
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
60

14
15

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
ta

t-
m

ec
h]

  1
8 

Ja
n 

20
06

R estricted sandpile revisited

Ronald Dickm any

Departam ento de F��sica,ICEx,Universidade Federalde M inas Gerais,

Caixa Postal702,30161-970 Belo Horizonte,M inas Gerais,Brazil

(Dated:April14,2024)

Abstract

Ireportlarge-scale M onte Carlo studiesofa one-dim ensionalheight-restricted stochastic sand-

pile using the quasistationary sim ulation m ethod. Resultsfor system sofup to 50000 sites yield

estim atesforcriticalexponentsthatdi�ersigni�cantly from thoseobtained using sm allersystem s,

butareconsistentwith recentpredictionsderived from aLangevin equation forstochasticsandpiles

[Ram asco et al.,Phys. Rev. E69,045105(R) (2004)]. This suggests that apparent violations of

universality in one-dim ensionalsandpiles are due to strong corrections to scaling and �nite-size

e�ects.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Sandpilem odelsaretheprim eexam pleofself-organized criticality (SOC)[1,2],acontrol

m echanism that forces a system with an absorbing-state phase transition to its critical

point [3,4],leading to scale invariance in the apparent absence ofparam eters [5]. SOC

in a slowly-driven sandpile corresponds to an absorbing-state phase transition in a m odel

having the sam e localdynam ics,but a �xed num ber ofparticles [3,6,7,8,9,10]. The

latter class ofm odels is usually designated as �xed-energy sandpiles (FES) or conserved

sandpiles. Continuous absorbing-state phase transitions characterized by a nonconserved

orderparam eter(activity density)coupled to a conserved �eld thatdoesnotdi�use in the

absenceofactivity,areexpected to de�nea universality class[11].Thisclass,referred to as

C-DP (thatis,a m odel-C version,in thesense ofHalperin and Hohenberg [12],ofdirected

percolation,orDP),appearsto bedistinctfrom thatofdirected percolation [13].

In recentyearsconsiderableprogresshasbeen m adein characterizing thecriticalproper-

tiesofconserved stochasticsandpiles,although no com plete,reliabletheory isyetathand.

Asisoften thecasein criticalphenom ena,theoreticalunderstanding ofscaling and univer-

sality rests on the analysisofa continuum �eld theory orLangevin equation (a nonlinear

stochasticpartialdi�erentialequation)thatreproducesthephasediagram and capturesthe

fundam entalsym m etriesand conservation lawsofthesystem .Im portantstepsin thisdirec-

tion aretherecentnum ericalstudiesofa Langevin equation [13,14]forC-DP.(Thelatter

which appearsto incorporatetheessentialaspectsofstochasticsandpiles.) Thecriticalex-

ponent values reported in Ref. [13]are in good agreem ent with sim ulations ofconserved

latticegas(CLG)m odels[19,20],which exhibitthesam esym m etriesand conservation laws

asstochasticsandpiles.

TheLangevin equation exponentsarealsoconsistentwith thebestavailableestim atesfor

stochasticsandpilesin two dim ensions[13],with theexception oftheexponent�governing

theinitialdecay oftheorderparam eter.(Thediscrepancy regarding �likely reectsstrong

corrections to short-tim e scaling in sandpiles,due to long m em ory e�ects associated with

initialdensity uctuations[15].) Pending abetterunderstanding ofthisquestion,itappears

thatstochasticsandpilesareconsistentwithC-DP intwodim ensions.Intheone-dim ensional

case,however,thereisa signi�cantdiscrepancy between theLangevin equation resultsand

thoseforsandpilem odels.
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Speci�cally,analysis ofthe Langevin equation for C-DP yields,in one dim ension,the

order-param etercriticalexponentvalue � = 0:28(2),while previousstudies[15,16,17,18]

ofstochastic sandpiles furnish values near 0.40 for this exponent. There are also sm aller

discrepancies for other criticalexponents. Ifthis discrepancy were to persist,one would

be forced to conclude that the proposed Langevin equation m isses som e essentialaspect

ofsandpiles (at least in the one-dim ensionalcase),or that not allm odels with the sam e

sym m etries and conserved quantities belong to the sam e universality class. In an e�ort

to clarify the situation, I apply the recently devised quasistationary sim ulation m ethod

[21,22,23]to therestricted-heightsandpileintroduced in Ref.[16].

The balance ofthis paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II I de�ne the m odeland

sum m arize the sim ulation m ethod. Num ericalresultsare analyzed in Sec. III,and in Sec.

IV Idiscussthe�ndingsin thecontextofuniversality.

II. M O D EL

Istudy the "independent" version ofthe m odelintroduced in Ref. [16]. The system ,a

continuous-tim e,restricted-heightversion ofM anna’sstochastic sandpile[24],isde�ned on

a ring ofL sites.Thecon�guration isspeci�ed by thenum berofparticles,zi= 0;1,or2,at

each site i.Siteswith zi= 2 are active,and have a toppling rate ofunity.The continuous-

tim e M arkovian dynam icsconsistsofa seriesoftoppling eventsatindividualsites. W hen

site itopples,two particlesattem ptto m ove random ly (and independently)to eitheri� 1

ori+ 1. (The two particles m ay both try to jum p to the sam e neighbor.) Each particle

transferisaccepted so long asitdoesnotlead to a sitehaving m orethan two particles.(If

the targetsite isalready doubly occupied the particle doesnotm ove. Thusan attem ptto

send two particlesfrom sitej to sitek,with zk = 1,resultsin zk= 2 and zj = 1.) Thenext

sitetotoppleischosen atrandom from alistofactivesites,which isupdated followingeach

event. The tim e increm ent associated with each toppling is�t= 1=N A,where N A isthe

num berofactivesitesjustpriorto theevent.

Any con�guration devoid ofdoubly occupied sites is absorbing. Although absorbing

con�gurationsexistforparticle densitiesp = N =L � 1,the criticalvalue pc (above which

activity continues inde�nitely) appears to be strictly less than unity. In Ref. [16]the

m odelwasstudied in thesiteand pairm ean-�eld approxim ation (which yield a continuous
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phasetransition atpc = 0:5 and 0.75,respectively,in onedim ension),and via M onteCarlo

sim ulation using system sizes of up to 5000 sites. The latter yield the estim ates pc =

0:92965(3),�=�? = 0:247(2),z = �jj=�? = 1:45(3) and � = 0:412(4). A sim ilar value,

�= 0:42(1),wasobtained in Ref.[17]using a seriesofclusterapproxim ations(ofup to 11

sites),com bined with Suzuki’scoherentanom aly analysis[25].

The studies reported here em ploy the quasistationary (QS) sim ulation m ethod,which,

due to increased e�ciency in the criticalregion,perm its a tenfold increase in the system

size ascom pared to Ref. [16]. The QS m ethod,described in detailin [21],providesa just

sam pling ofasym ptotic (long-tim e)properties,conditioned on survival. In practice thisis

accom plished by m aintaining(and gradually updating)asetofcon�gurationsvisited during

the evolution;when a transition to the absorbing state isim m inent the system isinstead

placed in one ofthe saved con�gurations. Otherwise the evolution is exactly that ofa

\standard" sim ulation algorithm such asused in Ref.[16].

III. SIM U LAT IO N R ESU LT S

Iperform ed two setsofstudiesusing theQS m ethod.The�rstisused to determ inethe

QS orderparam eter(de�ned asthefaction �ofactivesites),them om entratiom = h�2i=�2,

and them ean lifetim e� ofthequasistationary state,in theim m ediatevicinity ofthecritical

pointpc,forsystem sizesL = 1000,2000,5000,10000,20000 and 50000.(TheQS lifetim e

istaken asthem ean num beroftim estepsbetween successiveattem ptstovisittheabsorbing

state.) A second set ofsim ulations is used to study the supercriticalregim e (p > pc) for

system sizesL = 10000,20000 and 50000.(Forp substantially largerthan pc,thelifetim e

ism uch largerthan thesim ulation tim e,so thatthesystem nevervisitstheabsorbing state,

and theQS m ethod becom esidenticalto a standard sim ulation.)

Each realization ofthe process isrun for109 tim e steps;averages are taken in the QS

regim e,which necessitates discarding an initialtransient that ranges from 106 tim e steps

(for L = 1000) to 108 tim e steps (for L = 50000). The num ber ofsaved con�gurations

rangesfrom 1000 (forL = 1000)to 400 (forL = 50000).Thelistupdating probability prep

rangesfrom 10�3 (forL = 1000)to 5� 10�6 (forL = 50000).During theinitialrelaxation

period prep isincreased by a factoroften to erasethem em ory oftheinitialcon�guration.

I�rstdiscussthestudiesfocusing on thecriticalregion.Asin Ref.[16],Istudy,foreach
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system size,a seriesofparticlenum bervaluesN ,chosen so thatp = N =L liesim m ediately

above orbelow pc.Since the particle density can only be varied in stepsof1=L,estim ates

forpropertiesatinterm ediate valuesofp areobtained via interpolation.Theresultsofthe

QS sim ulationswere found to agree,to within uncertainty,with the corresponding results

ofconventionalsim ulations[16],forL = 1000,2000and 5000.Thecriterion forcriticality is

power-law dependenceof�and � on system size,i.e.,thefam iliarrelations�� L ��=� ? and

� � Lz,and constancy ofthe m om entratio m with L. The m ostsensitive indicatorturns

outto be the orderparam eter�. Using the data forsystem sizes5000 -50000,Irule out

p valuesthatyield a statistically signi�cantcurvatureofthegraph ofln�versuslnL.This

resultsin the estim ate pc = 0:929780(7). (Forthe rem ainderofthe analysispc is�xed at

thisvalueand isno longeravailableasan adjustableparam eter.) Theassociated exponent

is �=�? = 0:213(6),where the uncertainty represents a contribution (�0:005) due to the

uncertainty in pc and a sm alladditionaluncertainty in thelinear�tto thedata.Sim ulation

resultsfor�asa function ofL,forvariousdensitiesnearpc,areshown in Fig.1;curvature

oftheplotsforo�-criticalvaluesisevidentin theinset.

The data for the QS lifetim e � furnish a sim ilar but som ewhat less precise estim ate,

pc = 0:929777(17). Fitting the data forL = 5000 -50000,using the pc intervalobtained

from the analysis of�,I�nd z = 1:50(4). The m om ent ratio m is also usefulforsetting

lim itson pc.Asshown in Fig.2,thisquantity appearsto grow with system sizeforp< pc

and vice-versa;wem ay ruleoutthevalues0.92976 and 0.92980 on thisbasis.Them om ent

ratio data yield m c = 1:142(8). The m ain contribution to the uncertaintiesin z and m is

again dueto theuncertainty in pc.

Thepresentestim ateforpc issigni�cantly greaterthan thatfound in Ref.[16],although

thedi�erenceam ountstoabout0.01% .Theresultsfortheexponentzareconsistent,butthe

presentstudy yieldsasubstantially (16% )lowerestim atefor�=�? than reported previously.

The present result form c is also substantially lower than the value 1.1596(4)reported in

Ref. [16]. These di�erences highlightthe strong �nite-size correctionsa�ecting stochastic

sandpiles.

Iturn now totheresultsfortheorderparam eterin thesupercriticalregim e.Fig.3shows

thatthedata forsystem sizes10000,20000and 50000arewellconverged for�= p� p c �

10�3 ,that is,�nite-size e�ects are only present nearer the criticalpoint. Evidently,the

data arenotconsistentwith a sim plepowerlaw oftheform �� � �.Indeed thisdeparture
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from thefam iliarbehavioroftheorderparam eterwasalready noted (with data forsm aller

system s) in Ref. [16]. In the latter work the power law was \restored" by introducing a

size-dependentcriticaldensity pc(L)’ pc;1 � Const=L1=�? ,leading to a seriesofestim ates

for the criticalexponent � that increase system atically with L,apparently converging to

�= 0:412(4).W ith thepresentdata,which areconverged overabroaderrangeof� values,

I�nd thatshifting thecriticalvaluedoesnotlead to an apparentpowerlaw.

Oneisthereforelefttoconcludethateithertheorderparam eterdoesnotobey power-law

scaling,orthatthere are unusually strong correctionsto scaling. Including a correction to

scaling term ,onehas

�� � �
h

1+ A� �0
i

(1)

so that there are now three adjustable param eters,�,� 0 and A. Even with a reasonably

large num berofdata points(18 forL = 10000),thisinducesa huge range ofvariation in

the exponent�.Decent�tscan be obtained with valuesaslow as� = 0:1 and aslarge as

0.3.

To resolve this di�culty I return to the data in the im m ediate vicinity ofp c. These

data can beused to determ inethecorrelation length exponent�? in thefollowing m anner.

Finite-sizescaling im pliesthatforp’ pc,them om entratio obeystherelation

m (�;L)’ F m (L
1=�? �): (2)

whereF m isa scaling function.Thisim pliesthat

�
�
�
�
�

@m

@p

�
�
�
�
�
pc

/ L
1=�? : (3)

M oreover,the�nite-sizeexpression �= L ��=� ? F �(L
1=�? �)im pliesthat

�
�
�
�
�

@ln�

@p

�
�
�
�
�
pc

/ L
1=�? ; (4)

and sim ilarly forthe derivative ofln� atthe criticalpoint. The derivatives are evaluated

num erically asfollows.Foreach valueofL studied,datafor�vevaluesofpclustered around

pc are�twith a cubic polynom ial;thederivativeofthepolynom ialisthen evaluated atpc.

The resulting derivatives are plotted in Fig. 4;clean powerlaws are observed,leading to
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�? = 1:362(7),1.323(14)and 1.372(21),using the data for ln�,m and ln�,respectively.

Pooling these resultsyieldsthe estim ate �? = 1:355(18). Then,using the valuesfor�=�?

and z reported above,I�nd �= 0:289(12)and �jj= 2:03(8).

Usingthisvaluefor�,thedatafortheorderparam eterin thesupercriticalregim ecan be

�tusing thecorrection to scaling form ,Eq.1,with param eters�0= 0:446 and A = 1:3505.

For � = 0:1,the correction term A� �0 in Eq. 1 is 0:48,showing that there are sizeable

deviationsfrom a pure powerlaw. Itisusualto verify scaling by seeking a data collapse,

plotting �� = L�=�? � versus � � = L1=�? �. For� > 0:001 the order param eter does not

follow a pure power law and so the data cannotcollapse. It is nevertheless ofinterest to

construct such a scaling plot (Fig. 5). Although the data do not collapse over m ost of

the range,they do collapse in the interval�1 � � � 1. A linear �t to the data in this

intervalyieldsa slope of0.27(1). Thisisclose to the � value obtained from the �nite-size

scaling analysis,suggesting thatsim ple scaling isrestricted to a narrow intervalvery near

thecriticalpoint.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N

A studyoftheone-dim ensionalrestricted-heightstochasticsandpileusingquasistationary

sim ulationsperm itsstudy ofsystem san orderofm agnitudelargerthan previously studied,

and yields criticalproperties di�erent than those obtained previously. In the case ofthe

criticaldensity,thesm allchange(about0.01% )from thepreviousestim atem aybeattributed

to �nite-sizee�ects,which areknown to a�ectsandpilem odelsstrongly.

Ofgreaterconcern arecriticalexponentvalues,sincethey de�netheuniversality classof

them odel.Sincethereisevery reason (based on sym m etry considerations)toexpectthere-

stricted sandpiletobelongtothesam euniversality classastheunrestricted version (indeed,

thisseem swellestablished in twodim ensions[16]),Icollect,in TableI,criticalexponentval-

uesfrom variousstudiesofstochasticsandpiles,C-DP and theconserved threshold transfer

process(CTTP),also expected to belong to thesam eclass.

The overallconclusion from Table I is that studies using sm aller lattices yield values

in the range 0.38 -0.42 forthe exponent � (Ref. [18]is however an exception),and that

the large-scale sim ulation ofRef. [20],the num ericalstudy ofthe C-DP �eld theory [13]

and the presentwork yield a consistentsetofresults,with � ’ 0:29. (A sim ilarvalue has
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been found fora m odi�ed conserved latticegasm odel[27].) Although thesystem size(4000

sites) used in the �eld theory sim ulations is notlarge,one should note thateach ‘site’in

such asim ulation m ay representaregion com prisingm any latticesitesin theoriginalm odel.

Com pared with theearliersandpile sim ulations,thedistinctive featureofthepresentwork

m ay notbesystem size,butthefactthathere theexponent� isdeterm ined via �nite-size

scaling atthe criticalpoint,ratherthan from the usualanalysisofthe orderparam eterin

the supercriticalregim e. Indeed,itiseasy to see from Fig. 3 thatdata for� = p� p c in

therange10�3 -10�1 willyield largerestim atesfor�.(Thesam eobservation appliesto the

CAM analysis[17],which essentially probestheshapeofthefunction �(�)atsom edistance

from thecriticalpoint�= 0.) Iobservea sim plepower-law behavior,and data collapsefor

variouslatticesizes,only in a restricted rangeofthescaling variable� � = L1=�? �.

Also included in Table I are exponent values for one-dim ensionaldirected percolation

[28].Thevaluesobtained in Refs.[13]and [20],aswellasin thepresentwork,arenotvery

di�erentfrom those ofDP.A cleardi�erence from DP scaling washowever dem onstrated

in Ref. [14],where the initialdecay exponent for one-dim ensionalC-DP is found to be

�= 0:125(2),asopposed to 0:1595(1)forDP.Therathersubstantialdi�erencesfound here

in �=�? ,and in the m om ent ratio m (1.142(8)for the restricted sandpile com pared with

1.1736(1) for DP [21]),lend further support to the conclusion that the C-DP/stochastic

sandpile universality classisdistinctfrom thatofdirected percolation,asisevidently the

casein two dim ensions.(Thisdespitetheresult[29],thatwhen suitably m odi�ed toinclude

‘sticky grains’,sandpilesfallgenerically in theDP class.)

In sum m ary,Ihaveapplied thequasistationary sim ulation m ethod to a one-dim ensional

restricted-heightstochastic sandpile,and obtained resultsconsistentwith recentstudiesof

C-DP.This supports the assertion that the latter class includes stochastic sandpiles, as

would beexpected on thebasisofsym m etry and conservation laws.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

FIG.1.Stationary orderparam eterversussystem sizeforparticledensities(bottom to top)

p = 0:92977,0.92978 and 0.92979. Inset: lnL0:213� versuslnL forthe sam e setofparticle

densities.

FIG.2.M om entratiom versussystem sizeforparticledensities(toptobottom )p= 0:92976,

0.92978 and 0.92980.

FIG.3. Stationary order param eter versus � = p� p c for system sizes (top to bottom )

L = 104,2� 104 and 5� 104.

FIG.4. Derivatives of(lower to upper) ln�,ln� and m with respect to particle density,

evaluated atpc,versussystem size.Theslopeofthestraightlineis0.734.

FIG.5. Scaled density �� versusscaled distance from criticalpoint� �,asde�ned in text.

System sizes:104 (open squares);2� 104 (�lled squares);5� 104 (diam onds).
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