Forcom -

parison the m axim alintensity PD F P1(z)from Fig.1 isalso

shown (dotted);thetwo PD Fsare very close,butdistinct,as

can be observed also nearthe m axim um (see inset).

IV C)explainsthe�ndingof[35],whereextrem alsquare-

coe�cientstatisticswasstudied num erically forthe XY

m odel,and theFTG function (13b)proved to bea good

�twhen softm odes were discarded from the batchesof

intensitiesbeforethe selection ofthe m axim alones.

V I. C O M PA R ISO N W IT H T H E D IST R IB U T IO N

O F T H E R O U G H N ESS

Interestingly,there isa resem blancebetween the scal-

ing function ofthe extrem e value PDFs for � > 0 and

those for the roughness [34]for � > d. Nam ely,both

types ofPDFs have a single m axim um ,positive skew-

ness,a nonanalytic initialasym ptote,and a dom inantly

exponentialdecay (the leading term in the logarithm of

the PDF islinearforlargez).Howeversim ilarthey are

qualitatively,the functionsaredi�erent.

A straightforward way to m ake the com parison quan-

titative isto calculate the asym ptotesofthe PDFs.For

sm allx theroughnessPDF behavesasgiven by (F16)of

Appendix F,and theEVS PDF goeslike(25).Itisinter-

esting to note thatforthe roughnessthe critical�c = d,

where the variance shrinks to zero on the scale ofthe

m ean,while for the EVS the sam e type ofcriticality is

observed for�c = 0.Then both asym ptotescan be cast

in the com m on form

lnP (y)/ y
� d=(�� � c); (49)

where forthe roughnessand forEVS one should under-

stand y asz and x,respectively.

Furtherm ore,in 1d one can calculate the power pref-

actorin frontofthe nonanalytic exponential,c. f. (18)

and (F9),thatagain can bewritten in thesam eform ,so

in 1d both PDFsareasym ptotically

P (y)� C1y
�

3(�� � c)+ 2

2(�� � c) � exp

�

�
C2

y1=(�� � c)

�

; (50)

albeit the proportionality constants in the two asym p-

totesare di�erent. W hatism ore,in 1d both PDFsbe-

com e the FTG function in the lim it� ! �c.Note how-

ever,thatthe two kinds ofPDFshave di�erentasym p-

totesforlargerargum ents,when � > �c.

W e can put the threshold behavior in a short form .

Firstly,forboth kindsofdistributionsthere isa (lower)

criticalvalue (d=�)‘c where,for increasing d=�,on the

scale of the m ean the distributions becom e the Dirac

delta,and thisthreshold is1fortheroughnessand 1 for

the EVS.Then there is an upper criticalvalue (d=�)uc,

thatisthethreshold fortherespectiveclassicallim itdis-

tribution,G aussian for the roughnessand FTG for the

m axim alintensity. Forthe roughnesswe have seen [34]

that(d=�)uc = 2 and forthem axim alintensity itisagain

(d=�)uc = 1 . So there isa region,2 � d=� � 1 ,where

theroughnessisG aussian,buttheEVS isstillnotgiven

by any ofthe known lim it distributions ofEVS,rather

by the generalized Dedekind function.

There is a signi�cant di�erence also in the �nite-size

correction to thePDF.ThePDF fortheextrem alam pli-

tudeconvergesessentially exponentially fast(seeApp.D

forthe1dcorrection form ula),whilethecorrection tothe

roughnessPDF can be shown to be algebraicin N .

In sum ,there is a strong qualitative resem blance be-

tween theshapeoftheroughnessPDF for� > d and the

EVS,furtherm ore,their initialasym ptotes have sim ilar

functionalform s,they are,however,distinctly di�erent

functions.Itrem ainsto beclari�ed whetherthesim ilar-

ityhassom edeeperreason,oritissim plyam athem atical

coincidence.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N

Theresultspresented abovebring usto a very de�nite

conclusion concerningtherelation between interfaceuc-

tuations and extrem alstatistics: the roughness PDF is

notgiven by the largestm ode in the G aussian interface

m odel.Thisistrue,evenin thecase� = d = 1,wherethe

roughnessPDF isthe FTG distribution [21],one ofthe

known lim itfunctionsofextrem e statistics.W e showed,

further,thatthePDF wasnoneoftheknown EVS lim it

distributionsand depended on thestatisticsfortheindi-

vidualelem ents ofthe m odel. In addition,one expects

the boundary conditions to inuence the shape of the

PDFs. It should be added that,to the extent that the

G aussian m odelisa universalfam ily ofm asslessm odels

from the viewpoint ofcriticalphenom ena,the general-

ized Dedekind PDFsareequally universal,depending on

the dim ensionality d and the dispersion param eter�.

It is worth pointing out that there is an analogy be-

tween the G aussian distribution arising from the central
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lim it theorem ,which applies for sum s ofrandom vari-

ables with �nite m om ents,and the extrem e value lim it

distributionssuch asFTG ,which isaboutthe m axim al

ofthosevariables.Both lim itdistributionsarerelated to

a large ensem ble ofindependent,identically distributed

objects.Theappearanceofa non-G aussian PDF forthe

integrated powerspectrum (i.e.roughness),in G aussian

system s [16,17,21,23,26,31,32,34,35],is a conse-

quence ofstrong dispersion,whence followsthe strongly

non-identicaldistribution ofthe m odes. W hat we have

illustrated in thispaperisthatitisthissam edispersion

thatgenericallyexcludestheknown lim itdistributionsof

extrem e statistics. To re�ne the picture,we found that

ifG aussian centrallim itstatisticsisexcluded forthein-

tegrated variable because ofdispersion,FTG extrem al

statistics is also explicitly excluded,but the reverse is

notnecessarily true:thereistheregion of�nited=� � 2,

where the integrated power is G aussian but the m axi-

m alFourierintensity doesnotfollow FTG .However,we

found three bordercaseswhere,by singularscaling,the

FTG distribution arises. In the lim it � ! 0 the am -

plitudes obviously becom e identically distributed. For

the othercases,thatis,in the lim itd ! 1 and when a

largenum berofm odesareom itted nearthecenterofthe

Brillouin zone,thenum berofcontributingm odesdiverge

but the dispersion acrossthe zone rem ains. This result

appearsto broaden thescopeofvalidity oftheFTG dis-

tribution in EVS to non-i.i.d.variables. Furtherm ore,

the specialscalings that led to the em ergence ofFTG

in the bordercasesdem onstrate new waysofextracting

the known lim it distribution even in the absence ofthe

conventionalFTG scenario.

In sum m ary,the extrem e value PDF forG aussian in-

terface m odels are,for �xed choice ofvariables,a two-

param eter fam ily offunctions with a nonanalytic part

for sm allvalues,a single m axim um ,and an essentially

exponentialtail. The functions look qualitatively sim i-

lar,butvary quantitatively overtherangeofparam eters

d and � studied. Thisfam ily ofcurvesisdi�erentfrom

thatfound fortheroughnessdistribution forthesam epa-

ram eters�;d [34].W econcludethatitisnotpossibleto

m akea directlink between non-G aussian roughnessuc-

tuationsand extrem e valuesin these m odels. G iven the

m ultitude ofrecentobservationsofnon-G aussian uctu-

ationsin experim entaland in m odelstrongly correlated

system s,aswellasin theuseofinterfacem odelsasphe-

nom enologicaltoolsin describing such uctuations,this

seem slikean im portantresult.However,therelevanceof

extrem e valuesin m ore com plex,non-G aussian system s

rem ainsan open question and itwould be interesting to

follow up thiswork with studiesin thisdirection.
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A P P EN D IX A :A B B R EV IA T IO N S

Below we sum m arize the abbreviationsused through-

outthe paper.

extrem evaluestatistics ...........................EVS

independent,identically distributed .............i.i.d.

probability density function ......................PDF

integrated probability distribution function ......IPDF

Fisher-Tippett-G um bel...........................FTG

Fisher-Tippett-Fr�echet ...........................FTF

A P P EN D IX B :SM A LL-z A SY M P T O T E O F T H E

EX T R EM E VA LU E D IST R IB U T IO N FO R T H E

IN T EN SIT IES

1. d = 1

O urstarting form ula isEq.(9)where,forsm allz,we

expand term s with not too large n to leading order in

n�z. Term s with largerns m ustbe considered without

expansion. However,exponentiating them the product

becom esasum oflogarithm s,which wecan replaceby an

integralastheterm svary slowly with n.Carefully treat-

ing variouscorrectionsallowsusto obtain theasym ptote

for(9).

Let us separate the product (9) for the IPDF,while

z ! 0,as

M �(z)= C � D ; (B1)

where

C =

n�Y

n= 1

�

1� e
� n

�
z
�

�

n�Y

n= 1

n
�
z = z

n� (n�!)
�
;(B2)

D = exp

 
1X

n= n� + 1

ln(1� exp(� n
�
z))

!

; (B3)

with (n�)
�z sm allbutn� large,i.e.

1

z1=�
� n� � 1; (B4)

The �rstinequality allowsthe linearization ofthe expo-

nentialin (B2),whereasthesecond onewillenableusto

use the Stirling form ula in (B2)and replace the sum in

(B3)by an integral.

A shortdetourisnecessarytoseeunderwhatcondition

the correction to the term linear in z in each factor of

(B2) can be neglected. Including the next term in the
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expansion wehave

C �

n�Y

n= 1

n
�
z

�

1�
1

2
n
�
z

�

� exp

 
z

2

n�X

n= 1

n
�

!
n�Y

n= 1

n
�
z: (B5)

The exponent in the prefactor goes like zn�+ 1� . So the

prefactor can be taken as unity if we use an n� that

satis�es

1

z1=(�+ 1)
� n� � 1; (B6)

a condition stricterthan (B4). Then the approxim ation

in (B2)indeed givesthe asym ptoteofC .

Now we can calculate C from the r.h.s.of(B2) by

using Stirling’sform ula

C � z
n�

�
n�

e

��n �

(2�n�)
�=2

: (B7)

To calculate D we �rst estim ate the error incurred

when the sum is written as an integral: given a func-

tion f(z),the term sin the sum off(n)from n� + 1 to

in�nity can be written to leading order

f(n + 1)�

Z n+ 1

n

dxf(x)+
1

2
f
0(n + 1): (B8)

Perform ingthesum m ation,wecan replacethesum ofthe

f0(n + 1)sby an integralin leading orderand we �nally

�nd up to the next-to-leading order

1X

n= n�

f(n + 1)�

Z 1

n�

dxf(x)�
1

2
f(n�): (B9)

Thisisthe exponentof(B3)with

f(x)= ln(1� exp(� x
�
z)) (B10)

whoseintegralcan be written using u = xz1=� as

Z 1

n�

dxf(x) =
1

z1=�

Z 1

n� z
1=�

du ln(1� exp(� u
�))

�
1

z1=�

Z 1

0

du ln(1� exp(� u
�))

�
�

z1=�

Z n� z
1=�

0

du lnu: (B11)

In thelastlineweused thesm allnessofu:onecan easily

convince oneself,from (B6)thatthe higherorderterm s

vanish.Thede�nite integralis

c(�) = �

Z 1

0

du ln(1� exp(� u
�))

= �

�

1+
1

�

�

�

�

1+
1

�

�

; (B12)

and so from (B9)weget

lnD � �
c(�)

z1=�
+ �n� �

�

n� +
1

2

�

ln((n�)
�
z):(B13)

Finally,(B7)and (B13)give

M �(z)�
(2�)�=2
p
z

exp

�

�
c(�)

z1=�

�

: (B14)

Thisisthesoughtafterasym ptoteforsm allzin thesense

thatitsrelativeerrorvanishesforz ! 0.

Rem arkably,when weneglectthelargen contribution,

we �nd the correct1=z1=� dependence in the argum ent

ofthe exponentialin M �(z). However,the coe�cient

c(�)isonly found by keeping term swith large n.Note,

furtherm ore,thattheinequality (B6)needs� > 0.Thus

weshould notbesurprised thattheasym ptotefor� ! 0

doesnotrelateto thetailofthe FTG function (13b)for

largenegativeargum ent.

In sum m ary,theleadingterm oflnM (z)wasproduced

by exponentiating the productand rewriting thesum as

an integral.W eshallfollow thisrecipebelow forgeneral

dim ensions.

2. A rbitrary dim ension

W e consider here the asym ptotes ofthe IPDF (21).

Theleading term ofthelogarithm oftheIPDF M �;d(z),

in the sm all-z lim it,can be determ ined by transform ing

the sum over the m odes of the Brillouin zone into an

integral,becauseforz ! 0 the term sin the sum change

slowly.Thusweobtain,to leading orderin z

lnM �;d(z)� �
c(�;d)

zd=�
; (B15)

where

c(�;d) = �
1

2

Z

ddu ln(1� exp(� juj�))

=
�d=2�

�
1+ d

�

�
�
�
1+ d

�

�

d�
�
d

2

� : (B16)

Ford = 1 weindeed recoverthec(�)of(B12).Notethat

(B15)doesnotgive the fullasym ptote forM ,itisonly

the leading term in the exponent.

In order to estim ate the next-to-leading term for

lnM �;d(z)one can calculatethe correction arising when

the sum is transform ed into an integral. This is ofthe

order

lnz

z(d� 1)=�
: (B17)

This correction diverges algebraically for d > 1,giving

risetoafurtherexponentialsingularityin theIPDF.The

asym ptote ofM is therefore not as sim ple as in the 1d

case(B14).
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A P P EN D IX C :SM A LL-z A SY M P T O T E IN T H E

C A SE O F T H E SIN E A N D C O SIN E EX PA N SIO N

In thisAppendix wejustsum m arizetheresultsforthe

PDF ofthe m axim alsquare-coe�cientfor the sine and

cosine expansion functions. The leading term for the

logarithm ofthe IPDF (44)com esfrom ourm aking the

sum an integral

ln ~M �;d(z)� �
c(�;d)

zd=�
; (C1)

where

~c(�;d)= �

Z

ddu ln

�

erf

�

juj�=2
��

: (C2)

In d = 1,afteracalculation alongalinesim ilartotheone

followed in Appendix B 1,weobtain the fullasym ptote

~M �;1(z)�
(2�)�=2

p
�

2
p
z

exp

�

�
~c(�;1)

z1=�

�

: (C3)

Notethatthefunctionalform issim ilarto theasym ptote

ofthe IPDF for the m axim alintensity (B14),but the

constantsaredi�erent.

A P P EN D IX D :FIN IT E-N C O R R EC T IO N

Herewe calculatethe correction ofthe extrem einten-

sity distribution for large N . Denoting now the �nite

product(21)by M N ;�;d(z)and assum ing N to be large

weobtain

M N ;�;d(z)

M �;d

=
Y

jn j> N

0
�

1� e
� jn j

�
z
�

� 1�
1

2

X

jn j> N

e
� jn j

�
z = 1� IN ;�;d(z): (D1)

Hence

M N ;�;d(z) � M �;d(z)(1+ IN ;�;d(z)); (D2)

PN ;�;d(z) � P�;d(z)+ M �;d(z)I
0
N ;�;d(z); (D3)

wherethesecond linewasobtained by di�erentiation and

we used the property that I is negligible next to I0 for

large N . From (D1) we surm ise that the convergence

to the N = 1 functionsisin essence exponentially fast

in N �;to be speci�c,we give below for 1d the precise

asym ptote.

Considering in d = 1 the � = 1 case,we have a geo-

m etric seriesas

IN ;1;1(z)=

1X

n= N + 1

e
� nz = e

� N z (ez � 1)
� 1

: (D4)

If� > 1 then

IN ;�;1(z) =

1X

n= N + 1

e
� n

�
z =

1X

n= N + 1

e
� n n

�� 1
z

<

1X

n= N + 1

e
� n (N + 1)

�� 1
z =

e� (N + 1)
�
z

1� e� (N + 1)�� 1 z

� e
� (N + 1)

�
z
: (D5)

The lastform ula,an upperbound forthe asym ptote,is

just the �rst term in the sum I. The sum has positive

term s,whenceitfollowsthatthe�rstterm isatthesam e

tim e the asym ptote ofI for� > 1. Finally,in the case

� < 1 we can rewrite the sum for I into an integral,

because ifin Eq.(B8)we substitute e� n
�
z forf(n)and

N + 1forn�,thecorrectiontotheintegralisnegligiblefor

� > 1in thelargeN lim it.Theintegralisapproxim ately

N 1� �e� N
�

=�z,thisisthen the soughtasym ptoteforI.

In conclusion,

IN ;�;1(z)

8
><

>:

� e� (N + 1)
�
z; if� > 1;

= e� N z (ez � 1)
� 1

; if� = 1;

� N1� �e� N
�
z=�z; if� < 1:

(D6)

W e can sum m arizethe aboveresultsforvarious�ssuch

thatifthe sum m and in I decaysslowly,one can replace

thesum by an integral,and ifitdecaysfastthen thesum

asym ptotically equalsits�rstterm .

A P P EN D IX E:O N T H E FT G LIM IT S

Below we derive Eq.(28)from (26). W e shallreplace

thelowerlim itofintegration 1 by n0 to show irrelevance

ofthe precise setting ofthe lower lim it. Denoting the

integralin (26)byIandchangingtheintegrationvariable

to v = n�z weget

I =
1

�zd=�

Z 1

n�
0
z

e
� v

v
d=�� 1dv: (E1)

Since � ! 0,the lowerintegration lim it becom esz,in-

deed independentofn0.Thesaddlepointm ethod gives

I �

r
�

2�d

�
d

z�e

� d=�

erfc

�
z� � d
p
�d

�

: (E2)

W hen z � d=�e, the argum ent of the erfc becom es a

large negative num ber,where the erfc is approxim ately

2. Thus, including the prefactor before I in (26), we

recover(28).

W e haveherean opportunity to testwhetherthe sum

in (26) was justly rewritten into an integral. W e do

not have rigorous results, but we know that the inte-

gralm ustnotbesm allerthan a singlesum m and term ,if

itis,the integralrepresentation cannotbe accepted. A

characteristicsum m and term now ise� n
�
z � e� v,where
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v = (d � 1)=� is the saddle point in (E1),so the sum -

m and term issm all. Since we considerzsforwhich the

fullintegralfor� lnM isofO (1),the integralisindeed

m uch largerthen a single characteristic sum m and term

e� v. This is a generic test that the integralrepresen-

tation ofa sum should pass,and we perform ed itin all

pertinentcasesin the paper.

A P P EN D IX F:SM A LL-z A SY M P T O T E O F T H E

R O U G H N ESS D IST R IB U T IO N

1. O ne dim ension,� > 1

W e derive here the sm all-x asym ptote ofthe PDF of

theroughnessfortheG aussian m odelof1=f� noisewith

periodic boundary condition. W e considerthe case � >

1,when allcum ulantsofthe roughnessare ofthe sam e

order.In thecaseoftheW ienerprocess,� = 2,thePDF

hasa nonanalyticasym ptote,which hasbeen calculated

in Ref.[31]. Here we �nd that nonanalyticity prevails

forall� > 1. W e begin with the sim plestform ,free of

norm alizing constants,ofthe generating function [34]

G �(s)=

1Y

n= 1

�

1+
s

n�

�� 1
: (F1)

The averageisgiven by � G0�(0)= �(�),where � isRie-

m ann’szeta function,so in orderto obtain a PDF nor-

m alized to unitaverage,in the end we should rescaleby

�(�).

The large-s asym ptote ofthe generating function will

giveustheinitialasym ptoteofthePDF.Thecalculation

goesalong the linesofAppendix B. Forlarge s we can

factorizeG � as

G �(s)= E � F; (F2)

where

E =

n�Y

n= 1

�

1+
s

n�

�� 1
�

n�Y

n= 1

n�

s
= s

� n� (n�!)
�
;(F3)

F = exp

 

�

1X

n= n� + 1

ln

�

1+
s

n�

�
!

; (F4)

where

s
1=(�+ 1) � n� � 1: (F5)

The �rst inequality ensures that (F3) indeed gives the

asym ptote forE ,see App.B foran analogousestim ate,

and the largeness ofn� enables us to approxim ate the

sum in (F4) by an integral. W e also calculate in F the

nonvanishing correctionsto the integral,again in a way

sim ilar to what was done in App.B. Then using the

Stirling form ula in (F3)forE ,substituting theE and F

into (F2),and collecting allstray term swe wind up for

larges with

G �(s) � (2�)
�=2 p

s exp

�

� s
1=�

g(�)

�

; (F6)

where

g(�) =

Z 1

0

du ln
�
1+ u

� �
�
=

�

sin
�
�

�

�: (F7)

The PDF ofthe roughness,norm alized to unitm ean,is

obtained by inverseLaplacetransform ation

P�(x)=

Z
ds

2�i
e
sx
G �

�
s

�(�)

�

: (F8)

Forsm allx the large-real-sregion dom inates,wherethe

saddlepointm ethod can be used.Itsu�cesto com pute

the saddle pointfrom the exponentialof(F6),and then

substituteitsvalueintothe
p
sprefactor.Takingintoac-

countalso thequadraticdeviation from thesaddlepoint

in theexponent,we�nally obtain thesm all-x asym ptote

P�(x)� Q (�)x
�

3�� 1

2(�� 1) exp

�

�
R(�)

x1=(�� 1)

�

; (F9)

where

Q (�) =
(2�)

�� 1

2 g(�)
�

�� 1

p
� � 1 (��(�))

�+ 1

2(�� 1)

; (F10)

R(�) =
(� � 1)g(�)

�

�� 1

�
�

�� 1 �(�)
1

�� 1

: (F11)

2. A rbitrary dim ension,� > d

In generaldim ensionswecan givehereonlytheleading

exponentialforthe initialasym ptote ofthe PDF ofthe

roughnessforperiodic boundary condition.W e consider

the case � > d,else there isno sense in speaking about

theasym ptoteforsm allroughnesson thescaleLd� �,see

Ref.[34]. The generating function yielding unitaverage

isfrom [34]

G �;d(s) =
Y

jn j> 0

�

1+
s

�(�;d)jnj�

� � 1=2

; (F12)

where

�(�;d)=
1

2

X

jn j> 0

jnj� � (F13)

is a d-dim ensionalgeneralization of the Zeta function.

Exponentiation oftheproductto a sum and transform a-

tion ofthesum to an integralgivestheleading exponen-

tialterm

lnG �;d(s)� �

�
s

�(�;d)

� d=�

g(�;d); (F14)
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where

g(�;d) =

Z 1

0

ddu ln
�
1+ juj� �

�

=
�d=2+ 1

d�
�
d

2

�
sin

�
�d

�

�: (F15)

Perform ing the inverse Laplace transform ation by the

saddle pointm ethod,one arrivesatthe sm all-x asym p-

tote ofthe PDF as

lnP�;d(x)� �
R(�;d)

x
d

�� d

; (F16)

with

R(�;d)=
� � d

d

"

�d=2+ 1

��
�
d

2

�
sin

�
�d

�

�
�(�;d)d=�

# �

�� d

:(F17)
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