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K inetics of step bunching during growth: A m inim alm odel
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W e study a m inim al stochastic m odel of step bunching during growth on a one-din ensional
vicinal surface. The form ation of bunches is controlled by the preferential attachm ent of atom s to
descending steps (inverse Ehrlich-Schwoebel e ect) and the ratio d of the attachm ent rate to the
terrace di usion coe cient. For generic param eters (d > 0) them odelexhibits a very slow crossover

to a nontrivial asym ptotic coarsening exponent

7 038. In the lim it of In niely fast terrace

diusion (d= 0) linear coarsening ( = 1) is observed instead. T he di erent coarsening behaviors
are related to the fact that bunches attain a nite speed in the lin i of large size when d = 0,
w hereas the speed vanishes w ith increasing size when d > 0. Ford = 0 an analytic description of
the speed and pro ke of stationary bunches is developed.

PACS numbers: 81.10.h, 05404, 68.554, 89.75D a

I. NTRODUCTION

Step bunching is a m orphological instability of a vic—
nal crystal surface n which a regular train of equally
spaced steps decom poses into altemating low step den—
sity regions (terraces w ith orientation close to a singular
surface) and high step density regions (ounches) fi]. D ur-
Ing the evolution the surface selforganizes into a pattem
w ith a characteristic length scale, which coarsensin tim e.
T he phenom enon of considerable interest for applications
'Q:] aswellas from the fundam entalpoint of view ofnon-
equilbbriim statisticalm echanics.

Step bunching is generally caused by breaking the sym -
metry between the ascending (upper) and descending
(low er) steps bordering a terrace. This can be due to
a vardety ofm echanism s. In grow th or sublin ation, the
symm etry is broken by di erent kinetic rates for the at-
tachm ent or detachm ent ofparticles at the upper and the
lower step E_ﬂ], while in electrom igration f_4] the asymm e-
try is Introduced by the electric eld. O therm echanism s
regoonsible for step bunching during grow th inclide in -
purities f_E;, '§], di usion anisotropy tf.], and the presence
ofa second surface species '_ 1. Q uite generally, a grow ing
equidistant step train show s a step bunching instability
when adatom s attach to the step m ore easily from the
upper terrace than from the lower terrace (an inverse
Ehrlich-Schwoebele ect, E£S).W hile i S behavior is dif-

cul to justify m icroscopically, it m ay serve as a use—
ful e ective description of m ore com plex step bunching
m echanisn s fj.].

T he coarsening of the bunched surface can be charac—
terized by the power law increase of the average distance
between bunches L asL / t . A few experin ental cb—
servations of step bunch coarsening during grow th have
been reported [_1, :_9, :_f(_i, :_fl:], but quantitative results are
scarce. Num erical sin ulations of the equations of step
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FIG . 1: Tustration of the m odel. Particles are deposited
onto the terraces and attach to the ascending (descending)
step with probability pr (@ ). T he attachm ent probabilities
depend on the terrace width ‘ through C_i) .

m otion found = 1=2 Independent ofthe step interaction
potential t_l-z_i] Recently a unifying continuum treatm ent
of step bunching instabilities was proposed (3, {14, 115]
w ih the ain to identify universality classes. Neverthe-
Jess, a good understanding of the relationship between
m icroscopic step bunching m echanism s and the resulting
asym ptotic scaling properties is so far lacking.

In thispaper, we study coarsening of step bunches dur-
Ing growth for a sin ple one-dim ensional lattice m odel.
The main idealization com pared to conventional one—
din ensionalm odels f_l-Z_i] is that repulsive step-step Inter-
actions are ignored, and hence the individual steps can
coalesce to form com posite steps. This elin inates the
Intemal structure of the bunch and the associated addi-
tional length scale [_ié], and allow s us to sin ulate large
system s over very long tin es. R elated m odels have been
proposed previously @, 10,116, 117], but their asym ptotic
bunching behavior has not been explored.

II. MODEL

W e consider S steps ofunit height located at positions
X1, Xo, ..o Xg Of a one-din ensional lattice with L sites
and periodic boundary conditions; the slope of the vici-
nal surface ism ¢ = S=L. The width of the i-th terrace
between stepsiandi 1lis}= x; x 1.Duetotheab-
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sence of step-step repulsion two orm ore steps can be lo—
cated at the sam e position; correspondingly som e terrace
widths m ay be zero. Particles are uniform Iy deposited
onto the sampl. A particle deposited on a terrace of
w idth ‘m oves inm ediately to one ofthe bordering steps
and is incorporated w ith the probabilities

11 b+d? 1
P 2 1+ a4av =
at the ascending (o; ) or descending (o ) step, respec—
tively CFjg.'!:) . Thebalnce b is a m easure for the attach—
m ent asymm etry, while the inverse di usivity d deter—
m ines how the asymm etry depends on the width of the
terrace: For d = 0 the attachm ent probabiltiesp are
Independent of the terrace w idth, while ford > 0 the at-
tachm ent becom es sym m etric when * 1=d. Note that
In the symm etric case o= 0) the value ofd is irrelevant.
Ford= 0 and b= 1 the m odel is exactly solvable, and
the terrace w idths have a P oisson distribution h7
T he form @ ) ©low s from the solution ofthe stationary
di usion equation for the adatom s on the terrace [-i:, ﬂ;éi:],
which leads to the follow ing expressions for the m odel
param eters in tem s of the adatom di usion coe cient
D and the attachm ent rates k t_]:,:_ ]

k, k
b= ——— @)
ki + k
1
d= ——— : 3)
D=k, + D=k

A nom al Schwoebel e ect (ky > k ) corresponds to
b> 0,whilean EES e ect npliesb< 0. The quantity d
is the inverse of the sum ofthe kinetic lengthsD =k E'ZI_:].

A s initial condition, the steps are placed at random .
W e use sam ple sizes ranging from L = 5 10 to 10°.
Tine ismeasured In number of m onolayers M L), and
sim ulations were perform ed up to 10’ M L. A s expected,
the m odelexhibits step bunching when b< 0. An exam —
plk of the form ation and tin e evolution of bunches for
d= 0 isshown in Fig. -'_Z Bunches and stepsm ove to the
right. Eventually In the stationary regin e only a singke
bunch rem ainswhich m ovesw ith a constant velociy. In
the case d > 0 the coarsening is slower but the space—
tin e plot is qualitatively sin ilar. W e observed that the
bunch velociy is generally Jncreasmg w ith decreasing d
and Increasing Pj (see SectnIV. for further discussion).

T he sin plest way to characterize the surface m orphol-
ogy is to measure the surface width W relative to the
m ean tilted surface LL?] Forb 0 no step bunches form
and the surface is roughened only by uctuations. For
b> 0 the m odelbelongs to the EdwardsW ikinson uni-
versality class and W £=* {i7]. Forb= 0 we nd nu-
m erically that W £=3, which is consistent w ith the idea
QO] that the sym m etric m odel belongs to the conserved
K ardarP arisiZhang universality class fl9 In the step
bunching regin e b < 0 the surface w idth should asym p—
totically becom e proportional to the bunch spacing L.
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FIG .2: Spatiotem poralevolution ofthe step con guration on
a vicinal surface ofm ean slopem g = 02. T in e is increasing
from bottom to top. T he positions of the steps are shown as
dots. The sam ple size in the horizontal direction is L = 5000.
Param etersared= 0 and b= 0:®6.
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FIG . 3: Squared surface width W 2 and m axin al terrace size
nax as a function of tine for a system ofsize L = 2 10°,
slope 0.1, and parametersb= 1,d = 0:d. The bold lnes
have slope 2 = 0:76 and =2= 0:19, respectively.

Indeed we nd that W increases faster than t'=3 when
b< 0 (see Fig. d), but the large background contriou—
tion to W which arises from random uctuationsm akes
this quantiy less suited for a precise determm ination of
the coarsening behavior. W e therefore developed an al-
temative coarsening m easure w hich we describe next.
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FIG . 4: D ensity-density correlation function for a system of
size L = 3000, param etersb= 033 and d= 001, and m ean
slope ofthe vicihalsurface equalto 0:1. T he data are averaged
over 500 lndependent runs.

ITI. COARSENING BEHAVIOR

T here aredi erent possiblewaysto quantitatively ana—
Iyze the ooarsemng process. In analogy w ith phase order-
ing kinetics 1], we calculated the density-density corre-
lation function

X

Ch ;0 = my;tOn ¢+ x;01; 4)

H| -

Yy

the step densiy being de ned as

x5
nx;t) = x

i=1

%) ; )

where (x)= 1 forx= 0 and zero otherw ise.

T he typicaltin e evolution ofthe correlation function is
ptted in F ig. :fl W eobserved am inin um in the density—
density correlation function, which shifts to lJarger values

during grow th and ultim ately saturates at half the sys—
tem size. W e did not observe any signi cant secondary
maxinum in C, ;t), hdicating that there isno system -
aticperiodiciy in thebunch con gurations. T he position
ofthem Inimum is a good indicator of the typicalbunch
distance. On the other hand, it is hardly m easurable
with su cient precision. Even after averaging over 500
Independent runs the results are not satisfactory. T here—
fore, we tumed to other quantities to e ectively capture
the dynam ics ofbunching.

W e m ay operationally de ne a com posite step of size
k as an obgct n which there are at least k steps at the
sam e position. Fork = 1 we are dealing w ith the steps
them selves, while k > 1 corresponds to com posite steps
In the strict sense. Denote by Sx the number of such
com posite steps and xy;i;1= 1;2;::; Sy their positions.
If we denti ed the step bunches w ith com posite steps
and m easured the average bunch distance as L=Sy, we
would m ake a system atic error, because often two such
\bunches" com e very close one to the other, e ectively
m aking up a single larger bunch. W e need to elin inate
these short distances. To thisend we de ne the quantity

1 X
= = hxzg ;s
k=T Ry ;i

i=1

%4 1) 4 ®6)

In which larger distances dom inate over shorter ones.
T herefore, the quantity 1 measures the e ective dis—
tance between steps in regions of low densiy of steps,
ie. around the m iddle between the bunches. On the
otherhand,  fork > 1 m easuresthee ective distance
betw een bunches, irrespective ofthe elem entary stepsdis-
persed betw een bunches.

W e com pared the tin e evolution of | forvariousval-
ues of k. A s expected, the behavior di ers qualitatively
fork = 1 and fork > 1. The quantity ; growsw ith
tin e and eventually saturates at a value which is signif-
icantly lower than the system size. T he saturated value
Increases w th increasing }jand approaches the system
size forb ! 1.

O n the otherhand, the quantities y fork > 1 exhibit

rst a transient period w ith a fast decrease and then grow
untilthey reach a value very close to the system size. (In
principle the quantiy is always lower than the system
size, but we observed that this di erence becom es negli-
gble when we Increase the system size. T his fact can be
easily undersood from the form of the staUQnary bunch
pro I, as will be shown below in SectaIV B!). The be-
havior depends on k only in the initial transient period,
which is longer for Jarger k. H ow ever, the universal long
tin e behavior, which is the sub gct of this work, is found
to be independent ofk > 1. Therefore, we w ill concen—
trate on the quantity , I the following.

W e Investigated the tin e evolution of the distance be-
tween bunches In di erent regin es depending on the pa—
ram eters b and d. Typical resuls are shown in Fig. :_5
forb= 09 and severalvalies of the di usion param e-
ter d (the results for other values ofb < 0 are sim ilar).
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FIG .5: Tin e evolution ofthe distance betw een bunchesm ea—
sured by . forb= 0:9, and varying di usion param eter
d= 0, 00001, 0001, 0003, 0:01, 0:1, and 1 (from top to bot-
tom attine 10° ). System sizes are 106, 106, 5 105, 5 105,
10°,10°,and 5 104, respectively. T he lines are powers / t

and t°*% . The m ean slope of the vicinal surface is 0 2.

Ford = 0, linear behavior , / t is reached after som e

transient, ie. 1. On the other hand, the situa-—-
tion for nonzero d is m ore com plex. A fler the niial
transient, there is an interm ediate behaviorw ith approx—
In ately power-aw character, but the exponent strongly

depends on the value ofd, w hile the dependence on bwas

very weak.

Eventually, after som e crossovertin e’ t. a stationary
power-aw regin e is reached, which in our data extends
over several orders of m agnitude in timne. The e ective
exponent isonly weakly varying w ith the nonzero d and
assum es the asym ptotic value '’ 0:38. W e confcture
that this regin e isuniversaland the rem aining variations
In the value of the exponent are sokly due to nite size
e ects.

In orderto con m that the asym ptoticbehavior isuni-
versal, one can rescal the raw data for di erent nonzero
d, plotting them as functions of t=t. in the fom

2 Eid) = o+ )"7° ooF (=) ()
The results for three values of d and three values of b
are shown in Fig. . Neglkcting the initial transient,
we see that the scaling funtion F (x) approaches unity
forx 1, m arking the asym ptotic universal regin €, and
behaves close to a power-law F (x) x forx 1,which
characterizes the interm ediate regin e; the exponent
depends on d but is independent ofb. The initialo set

2, Was introduced for convenience.

T he crossover tin e t. between the intem ediate and
asym ptotic regin es tumed out to be rather large (. '
10* ord= 0:001 and b=  0:9) and it increases rapidly
w ith decreasing }j as can be seen In the inset ofF iy. -'_6,
where behavior consistent w ith a powerlaw t.  ( b)*
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FIG .6: Scaled tin eevolution ofthe e ective distance betw een
bunchesm easured by » for three values of the balance and
three values of the Inverse di usivity. G roups of curves cor-
respond to di usion param etersd = 0:01, 0:001, 0:0001 from
top to bottom . Each group consists ofdata orb= 09 ( ,
o,H), 06 ( ,M,N),and 03 (+, , ).The slopeofthe
yicjnal surface and the sam ple sizes are the same as In Fig.
ﬁ. T he inset show s the values of the crossover tin e t. used in
them ain plot. The values ofd are 10 4 +),10 3 ), and
001 ( ).Thelneisapowerlaw / ( b) *.

is apparent. T he dependence on d tums out to be non-
m onotonic: T he crossovertin e decreasesup to aboutd =
001 and then increases again. T his show s that di erent
crossover m echanign s are acting for am all and large d,
respectively.

Indeed, for very am alld the dependence of the attach—
m ent asymm etry on the terrace size is felt only once the
terraces becom e su ciently large, and the system be—
haves nitially as ifd = 0 and = 1; correspondingly
the coarsening exponent approaches its asym ptotic value
from above In this case. C onversely, for large d the asym —
m etry In the attachm ent probabilities é'_].') is always very
an all; consequently it takes a long tim e for the bunches
to form , and the asym ptotic coarsening exponent is ap—
proached from below .

T he asym ptotically linear behavior of the bunch size
ford= 0, 1, iswell con m ed by m easurem ents of
the surface width W , and the data ford = 0: shown in
Fig. :_3 are consistent w ith the estim ate 0:38 obtained
from ,.In addition, Fjg.:_ﬂ digplays the evolution ofthe
maxin al terrace width Y, ax In the system . This length
scale is seen to scale with a distinct exponent which is
approxin ately given by =2 0419. W e will retum to

the behavior of Y, ., below in SectilV Bl.
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FIG .7: Height pro ls of a stationary bunch ford= 0, b=
0d. The gure shows a surface with S = 160, L = 1600
after deposition of 50000, 50100 and 50200 M L, respectively.

Iv. STATIONARY BUNCHES

The nal state of the system for any b < 0 is und
to be a sihgle bunch propagating at constant velocity
CE‘jg;j) . The analysis of these stationary con gurations
provides in portant clies to the di erent coarsening be—
haviors cbserved ord= 0 and d > 0, respectively.

A . Bunch speed

Figure :g show s num erical results for the stationary
bunch speed v. Ford= 0, v approachesa nite lim iting
valie v; with increasing system Islize; this is also evident
from the spacetine plot In Figd. The bunch speed is
easily detem ined for the lim ting cased= 0, b= 1. In
this 1m it single steps cannot detach from the bunches,
and the form ation of com posite steps is irreversble. T he
m otion of a bunch is sokly due to the atom s deposited
onto the trailing terrace behind the bunch, which has
length L in the stationary state. To move the bunch
containing all S steps laterally by one lattice spacing, S
atom s have to be deposited on this terrace; the bunch
speed is therefore vy = L=S = 1=m,. The lim iting
bunch speed decreases w ith decreasing jbj and vanishes
as v B orb ! 0 (see inset ofFJgﬁ) An ana-
Iytic exp]anann of this behavior w ill be given below in
SectilV C.

Ford > 0 the bunch speed decreases inde niely wih
Increasing L. The simulation results shown in Fjg:g are
consistent w ith a behavior

viL) L (8)

w ih 1, but owing to the signi cant curvature of
the data, the asym ptotic value of cannotbe accurately
determ ned.

Follow Ing a sin ple scaling argum ent due to C hemov
[‘_2-%'], we can try to relate the exponent In Z_Z%) to the
coarsening exponent . Ata tin ewhen the typicalbunch
spacing is L, the bunch speedsare oforder. . A ssum —
Ing that there is only a single scale in the problem , the
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F IG .8: P ropagation speed v of stationary bunches. Them ain
plot show s the dependence ofv on the system size L, contrast—
ing the behavior ford = 0 and d > 0. The inset shows the
bunch speed ord = 0, extrapolated to L = 1 , as a function
of bF the extrapolation is based on data up to L = 1600 and
assum es a leading correction of order 1=L . A 1l data were ob—
tained by tin e averages In the stationary regin e. T he surface
slope was 0:1 ord = 0 and 02 ford = 0:01. The full bold
Ine illustrates the behavior v 1=L. The dashed bold lines
are the upper bounds on v derived in Sect{IV C' T he bounds
n the main gure were derived from the a]gebrazc equation
@ll), while the bound in the inset is the inequality g_l@ ) which
becom es exact for pj! 0.

velocity di erence vbetween twobunchesisofthe sam e
order. The time t until the coalescence of tw o bunches
can then be estin ated ast L=v LY ,and revers-
Ing this relationship one obtains the expression

— 1 9)
o1+ (

for the coarsening exponent. Ford = 0 we have seen that
the bunch speed ram ains nite forL ! 1 ,hence = 0
and = 1 in agreem entw ith the coarsening sin ulations.

Ford > 0 the value 1 mplies 1=2, which is
larger than our num erical estin ate 0:38. A though
the data forv(L) in Fjg.:_ﬁ are probably not asym ptotic,
it seem sunlkely that they w ill ever reach the large slope

1:6 required to reproduce our value or . In fact,
our sim ulations show clearly that, besides the coalescence
of bunches, the exchange of steps between bunches of
di erent size plays an im portant role In the coarsening
process. In addition, the existence of the distinct length
scale 1 ax (seeF 1;13) Invalidates the assum ption that the
bunch spacing is the only length scale in the problem .
T hus, while Chemov’s relation é'_é) helps to connect the
di erent coarsening behaviors ford= 0 and d > 0 wih
the di erence In the size dependence of the bunch soeed
on a qualitative level, i isnot quantitatively satis ed for
ourm odel.
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FIG . 9: Stationary bunch pro rat tine 1 107 fr sam ple
sizelL, = 2 10° with slope 02 ford= 0 and balanceb= 03.
Inset show s log-linear plot of pro le relative to the center of
bunch xo, averaged over1l (forb= 03)and5 (forb= 0:6)
Independent runs. T he lines are predictions from the orm ulae
@0 and @1).

B. Height pro le

W em easured the height pro lebetween bunches in the
stationary regin e. W e show in Fig.!qthe resukts ord = 0
and two valuesb= 03 and b=  0:6. Qualitatively we
observe that for larger values of b the bunch becom es
steeper In its very center, while the rest of the bunch,
farther from the center, is m ore gradual. Since there
is no repulsion between steps they tend to accum ulate
In the center ofbunch (position denoted %) and to the
right of i, while the region on the left-hand side ism uch
more at. Thism eans that the bunch shape is strongly
asymm etric. Due to the discreteness of the lattice it it
very di cukt to infer precisely the sihgularbehavior near
the center of bunch, but the averaged data in the inset
show that thepro l far from the center can be described
by a logarithm ic behavior of the form

hy) hx) AhEx &: 10)

T he logarithm ic sihgularity observed in the bunch shape
is very weak and In all cases investigated m ost of the
m ass of the bunch is concentrated on two sites In is
center. Tndeed, setting x % = L in {10) i is seen that
the num ber S ofterrace steps which are not contained in
the center of the bunch grow s only logarithm ically w ih
L. This isthe ulin ate reason why the e ective quantity

2 M easures quite well the distance between bunches.

T he logarithm ic height pro le In plies that the surface
slopem (x) = @h=@x decays asm (x) A=x far away
from the bunch. The size Y}, .x of the largest terrace in
the system , which is found at a distance oforder L from
the bunch, is then of order Y, ax m @) L. This
is consistent w ith m easurem ents of 1, ,x for stationary
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FIG.10: M axin al terrace size Y, ax fOr stationary bunches as
a function of system size L. Themean slopeism o= 02. The
data were obtained as tin e averages over single runs.

bunches with d = 0 Figil0). On the other hand, for
d > 0 the largest terrace is much am aller, and scals
approxin ately as Wwax L+ 2. Thism atches the tin e
dependent behavior of Y, .x shown in Figd.

C . Analytic description of stationary bunches

In this section we provide an analytic derivation of sev—
eral of the num erically cbserved properties of stationary
bunches for the case d = 0 [_ig‘»] A oonvenient starting
point is the continuum evolution equation

N
2m

@h @
JE— + JE—
@t @x

1 @m
6m 3 @x

=1; 1)
which hasbeen obtained for the determ inistic version of
the present m odel through an essentially rigorous coarse
graining procedure [}-Q‘, 2-(_3] Herem = @h=@x is the
surface slope, the tin e scale is chosen such that the de-
position ux equals unity, and b is assum ed negative. A

continuum description of the type ('_114') is expected to be
valid far ahead of the bunch, where the step spacing is
large com pared to the atom ic scale and lattice e ects are
negligble. _

W e are looking for solutions of C_ll:) which describe a
bunch ofheight S (in units ofthe vertical lattice spacing)
In a system oflength L ,m oving laterally at speed v. T his
In plies the ansatz

hx;p)= fx vbo+ t; 12)

w here the last term accounts for the fact that also the re—
gions betw een bunches grow veﬁ:'ca]];i due to the terrace
steps that m ove across these regions [_2§] (see F_jg:j) . The
constant unit ux on the right hand side of (1) in plies
the sum rule [_21_1]
+ S 1 @3)

Zv=

L
connecting the vertical and lateral grow th rates. Insert—
ing {12) Into {l1) one obtains the ordinary di erential



equation
d j 1 d
vg+ — E+ — 9 _ 1 14)
d 2g 6g3d
where = x vtandg= df=d isthe surface slope in the

com oving frame. The rst tem on the keft hand side of
{14) can be neglkcted relative to the right hand side when
g m o, which is true far ahead of the bunch. Then it
is readily veri ed that the equation adm is a solution of
the form g( )= A= , consistent w ith the height pro ke
dl(] The coe cient A satis es the quadratic equation

a )A2  APF2+ 1=6= 0: 15)

U sing C_l-ﬁ), one nds that (:_L-Q') has real solutions only
w hen the bunch speed satis es the inequality

EL

smy 1e)

W hereas the proportionality v B suggested by this
relation iswellcon m ed by the data in the nset ofF jg;_d,
thebound on the num ericalcoe cient seem stobeweakly
violated by the data. H owever, since the convergence of
v wih increasihg L is quite slow, we believe that our
sin ulations can still be regarded to be consistent w ith
{i6). Assuming that (16) is satis ed essentially as an
equality, we nd that the coe cient A is given by
2
A= —: @7)
3]
The relations C_l-e_i) and C_l-j) can be in proved by ana—
Iyzing the discrete evolution equations for the m ean step

positions X ; = hxji. Ford = 0 they take the sinplk

linear form B:ZO
®i Loy X0+ 10 BK X 1)
at 2 i+t 1 i 2 i i1/~
18)

Them oving bunch is described by a solution of the form

X;i0= @1+ v+ vt 19)

where and v have the sam em eaning as In 12; Insert—
ng l19 nto C18) one obtains the di erence-di erential
equation

+ d—— b()+}(1+b) (+1) E(1 b) ( 1)
vtoa T 2 2

(20)
for the function ( ), where = i+ +t. The expected

logarithm ic height pro J (:_l-(j) corresponds to an expo—
nential ncrease of as () e™® . For large the
constant v on the left hand side of {2d ) can be neglected.
Inserting the exponential ansatz into CZO ) yields the alk
gebraic equation

= Afshh(1=A)+ Pl cosh(1-A)o; (1)

which reduces to C_l§ ) ©or am all jand large A . For gen—
eral values of Jj {2]:) has real solutions only when the
bunch speed v is an aller than an upper bound w, ax ©),
which reduces to Clé for an all i. In FJgSE and 9 we
com pare the predictions r vy ax and A derived from {21)
w ith our num erical results. For A we use the value ob—
tained from CZ]J under the assum ption that v = vy ax,

which leads to a rather satisfactory agreem ent.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have developed and studied a one-
din ensional stochastic growth model which contains
som e essential features of the form ation and coarsening
of step bunches. Despie is sim plicity, the m odel dis—
plys two distinct scaling regin es. In the lin i of fast
terrace di usion (d= 0) we have num erically established
a linear coarsening law ( = 1) and related this behavior
to the fact that the propagation speed of bunches tends
to a nite value w ith Increasing bunch size.

W hen the di usivity is nie d > 0) the attachm ent
asym m etry decreasesw ith Increasing terrace size and the
coarsening is slowed down. A fter having accounted for a
com plicated crossoverbehavior, we identi ed the asym p—
totic value ofthe coarsening exponent, w hich we estin ate
tobe ’ 0:38. Thisexponent isdi erent from exponents
found In previous studies of step bunching, and it does
not seem to ollow from any sin ple scaling argum ent. Tt
is robust, In the sense of being independent of the pre—
cise values of the m odel param eters, provided b< 0 and
d> 0.

Sin ilarto earlier studies ofkinetic roughening E:g], our
work show s that nding the true asym ptotic exponent
may require a considerable am ount of com puter power
due to a long interm ediate regin e w ith non-universal, ap—
parent power-law behavior. T he situation becom es even
more di cul when we try to observe the crossover from

= 1lto ' 038, which should occur for su ciently
an all but non—zero d and large enough system size L.
Currently this is beyond our capaciy.

D ue to the absence of step-step Interactions, ourm odel
cannot provide an accurate description of the structure
and dynam ics of real step bunches. N evertheless our
study clari es som e conceptual issues that arise also for
m ore realistic m odels. For exam ple, although the inter-
nalw idth of the bunches has been elin inated by allow —
Ing steps to coalesce, the m odel still displays (ford > 0)
a second length scale, the maxinum terrace size Y axs
which grow s w ith an exponent that is distinct from the
coarsening exponent. T his invalidates sin ple scaling ar—
gum ents Ll-é, :_L-Z_J:, 2-2_5] which assum e the bunch spacing to
be the only scale In the problem , and which would I ply
a "superuniveral" coarsening exponent = 1=2 [_i:}]

A second im portant advance of ourw ork is the dem on—
stration that continuum evolution equations can be used
to quantitatively describe the pro ke and speed ofm ov—
Ing step bunches. So far the use of continuum approaches



step bunching has been lim ited to scaling argum ents
3] and to the study of stationary bunch con gurations
f15, 271
To conclude, we speculate that the relationship be-
tween grow ing stepped surfaces and Jnteract:ng particle
system s (speci cally, zero range processes 98-]) that was
pointed out som e tin e ago QO 1m ay be usefiilly exploited
to gain further insight into the coarsening behavior of
step bunches. In the lJanguage of nteracting particle sys—
tam s, step bunching isan exam ple ofa condensation tran—
sition, where a m acroscopic fraction ofthe particles (ie.,
the single height steps in our m odel) condenses into a
fw or a single site. T he dynam ics of such condensation
transitions is of great current interest 28,291, and closely
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related conoepts appear eg. in granular physics
and tra c research [0 _; 3_2_j.
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