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W estudy num erically som ediscretegrowth m odelsbelonging totheclassofthenonlinearm olecular

beam epitaxy equation,orVillain-Lai-D asSarm a (VLD S)equation.Theconserved restricted solid-

on-solid m odel(CRSO S) with m axim um heights di�erences �H m ax = 1 and �H m ax = 2 was

analyzed in substrate dim ensions d = 1 and d = 2. The D as Sarm a and Tam borenea (D T)m odel

and a com petitivem odelinvolving random deposition and CRSO S deposition werestudied in d = 1.

FortheCRSO S m odelwith �H m ax = 1 weobtain them oreaccurateestim atesofscaling exponents

in d = 1: roughness exponent � = 0:94 � 0:02 and dynam icalexponent z = 2:88 � 0:04. These

estim atesaresigni�cantly below thevaluesofone-loop renorm alization fortheVLD S theory,which

con�rm sJanssen’sproposaloftheexistenceofhigherordercorrections.Theroughnessexponentin

d = 2 is very near the one-loop result � = 2=3,in agreem ent with previous works. The m om ents

W n ofordersn = 2;3;4 ofthe heightsdistribution were calculated forallm odelsand the skewness

S � W 3=W 2
3=2

and thekurtosisQ � W 4=W 2
2 � 3 wereestim ated.Atthesteady states,theCRSO S

m odelsand thecom petitivem odelhavenearly thesam e valuesofS and Q in d = 1,which suggests

thatthese am plitude ratios are universalin the VLD S class. The estim ates for the D T m odelare

di�erent,possibly dueto theirtypically long crossoverto asym ptoticvalues.ResultsfortheCRSO S

m odelsin d = 2 also suggestthatthose quantitiesare universal.

PACS num bers:05.40.-a,05.50.+ q ,81.15.Aa

K eywords: deposition m odels; thin �lm s;m olecular beam epitaxy;interface growth;universality

classes;scaling exponents.

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

Surfaceand interface growth processesaresubjectsof

greatinterestforthe perspective ofapplicationsto thin

� lm s and m ultilayers growth and,from the theoretical

pointofview,fortheirim portantrolein Non-Equilibrium

StatisticalM echanics [1,2]. Frequently those processes

aredescribed by discretem odelswhich representtheba-

sic growth m echanism s by sim ple stochastic rules,such

as aggregation and di� usion,and neglect details ofthe

m icroscopicinteractions.O n theotherhand,continuous

theoriesaresuccessfulatrepresenting thoseprocessesin

the hydrodynam ic lim it. They predictthe scaling expo-

nents ofm any discrete m odels,which are consequently

grouped in a sm allnum berofuniversality classes.

G rowth by m olecularbeam epitaxy (M B E ),which is

one ofthe m ost im portant techniques to produce high

quality � lm s with sm ooth surfaces,m otivated the pro-

posalofm any discrete and continuousm odels. The dy-

nam icsduring M BE deposition isdom inated by di� usion

processes,which led totheproposalofanim portanttheo-

reticalm odel,theVillain-Lai-DasSarm a(VLDS)growth

equation [3,4]

@h

@t
= �4r

4
h + �4r

2
(r h)

2
+ �(~x;t); (1)

where h(~x;t) is the height at position ~x and tim e t in

a d-dim ensionalsubstrate,�4 and �4 are constants and

� isa G aussian (nonconservative)noise. Eq. (1)isalso

frequentlycalled nonlinearm olecularbeam epitaxyequa-

tion orconserved K ardar-Parisi-Zhangequation [1,5],

Them ostim portantgeom etricalquantitytocharacter-

ize the surfaceofthe depositgrown by such processesis

theinterfacewidth.Itisde� ned astherootm ean square

 uctuation ofthe averageheight

��

hD�

h � h
�2
Ei1=2

: (2)

Forshorttim es,itscalesas

�� t
�
; (3)

where � is called the growth exponent. Forlong tim es,

in the steady state,the interfacewidth saturatesat

�sat � L
�
; (4)

where�iscalled theroughnessexponent.Thecrossover

tim e from the growth regim e to the steady state scales

with L with the dynam icalexponent

z = �=�: (5)

For the VLDS theory, a one-loop dynam ical

renorm alization-group(DRG )calculation [3,4]led to�=

(4� d)=3,z = (8+ d)=3 and � = (4� d)=(8+ d)below

the uppercriticaldim ension dc = 4. See also the recent

work ofK atzav [6],based on a self-consistentexpansion

approach,which also obtainsthese estim ates. Som e au-

thorsassum ed the one-loop valuesto be exactin allor-

ders,butJanssen[7]recentlyclaim ed thatthisconclusion
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wasderived from an ill-de� ned transform ation and,con-

sequently,therewould behigherordercorrections.From

atwo-loopcalculation,heobtained sm allnegativecorrec-

tionsto �and z in alldim ensions[7].Num ericalstudies

ofsom ediscretem odelswhich belong to theVLDS class

in the continuum lim it (large lattices,long tim es) were

not able to solve this controversy. In d = 1,num erical

workon aconservedrestricted solid-on-solidm odel(tobe

de� ned below)system aticallysuggest�< 1[8,9],butthe

errorbars are large and,consequently,the authors still

suggestthe validity ofthe one-loop result.In d = 2 and

higherdim ensions [10],num ericalresultsindicated that

possible corrections to the one-loop result were sm aller

than the two-loopsestim atesofJanssen [7].

Anotherim portantquestion ism otivated by recentre-

sultson discrete m odelsbelonging to the K ardar-Parisi-

Zhang (K PZ)classin d = 2.The K PZ growth equation

includes second order linear and nonlinear term s which

arem orerelevantthan thosein theVLDS equation (Eq.

1) in the hydrodynam ic lim it [5,1]. W orks on discrete

K PZ m odelsshowed thatthe steady state valuesofthe

m om entsofthe heightdistribution,

W n �

D�

h � h
�n
E

; (6)

obey power-counting,i.e.they scaleas

W n � L
n�

(7)

(note thatW 2 = �2). M oreover,estim ates ofthe skew-

ness

S �
W 3

W 2
3=2

(8)

and ofthe kurtosis

Q �
W 4

W 2
2
� 3 (9)

oftheK PZ m odelsindicated thattheam plituderatiosof

them om entsW n (such asS and Q )areuniversal[11{13].

Itseem sthatnopreviousworkhasconsidered theseques-

tionsin m odelsbelongingtotheVLDS class,possiblydue

to the large tim esinvolved in theirsim ulations(the dy-

nam icalexponentisnearly thedoubleoftheK PZ value).

Besidesthe theoreticalrelevance ofthose questions,ad-

ditionalm otivation fortheiranalysisisthe factthatthe

am plitude ratioscan be m easured with m uch higherac-

curacy than the scaling exponents and m ay eventually

help one to inferthe universality classofan experim en-

talgrowth process.

There isa sm allnum berofdiscrete m odelsbelonging

to the VLDS classin the continuum lim it. The discrete

m odel proposed by Das Sarm a and Tam borenea (D T

m odel) [14]is an exam ple ofa M BE-m otivated m odel

which fallsin thatclassin d = 1,although there isevi-

dence thatitsclassin d = 2 isdi� erent[15,16]. O n the

other hand,the so-called conserved restricted-solid-on-

solid (CRSO S)m odels,� rstproposed by K im etal[8],is

expected to belong to the VLDS classin alldim ensions.

Thiswasalready proved analytically in d = 1 [17{19].In

theCRSO S m odels,thedi� erenceoftheheightsofneigh-

boring colum ns are alwayssm aller than a certain value

� H m ax,sim ilarlytotheRSO S m odelofK im and K oster-

litz[20,21].However,in theK im -K osterlitzm odel,ifthe

aggregation at the colum n ofincidence does not satisfy

thatcondition,then the aggregation attem ptisrejected

(consequently,the m odelis in the K PZ class). O n the

other hand,in the CRSO S m odel,the incident particle

m igratesto the nearestcolum n atwhich the heightdif-

ferenceconstraintissatis� ed afteraggregation.Thus,all

deposition attem ptsaresuccessfulin theCRSO S m odel.

Here,we willstudy num erically a m odi� ed version of

the CRSO S m odelin d = 1 and d = 2,with two di� er-

entvaluesof� H m ax,the DT m odelin d = 1,sim ulated

with noise-reduction m ethods,and a com petitive m odel

involving CRSO S and random deposition in d = 1. All

thesem odelsbelong to theVLDS class.W ewillperform

system aticextrapolationsofe� ective(roughnessand dy-

nam ical)exponentsforthe CRSO S m odelin d = 1 and

d = 2.Theasym ptoticexponentsin d = 1areclearlydif-

ferentfrom theone-loop DRG valuesand thesign ofthe

deviationsarein qualitativeagreem entwith Janssen’sre-

sults[7]. In d = 2,possible correctionsin the exponent

�aresm allerthan thetwo-loop correctionscalculated in

thatwork,con� rm ing otherauthors’conclusions.Itwill

also be shown thatthe m om entsofthe heightsdistribu-

tion obey power-counting (Eq. 7) in d = 1 and d = 2,

sim ilarly to K PZ,and thatthe skewnessand the kurto-

sisfor di� erentversionsofthe CRSO S m odel(di� erent

� H m ax)and forthe com petitive m odelhave nearly the

sam evalues.Theseestim atesdi� erfrom thoseoftheDT

m odelin d = 1,but universality ofam plitude ratios in

the VLDS class cannot be discarded due to the typical

long crossoversofthe DT m odel.

The restofthispaperisorganized asfollows. In Sec.

IIwepresentthestochasticrulesoftheCRSO S and DT

m odels and give inform ation on the sim ulation proce-

dure. In Sec. III,we calculate the scaling exponents

oftheVLDS classin one-dim ensionalsubstrates.In Sec.

IV,wecalculatethescalingexponentsin two-dim ensional

substrates.In Sec.V,wecom paretheasym ptoticam pli-

tude ratiosofallm odelsin d = 1 and d = 2.In Sec.VI

wesum m arizeourresultsand presentourconclusions.

II.M O D ELS A N D SIM U LA T IO N P R O C ED U R E

The rules for choosing the aggregation point in our

version ofthe CRSO S m odelare slightly di� erent from

theoriginalones.Thepresentversion wasintroduced in

Ref.[22]asa m odelforam orphouscarbon-nitrogen � lm s

growth,butonly sm alllatticeswereanalyzed thereand,

consequently,reliableestim atesofscalingexponentswere

notobtained.

At any tim e,allpairs ofneighboring colum ns are re-

2



stricted to obey the condition � h � � H m ax,where � h

is the di� erence in the colum ns’heights and � Hm ax is

� xed. The deposition attem pt begins with the random

choiceofonesubstratecolum n i.Iftheabovecondition is

satis� ed afteraggregation ofa new particleatthetop of

colum n i,then the aggregation takesplace atthatposi-

tion.O therwise,a nearestneighborcolum n israndom ly

chosen (independently ofits height) and the sam e test

is perform ed. This process is continued untila colum n

ischosen in which the new particle can be perm anently

deposited.Here,the cases� H m ax = 1 and � H m ax = 2

willbe analyzed.

In the originalversion ofthe CRSO S m odel[8],the

aggregation takes place at the nearestcolum n in which

the condition on heights di� erences is satis� ed,but in

ourversion theincidentparticleperform sa random walk

along the substrate direction(s)while itsearchesforthe

aggregation point. The originalm odelwas proved to

belong to the VLDS class in d = 1 by di� erent m eth-

ods [17{19]and the coe� cients ofthe VLDS equation

were explicitly calculated for� H m ax = 1 [18,19]. Since

our version does not change any sym m etry ofthe orig-

inal CRSO S m odel, it is also expected to be in that

class. Notice,for instance,that there is no upward or

downward currentin ourm odeldueto them echanism of

random walksforchoosing theaggregation position (the

random steps do not depend on the relative heights of

the colum ns). It im plies that the coe� cient ofthe sec-

ond orderheightderivative ofthe growth equation (not

shown in Eq.1)isexactly zero,the VLDS equation be-

ing the m ostplausible continuum description -see e. g.

the discussion in Ref.[23].

W e willalso study the DT m odelin d = 1. In this

m odel,the incidentparticle sticksatthe top ofthe ran-

dom ly chosen colum n iifithasoneortwo lateralneigh-

borsatthatposition (akinksiteoravalley,respectively).

O therwise,theneighboringcolum ns(attherightand the

leftsidesin d = 1)are consulted. Ifthe top position of

only oneofthese colum nsisa kink site ora valley,then

theincidentparticleaggregatesatthatpoint.Ifnoneigh-

boring colum n satis� esthatcondition,then the particle

sticksatthe top ofcolum n i. Finally,ifboth neighbor-

ing colum ns satisfy that condition,then one ofthem is

random ly chosen.

In oursim ulationsoftheDT m odel,weused thenoise

reduction technique adopted in Ref.[24]. The noise re-

duction factorm isthe num berofattem ptsata site for

an actualaggregation processto occur[25,26].Here,the

value m = 10 willbe considered because itprovided ac-

curate estim ates ofscaling exponents in Ref.[24]from

sim ulations in relatively sm allsystem s. O n the other

hand,the data for the originalDT m odelpresent huge

� nite-sizecorrections(see e.g.Ref.[27]).

In orderto im proveourdiscussion on the universality

ofam plituderatios(Sec.V),wealsosim ulated acom pet-

itivem odelin which theaggregationoftheincidentparti-

clem ay follow twodi� erentrules:with probability p,the

particleaggregatesatthetop ofthecolum n ofincidence,

such asin therandom deposition (RD)m odel[1];other-

wise(probability 1� p),itdi� usesuntil� nding a colum n

iin which thecondition hi� hj � � H m ax issatis� ed for

allnearestneighborsjafteraggregation.Thus,thelatter

aggregation m echanism worksforpreservingthecolum ns

heights’constraintoftheCRSO S m odel.Extending pre-

viousconclusionson othercom petitivem odels[28,29],it

isexpected thatthism odelisdescribedasym ptoticallyby

theVLDS equation,sim ilarly to thepureCRSO S m odel,

butthe coe� cients�4 and �4 ofthe corresponding con-

tinuous equation (Eq. 1) are expected to depend on p.

In thispaper,we willsim ulate the m odelwith p = 0:25

(p = 0 isthe pure CRSO S m odel).

The above m odelswere sim ulated in d = 1 in lattices

oflengthsranging from L = 16 to L = 1024 forthe CR-

SO S m odelwith � H m ax = 1 and � H m ax = 2, from

L = 16 to L = 256 forthe DT m odeland from L = 16

to L = 512 for the com petitive m odel. For the CR-

SO S m odels,thenum berofrealizationsup to thesteady

statewastypically104 forthesm allestlatticesand nearly

500 forthe largestlattices.The sam e appliesto the DT

m odel, but notice that the largest length in that case

was just L = 256. In d = 2,the CRSO S m odelwith

� H m ax = 1 wassim ulated in latticesoflengthsranging

from L = 16to L = 256,and with � H m ax = 2 only until

L = 128.W heneverthenum berofrealizationsup to the

steady statewassm allerthan 104,a largernum berofre-

alizationscovering the growth and the crossoverregions

wasgenerated.Thisallowed the calculation ofcrossover

tim es(seebelow)with good accuracy in d = 1.

Thecalculation ofthem om entsoftheheightdistribu-

tion atthesteady states,W n (Eq.6),followed the sam e

linesdescribed in Ref.[13].In orderto estim atedynam -

icalexponents,we used a recently proposed m ethod to

calculateacharacteristictim e�0 which isproportionalto

the tim e ofrelaxation to the steady state [30].For� xed

L,after calculating the saturation width �sat(L),�0 is

de� ned through

�(L;�0)= k�sat(L); (10)

with a constant k <
� 1. From the Fam ily-Vicsek rela-

tion [31],itisexpected that[30]

�0 � L
z
: (11)

Here,we estim ated �0 with k ranging from k = 0:4 to

k = 0:7.Since theexponentz islarge,thecharacteristic

tim es �0 increase very fast with L. Consequently, for

large k,the accuracy of�0 is low in large lattices. O n

theotherhand,forsm allk,thetim es�0 in sm alllattices

arealsovery sm all(near�0 = 1)and,consequently,there

aree� ectsoftheinitial atsubstrate.Thisisthereason

why wechosea restricted rangeofk to analyzeourdata.
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III.SC A LIN G EX P O N EN T S IN

O N E-D IM EN SIO N A L SU B ST R A T ES

In orderto estim ate the roughnessexponentfrom the

interfacewidth �,the� rststep istocalculatethee� ective

exponents

�(L ;i) �
ln[�sat(L)=�sat(L=i)]

lni
(12)

for� xed i.Itisexpected that�(L ;i) ! � forany choice

ofi.

FIG .1. E�ective roughness exponents (a) � (L ;2) and (b)

�(L ;4) versus inverse lattice length for the 1+ 1-dim ensional

CRSO S m odelwith �H m ax = 1. Errorbarsare shown only

when they are largerthan the size ofthe data points.

In Figs. 1a and 1b we show �(L ;2) and �(L ;4) versus

1=L,respectively,forthe CRSO S m odelwith � H m ax =

1. The evolution ofthe data suggests that �(L ;i) con-

vergesto 0:91 � �� 0:94,accounting forthe errorbars

and reasonable� nite-sizecorrections.

The type ofplotin Figs. 1a and 1b is suitable to � t

the data to the scaling form

�(L ;i) � �+ AL
� �

; (13)

with A constant,ifthe correctvariable L� � is used in

the abscissa (� = 1 was tested in Figs. 1a and 1b).

In its turn,Eq. (13)is a consequence ofa scaling rela-

tion �sat � L�(a0 + a1L
� � ),with a0 and a1 constants,

which includes a sub-dom inant term in addition to the

dom inant one in Eq. (4). However,no variable ofthe

form L� � provided a reasonable linear � t in the range

oflattice size analyzed there. Thus,� = 1 wasused in

Figs. 1a and 1b just to illustrate the L-dependence of

the e� ective exponents. O n the other hand,estim ating

theasym ptotic�ispossiblebecausethereisno evidence

ofan upward curvatureofthose plotsforlargeL.

FIG .2. E�ective roughness exponents (a) � (L ;2) and (b)

�(L ;4) versus1=L
1=2

forthe1+ 1-dim ensionalCRSO S m odel

with �H m ax = 2. Errorbarsare shown only when they are

largerthan the size ofthe data points.

Thedata fortheCRSO S m odelwith � H m ax = 2 was

analyzed along the sam e lines. In Figs. 2a and 2b we

show �(L ;2) and �(L ;4) versus1=L
1=2,respectively. The

variablein theabscissa ofFigs.2a and 2b waschosen to

provide a good linear � t ofthe �(L ;4) data -see dotted

line in Fig.2b.These resultssuggeststronger� nite-size

correctionsfor�(L ;i) when com pared to the m odelwith

� H m ax = 1. The corresponding asym ptotic estim ates

are in the range 0:92 � � � 0:97,also accounting for

theerrorbars.However,sincetheseerrorbarsarelarger

than those for � H m ax = 1,it is possible that the true

asym ptoticregim ewasnotattained yetand thatthetrue

leading correctionsare di� erent. Anyway,those results

stillsuggestthat�< 1 in the L ! 1 lim it.

Alternatively,we willanalyze our data assum ing the

presenceofa constantterm asthesub-leading correction

to the scaling of�sat
2
:

�sat
2
= �

2

I + AL
2�
: (14)

(since �� 1,itcorrespondsasym ptotically to � � 2 in

Eq. 13). �I is called intrinsic width and is frequently

associated to large localslopes in discrete K PZ m od-

els[25,26,13].E� ective exponents�
(I)

L
which cancelthe

contribution of�2I m ay be de� ned as
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�
(I)

L
�
1

2

ln
�

�2sat(2L)� �2sat(L)
�

=
�

�2sat(L)� �2sat(L=2)
�

ln2
:

(15)

FIG .3. E�ectiveroughnessexponents�
(I)

L
(accounting for

theintrinsic width)versus1=L for1+ 1-dim ensionalCRSO S

m odelswith (a)�H m ax = 1 and (b)�H m ax = 2.

In Figs. 3a and 3b we show �
(I)

L
versus 1=L for the

CRSO S m odelwith � H m ax = 1 and � H m ax = 2,re-

spectively. Here,the variable 1=L in the abscissa was

also not chosen to perform data extrapolation. The ef-

fectiveexponentsvary within narrow ranges(0:89to0:94

for� H m ax = 1,0:90 to 0:96 for� H m ax = 2),even in-

cluding their error bars. Consequently,any variable in

the form L� � (0:5 � � � 2) leads to nearly the sam e

extrapolated value of�. The data for � H m ax = 1 are

m ore accurate and suggests 0:90 � � � 0:95,which is

consistent with the previous analysis. The results for

� H m ax = 2 con� rm the trend to � < 1,although the

uncertaintiesarelarger.

Assum ing the power-counting property (Eq.7)ofthe

m om ents ofthe width distribution (to be discussed in

detailin Sec. V),we m ay also use higher m om ents to

estim ate �. The e� ective exponents obtained from W 3

havelarge  uctuations,butthose obtained from W4 be-

have sim ilarly to the ones obtained from the interface

width.They arede� ned as

�
(4)

(L ;i)
�
ln[W 4;sat(L)=W 4;sat(L=i)]

lni
; (16)

where W 4;sat(L) are the fourth m om ents calculated at

the steady states.

FIG . 4. E�ective roughness exponents �
(4)

(L ;2)
(ob-

tained from the fourth m om ent W 4) versus 1=L
1=2

for

1+ 1-dim ensionalCRSO S m odels with (a) �H m ax = 1 and

(b) �H m ax = 2. Error bars are shown only when they are

largerthan the size ofthe data points.

In Figs. 4a and 4b we show �
(4)

(L ;2)
versus 1=L1=2 for

the CRSO S m odels with � H m ax = 1 and � H m ax = 2,

respectively.Thevariablein theabscissa ofFigs.4a and

4b wasalso chosen to illustratethe behaviorofthe data

for large L and not to � t the data to a certain scaling

form . The downward curvature ofthe plotsfor large L

alsosuggest�< 1.Them axim um and m inim um reason-

ablelim itsthatcan beinferred from theevolution ofthe

data for� H m ax = 1 give0:92� �� 0:96.Theaccuracy

ofthe estim ate for� H m ax = 2 islower,asbefore.

Theintersection ofatleasttwo oftheaboveestim ates

for � H m ax = 1,obtained from the scaling ofdi� erent

quantitiesand assum ing di� erentform sof� nite-sizecor-

rections,provides a � nalestim ate � = 0:94� 0:02. As

willbediscussed below,resultsfortheDT m odeldo not

im provethoseobtained with the CRSO S m odel.

In Figs. 5a and 5b we show the e� ective exponents

�(L ;2) and �
(4)

(L ;2)
for the noise-reduced DT m odel,also

as a function of1=L1=2. They are larger than � = 1

and system atically increase with L. However,from all

previoustheoreticalwork and the above num ericaldata

fortheCRSO S m odels,thereisnoreason toexpect�> 1

in the VLDS class.Consequently,extrapolation ofthose

data willnotgivereliable inform ation forthe discussion

on theexponentsoftheVLDS theoryin 1+ 1dim ensions.

Instead,itisexpected thatthee� ectiveexponentsforthe

noise-reducedDT m odel(Figs.5aand 5b)willeventually

begin to decrease with L, possibly for m uch larger L.

Such decreaseof�(L ;2)isactuallyobservedin theoriginal
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DT m odel(withoutnoise reduction),in the sam e range

oflattice lengths analyzed here [27]. Also recallthat,

as shown in Ref.[27],the data for originalDT m odel

alsopresenthuge� nite-sizee� ectsand cannotbeused to

obtain reliableestim atesofVLDS exponents.

FIG .5. E�ectiveroughnessexponents(a)� (L ;2) (obtained

from the interface width)and (b)�
(4)

(L ;2)
(obtained from W 4)

versus1=L
1=2

forthe1+ 1-dim ensionalD T m odel.Errorbars

areshown only when they arelargerthan thesizeofthedata

points.

No im provem ent ofthe results in Figs. 5a and 5b is

obtained by considering the contribution ofthe intrinsic

width (Eqs.14 and 15).

There are othertwo pointsconcerning ourresultsfor

the DT m odelthat deserve som e com m ents. The � rst

oneisthe com parison with resultsofPunyindu and Das

Sarm ain Ref.[24],who obtained �� 1with noisereduc-

tion in lattice lengths L <
� 60. O ur e� ective exponents

for the sm allest lattices (16 � L � 64) correspond to

two data pointsatthe leftsides(larger1=L)ofFigs.5a

and 5b and thoseexponentsarealso near�= 1.Conse-

quently,our estim ates are consistentwith those ofRef.

[24]. O n the other hand, we conclude that the noise-

reduction schem eworksproperly only in a specialrange

oflattice lengths,since its application to largerlattices

(L = 128 and L = 256 in Figs. 5a and 5b) led to ef-

fective exponents larger than 1,indicating m uch m ore

com plicated � nite-size behavior.

The other im portant point is related to the large er-

rorbars,particularly forL = 256.O ne ofthe reasonsis

certainly the relatively sm allnum ber ofrealizations for

the largestlengths (see Sec. II).However,the surfaces

generated by the DT m odelin d = 1 present grooves

which m ay survive during long tim es. These structures

largely increase the interface width ofsom e realizations

(see Ref.[32])and,consequently,have rem arkable in u-

ence on the  uctuationsofthatquantity when averaged

overvariousrealizations. However,note thatthisinsta-

bility iscontrolled in the DT m odel,i. e. the depthsof

thegroovesdo notdivergeastim eincreases,contrary to

other discretized growth m odels which show true insta-

bilitieswhen pillarsorgroovesareform ed [32,33].

Now weturn to thecalculation ofthedynam icalexpo-

nent.

E� ectivedynam icalexponentsarede� ned as

z(L ;i) =
ln[�0 (L)=�0 (L=i)]

lni
; (17)

so that zL ! z as t ! 1 . The error bars of�0 are

largerthan thoseof� and theuncertaintiesareenlarged

in the calculation ofe� ective exponentsforsm allvalues

ofi(Eq.17),then we willwork only with i= 4.

FIG .6. E�ective dynam icalexponents z(L ;4) versus 1=L

for the 1 + 1-dim ensionalCRSO S m odelwith �H m ax = 1.

Sm allhorizontalshiftsofthe data pointswere used to avoid

theirsuperposition.Errorbars(notshown)are sm allerthan

�z = 0:02 (ofthisorderforthe largestL).

In Fig. 6 we show z(L ;4) versus 1=L for the CRSO S

m odelwith � H m ax = 1,with �0 calculated using four

di� erent values ofk in Eq. (10) (0:4 � k � 0:7). The

data fordi� erentk clearly converge to the sam e region,

providing an asym ptotic estim ate z = 2:88� 0:04. This

� nalestim atealsoaccountsfortheerrorbars(notshown

in Fig.6),which arenear� z = 0:02forthelargestvalues

ofL. Again itis clearthatthe value z = 3 ofone-loop

renorm alization isexcluded.

Thisconclusion iscorroborated by the resultsforthe

CRSO S m odelwith � H m ax = 2,although the accuracy
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ofthe data waspoorer. In Fig. 7 we show z(L ;4) versus

1=L for that m odel,with �0 also calculated using four

di� erentvaluesofk in Eq.(10).

O ur results for the noise-reduced DT m odeldo not

provideusefulinform ation on dynam icalexponents,sim -

ilarly to the caseofthe roughnessexponents.

FIG .7. E�ectivedynam icalexponentsz(L ;4) versus1=L for

the1+ 1-dim ensionalCRSO S m odelwith �H m ax = 2.Error

bars (not shown) are sm aller than �z = 0:03 (ofthis order

forthe largestL).

IV .SC A LIN G EX P O N EN T S IN

T W O -D IM EN SIO N A L SU B ST R A T ES

In Figs.8a and 8b weshow �(L ;2) (Eq.12)and �
(4)

(L ;2)

(Eq. 16) for the two-dim ensionalCRSO S m odelwith

� H m ax = 1. Both linear � ts give � = 0:662,which is

very nearthe one-loop renorm alization value �= 2=3 of

the VLDS theory. Accounting forthe errorbars,which

are particularly large for L = 256,we are not able to

determ ine whether � = 2=3 is exact or not. O n the

other hand,con� rm ing other authors’results [10],any

di� erence from that value is probably sm aller than the

two-loopscorrection ofJanssen [7],which is� �� 0:014.

Sim ilarly to the one-dim ensionalcase,the error bars

ofthe data for the m odelwith � H m ax = 2 are larger.

Consequently, no discrepancy from the one-loop expo-

nentscould be detected too.

The characteristic tim es �0 for the m odel with

� H m ax = 1wereobtained in latticeswith 16� L � 128,

but their values for the sm allest lattices (L = 16 and

L = 32) are very sm all,som etim es below �0 = 1 (one

m onolayer). ForL = 256,the accuracy ofthe interface

widthsdataisnotenough toprovidereliableestim atesof

�0.Consequently,wewerenotableto calculateaccurate

dynam icalexponentsin the two-dim ensionalcase.

FIG .8. E�ectiveroughnessexponents(a)� (L ;2) (obtained

from the interface width)and (b)�
(4)

(L ;2)
(obtained from W 4)

versus 1=L for the 2 + 1-dim ensional CRSO S m odel with

�H m ax = 1.Errorbarsare shown only when they are larger

than the size ofthe data points.

V .U N IV ER SA LIT Y O F A M P LIT U D E R A T IO S

Evidence on the power-counting property ofthe m o-

m ents W n ofthe heights distribution ofVLDS m odels

wasgiven in Sec.IIIby theestim atesof�obtained from

W 2 and W 4.A clearerevidenceisgiven hereby the� nite

asym ptoticestim atesoftheskewnessand thekurtosisat

the steady states.

Firstwe considerthe m odelsin 1+ 1 dim ensions.

In Figs.9a and 9b we show the steady stateskewness

versus 1=L1=2 for the CRSO S m odels with � H m ax =

1 and � H m ax = 2,respectively. Except for the data

forL = 1024,which have relatively large errorbars,all

pointsfallin alm ostperfectstraightlines,which givethe

asym ptoticvalueS = 0:32� 0:02 forboth m odels.

In Figs. 9c and 9d we show the steady state kurtosis

versus1=L1=2 forthe CRSO S m odelswith � H m ax = 1

and � H m ax = 2,respectively. O nly the data for L �

512 were shown because the errorbarsare m uch larger

for L = 1024,not giving additionalinform ation on the

evolution ofQ . Reasonable linear� tsare obtained with

the last four data points in each case. The asym ptotic

estim ateisQ = � 0:11� 0:02 forboth m odels.

O ur results for the com petitive m odel(RD and CR-

SO S)introduced in Sec.IIalsosuggestthatthoseam pli-

tuderatiosareuniversalforVLDS m odels.In thatcase,
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there isno constrainton the di� erence ofthe heightsof

neighboring colum ns,butonly a trend to suppresslarge

heights di� erences. The coe� cients �4 and �4 in the

corresponding continuousequation (Eq.1)areprobably

di� erent from those in the pure m odel(p = 0),as ob-

tained in related com petitive m odels [28,29]. In Figs.

10a and 10b we show, respectively, S (L;t! 1 ) and

Q (L;t! 1 )asa function of1=L1=2 forthecom petitive

m odel. The asym ptotic estim ates are S = 0:32 � 0:02

and Q � � 0:1,which arenearthepreviousestim atesfor

the pureCRSO S m odel.

FIG .9. Steady state skewness for the 1 + 1-dim ensional

CRSO S m odelwith (a)�H m ax = 1 and (b)�H m ax = 2,and

steady statekurtosisforthatm odelwith (c)�H m ax = 1 and

(d)�H m ax = 2,asfunctionsof1=L
1=2

.D otted linesareleast

squares�tsofthedata.Errorbarsareshown only when they

are largerthan the size ofthe data points.

In Figs. 10c and 10d we show, respectively,

S (L;t! 1 ) and Q (L;t! 1 ) as a function of1=L1=2

for the noise-reduced DT m odelin d = 1. There are

severalreasons for the large error bars ofthe kurtosis,

particularly in thelargestlattices.Firstly,asjusti� ed in

Sec. III, uctuations in the data forthe DT m odelare

typically large.Secondly,the relative uctuationsofthe

m om entsW n (Eq. 6)rapidly increase with the ordern.

Finally,while the size ofthe errorbarofthe kurtosisis

the sam e ofW 4=W 2
2
,the relative errorsigni� cantly in-

creaseswhen the constant3 issubtracted (Eq. 9). The

relatively large errorsin Figs. 9c and 9d (CRSO S m od-

els)can also be explained along these lines.

FIG .10. (a),(b): steady state skewness and kurtosis,re-

spectively,asa function of1=L
1=2

,forthecom petitivem odel

(CRSO S with �H m ax = 1 and RD );(c),(d): steady state

skewness and kurtosis,respectively,as a function of1=L
1=2

,

for the D T m odel. D otted lines are least squares �ts ofthe

data. Error bars are shown only when they are larger than

the size ofthe data points.

The trendsofthe data forthe DT m odelin Figs.10c

and 10d are com pletely di� erentfrom those ofthe CR-

SO S m odels.W e cannotexclude the possibility thatthe

universality ofthe am plitude ratiosbe a specialfeature

ofCRSO S m odels and som e sim ple extensions,like the

above com petitive m odel. However,the behaviorofthe

scaling exponentsofthe DT m odelisalso unusual,with

no possible extrapolation to the expected region ofthe

VLDS theory (� � 1,z � 3),as discussed in Sec. III.

Consequently,the presentresultsforthe DT m odel,al-

though notcon� rm ing the universality ofthe am plitude

ratios,are not reliable to discard that hypothesis (the

negative sign ofthe skewnessisnota problem ,since its

sign changeswith �4 -seerelated discussion in Ref.[13]).

Now weturn totheCRSO S m odelsin 2+ 1dim ensions.

In Figs.11aand 11bweshow thesteadystateskewness

versus1=L1=2 forthe CRSO S m odelswith � H m ax = 1

and � H m ax = 2,respectively.Theasym ptoticestim ates

areS = 0:19� 0:02 and S = 0:20� 0:02,which also sug-

gestthe universality ofthis quantity. In Figs. 11c and

11d we show the steady state kurtosisversus1=L1=2 for

the CRSO S m odels with � H m ax = 1 and � H m ax = 2,

respectively. The asym ptotic value Q = 0,which isthe

G aussian value,isconsistentwith the errorbars. Thus,

in 2+ 1 dim ensions,we also obtain evidence ofuniver-

sality ofthe am plitude ratiosforCRSO S m odels,which

suggeststhispossibility forthe wholeVLDS class.
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FIG .11. Steady state skewness for the 2 + 1-dim ensional

CRSO S m odelwith (a)�H m ax = 1 and (b)�H m ax = 2,and

steady statekurtosisforthatm odelwith (c)�H m ax = 1 and

(d)�H m ax = 2,asfunctionsof1=L
1=2

.D otted linesareleast

squares�tsofthedata.Errorbarsareshown only when they

are largerthan the size ofthe data points.

V I.SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N

W e studied num erically discretegrowth m odelswhich

belong to the VLDS class in 1 + 1 and 2 + 1 dim en-

sions. Scaling exponents and steady state values ofthe

skewnessand thekurtosis,which characterizetheheights

distribution,weredeterm ined forthose m odels.

Resultsforthe CRSO S m odelwith � H m ax = 1 gave

theroughnessexponent�= 0:94� 0:02 and thedynam -

icalexponentz = 2:88� 0:04 in d = 1.These estim ates

con� rm the proposalofJanssen [7]that the exponents

oftheVLDS theory obtained from one-loop renorm aliza-

tion (� = 1 and z = 3) are not exact. The corrections

from two-loopscalculationsgive �� 0:97 and z = 2:94,

but they are obtained from expansions in 4� d,which

arenotexpected to provide accurateresultsforsm alld.

O n theotherhand,thenegativesign ofthecorrection to

one-loop resultsisconsistentwith our� ndings.In d = 2,

our results are not able to exclude the one-loop values,

con� rm ing otherauthors’conclusions[10].

Theestim atesofthesteadystateskewnessand kurtosis

oftheCRSO S m odelswith � H m ax = 1 and � H m ax = 2

and ofthe com petitive m odel(RD versus CRSO S with

� H m ax = 1)suggestthatthoseam plituderatiosareuni-

versalin the VLDS class.However,forthe DT m odelin

d = 1,which belongsto the sam e class,those quantities

are very di� erent from the suggested universalvalues.

O nepossiblereason forthisdiscrepancy istheslow con-

vergenceoftheDT data to theVLDS behavior.Thehy-

pothesisofa slow crossoverissupported by thefactthat

the estim ates of � for the DT m odelare signi� cantly

larger than the values predicted theoretically and con-

� rm ed num erically (�� 1 in d = 1).Anotherpossibility

isthatboth CRSO S m odelsand the com petitive m odel

have continuum representations with suitable com bina-

tionsofcoe� cientswhich lead to the sam e form softhe

heightsdistributions.

W e believe thatthe resultsofthiswork willm otivate

further studies,num ericaland analytical,ofthe VLDS

equation and related discrete m odels. The estim ates of

scaling exponents in d = 1 and the apparentuniversal-

ity ofam plitude ratiosare som e ofthe resultsthatm ay

eventually help one to validate approxim ations in ana-

lyticalworks.O n theotherhand,num ericalsolutionsof

the VLDS equation orsim ulationsofnew discrete m od-

elsin thisclasswould berelevantto broaden thepresent

discussion.
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