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1 Introduction

T he tam poral evolution of an interface during solidi cation has been under
Intensive study by physicists and m aterial scientists for several decades. T he

Interface velocity and shape have In portant consequences for practicalm etal-
lurgy, as well as the theory, eg., velocity selection m echanisn and nonlinear

theory of interfaces.

T he sin plest observed m icrostructure is the single needle crystal or dendrite,
which is cbserved to be a shape resam bling a paraboloid (out not fully rota—
tionally Invariant away from the tip) grow ng at a constant velocity, vy, w ith
tip radius, Rg.

An early m odel of this phenom enon by Tvantsov [1] stipulated the heat di u-—
sion equation in one of the phases and in posed latent heat considerations at

the interface. W ith the interface assum ed to be at the m elting tem perature,

the absence of an additional length scale in plies the existence of an in nite
soectrum of pairs of velocities and tip radii, (vp;R o). Since the experin ental
results have shown that there is a unique pair (vp;R o) that is Independent

of initial conditions, there has been considerabl activity toward uncovering

the theoretical m echanisn for this velocity selection (see, for exam ple R{5]).

The aem ergence of the capillarity length associated w ith the surface tension

as an additional length scal has provided an explanation for the selection

m echanisn . Advances In com putational power and a better understanding

of interface m odels and their com putation have opened up the possibility of
com paring experin ental values for the tip velocity w ith the num erical com —
putations. This is nevertheless a di cult com putational issue in part due to

the large di erences in length scales that range from 1 an for the size of the
experin ental region, to 14 m icrons for the radius of curvature near the tip,

10 ® an Prthe capillarity length, to 10 ® an interface thickness length.

O ne perspective into the theoreticaland num erical study of such interfaceshas
been provided by the phase eld m odel introduced in [6,7] In which a phass,
or order param eter, ’ , and tem perature, T, are coupld through a pair of
partialdi erential equations described below (see also m ore recent papers [B{
10]). In physical tem s, the w idth of the transition region exhiited by ’ is
A ngstrom s. In the 1980’s three key results facilitated the use ofthese equations
for com putation of physical phencm ena. If the equations are properly scaled
one can (i) dentify each ofthe physicalparam eters, such asthe surface tension,
(i) and attain the sharp Interface problem as a lim it [11], and (i) use the
Interface thickness, "; as a fiee param eter, since the m otion of the interface
is independent of this param eter [12]. This last resul thereby opened the
door to com putations w ith realistic m aterial param eters, by rem oving the
issue of an all nterface thickness. However, the di erence in scale between




the radius of the curvature and overall din ensions still pose a com putational
challenge.M ore recently, several com putations, have been done using the phase

eld model [13{18], with some 3D ocom putations in [14] utilizing the m odel
and asym ptotics of [19], that w ill be com pared w ith our results below . A Iso,
G eorge et al studied the sinulation of dendritic growth in three dim ensional
Soace using a phase eld m odel RO].

Ourwork di ers from the works referenced above in m any aspects. H ow ever,
them ain di erence arises from the adaptation of the experim ental conditions
in the simulation of dendrtic growth.M ost In portantly, we use true values

of physical param eters which are cbtained from the m icrogravity experin ent

for SCN PR1]. In order to dealwith di erent length scales and the di usion
during freezing in the thin interfacial region, we Inplment a fully parallel
architecture in a three dim ensional space w hich enables us to use enough grid

points and perform an e cient calculation.

Solidi cation isa com plicated nonlinear process.M odeling necessarily involves
m aking choices of physical e ects that are to be ncluded in the equations.
C om parison of com putations w ith experin ents that are closest to the m athe-
m aticalm odelyields the m ost convincing test ofthe m odel and com putations.
T he m odeling of single-need e dendrites has usually been carried out using the
di usion equation as amechanisn for the dissipation ofheat. H owever, all of
the experim ents until the Space Shuttle experin ents had been done under
conditions of nom algravity, so that convection in the liquid is an in portant
m echanisn for the dissipation of the Jatent heat released at the interface. T he
m icrogravity experin ents performm ed on the Space Shuttlke RPllprovidethe 1rst
opportunity to test whether them athem aticalm odels agree w ith experin ents,
since the absence of gravity essentially elim inates convection, thereby laving
di usion asthem ain m echanisn for heat transport away from the interface.

W hile num erous com puter calculations have been perform ed on both sharp
Interface and phase eld m odels of solidi cation, com parison w ith experin ent
has always been a di culty due to the vastly di erent length scales in the
problem (g 10 °® an Pr capillarity length and 1 an for the overall din en—
sions of the experim ent), and the three din ensional nature of the problem . In
the absence of direct com parison w ith experim ent, it isalso di cul to know
whether som e of the sin pli cations that have been used, such as setting the
kinetic coe cient, , to zero are valid.

In thispaperwe perform large scale 3D parallel com putations ofa phasse eld
model wih the modi cation introduced In [L9]. The key aspects of these
com putations are sum m arized below .

A) W eperform fully three din ensional parallel com putationsby adopting the
experin ental conditions used in the Space Shuttle experin ent. T he sym m etry



is utilized only along the m a pr axes (rather than rotational sym m etry). T his

allow s us to com pare the tip velocity w ith the actual experim ents in a m ean—
nhgfulway. The calculations utilize the param eters and boundary conditions

of the D GE m icrogravity experin ents for SCN [1,22]. A 1l previous exper-
In ents done under nom al graviy conditions introduced convection. Hence

this provides an opportunity to com pare experin ents In the absence of con—
vection to theory that also exclides convection. The di erence between the
experin ental results and our com putations thereby de nes the challenges for
additional physicale ects that need to be m odeld.

(B) The rok ofanisotropy in velocity selection hasbeen noted in the com puta—
tional references cited above. G licksm an and Singh R3] com pare experin ental
tip velocity of SCN w ith pivalicacid PVA ) whose coe cient of surface tension
anisotropy (de ned below) di ers by a factor of 10 but are otherw ise sin ilar,
except perhaps for the kinetic coe cient.W e perform two sets of calculations
In which all param eters are identical (SCN values) except for the anisotropy
coe clent. Our com putations con m (consistent with the experim ental re—
sulks R1]) that the velocity is nearly identical when the m agnitude of the
anisotropy is varied by a factor of 10 w ith all other param eters xed (at the
SCN wvalues).

(C) M ost of the previous num erical com putations that sin ulate the interface

grow th were done In two din ensional space. O ur com putations show s that the

2D and 3D com putations di er by a factor of approxin ately 1:9. The resuls
of the 3D for tip velocity can also be com pared w ith our previous com puta—
tions R4] that utilized rotational sym m etry to reduce the 3D com putations to

tw o com putational spatial din ensions.

D) The rok of the kinetic coe cient [see de nition of below equation (2)]
is subtle, and this m aterdal param eter is often set to zero, for convenience,
in theoretical and com putational studies. W e nd, however, that there is a
signi cant di erence In the tip velocity when all other param eters are held

xed whik thiscoe cient is varied. C onsequently, this kinetic coe cient m ay
be of crucial Im portance in determ ining the selection of tip velociy.A better
understanding of this issue m ay lead to theory that can explain a broader
range of undercooling and velocity.

2 M athem aticalM odeling

In the com putations below , we use a version of the phase eld equations n—
troduced In [19], orwhich the phase or orderparam eter, ’ (¢;t), asa function
of spacialpoint, %, and tin e, t, isexactly 1 in the solid and + 1 in the liquid.
T he order param eter is coupled w ith the din ensionless tem perature, u, which



is given by the ollow Ing relation along w ith the capillary length, d,.

)= g = 1)
e Bh L

where T, , L, G, and [k arethem elting tem perature, latent heat, speci ¢
heat per unit volum e of the m aterial, surface tension and the di erence in
the entropy (In equilbbrium ) per unit volum e between the solid phase and
liquid phase, repectively. Thus, we can de ne the interface by = fx 2

" (x;t) = Og and w rite the din ensionlss phase eld equations as follow s

5 "
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Here, is the kinetic coe cient and " is the interface thickness that can
be used as a "fiee param eter" [12]. In the lin it as " vanishes as all other
param eters held xed, solutions to ) and (3) are govemed by the sharp
Interface m odel

u=r Dru o)
v,= D Fu #] (6)
u= do( + W) (7)

where the param eters dy, D and are the sam e as In the phasse eld m odel,
and v, is the interface nom al growth velocity W ih nom alft chosen from
solid ( ) to liqud (+)) [7,19].

2.1 Initaland boundary conditions

In order to sin ulate interface growth of a dendrite In 3D, we choose a cube
of [ 1;1T which is assumed to be lkd with pure SCN mel initially. The
solidi cation of the m elt is Initiated by a an all solid SCN ball of radiis, Ry,



which isplaced at the center ofthe cham ber. T he tem perature at the boundary
is kept at constant undercooling value, u; , and the liquid tem perature nside
the cham ber declines exponentially from u = ug.q On the interface ofthe seed
to the boundary ofthe cham ber. In particular, the initial conditions ofu inside
the cham ber are given by a plane wave solution to (5) and (6) which is given
by

2 w Ll e vz vt=ji J=0 In j)],-z vt=1 J

O; z < Vtzj,ll :l

where z is the signed distance from the seed Interface (positive in the liquid)
and u; = THVTT‘“ denotes the din ensionless undercooling value where T; is
the ar eld temperature. The initial value of /' is obtained from a lading

term asym ptotic expansion solution [19]

" (x;t) = tanh + higher order term s 9)

2 "
2.2 Implkmentation of anisotropy

A nisotropy is In portant in determ ining the shape of dendrites that grow ex—
clusively in the preferred directions. T he experin ental evidence show s con—
clusively that surface tension, , exhibits anisotropy R3]. W hik there is the
possibility of dynam ical (ie. through In equation @) or (3)) or other
anisotropy the experin entalm easuram ents of anisotropy in these experin ents
arecon ned to those related to surface tension . Surface tension anisotropy has
been m odeled in severalways.

Let 1 = (My;ny;n;) be the nom al to the interface. W e utilize the sim plest
possbl function describbing the dependence of surface energy on A in the case
of an underlying cubic symm etry. T he relation can be given by R5,26]
@) = al+ °@f+ nl+ n))l (10)
which is rew ritten In temm s of spherical anglks as
(; )=afl+ [ +sn’® @ 2snh?® s g 11)
where and arethe angleswhich correspond to the nom al, n, w ith resoect

to a crystal axis. The param eters, and &, can be related to usualm easure
of anisotropy strength, , by the relationsa;= (I 3 )and =< [4].
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Fig.1l.Contour pbts ofthe interface at di erenttim es on xy plne foru = 0:0265
which shows the e ect of the anisotropy: (a) The position of the interface in 10
seonds; () T he position of the interface at bhtter times (135 sec, 140 sec, 145 sec
and 150 sec).

A yan ptotic analysis R7] show s that w ith the anisotropy, the G IobsT hom son
relation (7) ism odi ed not only in tem s of the angles, but w ith their second
derivatives. In our sin ulation, we assum e that the dendrites grow along an
axisof symmetry and sst  to be the m ean curvature. Thus, we can rew rite
the G bbsThom son equation (7) as

u= dod) @) vy a2)

where

Gl ;)= (; )+ "y _y 13)

3 D iscretization

A large number of m esh points are necessary In order to calculate the tip
grow th velocity and tip radius accurately. T he values of u and ’ across the
Interface vary from maxinum to m ininum within a short distance. This re—
quires ner grid spacing so that number ofm esh points is adequate to resolve
the interfacial area. W e m ake a physically reasonable but com putationally
very usefiil assum ption that the dendrite grow s sym m etrically along the coor-
dinate axes. T hus, the com putationaldom ain is reduced to = P;1F which
decreases the overall grid usage by 7=8.In thiswork, weuse 400 500 unifom

grid points on each side of which guarantees that we have at least 6-7 grid
points located on the interface region asmeasured from / = 09 to’ = 09.
In order to discretize the equations ) and (3), ket ’ fjk and u‘i)jk denote the
discrete values of 7 (Xi;y57 2 itp) and u (Xi;y4;2%; %), respectively. W e lag the



nonlinear term s n (2) and discretize the equations (2) and (3) by using sem i
In plicit Crank-N icolson nite di erence m ethod. Thus, we w rite the discrete
equations as follow s:

D 1
+.p P pt1l +7P
t Uigx = Ef Ui ¥ Ui 9 ot ik 14)
5 n2 1 5n 0
" + 7P r P r P r P P r P
t  dijk T E f ijk + ijk g+t g ( ijk) + g auijk ( ljk) 1s)
where
T _ T T T
Bk T ox 1k T ys ijk o ik 16)

for i;9;k = 0;1;2; 3N land p= 0;1;2;:5T¢ina1- The operators such as
., and + In the equations (14) and (15) are the nite di erence operators
and they can be given as

x+ xjy;z;H+ X x;v:2;89 2 (x;y52;0)
( x)?

<« Xiyiz;t) = a7)

and

jyizit+ g iYizit
; ()(;y;z;t): (><Iyl 14 :: (><Iyl ’ ) (18)

4 Values of SCN P aram eters

T he ocom parison of the com putational results w ith experin ents m akes sense
only if we use the true value of the physical param eters. T hroughout the
sin ulation, the param eters d, and , ©r SCN are sst to be 283 10 " an
and 8:9 ergs=an ?, respectively R2]. The di usivity param eters, Dyg,iq and
D so1ds @re aln ost the sam e for the liquid and solid SCN . Thus, we set the
di usivity D tobe 1147 10 *an?=sec which is the value ©orD 114 R2].

A 11 of the param eters In the phase eld equations are physically m easurable
quantities, mcluding " which is a m easure of the interface thickness. &t was
shown in [7,11] that the solutions of the phase eld equations (scaled in this
form ) approach those of the sharp interface m odel (5)—(7) provided all other
param eters are held xed as" approaches zero. T he rate of convergence, how —
ever, em erges as a key issue. In particular, the true size of " is a few atom ic
lengths, or Angstrom , while the size of experin ental region is at least lan .
T hus using the true value of " would necessitate 10° grid points in each direc—
tion yielding unfeasible com putation. From a com putational perspective, one



needs to have at least several grid points in the interfacial region In order to
accurately calculate the derwvatives of order param eter that im plicitly de ne
the surface tension.

A com putational breakthrough was the discovery that " could bem ade m any
orders ofm agnitude larger w ithout In  uencing the interface m otion . C aginalp
and Socolovsky [12,28] showed that so long as one chooses an appropriate
num ber of grid points In the Interface region (de ned by the m agnitude of "
and h denotes the uniform grid size), guaranteed by the range 0:75 < E <14,
one can resolve the m otion accurately. The only lim itation then involves the
Interface thickness relative to the radius of curvature of the dendrites. In this
work we set "= h which falls Into this range.

The choice of the niial tip radius, Ry, for a steady-state is not arbirary.
O ne needs to take into account the Jatent heat released at the Interface. By
choosing a su ciently large distance between the interface and the boundary,
the latent heat released at the interface di uses to the liquid and the e ect
of the boundary becom esm Inim al. In order to guarantee enough distance to
the boundary, the tip radis, Ry, should be at least 20 tin es an aller than
the di usion length D =y . In our calculation, we choose the tip radis to be
Ry = 20h forthe choice 0of N = 500 and Ry = 14h forN = 400 where h isthe
uniform grid size corresponding to the choice of each N . Under these condi-
tions, thedi usion length is large enough and satis esthe standard theoretical
conditions for dendritic growth [17].

5 P arallelization and data distribution

T he num erical sin ulation ofthe equations ) and (3) In 3D w ith any physical
choice of param eters is a di cul task. O fthese di culties, the m em ory re-
quirem ents and the CPU tin e are them ain issues due to the di erence in the
length scales. As shown In Tabk 1, the dem and for the m em ory is a delicate
issue In that doubling the num ber of the grids w ill increase the com putational
m em ory asm uch as eight tin es, and slow s down the perfom ance of the code.
T his m akes the num erical com putation of (14) and (15) wih any physically
approprate choice of grid size inm possible on serdal com puters. Instead, one
needs a parallel architecture In which the work will be distributed to m any
com puters and the com putational pb will be shared am ong the com puters
(orocessors) allow ng large scale com putation. In thiswork, we use PET SC’s
distributed m em ory architecture OA ), whose characteristic feature is that
each prooessor owns its own localm em ory, and m em ory of other processors
can not be acoessed directly R9].The PETSC /DA system requires com m uni-
cation to nquire or borrow nfomm ation am ong the processors. In particular
for the num erical solution ofPD E’s, each processor requires its localportion of



the Infom ation aswell as the points on the boundary of the ad-pcent proces-
sors to update the right hand side vector. T he com m unication required am ong
the processors to exchange the com ponents and points along the border of the
ad-pcent subdom ains arem anaged via the DA system whik the actualdata is
stored In approprately sized local vector ob gcts. Thus, the DA ob gcts only
contain the parallel layout and com m unication inform ation, and they are not
Intended for storing the m atrices and vectors.

T he com m unication isnecessary but it is very criticalthat the parallel code be
designed independent of the other processors asm uch as possbl and the ra—
tio of com m unication am ong the processors should be kept an all. O therw iss,
a high ratio of com m unications am ong the processors slow s down the com -
putation. T herefore, it is very In portant that the communication should be
Iim ited to the neighboring processors and should avoid global com m unication
ifpossible. Sin ilarly, the distrioution of the work load am ong the processors
is another in portant issue in parallel com putation. In our work, we keep the
num ber of grid points proportional to the num ber of processor so that each
processor is assigned aln ost the sam e am ount ofwork load. T his enables the
e cient use ofthe processors and m akes the processors to work In a synchrony.
The Tabk 2 show sthatboth the CPU tin e and m em ory allocation are alm ost
haked when the num ber of the processors doubled.

T he allocation ofm em ory, creation of the parallel m atrices and vectors, and
setting up the solver contexts are very tin e consum Ing. T herefore, one would
like to use the sam e nnitial sstup through out the com putation if possble.
This is a good approach especially when the coe cient m atrix is ndependent
of tin e which is the case n thiswork. Thus, we can use the sam e coe cient
m atrices as well as the sam e preconditioners throughout the calculations.

Parallel solutionsof (14) and (15) are done via the linear sokver of PET SC [R29]
In which we use CG iterative m ethod w ith JacobiP reconditioning.

Tabk 1
Tabk shows the m em ory allocation on each processor (of 32 processors) when the
num ber of grid points are doublkd.

G rid points | M emory M B) Ratio
323 145 -
643 1056 728
1283 76.90 728
216° 611.03 7:95
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Tabk 2

The perform ance of the algorithm is tested for xed grid (N=128): Tabk shows
the wallclock tim e, number of ops and the mte of scakbility of the algorithm on
di erent num ber of processors.

Number of PE | MFlops/s | Memory M B) | W allC lock (s) Ratio
4 50 492 .8 1165.78 -
8 52 2555 574 58 2.00
16 54 1365 31415 3.71
32 55 76.9 168.87 6.90
64 53 47.0 88.59 13.15

51 M emory allocation and scalability of the algorithm

In the num erical solution of (14) and (15), we allocate m em ory for six paral-
kel and one sequential global vectors of the size N 3, and two parallel global
m atrices of the size N ® N 3. Together w ith the creation of the DA system,

Jocal vectors and m atrices, the m em ory requirem ent becom es huge for larger
N . W e verfy this in Tabl 1 by varying the number of grid points. In fact,

it shows that as N is doubled, the mem ory on each processor is Increased

approxin ately eight tin es. Thus asN increases, the dem and for the m em ory

gets so large that even for superocom puters such as Lem ieux, there are consid—
erable lin itations of the number when grid points are larger than N = 600.

AsTablk 1 indicates, the m em ory required for a fully three din ensional com -
putation of phase eld m odel is enom ous if one wants to use a reasonabl
num ber of grid points In the sim ulation. T his necessitates the use of not only

high perfom ance com puters but also com puters which can acoom m odate the

m em ory needed.One way to over com e thisdi culty is to use parallel archi-
tecture which is the key In our work In handling the m em ory de ciency. The
scalability ofthe code isa m easure by which one can test whether the proces-
sors are e clently used during the com putation. For thiswe x the number
of the grid poIntsat N = 128 and set T¢fia1 = 300. By doubling the num ber

ofthe processors each tin e we caloulate the corresponding walkclock tin e for

the same pb.As shown In the Tablk 2 the wallclock tin e aln ost doubles

when we halved the num ber of the processors. T his is an Indication that the

code scales wellw ith the num ber of the processors.

A s it isapparent from above analysis, m em ory allocation is stilla delicate issue
which In uence the choice of grid size N very much. In our earlier work R4],
we studied the grid convergence In 2D by com paring the grow th velocities for
di erent choice of grid points ranging from 200 to 700 when all other param e-
ters kept xed. Tabl 3 show s the corresponding velocities for the grid points
from 200 to 700 when all other conditions are dentical for the undercooling

11



valie 0001.A s seen in Tablk 3, the Interface growth velocity does not di er
much when we vary the number of grid points, N , from 400 to 700 ndicating
that a choice of N = 500 will be enough to study dendritic growth. In this
work, we use N = 500 in the calculation of undercooling vs. grow th velocity
linearity relation. For other calculation such as the study of anisotropy and
kinetic coe cient, we sst N = 400.A 1o, the tine step  t is chosen to be
5 10 3 throughout the com putation.

6 Results and conclusions

In this paper we have perfom ed parallel com putations in three-din ensional
soace w ith the speci ¢ param eters and boundary conditions which are used In
the m icrogravity experim ental setup for SCN .

The m icrograviy experin ents exclide m ost of the convection e ects so that
com putations involving the physics described by equations (2)—@3) or (5)—(7)

can be tested against the experin ent. P rior to these experin ents, theoreti-
cal results and ocom puter calculations were awkward In that theory w ithout
convection was tested against experin ent (on Earth) with convection. T hus

the Interpretation of agreem ent was am biguous, leaving open the possibility

of lnaccurate com putations on inadequate m odeling of experin ental sstup.

In order to address the questions raised In @) and B) ofthe introduction, we
have considered eight di erent undercooling values, 4 , from them icrogravity
experin ents for SCN [(B0]. D uring the sinulation we sst Ry = 20, N = 500
and Teina1 = 2000 and com pute the average grow th velocity for each under-
cooling value. T he com putational and experin ental grow th velocities for each
undercooling are given in the Tabl 4.

Tablk 3

A su cientgrid size for accurate calculation of interphase growth velocities for SCN
is exam ined. The velcities or u; = 001 are shown at teina1 = 16 sec from the
inital stage.

G rid Number | Velbcity (an /sec)
200 0.002100
300 0.000363
400 0.000310
500 0.000327
600 0.000342
700 0.000357

12



Tablk 4

Tabk shows the com putational and experim ental interface growth velcity for sev—
eral SCN undercooling values in term s of (am /sec) . F irst two colum ns contain SCN

undercooling values and the corresponding growth velocities from space shuttle ex—
perin ents, regpectively. T he com putational results from paralkel com puting and 3D

com putation under the rotational sym m etry are given in third and fourth colum ns.

uq M icrogravity Vel | Rot.SymmetVel | ParalelVel
0.04370 0.016980 0.001770 0.001840
0.03380 0.008720 0.001486 0.001480
0.02650 0.004620 0.001273 0.001370
0.02050 0.002328 0.001066 0.001068
0.01610 0.001417 0.000922 0.000902
0.01260 0.000840 0.000784 0.000756
0.01000 0.000500 0.000681 0.000626
0.00790 0.000343 0.000590 0.000456

The results in Tablk 4 and corresponding F ig 3 show that com putational ve-
locity is consistent with other 3D phasse eld computations (see eg. R4]).
T he overall resuls are close to the experin ents, particularly for undercooling
tam peratures that are neither very sm all nor very large. In particular, since
s0lidi cation is a com plicated process, i is likely that m any other physical
e ectsply a rok In determ ining the grow th velocity at the tip ofthe dendrite
B1l]. The equations (5)—(7) or equivalently (2) and (3) ncorporate all of the
physics that have generally been used to study these problem s. Furthem ore

Frame 001 020 Oct 2002 U Phase Field Frame 001 015 Jan 2003 O Phase Field

Fig. 2. SCN dendrite at u; = 0:0265, after 215 seconds: (@) P rofgction of 3D
dendrite on xy plne; (o) 3D SCN dendrite in the st octant.
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Fig. 3.Figure con mm s the theoretical resulk that there is a linear reltion between
the undercooling and com putational growth velocity (u; = 0:0265).

the num erical schem es are also known to be reliablk through various checks.
Hence, it appears that the di erence between our com putations and m icro—
graviy experim ents can be attributed to additional physics that is not part
of the standard m odels such as (5) and (6). For the interm ediate values of,
such as 00126, the di erence is negligble. Thus, it appears that the m odel
(equations (2) and (3)) Includes the key physical com ponents necessary to de—
scribe the solidi  cation process w ithin this undercooling regim e. In particular,
undercoolings that are at the extrem es of experin ental range, it is quite lkely
that sin plest physical description given by (5), (6), neglects physical factors
that are signi cant in tem s of the grow th velocity. At the low end, thism ight
include, for exam ple, adsorption. At the high end of undercooling, which gen-
erates the higher velocities, the m otion of the dendrite is lkely to produce
som e convective distribution of heat that would di er from pure heat di u-
sion in the liquid. Thism ay be one of the source of random ness or noise that
leads to extensive sidebranching which would lead to additional corrections
to the velocity. At the present there are no coherent m ethods to Incorporate
noise Into the phase eld (or sharp interface) equations. In the absence of
experin ental data on Interface noise, the use of noise in com putations would
Involve at Jeast two ad hoc param eters (am plitude and frequency), so that any
resulting agreem ent w ith the experim entaldata would not be very m eaningfiil.

The m odel includes several features such as surface tension and kinetic un—

dercooling. The in portance of surface tension M anifested in the capillarity
length, dy) has been noted in studies of linear stability [32,33] and com puta-—
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tions. H ow ever, the kinetic undercooling, , isoften neglected in com putations
and theoretical studies. In fact, whik thephase eld equationsnaturally incor-
porate this m aterial param eter, som e calculations have used a lim it in which
approaches zero, rather than its true value, for com putational convenience.
W e perfom pairs of calculations for the undercooling value 00205 in which
allparam eterswere identical except for (see Tablk 5) . These resuls indicate

Tablk 5
Tabk shows the e ect of kinetic acce cient on the growth velocity of interface for
the undercooling u; = 0:0205.

(sec=an ?) | Velocity (cm /sec)
2 5x10° 0.00117
3.5x10° 0.00090
5.0x10° 0.00106

that a change In the kinetic coe cient 0£28 5% can result In a grow th velocity
that is 30% as shown In Tabl 5. This suggeststhat (as = dj asthe
com putation of the velocity n G bbs-Thom son relation (7)) can not be used
as a free param eter, as can ", the interface thickness. M oreover, variation In

In plies a change In grow th velocity, as does a variation in any of the other
param eters such as G, 1, K , etc:. In all other com putations, we sst  to be
35 10%°sec=am ? which is approxin ated by using SCN m icrograviy values
n (7).

O ur results have som e Interesting in plications for din ensionality, as we can
com pare our 3D calculations to 2D calculations and to rotationally sym m et—
ric 3D calculations In which we used cylindrical coordinates and assum ed that
the dependence was purely radial. T he experim ental pictures indicate that the
cylindrical sym m etry of the single-needle crystalbreaks down shortly beyond
the tip. O ur resuls, however, Indicate that there is relatively little di erence
In velocity between the two calculations. The tip velocity calculations in 3D
and 2D , on the other hand, di erby about a factor of 19 (see Tabl 6).The
ratio 1:9 can be put In perspective by exam ining the 1im itihg sharp interface
equations (5) and (6).Physical intuition suggests that the growth of the In—
terface is lim ted m ainly by the di usion of the latent heat m anifested in the
Tablk 6

T he tabk shows the com putational interface growth velocities (am /sec) in 2D and
3D (parrlkel) for di erent undercooling values.

U ndercooling | 2D Velcity | 3D Velocity

001 0.00033 0.00063
0.0161 0.00050 0.00090
0.0265 0.00066 0.00137
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Fig.4.Figure con mm s the theoretical resul that the growth velocity approaches a
constant value in arge time (u; = 0:0265).

condition (6).W hen di usion is rapid, the heat equation is approxin ated by
Laplace’s equation, whose radial solutions are of the form r®. The latent heat
condition (6) in plies that the nom alvelocity is proportionalto the gradient,
or dr? !. Comparing this term ©rd = 3 versus d = 2, one has a ratio of
3=2 = 15.Analgously, ifwe exam ine the G bbsT hom son relation alone, and
soke (7) for the nom alvelocity, we see that din ensionality arises (directly)
in tem s of k, the sum ofprincipal curvatures, which is d 1)=Ry where R
is the radius of curvature. H ence this factor would suggest that at least one of
the term s In this expression for the velocity hasa coe cientd 1, suggesting
armtioof 3 1)=@ 1)= 2.Thusa heurstic exam nation ofthe key lm iting
equations suggests that the tip velocity in 3D should be about 1:5 to 2 times
that of the 2D system . O £ course there are num erous nonlinearities involred
in the equations that could alter this ratio. O ur calculations 2llwell in the
range 15 to 2, thereby lending som e support to the heuristics above. The
fully three dim ensional calculations also allow a com plete treatm ent of the
anisotropy as it ism anifested in both directions (see equation 10).W hike the
Inm ediate area near the tip of the dendrite appears to be sym m etric about
the direction of growth, the photographs of experin ents show that there is
signi cant asymm etry a short distance away from the tip.C onsequently, there
is som e question as to the accuracy of rotationally sym m etric com putations
(reducing the 3D problem to one which is a 2D ocom putation). However, we
nd that thisasymm etry in uences the tip velocity by only 8-10% .N everthe-

Jess this anisotropy can be expected to play a key role in the developm ent of
sidebranching or which the axial sym m etry appears to be signi cant.

To verify the e ect of the surface tension anisotropy on the interface grow th,
we use four di erent anisotropy levels, 000, 0:006, 0:009 and 001 for
the undercooling value 0:0205. Corresponding growth velocities are 9:1

10 * an=sec, 116 10 *an=sec, 120 10 *an=secand 1:07 10 *an =sec,
resoectively. The In  uence of the anisotropy on the shape of the Interface is
m ore clear com pared to thee ectson the growth velocity (see Fig 1) .An order
ofm agniude change In the anisotropy strength does not change tip velocity
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signi cantly which con m the experim ental result R3] as well as the resuls
from rotational symm etry case we studied in R4]. W e also observe that the
tip ofthe Interface becom es sharper In the preferred direction as the strength
of the anisotropy Increases.

A s Indicated In experin ents, theory and com putationalstudies P], the average
grow th rate of a singk needlecrystal in 3D approaches a constant value. W e
exam Ine this issue by using the undercooling value, u; = 0:0205, for SCN .
T he average grow th velocities at di erent tin e steps are caloulated w ith the
anisotropy strength = 001. The growth velocity approaches a constant
value as Teina1 gets larger (see Fig 4) which con m s previous com putational
and theoretical studies [O].

W e have perfom ed all of our calculations on the terascale com puting system ,
Lem jeux, at P itsourgh Super Com puting Center. Lem jeux consists of 750
Compag A Ihaserver E S45 nodes and two ssgparate front end nodes. Each
node contains four 1-G H z processors SM P w ith 4 G bytes ofm em ory.
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