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W e test the m ultiscaling issue of D LA clusters using a m odi ed algorithm . T his algorithm elm —
nates killing the particles at the death circle. Instead, we retum them to the birth circle at a
random relative angle taken from the evalnated distrbbution. In addition, we use a two-level hier-
archicalm em ory m odel that allow s using large steps in conjinction with an o —lattice realization
of the m odel. O ur algorithm still seem s to stay in the fram ework of the original DLA model. W e
present an accurate estim ate ofthe fractaldin ensionsbased on the data for a hundred clustersw ith
50 m illion particles each. W e nd that multiscaling cannot be ruled out. W e also nd that the
fractaldin ension is a weak selfaveraging quantity. In addition, the fractal din ension, if calculated
using the ham onic m easure, is a nonm onotonic fiinction of the cluster radius. W e argue that the
controversies in the data Interpretation can be due to the weak selfaveraging and the In uence of

intrinsic noise.
I. INTRODUCTION

TheD LA m odel [].]p]aysthe sam e role in the physicsof
structure grow th in tw o-dim ensions [2’ ]lasthe Ishgm odel
plays In the theory of phase transitions. It catches the
m ain ffaturesofthe random grow th and isquite sin ple In
de nition. But thism odelhow ever is stillnot solved ana—
Iytically m ore than twenty yearsafter its introduction E'ZI_:].
D irect sim ulations of the originalm odel and calculations
using the conform akm apping technique f;i'] are the two
m ain m ethods for Investigating D LA structures.

Tt iscom m only believed that D LA clusters are random
fractals [I, @], and the accepted estin ate fr the fractal
dinension isD = 1:71 001l. The analytic result E_4]
predictsD = 17=10 in agreem ent w ith the num erical es-
tin ates. The surface ofa D LA cluster dem onstrates the
m ultifractal properties obtained in sin ulations E', :_é] and
supported analytically U].

Several groups clain DLA clusters have m ultiscaling
properties {§, d, 110, 11, 14]: that the penetration depth

is scaled di erently from the deposition radius Ryep
and that a whole set of scaling exponents exists w ithin
the fram ework of multiscaling. Recently, these clain s
were doubted In papers by Som faj, Ball, Bow kr, and
Sander {13, 141.

The o —lattice killing-free algorithm , our in plem enta—
tion of the DLA algorithm , allow s generating a large
num ber of huge clusters and calculating the fractal di-
m ensions of the quantities m entioned above. Our nu-
m erical results do not support the argum ents presented
in [13,14] but favor the early results @, d, 10,113, 14].

Them ultiscaling that was \suspected" in those papers
was attrbuted in fl3,.l4] to the strong latticesize e ects
they advocated, w ith the correction-to-scaling exponent
1=3.W edonot nd any evidence forthat in ourdata. In—
stead, we prefer to attrbute the spreading of the fractal
din ension valies as estim ated from the di erent quanti-
ties to the weak-selfaveraging of the fractal din ension.
Tts relative uctuation decays w ith the num ber of parti-
clesapproxin ately asFp = (D i D i%)=D i%) / 1N
w ith 035 004 for the large cluster sizes, ie, with

the exponent about three tim es an aller than would be
expected for the usual averaging of the quantity. Thus
one can expect large uctuations ofthe fractaldin ension
as estin ated from the di erent quantities, wih di erent
m ethods, and from di erent cluster sizes.

The altemative and m ore naive view is to say that
the last exponent is also evidence for the muliscaling
properties of D LA cluster.

Our algorithm iso -attice with m em ory organization
sinm ilar to one used in the Balland B rady algorithm {[5].
Themain di erences are: (i) we use only two layers in
the m em ory hierarchy, which seem s optin al for reducing
m am ory usage, keeping the overalle ciency of sinula—
tions high; (i) we use bit-m apping for the second layer
ofm em ory to reduce the totalm em ory used by the sin -
ulation program ; (i) we use lJarge wak steps. The new
feature is the recursive algorithm for the free zone track-
ng.

T he essential feature of our algorithm is that we m od-
i ed the ruk for the particles that go far from the clus-
ter. W e never kill any particle at the outer circle but
retum them to the birth circle [16, 17] with an evalu-
ated probability. T his procedure elin inates the e ect of
the potentialdistortion (and thusofthe clusterham onic
m easure), keeping our algorithm in the sam e universality
class.

In this paper we present all details of our algorithm .
W e believe that som e detailsm ay be in portant both for
understanding the results and for com paring the resuls
properly. W e brie y discuss the essentials of our In ple-
m entation ofthe o -attice killing-free algorithm iIn Sec—
tion II, accom panied w ith som e technical details on the
derivation of the retum-on-birth-circle probability given
in Appendix 'A, and details on them em ory m odelin Ap—
pendix :B' Variousm ethods for estm ating the fractaldi-
m ension are described in Section -III and com pared w ith
those from othero -lattice estin ations. W e discuss  uc-
tuations of the fractal din ension in Section IV, and the
mthJscaJJng issue In Section -V' T he discussion in Sec—
tion .V i conclides our paper.
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II. KILLING FREE OFF-LATTICE
ALGORITHM

A cluster grow s according to the follow ing rules: (1)
W e start w ith the seed partick at the origin. (2) A new
particle isbom at a random point on the circle of radiis
Rp. 3) A particle m oves in a random direction; the step
length is chosen as big as possbl to accelerate sinula—
tions. (4) If a particle walks out of the circle of radius
Ry > Ry, It is retumed to the birth radius Ry at the
angk ’ * taken from distrbution @ ¢) and relative to the
last particle coordinate. (5) If particle touches a cluster,
it sticks. (6) T he clusterm em ory is updated. Steps from
(2) through (6) are repeated N tin es.

The di erence from the traditionalD LA algorithm is
In Step 4. W e rem Ind the reader that in the original
algorithm , a particle is killed when it crossesR 4 and the
new one starts a wak from a random position on the
circle Ry, ie, at the position Ryp;’ random ) - C learly, the
rulebengperfectin thelimit Ry ! 1 willin uencethe
grow th stability when R4 is nite.

Instead, if particle crosses R4_to a position wih r >
R4, we use the probability {16, 7] as determ ined by ex—
pression @:6) In Appendix A wih x = r=R}, to obtain
new particle position. T he particle then walks from the
position Ry;’ %+ ’), assum ing (r;’ ) is the old particle
position. D etails on obtaining expression {Aq ) and on
generating random num bers w ith given probability are
presented in [16] and in Appendix A .

During the cluster grow th, the em pty space between
clusterbranchesalso grow s. A specialorganization ofthe
m em ory is In plem ented to avoid long walks in theanpty
space. W e m odify the hierarchical m em ory m odel fl5],
using only a two-layer hierarchy (see A ppendix }:%: forde-
tails) and a bitm apping technique for the second layer
to reduce totalm em ory.

III. FRACTALDIM ENSION ESTIM ATION S

In this section we present the results on the estin ation
for the D LA cluster fractaldim ension analyzing various
cluster lengths: deposition radiis R gep , M €N square ra—
dius Ry, gyration radius Rgy,, € ective radius R. and
ensam ble penetration depth . The dependence of the
length R on the num ber of particles N gives estin ation
of the fractaldin ension through the relation R / N P .
There are two ways (see Tablk :_i) to extract this depen-
dence. The rstisto average,over the ensam ble of clus—
ters, for example, hr N )i = Ii(_lrl(N)=K,where the
sum is over K clusters and r; (N ) is the position of the
N -th particle In the i-th aggregate. T he second isto aver-
age over the harm onic m easure, which is the pybability
of sticking at the point r, forexam ple, Rgep = rdqg.

W e use data from K = 100 clusters, each built up by
the algorithm described in Section Iwith 5 10 particles.
A typical cluster P4] is shown in Figureil. E stin ations
ofthe fractaldin ension from the various cluster lengths

FIG.1l: (Color online) TypicalD LA clister with 5

16 par-
ticles grow n using killing-free o —lattice algorithm . C olor de—
notes particle age.
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P— dr—
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TABLE I: Estin ates of the fractal dimension D extracted
withthe tN / RP to the dependence of the various lengths
R (deposition radius R gep, M €an square radius R, , gyration
radiis Rgyr, € ective radius R. and ensemble penetration
depth ) on the number of particles N . The third ( fth)
colum n is the t to the data calculated with the de nition
given in the second (fourth) column.

using both ways of averaging are shown in Table :'I The
errors given In parentheses as corrections to the last digit
Inclide both statisticalerrorsand tting errors.

In averaging over the ham onic m easure (the last col-
umn in Tablk I with the preceding de nition column),
we rstestinateD from a single cluster2b] and than
average over the K = 100 sam ples.

T he estin ations from all lengths agree wellw ith each
other w ithin the error and w ith the m ost acogpted value
of the fractaldinension D = 1:711 (see, eg. [l3)). The
error In m easuring the penetration depth ismuch higher
because of its com plex structure.

Tt was proposed in [_1-;%', :_1-1_1'] that the various lengths
depend on the number of particles w ith the correction




De nition 1 De nition 2
1Y R B R
Rgep|1.394(2)|0:59 028 (|1398(2)|0:006 0:030
R, |1414@2)|022 027 |0 0
Rgyr|0964(1)| 022 0:01]0 0
02391)] 13 1 0 0

TABLE II: Coe cients of correction to scaling ts (expr. ],'_;
with xedD = 1:711 and = 0:33. Thede nitionsofvarious
length R are given in Table I.

RN )=RN' @+ RN ); Q)

and that exponent isthesame ( = 0:33) Prallquan—
tities.

The t of the data to expression :_(:‘L) wih the xed
valuesofD = 11land = 0:33 ispresented in Tab]e:fi.
Table I here should be com pared with Tablke 1 in {L4].
The di erence in the values ofR is about factor of two
and probably because ofthedi erent unitsofthe particle
size used In simulations. We x to unity the particlke
radius and not the particle diam eter. Result ofthe tis
extram ely sensitive to the value ofD used. For exam ple,
ifwe x fractaldimension D to the valie 1:710 which
onem ay suggest from ourTab]e::[, the values ofR and R
for the t to Ry, changed from those In the third line
ofour Tab]e:gf‘[ to 0:958 (1) and 0:06(1). Thus, values of
R di er by six standard deviations, and values ofR { by
sixteen standard deviations.

Ifwe tourdata for the di erent cluster realizations
to the expression (';I:) without xingD and , then we

nd a large uctuation oR around the zero valie.

Ifwe suppose that authorsofR ef. f_lé_b'] xed diam eterto
unity, wem ay conclide that our data rK from Tabk'L
coincidew ith the corresponding data in Table ofRef. [_1-_]
and not the data ©rR'. W e can therefore conclude that
theresultsof tting to expression :_(.l].) are inconclisive and
that the values of the coe cient R presented in Table E-I
are just random .

These large uctuations can be understood in the
fram ew ork of the weak selfaveraging of the fractal di-
m ension, which we describe in the next section.

Iv. WEAK SELF-AVERAGING OF D

W e check how the uctuations of the m easured frac-
tal dinension D depend on the system size N . By
analogy with them odynam ics, the relative uctuation
Fp = 2?1 D i%)=D i* of the quantity D should de-
crease as the inverse system size. For full selfaveraging
ofthe fractaldinension, Fp / 1N / 1=RP can be ex—
pected. In the case of a slowerdecay Fp, / 1N with

< 1, one can say that selfaveraging of D still occurs
and that it is weak selfaveraging.

W e extract the fractal din ension from the analysis of
the clusters In two ways. F irst, we calculate the num ber
N of particles inside the circle of radius R for the given
cluster. T he slope of this cuxrve on a log-log plot givesD ;.
T he fractaldin ension D ; asa function ofN isdenoted as
D ;N ), where i is the number of cluster, i= 1;2;::3K ,

and K = 100. Then we average D ; N ) over the ensam —
bl ofK clusters,D N )= & 5, D;N). The fractal

dinension D (N ) is plotted In Fjgure:_z wih a bold line
as a function of the system size N . To better under—
stand the behavior of D , we also present the results of
averaging over sm aller ensembles. W e divide the whole
ensam ble with 100 clusters Into  ve ndependent groups.
A veraging over each group gives ve di erent curves for
D N ), which exhbit strong uctuations. E rror bars are
com puted as uctuations of D; N ) In the ensemble of
K = 100 clusters.

For su cintly large N > 10°, the values of D (N )
vary m ainly in the range 1.695{1.715,which is about the
usually accepted value ofthe fractaldin ension. T he drop
o ofthecurveD (N )atN > 2 T0isduetothein uence
of the cluster boundary: the m ost active zone of cluster
grow th, which is underdeveloped in com parison w ith the
rest of the cluster, isnow insideR .

Relative uctuationsfEp ofthat quantiy are shown in
Figure . The bold line represents 100-cluster ensemble
averaging com pared wih ve lines com puted using ve
20—cluster groups. F luctuations decrease w ith the expo-
nent = 0:33 0:02.Thisisthreetin esslow erdecreasing
than expected in the case of fuill selfaveraging.

Next, we analyze selfaveraging of the fractal dim en—
sion as extracted from the dependence of the deposition
radius Ryep N ) calculated by averaging over the har-
m onicm easure. T his quantity averaged over the ensem —
ble of 100 clusters is plotted in Fjgure-'_él as a function
of the system size D pam N ). Ik exhibits som e \oscilla—-
tion" around the valie 1.708, which is very close to the
accepted D LA fractaldin ension. A verages over sm aller
ensam bles also dem onstrate this feature. It is not clear
how thisquantity w illchange asthe system size ncreases
further.

Relative wuctuations Fp,, OfDpam are shown in
Figure E There are two regines of the Fp,  decay.
First, ©or the clister sizes N < 10°%, it decays with

= 071 002, much faster than for the F, as esti-
m ated w ith the conventional counting m ethod described
above w ith 0:33. The next regimn e, for the larger
system sizesN > 10°, shows slower decay w ith the ex—
ponent = 0:38 0:01, close to those estim ated by the
traditional counting m ethod Q-é]

In practice, the exponent value 033 m eansthat to
obtain m ore accurate estin ate of the fractal din ension,
one have to ncrease the num ber ofparticles in the cluster
by three orders ofm agnitude.
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FIG .2: (Color online) Fractaldim ension D (N ) as a function

ofthe number N ofparticles inside the radius R . Solid curve
w ith error bars represents D (x) averaged over 100 clusters.
A nother curves are the averages over ve di erent 20-clusters
ensem bles.
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FIG.3: (Color online) D ecay of the re]atwe uctuations of

the fractaldin ension shown in FJgureQ. T he sym bols are the

sam e as In FJgure:Z The solid line In the Inset is the linear
t to the open circles.

V. MULTISCALING

Tt was long discussed that D LA clustersarenot sinpl
fractals §,19,110,1%,14]and, orexam pl, that the fractal
din ension depends continuously on the nom alized dis-
tance from the cluster origin f13]. Tt was suggested in [11]
that the density of particles at a distance r from the ori-
gin obeys the equation g(r;jRgyr) = CX) ng;x) d, where
x = r=Rgyr, W ith a nontrivial (mon constant) m ultiscaling
exponent D (x) (linesw ith open symbols in Figure g) .

Quite recently, Som fiet al. {13, 14] clain ed that the
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FIG .4: (Coloronline) Fractaldim ension D ham (N ) as a func—

tion ofthe num ber of particles in the cluster used to estin ate
R 4ep W ith averaging overthle ham onicm easure. The sym bols
are the sam e as In Figure d

FIG .5:

(Coloronline) D ecay ofthe relative uctuations ofthe
fractaldim ension D ham N ‘) shown in F igure 4 The symbols
are the sam e as In FJgure:Z Inset: the linear t to the data
with N up to5 10 and the linear t to the data w ith larger
N .

m ultiscaling picture is wrong and ism isled by nie-=size
transients. They argued fr a strong dependence of the
radiis estin ators (Rdep,Rz, etc., see Table ip on the
system size E xpr. (L), w here the leading subdom inant
exponent is estin ated as 0:33.

I is well known f, 14, 21] that the fractal dinen-
sion D (x) can be found using the probability P (r;N )
for the N-th particle to be deposited within a shell of
width dr at a distance r from the seed. The sinplest
and m ost obvious form of the probability is P (r;N ) =

—— £ (—2252), where f (y) is Gaussian. Practically,



the G aussian distribbution can be obtained by averaging

over a Jarge num ber of clusters. For the singlecluster re—
alization this finction has som e particular form re ecting
the details of the cluster grow th as shown in Fjgure-'j, n

w hich each localm axin um is associated w ith an actively

grow ing branch.

In [_ifl] Som faietal. computed D (x) from the G aussian
probability P (r;N ), and D (x) w ith correctionsto scaling
coincides wellw ith the num erical results of Am itrano et
al f[1]. Som faiet all state that D (x) tends to a constant
valueasN ! 1 . In otherwords, Som faiet al. advocate
that m ultiscaling is transient and is an artifact of the

nie size ofthe D LA clisters.

In contrast, our num erical results dem onstrate that
(1) there isno evidence forthe nite-size correctionsw ith
theexponent = 0:33, 2) D (X) seem snot tend to a con—
stant, and (3) i is not correct to use the G aussian prob—
ability P (r;N ) to compute D (x) for the D LA m odel.

G aussian distrbution does not re ect details of the
D LA cluster because it is the outcom e of the the aver—
aging over a large num ber of clusters. A fter such aver—
aging all details of the random nature of the growth of
a particular cluster are washed out, and the G aussian
distrdbbution is just the result of the central lim i theo—
rem . There are som e indications by H astings EI], who
com puted D LA fractaldin ension from  eld theory, that
the G aussian distrbution by itself is insu cient for de-
scrbing D LA clusters, and som e noise must be added
to obtain a m odel corresponding to the DLA m odel. To
som e extent, the localm axina in Figure :j. are due to
that noise, In contrast to the distrbution averaged over
the cluster ensem ble, which is sm ooth.

A cocordingly, D (x) calculated from the averaged distri-
bution would be constant in the lim it of largeN . W e can
therefore say that m ultiscaling com es from the uctua—
tions (haturalnoise) ofthe D LA cluster grow th process.

The fractal din ension D (x) for di erent cluster sizes
areshown in F jgure:_d togetherw ith the resuls from {_l-]_;]
There isa notablem axinum In D (x) ataround x = 14,
and its size doesnot change signi cantly w ith the num ber
ofparticles in a cluster. W e note that the position of the
maxinum can be ound from the ratio of Ryep ) to
Rgyr. In our sin ulations, it equals 1:19, which coincides
wellw ith the data in F igure 6.

Them axin um seem sto occurbecause grow th ism ostly
com pleted in the region r < Rgep , and the fractaldi
mension D (x) decrease to the left of x = Rgep )=Rgyr
In the actively grow ing region D (x) because of the lack
of particles there. For anallx, ie. or r << Rgyr, NO
new particles are being added, and D (x) is the sam e for
di erent cluster sizes.

W e note that the prediction of Som faiet al. orD (x)
with a system sizeN = 107 is quite sm aller than the one
com puted by us and presented in Fjgure-'_é. W e also es—
tin ate lin it of the three curves plotted in Fig. &, taking
Imit ofN ! 1 atthe =xed valie ofx, and plt result
w ith the solid circles in FJg:_é T hus, our data does not
dem onstrate tendency of D (x) to a constant valie, and
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FIG .6: (Coloronline) M ultiscaling fractaldim ension D (x) for
di erent cluster sizes: solid triangles, N = 106; solid squares,
N = 10’ ; stars, N = 5 lb; solid circles, lin it of our data for
N ! 1 ;open symbolsare from [L1]; open squares, N = 10*
square lattice; open circles, N = 10° o -lattice.

rather support our observation that the dynam ic grow th
ofthe cluster is dom inated by the active zone, and m ax—
Inum in D X) re ects thisnature of DLA .At the same
tin e we have to note that accuracy ofthe data presented
here isnot enough forthe naldecision, and future nves—
tigation w ith the higher accuracy have to be stilldone.

VI. SUMMARY

W e have in plem ented m odi cations to the D LA algo—
rithm that help us to grow large D LA clusters and test
som e recent clain s about its properties. In our exper—
In ents, aggregates do not exhibit corrections to scaling
law s. Nevertheless, the results show m ultiscaling prop—
erties. Thism eans that there should be another way for
such a clusters to appear. W e tried to analyze the pro—
cesses responsble for m ultiscaling. W e w ill address this
question In fiture research.
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FIG .7: Probability P (r) for a particle to stick at the distance
r, com puted for a single D LA cluster.

APPENDIX A:PROBABILITY TO BE ALIVE ON
THE BIRTH CIRCLE

The main result of this Appendix is expression @ 6)
T he sam e expression w asobtained earlier LZ"}] in Refs. [16
:L? W e und our resul is still worth publishing, since
we derive it from a di erent point ofview .

W e consider a particke at som e position (r; = 0) out—
side circle of radiis Ry, ¥ > Ry. The particle m oves
random ly, and its size and step ismuch sn aller than r
and Ry, . The question iswhat is the probability fora par—
ticle to intersect the circle Ry, at the angle ’ °. C learly,
forthe particleswaking from in niy, ie., r>> Ry, that
distrbution isuniform in [ ; I:

1
P ()d = 2—d’ : @Al
T he conform alm ap
zr+ Ry @2)
W = - 5
br+ ZRp

maps In niy to (r;0) and the uni circle to the circle
of radius Ry . Transfom ation @ J) changes probabil-
iy Q:\_]:) to the m odulus of derivative of the confom al
map,

dz Ré r? .

= e

dw Ry (r ®3)

Substiuting w = Ry exp (i’ %) in {8 3), we obtain the re-
sulting probability

P (0= oonst @ 4)
x2 2x cos’ O+ 1
as a function of the ratio x = r=Ry, > 1. This is a

probability forthe particlebeginning tswalk at thepoint

<
FIG .8: Sketch ofprobability P (’ %) ofthe walk intersection of
the circle R, w ith the initial position of the particle at (x;0).

(r;0) outside Ry, to intersect circle Ry, at the angle ’  (see
Figure'd).

T he constant In @_7{) isassociated w ith the probability
for the particle to move to In niy. It can be identi ed
using the analogy between theD LA m odeland Laplacian
grow th aswaspointed in fl8 forthe dielectric breakdow n
m odel, which is a generalization of the D LA m odel.

T he probability that the particle sticks som ew here to
the cluster is proportional to the electrical eld at that
point. W e consider three circles of radii R;, R,, and
R3,R; < Ry < R3. The extemalcirclesR; and R3 are
set under the potential = 0, and particles stick one

of them . The circle R, (place of a birth for particles)
is set wih = 1. The solution of the Laplace equa—
tion r? = 0 with the above boundary conditions gives

the distrdbution of the potential and thus of the electri-
cal eld E. The probability for the particle to stick on
the circle R; would be P; = const ., F jd?r and
sim flarly or P5. T he ratio of these probabilities is:

p; lgz” c
== 3 ®5)
P31 ]Ogg

The probabilty P3 vanishes as R3 ! 1 : P3 ! 0.
This m eans that all particles starting on the birth ra-
dius should irreversbly collide with a cluster and the
constant in @:4) is easily found by nom alizing the prob—

ability, const= (x> 1)=2 .The nalexpression orthe
probability
PrY= - 1 @ 6)
2 x2 2x cos’ O+ 1

provides correct values for both the Imitsx ! 1 and
x ! 1. The sam e expression for probability was de—
scribed in E_l-é], but i was obtained otherway. Transfor-
m ation

f ) = 2arctan itan(u =2)

x +



m aps uniform ly distrbuted in interval [ 1;1] random
num ber u to random num ber w ith distribution { §).

APPENDIX B:M EM ORY ORGANIZATION

Step 3 of the algorithm descrdbbed In Section IT es—
sentially contains two routines. W e must choose, rst,
the direction of the random walk and, second, the walk
length. The direction of the wak is chosen unifom ly
in 0;2 ]. Because the motion is uniform in direction,
we can increase the step, but only if particle is far away
from the cluster (in our sin ulations we choose that dis—
tance such that particle ism orethan veunitsaway from
the cluster, otherw ise, its step isone unit of length). The
length for the big step is chosen w ith the condition that
the wak should not Intersect any particles of the cluster.
T herefore, the distance to the cluster d,. is evaluated,
and the step length is taken as that distance.

The reason for in plem enting variabl step length is
as ollows. M ost of the tim e the particle is m oving far
away from the cluster, and choosing a step length ofthe
order ofthe particle distance from the clister accelerates
sim ulations.

To realize allthe proposed In provem entse ciently we
must organize m em ory In a specialm anner. W hen the
particle m oves, we m ust know whether it collidesw ih a
cluster, and to check this, we m ust iterate over all par-
ticles. Such an approach is rather unreasonable and we
m ust therefore restrict the num ber of particles to test.
T his is easily done by dividing the space into square cells,
each about twenty units of length. Each cell saves infor-
m ation about particles that stuck in the region covered
by it. W e therefore need only check cells that are in the
region of one step.

This m odel also In proves the process of seeking the
size of free space for the big step. To nd the distance
from current position to the clusterprecisely isadi cult
task,butit su cesinm ost casesto know itw ith an accu-—
racy estin ated from below, the size of one cell. Fjgure:gli
show show this isdone. Cellsare plotted in the picture as
squares w ith bold lines. They are m arked w ith num bers
show ing their distance from the particle location. For
sim plicity, cells w ith the sam e num ber are thought to be
at the sam e distance from theparticle. O ccupied cellsare
shaded. In this exam ple the particle is allowed to jum p
w ih the step length L 2R ,where L is the cell size, and
R the particke radius. The distance L is the radius ofthe
Inscribed circle w ith a center som ewhere in cell 0 (in the
worst case, the center lies on the border of cell 0). T his
length should be reduced because cells save only particle
centers and there could be a pro fction of a particlke into
another cellw ith a size ofR . To sin plify the algorithm
we seek the step length only using the free/occupied cells
picture. The st step isto check whetherthere are other
particles in the cellwe are now in, then we should check
cells m arked with 1, then m arked with 2 (ot shown in
picture), and so on untilwe nd an occupied cell.

FIG . 9: D etem ination of the step length.

During DLA growth, the Intervals between branches
Increase notably, and the tin e to traverse all cells while
seeking an occupied one also increases. To reduce the
in uence ofsuch a process, Balland B rady 1] developed
a hierarchicalm em ory m odel, where one cell is divided
Into am aller subcells and so on. This approach seem s
rather m em ory consum ptive: In grow Ing a large cluster,
it would becom e a bottleneck of an algorithm .

Thedesired e ect can be achieved In anotherway. Be—
cause the cell size is much m ore bigger than the par-
ticle size, the distrbution of free cells changes slow ly,
and process of seeking the m axinum free space could
be started not from the particlke position but from the
free line achieved in the previous search from thisorigin.
To In plem ent this we m ust save the value of free space
around each cell. Ifthis inform ation isunknown, ie., it is
the rsttime to seek them axinum step length from the
current cell, we should traverse all cells from the begin-
ning; otherw ise we start from the line previously saved
and m ove to the center.

T he cell size is chosen as follow s. Tt should not be very
an all: a an all size results in high m em ory consum ption
and a rapid change ofthe distribution of free cells. O n the
other hand, is size restricts the precision of the length
we nd for the big step, ie., there is a region of cell size
near the cluster where particles can move only wih a
an all steps. To avoid this Jast constraint, we use second—
layer nform ation. Like Ball and Brady, we divide the
cells into an aller ones. To m inin ize m em ory consum p—
tion, we realize them as an 32 bi integer, where each
bit show s whether the corresponding subcell is occupied.
E ach big cell can therefore be divided into not m ore than
25 subcells.



A s m entioned above, the second-layer inform ation is
only used w hen the particlem ovesnearthe clister, where
the accuracy given by the rst layer is Insu cient. Fig—
ure 9 show s large cells (pold borders) and am all cells.

Usihg the st ayerwe can nd that only the space in—
side the dashed circle is free. The second layer gives a
m ore precise result: the particle can jim p up to the bold
circle.
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251 Avemgmg over the ham onicm easure in practice is done
by freezing the growth and usihg probe particles that
walk according to the usualgrow th algorithm but do not
stick to the cluster. Then a new particle starts its m o—
tion. W e use 10* probe particles typically. T he average
of the positions r where they touch the cluster gives the
quantity averaged over the ham onic m easure.

W e note that the close value of the exponent was es—
tin ated for the quasi at growth ofa D LA cluster usmg
H astings{Levitov conform alm apping sin ulations [23
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