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Abstract

W e study an inhom ogeneous sandpile m odelin which two di�erent toppling rules are de�ned.

Forany site only one ruleisapplied corresponding to eithertheBak,Tang and W iesenfeld m odel

[P.Bak,C.Tang,and K .W iesenfeld,Phys. Rev. Lett. 59,381 (1987)]or the M anna two-state

sandpile m odel[S.S.M anna,J.Phys. A 24,L363 (1991)]. A param eter c is introduced which

describesa density ofsiteswhich arerandom ly deployed and wherethestochasticM anna rulesare

applied. The results show that the avalanche area exponent �a,avalanche size exponent�s,and

capacity fractaldim ension D s depend on the density c. A crossover from m ultifractalscaling of

theBak,Tang,and W iesenfeld m odel(c= 0)to �nitesizescaling wasfound.Thecriticaldensity

cisfound to bein theinterval0< c< 0:01.Theseresultsdem onstratethatlocaldynam icalrules

are im portantand can change the globalpropertiesofthem odel.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Bak,Tang,and W iesenfeld (BTW )[1]introduced a conceptofself-organized criticality

(SOC)asa com m on feature ofdi�erentdynam icalsystem swhere the power-law tem poral

or spatialcorrelations are extended over severaldecades. Dynam icalsystem s with m any

interactingdegreesoffreedom and with shortrangecouplingsnaturally evolveintoacritical

statethrough a self-organized process.They proposed a sim plecellularautom aton with de-

term inisticrules,which isknown asasandpilem odel,todem onstratethisnew phenom enon.

In thism odeltherelaxation rulesareconservative,no dissipation takesplaceduring relax-

ation,and correspond to a nonlineardi�usion equation [1]. Generally,the sandpile m odel

isrepresented by a d-dim ensionalhypercube ofthe �nite linearsize L. Itsboundariesare

open and allow an energy dissipation,which takesplaceonly attheboundaries.

M anna proposed a two-state version ofthe sandpile m odel[2]where no m ore than one

particle is allowed to be at a site in the stationary state. Ifone particle is added to a

random ly chosen site,then relaxation startsdepending on theoccupancy ofthesite.Ifthe

site is em pty,a particle is launched. In the case when the site is notem pty,a hard core

interaction throws the particles out from the site and the particles are redistributed in a

random m anner am ong its neighbours. Allsites a�ected by this redistribution create an

avalanche. An avalanche isstopped ifany site reached the stationary state,i.e. no m ore

than oneparticleoccupiesa site.

The�rstsystem aticstudyofscalingproperties,universalityandclassi�cationofdeterm in-

isticsandpilem odelswascarried outbyKadano�etal.[3].Usingnum ericalsim ulationsand

by varying the underlying m icroscopic ruleswhich describe how an avalanche isgenerated

they investigated whether di�erent m odels have the sam e universalproperties. Applying

�nite-sizescaling (FSS)and m ultifractalscaling techniquesthey studied how a �nite-sizeof

thesystem a�ectsscaling properties.

The real-space renorm alization group calculations [4]suggested that determ inistic [1]

and stochastic[2]sandpilem odelsbelong tothesam euniversality class.On theotherhand,

m any num ericalresults[5,6,7,8,9]show clearly two di�erentuniversality classes. They

do notcon�rm thehypothesisthatsm allm odi�cationsin thedynam icalrulesofthem odels

do notchangetheuniversality class,presented by Chessa atal.[10].

This study was m otivated by the results published by Tebaldietal. [11],and Stella
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and M enech [12],wherea m ultifractalscaling ofan avalanchesizedistribution oftheBTW

m odelwasdem onstrated. They assum e thata m ultifractalcharacterforSOC m odelslike

the BTW m odelisa crucialstep towardsthe solution ofuniversality issues. By applying

the m om entanalysisthey found FSS forthe two-state M anna m odel[12]. Based on these

resultsthey concludethatthe2D BTW m odeland theM annam odelbelongtoqualitatively

di�erent universality classes. This assum ption was con�rm ed recently [13,14],where a

precisetoppling balancehasbeen investigated in m oredetail.

In thispaperwereporttheresultsofdisturbing thedynam icsoftheBTW m odelusing

stochasticM anna siteswhich arerandom ly deployed.They can introducestochasticevents

during an avalanchepropagation.Ourm odelwasderived from theinhom ogeneoussandpile

m odel[15]in witch two di�erentdeterm inistictoppling ruleswerede�ned.In theproposed

m odelthe�rsttoppling rulecorrespondsto theBTW m odel[1]and thesecond ruleisnow

stochasticand correspondsto thetwo-stateM anna m odel[2].Them odelissim ilarto that

in Ref.[14],howeverweapplied theoriginaltoppling rulesofthelisted sandpilem odels.

The paperisorganized asfollows. The inhom ogeneoussandpile m odelisintroduced in

Sec. II. The avalanche scaling exponents,capacity fractaldim ensions and crossover from

m ultifractaltoFSS areinvestigated with num ericalsim ulationsand theresultsarepresented

in Sec.III.The Sec.IV isdevoted to a discussion which isfollowed by conclusionsin Sec.

V.

II. M AT H EM AT IC A L M O D EL

W econsiderad-dim ensionalhyper-cubiclatticeoflinearsizeL,and anotation presented

by Ben-Hur etal. [7]is followed to de�ne a sandpile m odel. Each site ihas assigned a

dynam icalvariableE (i)thatgenerally representsa physicalquantity such asenergy,grain

density,stress,etc. A con�guration fE (i)g isclassi�ed asstable ifforallsitesE (i)< E c,

whereE c isathreshold value.W enotethatthetwo-stateM annam odel[2]hasnothreshold

E c.TheM annam odelhasde�ned ahard corerepulsion interaction am ongdi�erentparticles

atthesam e position.Thishard core repulsion interaction can be described by a threshold

where the threshold value E c = 2 isassigned to any site. In ourinhom ogeneous sandpile

m odel,thethreshold valuesE c depend on thesiteposition i,E c(i)[15].Theconditionsfora

stationary state,a stablecon�guration fE (i)g (no avalanche),arenow E (i)< E c(i),where
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thethreshold E c(i)atthesiteiwasrandom ly chosen from two allowed values

E c(i)=

8

><

>:

E I
c = 4

E II
c = 2:

(1)

Forany site ithe threshold E c(i)[Eq. (1)]is de�ned in such a m anner thatn random ly

chosen sites have the value E II
c and the rem aining Ld � n sites have the value E I

c. The

density ofsiteswith thethreshold valueE II
c isdenoted c,and c= n=Ld.

Let us assum e that a stable con�guration fE (j)g is given,and then we select a site i

atrandom and increase E (i)by som e am ount�E . W e now consider�E = 1 forany site.

W hen an unstable con�guration is reached,E (i) � E c(i),a relaxation takes place. An

unstablesiteilowersitsenergy,thatisdistributed am ongtheneighborsites.Thedirections

to the neighborsitesare de�ned by the vectorse1 = (0;1),e2 = (0;�1),e3 = (1;0),and

e4 = (�1;0).Therelaxation isde�ned by thefollowing rules

E (i)! E (i)�
X

e

�E (i); (2)

E (i+ e)! E (i+ e)+ �E (e); (3)

X

e

�E (e)= E c(i); (4)

e =

8

><

>:

fe1;e2;e3;e4g if E c(i)= E I
c

fe�;e�g if E c(i)= E II
c

(5)

wheree isa setofvectorsfrom thesiteito itsneighbors.Theindexes� and � areintegers

1;2;3,and 4 random ly chosen atany relaxation.Theneighborsthatreceivetheenergy can

becam e unstable and topple,thus generating an avalanche. The distribution ofenergy is

described by Eqs. (2) and (3),we added additionalrules Eqs. (4) and (5) which specify

them annerhow theenergy isdistributed depending on theposition i,threshold E c(i)[Eq.

(4)],and corresponding sandpile m odel[Eq. (5)]. The relaxation rules Eqs. (2)-(5) are

applied untilthatm om ent when a new stable con�guration is reached again,forallsites

E (i)< E c(i).Obviously,during oneavalanche an arbitrary unstable siteican transferthe

energy E c(i)a few tim esto becam e stable,E (i)< E c(i).A d-dim ensionallattice hasopen
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boundaries so added energy can ow outside the system ,and an energy dissipation takes

placeonly attheboundaries.

Thism odelhasbeen designed to enable a wellde�ned change between two wellknown

nondirected sandpile m odels: determ inistic [1]and stochastic [2](nondirected only on av-

erage) sim ilarly as in Ref. [13]. The m odelbelongs to the criticalheight m odels with

conservative relaxation rulesand with undirected energy transferwherethetwo thresholds

are random ly frozen. Itcan be characterized asa sandpile with a possibility to m odify its

scaling behaviors.

III. R ESU LT S

W eshallreporttheresultsobtained usingnum ericalsim ulation oftheconservative,undi-

rected,criticalheightsandpilem odelde�ned by Eqs.(2)-(5).Thesim ulationswerecarried

outforthefollowing param eters:d = 2,two-dim ensionallatticeoflinearsizesL = 256;512

and 1024,random ly added energy �E = 1,two thresholdseitherE I
c = 4 orE II

c = 2,and

with density ofsites with threshold E II
c in the interval0 � c � 1. In oursim ulations we

have used the density c asa m odelparam eter. Fordensitiesofstochastic sitesc = 0 and

1 the m odelbehavesasthe BTW m odel[1]and M anna m odel[2],respectively,which are

both considered to beAbelian [16].

Avalanches can be characterized by such properties as their size,area,lifetim e,linear

size,and perim eter. W e concentrate only on a m inim alnum ber ofparam eters which are

necessary to dem onstrate theinvestigated phenom ena:theavalanche area a and avalanche

sizes.Heretheavalancheareaa isthenum beroflatticesitesthathaverelaxed atleastonce

during theavalanche.Theavalanchesizes isthetotalnum berofrelaxationsthatoccurred

during theavalanche.Theprobability distributionsofthesevariablesareusually described

aspower-lawswith cuto�

P(x)= x
�� xF(x=xc); (6)

wherex = a;s:W hen thesystem sizeL goesto in�nity,thecuto� xc divergesasxc � LD x.

Ifwe assum e FSS,then the setofexponents(�x;D x)from Eq. (6)de�nesthe universality

classofthem odel[10].

Theavalanchearea probability distribution P(a)and avalanchesizeprobability distribu-
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tionsP(s)have been analyzed at�nite lattice sizesL = 256;512,and 1024.Itisexpected

that these distributions follow a power-law P(x) � x�x [Eq. (6)]. For any lattice size L

and density c the corresponding scaling exponents �x;L(c) were determ ined. The scaling

exponentsfound in the num ericalsim ulationsforthe largestlattice size L = 1024 and for

selected densitiescarepresented in TableI.Itisevidentthattheexponentsareincreasing

with cin theinterval0< c< 0:1 and then fordensitiesc> 0:1 they arealm ostconstant.

The scaling exponents �x;L show a �nite size-e�ect when the lattice size L is changed.

Their dependences on lattice sizes L are approxim ated by a form ula proposed by M anna

[17]

x = xL! 1 �
const:

ln(L)
: (7)

This approxim ation was used to extrapolate the scaling exponents �x;L! 1 forthe in�nite

latticeL ! 1 .

Theavalanchesizeprobability distributionsP(s)obey thepower-law dependenceforany

density c. The corresponding scaling exponents�s;L! 1 (c)are shown in the Fig. 1. In the

range ofdensities 0:01 � c � 0:1 these scaling exponents decrease from �s;L! 1 (0:01) =

1:37�0:025 to �s;L! 1 (0:1)= 1:29� 0:025 and then,forhigherdensitiesc> 0:1,arealm ost

constant.

The avalanche area scaling exponents�a;L! 1 show a m ore com plex dependence on the

density c. Fordensities 0:09 � c � 0:5 they decrease from �a;L! 1 (0:09)= 1:49�0:025 to

�a;L! 1 (0:5)= 1:38� 0:025,then forhigherdensities c > 0:5 the exponents�a;L! 1 (c)are

alm ost constant. It was observed that for densities 0:01 � c � 0:09 the avalanche area

distributionsP(a)do notfollow exactly a power-law dependence asitisexpected from Eq.

(6). Therefore the exponents�a;L! 1 (c)from thisdensity intervalare notincluded in Fig.

1. One typicalexam ple is shown in Fig. 2 where the density ofrandom toppling sites is

TABLE I:The scaling exponents �x;L= 1024(c) for the �nite lattice size L = 1024 and selected

densitiesin theinterval0 � c� 1.Thestatisticalerrorsare � 0:001.

density c 0 0:01 0:10 0:50 1

�a;L= 1024 1:131 � 1:291 1:315 1:338

�s;L= 1024 1:137 1:240 1:263 1:266 1:283
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density c

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

(c
)

∞
→

x
,L

τ
1.2

1.25

1.3

1.35

1.4

1.45

1.5
(c)∞→a,L

τ 
(c)∞→s,L

τ 

FIG .1: (Color online) The avalanche area and size scaling exponents �a;L! 1 and �s;L! 1 are

approxim ated for the in�nite lattice size L ! 1 . The exponents depend on the density c of

M anna sites.

avalanche area a

10 210
3

10 410
5

10
6

10

P
(a

)

-710

-6
10

-5
10

-410

-3
10

-210

-110

-1.23

P(a) ~ a

L=1024, c=0.01

FIG .2: (Coloronline)The avalanche area distribution P (a)doesnotfollow exactly a power-law

function.Theparam etersused in thenum ericalsim ulation were:density c= 0:01and linearlattice

size L = 1024.

c= 0:01 and thelattice size isL = 1024.The double-log plotofarea distribution function

P(a)clearly showsthata possibleapproxim ation function isnota straightlinewhich m ust

correspond to thesim plepower-law dependence.

Forthe two wellknown sandpile m odels,BTW (c= 0)and M anna (c= 1)the scaling
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FIG .3: (Coloronline)The extrapolated spectra ofthe avalanche area a and avalanche size s for

variousdensitiesofM anna toppling sites:(a)c= 0 BTW m odel,which showsm ultifractalscaling,

(b)c= 0:01 atwhich the m ultifractalscaling ofBTW m odelisdestroyed,and (c)c= 0:95 where

the m odelshows the FSS near the two-state M anna m odel(c = 1). The m axim alerror bars of

f(�;c) are for q � 0,and are approxim ately � 0:05,butfor a higher q they are sm aller. The �

valuesaredeterm ined within errors� 0:025.

exponents �a;L! 1 (0) = 1:26,�s;L! 1 (0) = 1:23,�a;L! 1 (1) = 1:36,and �s;L! 1 (1) = 1:27

were found. In addition,foralldensitiesc(see Fig. 1)the relation �a;L! 1 (c)> �s;L! 1 (c)

isvalid.

Thescalingexponents�x;L asfunctionsofthelatticesizeL show a�nite-sizescalinge�ect

[Eq.(7)].An exactdeterm ination ofscaling exponents�x;L! 1 from num ericalexperim ents
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is therefore a di�cult task. A new m ethod was introduced [6]to increase the num erical

accuracy oftheexponentsbased on theirdirectdeterm ination.W efound thatthem ethod

givesslightly largerexponentsthan a sim ple extrapolation ofEq. (7).However,the expo-

nents�s do notuctuatearound theirm ean valuesasitwasobserved in thepaper[6].Our

errorbarswerelarger,thereforewehaveto repeatthisanalysisagain in m oredetails.

Tebaldietal. [11]found thatin the BTW m odelthe avalanche area distributionsP(a)

show FSS and avalanche size distribution P(s)scale as a m ultifractal. To describe these

scaling propertiesrathera m ultifractalspectrum f(�)versus� than the single scaling ex-

ponent�s [Eq.(6)]isnecessary.Thus,thescaling exponent�s losesthe im portance and is

replaced by aspectrum ofexponents.Despitethisfact,theavalanchesizescaling exponents

�s;L! 1 (0)are determ ined. They enable a com parison with the previous results,since the

wholepointisthattheexponent�s;L! 1 (0)doesnotexist.Therecentstudies[11,12]led us

toanalyzethem ultifractalpropertiesofthem odelgiven by Eqs.(2)-(5)forvariousdensities

c. To determ ine the m ultifractalspectra a m ethod presented in the paper[12]wasuseful.

There,forany �nite-size latticesL,the quantities�x(q;L)= hlog(x)xqi=[log(L)hxqi]and

�x(q;L)� log(hxqi)=log(L)werecom puted.Itwasobserved that�x(q;L)and�x(q;L)show

a �nite-size dependence on the system size L,which iswellapproxim ated by Eq. (7)and

thisrelation wasused to extrapolate L ! 1 quantities. Based on the Legendre structure

relating fx to �x,a param etric representation offx(�x)by plotting fx(q)= �x(q)� �x(q)q

versus�x(q)can beobtained [12].

Som e signi�cantspectra offx(�x;c)extrapolated foran in�nite lattice size L ! 1 are

shown forillustration in Fig. 3. The fx(�x;c) values were determ ined for the param eter

q in the range �3:5 < q < 3:5 and they are lim ited by errorsabout�0:08,sim ilarly asin

Ref.[12].W ehaveobserved thatiffx(�x;c)spectra arecom puted forallavalancheswhere

a > 50 then theerrorsoffx(�x;c)are�0:05.Them ultifractalscaling oftheavalanchesize

probability distribution P(s)and FSS ofavalanche area probability distribution P(a)were

found atdensity c= 0 (seeFig.3 (a)).Theavalanche probability distributionsP(x)show

FSS fordensitiesc= 0:01Fig.3(b),and forc= 0:95Fig.3(c)which isclosetotheM anna

m odel(c= 1).Thespectra forc= 0 and 1 agreewellwith thepreviousresults[12].Itwas

found thatthe m ultifractalscaling ofP(s)wasdestroyed (Fig. 3(b))ata relatively sm all

density ofM anna sites0< c< 0:01.

Stellaetal.[12]claim thatifprobability distributionsP(x)satis�ed FSS thelargeqdata
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density c

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

f(
c
)

∆
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

FIG .4: (Color online) A crossover from m ultifractalscaling to �nite size scaling takes place at

0 < c< 0:01. The hatched area borderan intervalof�f(c)in which �f(c)
:
= 0 and probability

distributionsP (x)show �nitesize scaling.W e note that�f(c)= f m in
a (�a;c)� fm in

s (�s;c).

accum ulatein thesam evaluefx(�x)where�
m ax
x = D x and fx = �(�x � 1)D x.However,for

probability distribution showing them ultifractalscaling thereisno accum ulation pointand

fx(�x)pointsshiftprogressively down astheparam eterq isincreasing and theparam eterq

approachesD x.Thisfactisutilized asa sim plecriterion to recognizewhich probability dis-

tributionsshow eitherm ultifractalscalingorFSS[12].Theequalityfm in
a (�a;c)

:
= fm in

s (�s;c)

isconsidered to be an attribute thatprobability distributionsP(x)show FSS.To testthis

equality thedi�erences�f(c)de�ned as�f(c)= f m in
a (�a;c)� fm in

s (�s;c)weredeterm ined.

The equality �f(c)
:
= 0 is considered for true ifj�f(c)j� 0:10 which reects num erical

errors.Thedi�erences�f(c)areshown in Fig. 4 where thehatched area lim itstheregion

where theequality istrue and thusthe avalanche probability distributionsP(x)show FSS

behavior.Itisclearly evidentthatonly onevalueof�f(c)atthedensity c= 0,isoutside

the region j�f(0)j> 0:10,and it corresponds to m ultifractalscaling ofthe BTW m odel

[11,12].W ehaveno data from theintervalofdensities0< c< 0:01 and thuswem ay only

expectthata crossoverfrom m ultifractalto FSS takesplacein thisinterval.

The fx(�x;c) spectra enable us to determ ine the capacity fractaldim ensions D x(c) as

D x(c) = �m ax
x (c). The results D x(c) for densities 0 � c � 1 are shown in the Fig. 5.

Forthe BTW m odelD s(0)= 2:88� 0:025 and D a(0)= 2:02� 0:025,and forthe M anna
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m odelD s(1) = 2:77� 0:025 and D a(1) = 2:03� 0:025 were found. The avalanche area

capacity fractaldim ensions D a(c) are alm ost constant D a(c)
:
= 2,for any density c,and

D a(0)
:
= D a(1). In the intervalofdensities 0:01 < c < 0:15 the avalanche size dim ension

D s(c)isdecreasing from D s(0:01)= 2:90 to the value D s(0:15)= 2:78 and isthen alm ost

constantforc> 0:15,�nally D s(0)> D s(1).

Them om entanalysism ethod [12]wasused toclarify interesting propertiesofthescaling

exponents �x;L! 1 (c)which are shown in Fig. 1. The values ofthe functions fm in
x (c)and

D x(c)(Fig.5)aredeterm ined from thefx(�x;c)plots.Forspeci�cdensitiesc= 0(theBTW

m odel)and c= 1 (theM anna m odel)fm in
a (0)= �0:43� 0:05 and fm in

s (1)= �0:784� 0:05

werefound.Then thescaling exponentsaregiven �x(c)= 1� fm in
x (c)=D x(c)and areshown

in theFig.6.Forthedensity c= 0,itwasfound �a(0)= 1:213� 0:0125.Forthedensities

0:01 � c � 0:15,the exponents decrease from �a(0:01) = 1:441� 0:0125 and �s(0:01) =

1:329� 0:0125 to thevalues�a(0:15)= 1:394� 0:0125 and �s(0:15)= 1:299� 0:0125,which

aresubsequently constantforc> 0:15.Forthedensity c= 1,theyare�a(1)= 1:386� 0:0125

and �s(1)= 1:297� 0:0125.Theseresultsaresim ilarto thosedeterm ined directly from the

distribution functionsP(x)� x�� x(Fig.1).

density c

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

(c
)

x
D

2

2.2

2.4

2.6

2.8

3
(c)s D

(c)a D

FIG .5:(Coloronline)Thecapacity fractaldim ensionsD x= a;s(c)asfunctionsofthedensity c.The

errorbarsare� 0:025.
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density c

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

(c
)

xτ
1.2

1.25

1.3

1.35

1.4

1.45

1.5
(c)aτ 
(c)sτ 

FIG .6: (Color online)The scaling exponentswere determ ined using �x(c)= 1� fm in
x (c)=D x(c),

forthe m om entanalysisallavalancheswherea > 50 were taken into account.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N

The plots of �x;L vs. 1=lnL and an approxim ation given by Eq. (7) were used to

extrapolate scaling exponents �x;L! 1 [6, 17]. L�ubeck and Usadel[6]have analyzed an

inuenceofan uncertainty in thedeterm ination oftheexponents�x;L on theprecision ofthe

extrapolated exponents�x;L! 1 . Theirresultsshow thatthism ethod isnotvery accurate.

However,thisapproxim ation enablesusto m ake a com parison ofourresultswith previous

ones.ThescalingexponentsoftheBTW m odel�a;L! 1 (0)= 1:26and �s;L! 1 (0)= 1:23(Fig.

1)areapproxim ately thesam easthosefound in Ref.[6](�a = 1:258 and �s = 1:247)using

the sam e m ethod.The exponentsofthe M anna m odel�a;L! 1 (1)= 1:36,and �s;L! 1 (1)=

1:27arecom parablewith thepreviousresults,�s;L= 1024 = 1:28� 0:02[2]and with �a = 1:373

and �s = 1:275,which were found by direct determ ination ofexponents [6]or calculated

from them om entanalysis�a
:
= 1:36and �s

:
= 1:28[18].Theresultsobtained by them om ent

analysis [12],fm in
a (0) = �0:43 � 0:05 and fm in

s (1) = �0:784 � 0:05,agree wellwith the

previousresults,�a = �0:391� 0:011and �s = �0:7900� 0:002[18].W em ay concludethat

the experim entaldata for two known densities,c = 0 and 1,and data analysis m ethods

give approxim ately the sam e exponents as were found in previous num ericalexperim ents

[2,6,18].

Thescaling exponentsde�ned by Eq.(6)[3]and theconditionalexponentsxy[7,19]can
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characterize the sandpile m odels. The theory predicts �s = 1:253 [4]and a few num erical

experim entsshow D s ’ 2:7 and D a ’ 2 [4,10].The conditionalexponentssa determ ined

directly from thenum ericalexperim entsaresa(0)= 1:06 and sa(1)= 1:23 [7].

Letusassum e thatthe BTW and M anna m odelsbelong to the sam e universality class.

Then the scaling exponents �x(c);D x(c) [Eq. (6]of the m odel(Eqs. (2)-(5)) m ust be

independent on the density c,i.e. �x(c) = const:and D x(c) = const:This m eans that

knowing only thescaling exponents(�x(c);D x(c)),wecould notdistinguish how m any sites

aretoppling by determ inistic orstochasticm anner[Eq.(5)].

W e observed that the capacity fractaldim ensions D a(c) is constant for any density c,

D a(c)
:
= 2. The capacity fractaldim ension D s(0)= 2:88 isthe sam e aswasfound in the

Ref.[12],D s

:
= 2:86(determ ined from theFig.1(a)in [12]).Ourcapacity fractaldim ension

D s(1)= 2:77 ishigherthan the value D ’ 2:7 [2,10],howeveritiscloserto the D ’ 2:75

[13].In addition,fordensities0:01� c� 0:1,thescaling exponents�x;L! 1 (c),�x(c)(Figs.

1 and 6)and D s(c)(Fig.5)depend on thedensity c.Thesescaling exponentsand capacity

fractaldim ension are notconstant. They dem onstrate thatthe assum ption abouta single

universality classiswrong and thuscon�rm theexistence ofdi�erentuniversality classes.

The conditional scaling exponents xy [19] can be determ ined as xy(c) = (�y(c)�

1)=(�x(c)� 1) [18]. Substituting the known scaling exponents �x(c) (Fig. 6),we deter-

m ined sa(0:01)
:
= 1:34 and forthe M anna m odel,sa(1)

:
= 1:29.W e note thatthe scaling

exponent�s(0)doesnotreally exist.

To determ inetheexactscaling exponentsoftheprobability distribution functionsP(x),

the experim entaldata m ust show a power-law dependence given by Eq. (6). However,

the avalanche area size distributions P(a) do not follow exactly power-law distributions

for densities 0 < c � 0:1 in the whole range ofavalanche area sizes,a typicalexam ple

is shown in the Fig. 2. Chessa etal. [10]found that the area size distribution P(a) of

the BTW m odel(c = 0) is not com patible with the FSS hypothesis in the whole range

ofavalanches. However,for large size ofavalanches the FSS form m ust be approached.

They assum e that the scaling in the BTW m odelneeds sub-dom inant corrections ofthe

form P(x) = (C1x
�� 1 + C2x

�� 2 + :::)F(x=xc) where Ci are nonuniversalconstants and

thatthesecorrectionsdo notdeterm ineuniversality class.Theasym ptoticscaling behavior

is determ ined by the leading power law. W e assum e that the deviation from a sim ple

power-law fordensities 0 < c � 0:1 (Sec. III)could be explained by this correction. W e
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observed thattheexponentsforlargeavalanchesaarelargerthantheapproxim ateexponents

(�a;L= 1024 = 1:23 in theFig.2)which coverthewholerange.Asa consequence,theleading

exponents�a;L(c)fordensities0< c< 0:1arehigherthan theapproxim ateexponentswhich

we found (they arenotshown in the Fig.2 for0 < c� 0:09).Itisevidentthattheleading

scaling exponents�a;L aredi�erentand arenotconstant(Fig. 1)asin thecaseoftheBTW

m odelor the M anna m odeland thus the m odelfor these densities belongs to a di�erent

classthan theBTW m odelortheM anna m odel.

Divergences from the expected power-law behaviour ofthe BTW m odeland a need of

sub-dom inantcorrection wereobserved in anotherinhom ogeneoussandpilem odel[15].Here

theavalanche dynam ic wasdisturbed by siteswhich had thesecond higherthreshold.The

e�ectwassigni�cantforthresholdsE C � 32 and low concentration ofsuch sites[15].

The m ultifractalproperties(Fig. 3)ofthe m odelgiven by Eqs. (1)-(5)forthe density

c= 0 (theBTW m odel),and FSS forthedensity c= 1 (theM anna m ode)agreewellwith

therecentresults[12].In addition,the crossoverfrom m ultifractalto FSS wasobserved in

the Fig. 4. Ourresultscan only predictthata criticaldensity isexpected to be found in

theintervalofdensities0< c< 0:01(Figs.3and 4).Thisintervalis�vetim essm allerthan

whatwasfound in Ref.[13]where theresultsarebased on theautocorrelation function of

theavalanchewavetim eseries[20].

W eassum ethatdivergencesfrom power-law dependencesin inhom ogeneousconservative

m odels,[15]and Eqs. (1)-(5),have a com m on reason which isconnected to the crossover

from m ultifractalscaling to FSS [13].In both m odelsa disorderisinduced by deploym ent

ofdisturbing sites. These disturbing sites eitherincrease the shortrange coupling during

relaxationsin determ inisticm odel[15]orintroducetherandom toppling [Eq.(5)].In these

m odelstoppling im balance [13,14]only fora few such sitescan change characterofwaves

in them odelsfrom coherentto m orefragm ented waves[7,8,9,12].

In thisstudy,the m ultifractalpropertiesofthe BTW m odelwhich isinitially hom oge-

neous,are destroyed at very low concentrations ofsuch disturbing sites. In the opposite

case,theM anna m odelshowstheFSS and resistance to disturbance caused by presence of

BTW sitesbecause allsigni�cantexponentsfrom Eq. (6)are approxim ately constantin a

broad range ofdensities0:15 � c� 1.One possible explanation forthisisthatthe nature

ofthe sm allperturbation ofthe m odelis notthe sam e when we perform changes around

thedensitiesatc= 0 and c= 1.A sm allperturbation ofthedynam icalrulesofthe BTW
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m odel(c = 0) breaks the toppling sym m etry [13]and this m ay explain why the changes

in thescaling exponents�x(c)and capacity fractaldim ension D s(c)areso unexpected.On

the otherhand,forthe M anna m odel(c= 1),decreasing ofthe density ccannotinuence

the unbalanced toppling sym m etry ofthe M anna m odel[13]. For sandpile m odels which

show FSS thisisan expected resultand agreeswellwith the theory [4,10],where a sm all

m odi�cation oftoppling rulescannotchangethescaling exponents.

W ecan clearly identify two universality classeswhich correspond to theclassesproposed

in papers[7]or[13]:(a)nondirected m odels,fordensity c= 0(BTW m odel,them ultifractal

scaling [5,11,12]),and they show a precise toppling balance[13]and they aresensitive on

disturbanceofavalanchedynam ics,(b)random relaxation m odels,fordensities0:1< c< 1

whereFSS ofP(x)isveri�ed,they arenondirected only on average(M annatwo-statem odel

c = 1 [7]). In these m odels breaking ofthe precise toppling balance [13]is observed,the

scaling exponentsareresistantto disturbanceofavalanches.Theclassi�cation fordensities

0 < c < 0:1 is notso clear. Ifwe follow the proposed classi�cations then the m odelis a

random relaxation m odel[7]with broken precisetoppling balance[13]and itbelongsin the

sam e classasthe M anna m odel. On the otherhand,the scaling exponentsdi�erfrom the

M anna m odeland they are notuniversal(�x(c)6= const.,D s(c)6= const:),and thereasons

ofthe sub-dom inantapproxim ation ofarea probability distribution functions[10]can play

an im portant role. W e assum e that a new universality class between the BTW (c = 0,

m ultifractalscaling)and the M anna (c > 0:5,FSS)classes[13,14]could be identi�ed for

densities0< c< 0:1.However,am oredetailedstudyisnecessarytoverifythisclassi�cation.

Ouradditionalargum entsto the previousresults[5,6,7,8,9,13,15]show thatsm all

m odi�cationsofthe dynam icalrulesofthe m odelcan lead to di�erentuniversality classes

whatisconsidered to beunusualfrom a theoreticalstandpoint[10].

V . C O N C LU SIO N

In these com puter sim ulations m ultifractalscaling ofthe BTW m odel[11]and FSS of

the M anna m odel[12]were con�rm ed. In addition,a crossover from m ultifractalscaling

to FSS [13]was observed when avalanche dynam ics ofthe BTW m odelwas disturbed by

M anna sites which were random ly deployed in the lattice,as their density was increased.

Thiscrossovertakesplacefora certain density cin theinterval0< c< 0:01.Thisinterval
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is �ve tim es sm aller than what was found recently [13]. The scaling exponents �x(c)and

the capacity fractaldim ension D s(c)are notconstantforalldensitiescwhich isnecessary

ifthe m odels[1,2]belong to the sam e universality class. These resultagree wellwith the

previous conclusions that m ultifractalproperties ofthe BTW m odel[5,11,12],toppling

wave character[7,8,9]and precise toppling balance [13,14]are im portantpropertiesfor

solving theuniversality issues.

An open question rem ainsabouthow to characterize the universality classfordensities

0:01 < c< 0:1,where the scaling exponentsare notuniversal(�x(c)6= const. and D s(c)6=

const:) and in addition,the avalanche probability distributions P(a) do not show exact

power-law behaviorsince the sub-dom inantcorrectionsofP(a)[10]are im portant. In this

intervalofdensities c,ourm odelbelongsto the random relaxation m odels [7]and to the

m odelswith unbalanced toppling sites[13,14],however,itsscaling exponentsarenotequal

to theexponentsoftheM anna m odel.

Based on the previous �ndings [13,14]and our results we assum e that the avalanche

dynam icsofundirected conservative m odels,in which som e ofthe probability distribution

functionsshow a m ultifractalscaling (the BTW m odel),isdisturbed by suitable toppling

ruleswhich aredi�erentfrom thetwo-stateM annam odel(forexam pleastochasticfour-state

M anna m odel[7,9]),then a localm annerfortheenergy distribution during therelaxation

can be im portantand can change the scaling exponents. However,the m odelswhich show

theFSS forallprobability distribution functions(theM annam odel)arenotsensitivetothe

detailsofthetoppling rulesand areconsistentwith theoreticalpredictions[4,10].
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