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D rift causes anom alous exponents in grow th processes
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The e ect of a drift tetm in the presence of xed boundaries is studied for the one-din ensional
EdwardsW ikinson equation, to reveala generalm echanism that causes a change of exponents for
a very broad class of growth processes. This m echanism represents a relevant perturbation and
therefore is in portant for the interpretation of experim ental and num erical results. In e ect, the
m echanism Jads to the roughness exponent assum ng the sam e value as the grow th exponent. In
the case of the EdwardsW ikinson equation this in plies exponents deviating from those expected

by din ensional analysis.

PACS numbers: 05.70Np, 68.35Ct, 6835Rh

TheEdwardsW ikinson EW ) equation ], as it isdis—
cussed below , is probably the best-studied equation de—
scribing surface grow th processes. Due to is lineariy
i is solvable by standard m ethods and has been stud-
ied analytically as well as num erically In great detail
E, E, E]. The equation is very welkbehaved, so that
the outcom e of these investigations are usually quite pre—
dictable. T here isno reason to suspect that wellacospted
m ethods, such as din ensional analysis and coarse grain—
ng, produce wrong resuls, even if applied to the EW
equation w ith an extra drift term EW d), which still rep—
resents a linear problem .

However, i is shown below that, depending on the
boundary conditions, such a drift term changes the ex—
ponents dram atically to anom alous values, which appar-
ently have been m issed In the literature. The drift in
conjunction with the boundary condition poses a rele-
vant perturbation to the origihal equation. W hile it is
not possible to capture its e ect by the sin ple m ethods
m entioned above, i can be understood using physicalar-
gum ents. The m echanisn tums out to be very powerfiil
and extends far beyond the EW problem .

The EdwardsW ikinson equation ] describes the
tem poral evolution of an interface characterized by its
height (x;t) over a substrate of length L, x 2 ;L ], at
tin e t under the n uence of a them alnoise (X;t). In
one din ension it reads

€ ;D =DE. &+ &0 ; @
w ith a di usion constant orsurfacetension D . The initial
conditions are usually E,E] chosen to be ;t= 0)
0 and periodic boundary conditions (PBC) are applied.
T he centralproperty one is interested in is the roughness,
de ned as

w? L) = 2 ° @)

R

where A denotes the spatial average, A= % OL dxA (x)

and hi is the ensam bl average, averaging over all real-
izations of the noise In order to determ ine w?, the

only property of which enters is

h &0 &5Pi= 2 & B ¢« B, 3)

where param eterizes the strength of noise. To filly

specify the noise, the higher order correlations are usu-—

ally chosen to be those of G aussian white noise and the

averageissettoh x;t)i= 0. A ssum ing a Fam ily-V icsek

scaling behavior E], three exponents, , and z,arede-
ned for the asym ptotic behavior of w 2

2 2 to

w?(L)= al” G F ; @)
w ith appropriate, system dependent param eters a and
b which m ake the universal scaling function G (x) a di-
m ensionless finction of a dim ensionless argum ent. This
fiinction is supposed to behave lke G (x) / x> foramall
argum ents x and to converge to a non-zero value for large
argum ents. Tn the iitial grow th phase, w? is supposedly
Independent of L, so that = =z.

Because of the an all num ber of Independent param e—
ters, the exponents characterizing [ll) can be determ ined
Inm ediately, sin ply by using din ensional analysis. The
roughness based on the ensem ble of solutions of [l) can
be w ritten as

21, D
G — )
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w ith all ndependent param eters being listed on the left
hand side. Eq. [@) is the unique way of writing w? in
the form prescribed by M) with all tdependence being
absorbed Into a din ensionless fuinction ofa dim ensionless
argum ent. By assum ing the existence of the appropriate
lin its or by sin ply com paring [) to @), the exponents
are detem ined to be:

= 1=2 =1=4 z=2 (standardEW ) (6)

%fﬁourse, this can easily be con m ed by exact solutions
/81,

The exponents [@) rem ain unchanged, if xed bound-
ary conditions FBC), & = 0;t) = (& = L;t)= 0,
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are Introduced; the exact solution changes, but as the
new boundary condition does not contain any new non-—
zero param eter and therefore cannot introduce any new
scale, the scaling orm Eq. [@) must necessarily rem ain
unchanged; there are Jjust not enough (ndependent) pa—
ram eters for the orm Eq. [@) to change.

On the ace of i, the EW equation becom esm uch m ore
com plicated, if a drift or convection term is introduced
into ),

@ ;D) =DE. &+ vl D+ D) ; ()
where v denotes the drifting velocity. Such a tem is
probably present in m ost experin ental setups, for exam —
ple due to the presence ofa gravitational eld and a an all
tilt of the substrate but it is not obvious w hether the re—
sulting drift is strong enough to have a signi cant e ect,
see also the crossover length calculated below ). Here, it
is worth m entioning the general r&l of a drift term as
discussed In the context ofanom alous aging by Luck and
M ehta [1].

Th case of PBC, the solution of Eq. [@) is related to the
solution of Eq. [) by a sin ple G alilean transfom ation,

O;t) = (x+ vtjt), which leaves the noise correla—
tor [@) unchanged. Because of translational invariance,
the correlator h (x;t) ®%t%)1i (spatially) depends only
onx #+ vt £ and becomes independent of v or
equaltines t° = t. Because w? in [J) is a fiinctional
of the equaltim e correlator, it is also independent of v.
Thus, in case ofPBC, the exponents rem ain those listed
nEq. @),

= 1=2 =1=4 z=2 EW wihPBC and driff)
@®)

D in ensional analysis, how ever, leads to a scaling form

w? (GL;D; jv) = iG LA ©)
e D 2’'p '

the behavior of which is unknown; as is shown below,

G (x;y) m ight behave lke y 2 for large x.

Tt is very tempting and in fact leads to the expo—
nents previously reported In the literature [{], to ar-
gue that the drift term in [@) is relevant com pared to
the diusion tetm . In fact, this is what an ansatz

x;0°t) = b (x;t) suggests. The idea behind this
m uch-used m ethod [9,/10], isto determm ine the term sdom —
inating the large scale behavior of Eq. [@). It is often
applied to detem Ine relative relevancy of higher order
term s in Langevin equations. In fact, the exact relation

jvb* 1)
(10)

seam s to indicate that Dbehaves on large scales lke

on gn all scales with a di usion constant D reduced by

(tBL;D ; V) = b7 Gyt LD Y 2

a factorb ! com pared to the reduction of v. Thus, the
di usion constant isexpected to drop out for large system
sizes. Repeating the dim ensional analysis w thout the
di usion tem , ie. setting D = 0, then yields
=0 =0 z=1 EWd from coarse graining) :
1)
T his is consistent w ith a scaling law w hich can be derived
from [[0). It states that any derivable from dim en—
sional analysism ust cbey [4]

= : 12)

Below it is shown that this is not the case. There is
no reason to assum e that becom es asym ptotically self-
a ne.

A s shown above, this result, suggesting a sn ooth or
at Interface €], isw rong at least In the presence of peri-
odic boundary conditions, because the velocity v sinply
disappearsdue to transhtional invariance. T he key ques—
tion isthen: A re the exponents [[l) recovered ifthe drift
term cannot be gauged away? D oes the coarse graining
and dim ensional analysis argum ents presented above fail
only because oftranshationalinvariance, which e ectively
rem oves v as free param eter from the problem ? The an—
swer to both of these questions tums out to be negative.
T he reason for that is an extrem ely e cient m echanisn ,
e ectively \w Pping out" the stationary roughness.

In oxder to answer the questions raised above, xed
boundaries are applied again, so that the drift cannot be
gauged away. It is worth stressing that xed boundaries
correspond to a nite substrate or a nite region of ex—
posure to the noise, ie. these boundaries are m uch m ore
naturalthan periodic boundary conditions.

Eq. [@) with FBC can be solved using a saddle point
approxin ation. In the follow ing only a few technicalde-
tails of this calculation are presented. A fter expressing
[@) n a din ensionless fom , the solution can be w ritten

as

Z, z
i = & d %oy Vi % 5 %
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where y x=L, = t=@’=D), g = vL=D and

"y; 9 = l=(p L=D) &;tL;D; ;v) as well as

(y; ) = I'2=( D) ;) are din ensionless quanti-

ties. T he propagator ’ ; of this problem essentially con—
sists of tw 0 G aussians \w rapped around a circle of radius
2" from a m irror charge trick, which are closely related
to Jacobi’s #3-function [L1,112]. This sum is m uliplied
by an exponentiale 7 & Y0} ¥ & which accounts for
the drift:
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where by convention
spatial averages [J) are taken. One nds

1 and yp is the initial position. The saddlepoint approxin ation is required when the
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w hich becom es exact for divergent vL=D , ie. especially Drift
In the them odynam ic lim i. Ingpecting the leading term s
Inm ediately gives _
5
= 1=4 =1=4 z=1 EW wihFBC and drift)
. . . (16) Interface profile
This resul is surprising, because these exponents are
anom abus, as they do not correspond to what seem s to
el

be suggested by dim ensional analysis: Not only do they
contradict [@), B) and [, they do not even obey [[2).
In fact, neither the drift term , nor the di usion term be—
com e irrelevant[19]; they areboth crucial for [[d). M ore—
over, the st of exponents sw itches from [d) to [[8) ifthe
boundary condition are changed from periodic to xed
In the presence of a drift term . The EdwardsW ikinson
equation with drift term and xed boundary conditions
is a linear problem displaying anom abus exponents.

The fact that the above result cannot be reconciled
w ith dim ensionalanalysism ight suggest that the m echa—
nism leading to these exponents is very subtle. H ow ever,
it tums out that it can be understood quite easily.

T he drift term m akes the entire Interface con guration
m ove from one boundary to the other. W ithout noise, a
peak starting som ewhere In the bulk gets slow Iy m oved
by the drift to one of the boundaries, whik di usively
broadening. It eventually disappears at the boundary.
The tim e it spends between the boundaries depends on
the starting position and the direction of the m ovem ent.
Themaximum time is L=v, which is also the m axin um
tin e, any noisegenerated structure hasto develop. H ow —
ever, asknown from them odelw ithout drift, it takestim e
L°?=D in order to fillly develop the roughness. T hus, for
L%=D L=v,ie.L D=v= Ly, the interface will re—
m ain In is nitialgrow th phase; the characteristic length
scale Ly representsan e ective cuto forcorreltions. At
the sam e tin e it enables the system to digplay anom a—
Jous exponents. D epending on the direction of the drift,
the nterface \com es out" ofthe left boundary nitialized

W(x)
\*\
.
°
W

J Local width squared

X

FIG .1: A qualitative picture ofan Interface snapshot w ith its
\local roughness", cbtained in a num erical sim ulation; scales
are irrelevant. U pper panel: An exam ple of an interface pro-

le with xed boundaries and drift term . Lower panel: The
ensem ble averaged local w idth squared (num erical data, cir-
cles) is proportional to the square root of the position where
measured, x' 72 ( tted, dashed line).

to = 0 and m oves to the right boundary, as shown in
Fig.[. The average \age" is proportionalto tx = L=v,
so that according to @) w? / ti:z / L'¥?, therefore

= 1=4. Regarding , the Interface cannot \see" the
drift initially, so that = 1=4 just lke for the case w th—
out drift, [@). Ihdeed, even the am plitude of the lead—
ing temm in [[Bd) corresponds to the am plitude obtained
for the problem w ith periodic boundaries. The identity

= already indicatesz= 1, which can also be derived
from the fact that saturation should be reached as soon
as the interface has sw Iped through the system once, ie.
afterty = L=v.

To test the validiy of the results, Eq. [[H) has been



com pared to num erical sin ulations, based on a straight—
forw ard Integration of [@) using Euler'sm ethod. For sys—
tem sizes not too am all (L 128), even the higher order
corrections were reproduced. The mechanism is illus-
trated in Fig.[: T he upper panel show s a snapshot ofan

Interface con guration. The \local age" of the interface

can be read o the local roughness (In an appropriate

ad hoc de nition) as shown in the panelbelow , because

spending m ore tin e betw een the boundaries increasesthe

local roughness according to w? / 72 = &=v)'"2, with

X being the position where the roughness ism easured.

T he physicalexplanation presented above goesbeyond
the EW equation; provided that the crossover tin e of
the originalm odel w ithout drift scales faster in L than
t, ie. z > 1, the argum ent should apply, so that at
su ciently large system sizes obtainsthevalieof and
therefore z = 1. It is a very e cient m echanisn , which
w orks under very general circum stances even in them ost
sin ple, linear case. It therefore speaks a clear waming
as to the Interpretation of num erical and experim ental
studies: the true value of m ight have been \washed
away" by a very sn all drift.

TheKPZ Z,l3,l4,13]equation (z= 3=2) isparticularly
Interesting: Ttsnon-linearity isonly in portant during the
initial grow th phase ( = 1=3) and becom es Insigni cant
In the stationary regine ( = 1=2). However, wih an
additional drift term the equation should rem ain in the
initial grow th phase, with the non-lhearity present in
the stationary state. Indeed, using a C ole-H opftransfor-
m ation [F], the problem can be reduced to an equation
sin ilar to Eq. [@). H owever, prelin inary num erical tests
did not fully con m this correspondence.

Tt is not yet com pletely clear how to generalize this
argum ents to higher din ensions. For two dim ensions it
is tem pting to speculate whether exponents ocbserved in
experin entalm olecularbeam epitaxy are related to such
a drift tem , for exam ple when 14] or when
isclose to kpy 024110, 15]. Interestingly, only one
boundary needs to be xed in order to observe the phe—
nom enon, nam ely the boundary the velocity points aw ay
from , in Fig.0l the left boundary.

The m echanisn stresses once m ore the relevance of
boundary conditions as prom nently pointed out by Lan—
dau and Binder [L6]. However, i is worth em phasizing
that in the present case, the change of boundary condi-
tions leads to a change of the buk critical exponents.

Even though the physical explanation provides a very
clear picture of the m echanisn , it is not obvious how a
drift term exactly a ectsotherm odels, w ith, orexam ple,
quenched or conserved noise, with an additional term

m orwih addiional scaling law s.

In conclusion we have presented a rem arkably sinple
m echanisn which reduces the roughness exponent to the
value of the growth exponent for any sm all am ount of
drift in the Langevin equation in the presence of xed
boundary conditions, provided that In the originalm odel,

the dynam ical exponent z is larger than unity. On suf-
ciently lJarge scale, this m echanisn should be visble in

m any experin ental and num erical system s. M ost unex—
pectedly, it can even be ound in the EdwardsW ikinson
equation, which consequently shows anom alous expo—
nents, depending on the boundary conditions In posed.
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