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A bstract

W e Introduce a determ nistic selfforganized critical system that is one din ensional
and buk driven.W e nd that there is no unigque universality class associated w ih
the systam . T hat is, the critical exponents change as the param eters of the system
are changed. T his is in contrast w ith the boundary driven version ofthem odel M .
de Sousa V ieira, Phys. Rev. E 61 (2000) 6056] In which the exponents are unique.
This m odel can be seen as a discretized version of the conservative lin it of the
BurridgeK nopo m odel for earthquakes.
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Bak, Tang and W iesenfeld (I) introduced the conospt of SelfO rganized C riti-
cality (SO C) to explain the ubiquity ofscaling Invariance in N ature. In system s
that present SOC power-law distrbution of event sizes, lim ited only by the
system size, is cbserved w thout ning tuning ofparam eters.

O ne of the m ost well known scaling invariant distrbbutions in N ature is the
G utenbergR ichter law @), which refers to a power-Jaw distribution of earth—
quake sizes. Earthquake m odels have been studied in connection wih SOC,
one of them being the BurridgeK nopo (3) m odel. That m odel consists of a
linear chain of blocks connected to each other via springs and each blodk is
connected to an upper bar, which ispulled w ith constant velocity. T he blocks
are on a surface w ith friction . Events of several sizes are observed astheblocks
are pulled. C arlson and Langer(4) showed that the distroution of events o}
low sapowerdaw foram allevents. Larger events follow a di erent distrbution.
T he critical event size that ssparates those two distrdbbutions does not depend
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on the system size. Since the power-law distrioution is not lim ited by the sys—
tem size, i In plies that the BurmrddgeK nopo m odel, in the nonconservative
version studied by C arlson and Langer, does not present SO C . A notherm odel
for earthquakes, also introduced by Burridge and Knopo (3), n which only
the st block of the chain is pulled does present SOC . Such a m odel has
been called the tran m odel@) .A discretized version ofthe train m odelm odel
govermed by coupled m ap lattices (CM L) was introduced In §). Tn aCM L the
soace variables are continuous and the tin e is discrete.

The ain of this paper is to show that a CM L discretized version of the
BurridgeK nopo m odel, the one n which all the blocks are connected to an

upper bar, does present SOC in the conservative lim it. Such a discretization

was perform ed by N akanishi on the sam e m odelf}). However, in his studies
that system did not present SO C, even In the conservative lim i, duetoadi er-
ent relaxation function he used.W e also show that the crtical exponents vary
w ith the param eters of the m odel. This is In contrast w ith the train m odel,
w hich hasa unique universality class. T he universality class ofthe train m odel
is the sam e as the one of the O sb rice pilke m odelfd) . To our know ledge, this
isthe st SOC m odel to be introduced that is bulk driven, one-dimn ensional
and detem Inistic. W e believe that ourm odel could also be applied or gran—
ularm aterial n a quasione-dim ensional rotating drum . T he two-dim ensional
version of this m odel was studied in (@) and that m odel presents avalanche
size distribution consistent w ith what is observed In sand experin ents.

In our discretized version of the BurridgeK nopo m odel each elem ent (ie.,
blodks) i is characterized by a varabl f;, which we will call foroe, with i=

1; 5L, and L being the num ber of elem ents in the system . The dynam ical
evolution of the system is determ ined by the follow Ing algorithm :

(1) Start the system by de ning random initial values for the variables f;, so
the they are below a chosen, xed, threshold fy, .

(2) Find the elem ent In the system that has the largest £, denoted here by
frax - Then update allthe elementsaccording to £ 7 £5+ fi,  faax-

(3) Chedk the foroes in each element. If an element 1 has f; £y, update £f;

acoording to fio = (f; fu),where isa given nonlinear function. Increase

the forces In its two nearest neighboring elem ents according to £, = £ | +
f=2,where £f=f ; fland detem ies the level of conservation.

4) Iffio < fy, Pr all the elements, go to step ) (the event has nished).
O therw ise, go to step (3) (the event is still evolving) .

W ithout losing generality one can choose fy, = 1. The functional form we use
for s ®)=1 d ak]where Kldenotesxmodulo (1 d)=a,thatis, a
saw tooth function. H owever, we have tested other periodic functions, such as



a trdangularwave, and found that the behaviorwe show here ram ains, that is,
the results are robust, the essential ingredient being periodicity (ot necessary
a perfect one) for .The motivation for choosing a periodic function is due
to the fact that we cbserved that in the BurridgeK nopo m odel, m odeled by
ordinary di erentialequations (ODE s), the force n ablock afteranot so am all
event can have any valie that is sn aller than the m axinum static fidction
force. A lso, In the train m odel govemed by CM L only a periodic finction
reproduces what is seen in the system govemed by ODEs, that is, SOC §;4).
N akanishi]) used for a decreasing finction, but that is unrealistic in our
view for com parison with the system govemed by ODEs.

In our system , the param eter region in which SOC is found isa > 1 and
d << l.Fora < 1 one observes that the earthquakes m erge w ith each other
and the blodks never stop (for a discussion of the physical m eaning of a and
d and why a = 1 represents an in portant boundary In such kind ofm odels,
se (G;19)).For the case d = 1 the system isnot SOC and corresponds to the
one-din ensional version of the OFC m odelfll). There is a transition at an
intermm ediate values ofd, which seem sto be around d= 0:7, from SOC to non
SO C behavior. It isbeyond the soope of this paper to study such a transition.
W e sin ulate the systam using open boundary conditions and parallel update.
The number of avalanches we use is 10° when d  0:l and 10’ when d < 0.

A Tthough the focus of this work is on the conservative case ( = 1) we st
show an exam ple ofevent size distrdoution in the case ofnon conservation.W e
show In Figl @) the frequency of events P (s) as a function of the the event
size s when = 0:9. The qualitative behavior seen is the sam e observed In
the m odel govemed by OD Esf4), that is, a powerdaw distrbution for snall
events and a bum py distrdbution for larger events. W e have found that the
events that belong to the power-law region are the ones that do not probe
the large discontihuities of the relaxation function . In other words, the
only nonlinearity probed by a blodk whose force exoeeds the threshold is a
an all discontinuiy determ ned by d.W e w illbe taking of this regin e as the
\aIn ost linear" one.W e have found a sim ilar situation in the system govemed
by OD E s. T here, the bum py part ofthe distribution has the events that probe
the nonlinear regin e of the friction force.

From now on we concentrate on the conservative case, ie, = 1.W e show

In Figl ) a typical case of the avalanche distrbution (solid line) in that
regin e. W e have found that that distribution can be divided in two distinct
distributions: one for the aln ost linear regin e (short dashed line) and one for
the strong nonlinear regin e (long dashed line) .Power-law distrloution lim ited
only by the system size (ie.SOC) occursonly In the strong nonlinear regin e.
W e are going to concentrate our attention to that case only.

W e have plotted In Fig2 @) the distrbution ofevent sizesP (s) for the events



Fig. 1.D istrbution of event sizes for @) a= 3,d= 001, = 09with L = 128
(s0lid), L = 256 (dashed) and @) a= 4,d= 01land = 1.

Fig. 2. D istrbution of event sizes for (a) varying a and d and kesping L. the sam e
and () when L = 128;256;512;1024 w ih a and d kept constant. In (c) we show
the nitesize scaling data collapse using = 1:06 and D = 220.

that are In the strong nonlinear regin e for di erent values ofa and d.W e see
that P (s) s , which is characteristic of SOC system s. However, isnot
unigque and vary with the systam param eters. In Fig2 (o) we show P (s) for
di erent system sizes kesping a and d the same, and n Fig2 (c) we show the
data ocollapse using the niesize scaling ansatz for that set of param eters.
W e have noticed that the value of depends slightly on the system size, but
converges to a given valie as L Increases. This has been seen in the Zhang
m odelfll). The authors of {11) fund that for the Zhang m odel the linear
relation ()= ; coconst=L iscbeyed.By extrapolatingL. ! 1 one cbtains
the value of for an In nite Jattice. W e have found the sam e in our m odel,
and this is shown In Fig.3 @) for di erent param eter values.

In m any SO C m odels for sandpiks it hasbeen cbserved that grains propagate
asan unbiased random walker. T his com bined w ith a conservation law in plies
that < s> L2?{12). In our model we have seen that this does not always
occur. Instead, In the lim it of large L, the relation < s> L wih 2
is dbserved. T his m eans that the avalanche propagation in this m odel occurs
subdifusively in som e regions of the param eter space. The largest avalanche
size scales as Sy ax LP . W e have found that D does not vary with the
param eter values, having a value ofD 220.

Tt isnotdi cul to show thatD, and ; arrrwhtedby =D (2 1) (s=e
forexample (3) ora derivation when = 2).Consequently, ifD is constant
and variesw ith the param eter values, this in pliesthat cannotbe sam e for
allthe param eter values. This iswhat F ig. 3 (o) show s.W e have estin ated the
asym ptoticvalueof via = (og< sp-1024 > 109 < sp-512 > )=(log (1024)

log (512) > ), and we found the ollow ing values: = 1:67;1:78;2:05;1:94, for



Fig.3. @) Exponent asa function ofL. for (from top tobottom ) @ = 4,d= 0:02),
@=4,d= 003), @= 4,d= 031), @= 2,d= 031) and () average value of the
avalanches < s> asa function of L.

@= 4d= 002), @= 4;d= 003), @= 4;d= 041), @ = 2;d= 0d1),
respectively. Inputting the valuesof in =D @2 1 )wecan nd ; and
the values of ; obtained in this way are In good agreem ent w ith what is
shown In Fig3@).

Ithank M aya Paczuski for enlightening discussions.
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Fig. 3
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