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Single tensionless transition in the Laplacian roughening m odel
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W e report large scale M onte Carlo sim ulations of the equilbrium discrete Laplacian roughen-—
Ing (dLr) model, orighally introduced as the sin plest one accom m odating the hexatic phase in
two-din ensionalm elting. The dLrm odel is also relevant to surface roughening in M olecular B eam
Epitaxy M BE).W e nd a sihgl phase transition, possibly ofthe K osterlitz-T houless type, betw een
a at low-tem perature phase and a rough, tensionless, high—tem perature phase. T hus, earlier con—
clusions on the order of the phase transition and on the existence of an hexatic phase are seen as
due to nite size e ects, the phase diagram of the dLrm odelbeing sin ilar to that of a continuum
analog previously form ulated in the context of surface growth by M BE .

PACS numbers: 64.60Cn, 6835Ct, 68.35Rh

Two-dim ensional (2D ) melting has played a driving
rol in Statistical Physics for m ore than two decades.
E orts made at clarifying is nature 1] have aided to
understand system s in which topological defects are rel-
evant, from the equilbriuim uctuations ofm etallic sur-
faces 2] to super uiddiy and superconductivity in thin

In s, and phase transitions In liquid crystals [3]. O ne of
the m ost intriguing related notions is the hexatic phase,
between a solid at low tem perature (T ) and an isotropic

uld at high T, transitions between phases being of the
K osterlitz-T houless K T) type. Such is the K osterlitz—
ThoulessH alperin-Nelson-Young K THNY ) m echanisn
for2D m elting [{]. A *hough controversial for som e tin g,
the hexatic phase has indeed been found in atom istic
m odel system s [4] and In experin ents [B].

A successfillapproach to system sw ith defect-m ediated
phase transitions as the above hasbeen the use ofduality
to form ulate equivalent height m odels. E g., the discrete
Gaussian (dG) model Eq. [) below for bending rigid—
ity parameter = 0] is dual of the 2D Coulomb gas,
and the roughening transition in the form er corresponds
6] to the welkknown KT phase transition of the latter,
driven by the unbinding of vortex-antivortex pairs. W ih
a sin ilar philosophy, the discrete Laplacian roughening
(dLx) m odelwas introduced by N elson [1] to describe 2D
m elting. Its H am iltonian is
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where r denotes position on a 2D Ilattice of lateral size
L, r 4 is discrete gradient, and h 2 Z . The orighaldLr
m odel [1] isobtained by setting to zero the surface tension
param eter . Note, the dLrm odelis a discrete version of
the linear approxin ation to H elfrich’s energy functional
for 2D m em branes [H], and provides a sim pli ed descrip—
tion of uctuating tensionlss surfaces, such asbiological
m em branes @] or, eg., such as those grow n under condi-
tions typicalin M olecular Beam Epitaxy M BE) [9].

ForthedLrm odel, the KTHNY m echanisn would im —
ply [l]an interm ediate hexatic phase in which the surface
disorders in heights, but not In slopes (quasidong range
orientationalorder). Forlow T, the surfacewould be in a

at phase, dualofthe isotropic uid in m elting, whik for
high T the surface would disorder in heights and slopes,
providing the dualofthe solid phase. In term s ofthe sur-
face structure factor S () = Ha @)h ( g)i [1d], the rough
high T phase inplies power law behaviorassS (@) q*,
changhgto S (@) g?2 in the hexaticphase [11], and to
existence of a nie correlation length in the at low T
phase. Equivalently, for the stationary height-di erence
C (r) and slopedi erence C4 (r) correlations [174], these
behaviors am ount to: (i) rough phase C (r) r?>logr,
Cq () Ilogr; (ii) hexaticphaseC (r) logr,Cq ) 1;

(iii) atphaseC (r) 1,Cq4q (@) 1. Resuls supporting
this picture were obtained on an all (L 32) square and
triangular lattices [L3]. However, con icting evidence for
L 64 was presented that the m odelhad a singke rst
order transition, see [14] and references therein. T he dis—
crepancy has rem ained unsolved, in spite of recent ana—
Iytical studies [19], elucidation of the phase diagram be-
Ing in portant to the diverse contexts m entioned above.

Here,weprovidenew M onteCarlo M C) sin ulationsof
the dLrm odelon the square and triangular lattices. O ur
results for sizesup to 512 512, much larger than those
previously studied [13,114], allow usto see previousworks
as Inconclusive due to nite sizee ects. Them odelhasa
single continuous transition, possbly ofthe KT type, be—
tween the at and the rough phases, there being no sign
of an hexatic phase to within our num erical resolution
In T. Notably, this provides an Instance of a roughen-
Ing transition in which the rough phase corresponds to a
free tensionless surface, rather than a free surface w ith
tension, as in the dG m odel. M oreover, the phase dia—
gram of the dLr m odel is seen to resem ble closely that
ofa continuum m odelproposed [4,115] forM BE grow th,
suggesting that both m odels are in the sam e universality
class, m uch like the relationship between the dG and the


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0601514v1

L/2)

FIG . 1: Surface m orphologies for three sam ple tem peratures
around T. on the L = 128 square lattice for Neum ann (zero
derivative) boundary conditions. Inset: Lateral cut of the
surface for T = 1:7. A llunits are arbitrary.

continuum sine-G ordon m odels m].

ForourM C simnulationswe follow the sam e procedure
as in E], uctuations being treated by the histogram
m ethod E], further validated through additional sin u—
lations on di erent points of the extrapolated intervals.
T hem alization has been checked by m onioring the be-
havior of non-local observables lke the speci ¢ heat and
the structure factor at the am allest wavevector on our

nite lattices, S (g = 2 =L), as functions of M C time.
N ote that the dLrm odelhas a richer ground state struc—
ture than the dG model, Ham itonian [) with = 0
being m Inin ized not only by con gurations w ith uni-
form heights, but also by con gurations w ih unifom
slopes (@nd by m ore com plex m orphologies, see below ),
see eg. the surface m orphology m ade up of patches w ith
various constant slopes shown in Fig.[ or high T. In
sin ulations, this requires large enough system sizes and
approprate boundary conditions so that the fullm Inin a
structure can be signi catively probed. In particular, for
an all sizes and periodic boundary conditions the system
is e ectively constrained to uctuating around a single
energy m Inimum (the m orphology w ith zero slope), In—
ducihg apparent hystheretic behavior associated w ith a

rst order transition ﬂ]. In our sin ulations, we have
em ployed both periodic and free (Neum ann) boundary
conditions, and we have m ade sure that results provided
are (qualitatively) independent of these.

A sdone forthe dG modelin [? ], we study the phase
transition through the behavior of the structure factor
S (@ for di erent tem peratures. In order to test the
KTNHY mechanisn, we have studied the behavior of
S (@) asa function of T and L, by tting the smallwave—
vectorpart ofS(@ to S(@ g .Asseen nFig.d or
the square lattice (for the sake of clarity, we om it plots
for the triangular lattice, In which com pletely analogous

FIG .2: E ective exponent r in the sm all wave-vector behav—
Jor S (k) k* (brk 2sin(@=2) < k @) 3 =L),asa
function of T, forL = 32 (3), 64 (2), and 128 (0). Inset:
surface structure factor S (k) on the L = 128 square lattice
vsk, forT = 162 (ottom ) up to T = 169 (top). D ashed
reference lines have slopes 2 (pottom ) and 4 (top). ALl
other lines are guides to the eye. A llunits are arbitrary.

results are obtained), there isno evidence ofa nite tem —
perature ntervalw ithin which r’ 2, that would be the
signature of the hexatic phase. Rather, we nd a grad-
ual change from the at phase behavior (r’ 0) to the
rough phase one (r ’ 4). This change becom es m ore
abrupt when the system size is Increased, so that only
the at and the rough phases rem ain welkde ned in the
them odynam ic lim it. These results m ay thus explain
the apparent cbservation of an hexatic phase In E] for
an all I valies, where no system atic nite size e ects
were assessed. By de ning the critical tem perature T as
the value at which curves for di erent system sizes cross
f17], we estim ate T, = 1:65 (1) or the square Jattice and
T.= 1:90@Q) for the triangular lattice.

Further evidence on the existence of a single phase
transition is provided by the behavior the speci c heat
c(;L) = M3 i Mgpi® =@T%L?) as a function of
tem perature. Fig.[ll shows c(T) on the square and tri-
angular lattices for the Jargest system sizes in our sinu-—
lations. W ithin our statistics, a sihngk peak at T = T
can be detected, rather than two as would be expected
within the KTHNY scenario. The height and position
of the peak are finctions of lattice size L . Fig.[A (inset)
provides the resuls of nite size analysis on the speci c
heat curves, in which the m aximum value G, ax (L) ob—
tained for each lattice size is plotted as a function of L.
Rem arkably, although for lattice sizes L 70 the spe—
ci cheat grow sapproxin ately ascyax - L | com patible
w ith clain s on the apparent weakly rst order character
of the transition for L 64 E]| , or larger I values
the increase of G, ax (L) slow sdown. For our largest sin —
ulated system s, the best t is logarithm ic ¢, ax logL.
Actually, for the 2D XY m odel the speci ¢ heat at the
transition tem perature is known E] to st grow loga-—
rithm ically w ith system size and then saturate for large
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FIG.3:c() vsT on the square (m ain panel) and trangular
(Inset) lattices or L = 16 ( ), 32 (4 ), 64 (0), 128 (3 ), 256
(2),and 512 (5 ). Bars are statistical errors and thin lines are
guides to the eye. For the larger L. valies In each case, thick
solid lines show the c(T ) curve extrapolated by the histogram
m ethod [17]. A llunits are arbirary.

enough values ofL, suggesting our result m ight re ect -
nie size e ects. Indeed, saturation is expected provided
that the correlation length at T is an aller than L and
thus a horizontal plateau would occur at low k for S k),
namely r= 0 asde ned in Fig.[J. The steady decrease
ofrat T Hr increasing L indicates that such a condi-
tion has not being reached. Persistence of logarithm ic
behavior in theL ! 1 I it would rather suggest that
the phase transition is In eg.the 2D Ising class [1L9]. In
order to explore this possbility, n Fig.[d we study the
dependence ofthe speci cheat imp position T (L) wih
lateral size L. In a continuous transition, T (L) scales
as 91T @) T L™ @+gL '), wheregisanu-
m erical constant and ! is an exponent that acocounts for
correctionsto scaling, and isin the range 7=4 ! 2 for
the 2D Ising class R(]. The best multiparam eter t to
such scaling orm yields = 1:54(@47),and = 0:94(16)
on the square and the triangular lattices, together w ith
' = 16@3), and 22 (2.0) resgpectively, to be com pared
wih = 1 for the 2D Ising class R1]. A though these
results m ight seem com patible with 2D Ising universal-
ity for the present transition, we believe our num erical
evidence favors m ore strongly a di erent Interpretation.
T hus, In m arked contrast w th 2D Ising and as shown by
Fig.[d, the transition in the dLr m odel is from a phase
with nie correlation length to a continuous line of xed
points [in the Renom alization G roup RG) sense], char-
acterized by an in nite value ofthe correlation length, as
occurs n a KT transiion [Ld]. In order to corroborate
the latter interpretation, we can try a phenom enological
KT +ype om forT (L), namely [19]

a

T @W=T + ——;
(ogL + b)

2)

for constant a and b. A s seen in Fig.[J, this t is in very
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FIG .4: Transition tem perature T asobtained from Fig.[l, as
a function of L. for the square (2 ) and triangular (4 ) lattices.
Foreach case, thedashed lineisapowerdaw tT L) T

L ¥ ,and the solid lne isa ttoEq. &). L = 512 is not
em ployed for the t due to low statistics. Inset: cpax (L) Vs
L on the square (2) and triangular (4 ) lattices. Lines are
logarithm ic  ts to the data, shown for reference. A 1l bars
represent statistical errors and allunits are arbitrary.

good agreem ent w ith the num erical data for large sizes.
W e must caution the reader on the wellknown feature
of the KT transition, that the peak of the speci c heat
does not occur at the critical tem perature but, rather,
at a tem perature preceding T. [L8, [19]. A Yfhough the
size of this 0 set can be m odeldependent, F ig.[d indeed
provides estim ates, T = 163 (1) on the square lattice,
and T = 1:85(1) on the trangular lattice, that are below
the corresoonding T, valies, and are still inside the Iow T
behavior for the spatial correlation fiinctions, see Fig.[3.
T hus, the Inexistence of an Intem ediate phase and the
fact that the spatial correlations and the speci ¢ heat
change behavior at di erent valies of T can be hardly
reconciled w ith a single transition of the Ising class.

Our results seem to replace the KTHNY scenario for
the dLr m odel by a single, tensionless, K T -type phase
transition. T he absence of the hexatic phase m ay seem
surprising when contrasted w ith the often acospted ar-
gum ent that, or increasing T, the surface should st
disorder In heights and, then, In slopes. H owever, this is
asu cientcondition for surface roughening, but it isnot
necessary. For nstance, In the dG m odel slopes are not
disordered at any tem perature. It is also conceivable, as
is our belief, that heights and slopes disorder at the sam e
tem perature n the dLrm odel. T his ram arkable result is
also against the expectation that discreteness in surface
heights renom alizes the surface tension , as i indeed
does in the dG model [Ld]. For the dLr m odel, gener-
ation of a non—zero would inply that the asym ptotic
properties ofthe high T phase coincide w ith those ofthe
dG model [11]. In order to explore this possbility, var-
ious analytical approaches [LG] have been applied to the
follow ing continuum analog ofthe dLrm odel, introduced



In the context of growth by M BE [9]:

@h 4 2V 2 h p
— = r“h sin + 2kg T ; 3)
Qt a» ar

where is a delta-correlated G aussian white noise, and

a, ,V, are param eters. A lthough a dynam icalRG study
for [@) does predict the generation of a non—zero surface
tension, num erical sin ulations of this Langevin equation
9] give results In com plete qualitative agreem ent w ith
those of the dLrm odel presented here. T he discrepancy
between the RG argum ents and the num erical resuls for
both the discrete and continuum m odels m ight be due
to inaccuracies in the treatm ent of m odel sym m etries in
the RG studies. Namely, the dLr m odel can be w rit—
ten as a nbodel for the surface slopes m r ¢h, ie.,
Harr= 5 ,Eaq m (f] with the inplicit restriction
thatryg m 0. Thus, thedLrm odelhas larger sym m e~
triesthan the dG m odel, the H am iltonian being invariant
under arbitrary globalshifts in the heights, as In the lat—
ter, but also in the slopes. T hus the ground state degen—
eracy here ism uch larger, m inin a occurring forallheight
con gurations forwhich r4 m = 0. However, standard
perturbative RG analyses [L3, 124] are oblivious to such
an added com plexity in the ground state structure ofthe
m odel. Perhaps In a related fashion, the zero-vorticity
constraint for the slope eld m ay be playing a dynam ical
0k In the unbinding of surface defects or T = T. In the

2D m elting transition described by the dLrm odel.

Sum m arizing, we have found that the dLr m odel fea-
tures a single continuousphase transition . A though sizes
of our sim ulations are con ned to a regin e In which the
speci ¢ heat still grow s logarithm ically wih L, rather
than saturating as n proper KT scaling, the com bined
Inform ation from the spatial correlationsand the speci ¢
heat are consistent wih a KT transition. This behav—-
Jor is rem arkably sin ilar to that ofthe continuum m odel
@), ncluding the tensionless nature ofthe high T phase.
P rogress in the analyticaldescription ofthese phenom ena
m ight in prove our understanding of non-perturbative ef-
fects in defect-m ediated transitions, and of dynam ical
e ects of geom etrical constraints (such as the curlkfree
condition above) n equilbrium system s.

W e thank D .R.Nelson and A . Sokal for discussions
and A . Sanchez for his collaboration at earlier stages of
this work. E.M . thanks DEA S and the Real Colkgio
Com plutense at Harvard for hospiality. Partial nan-
cialsupport from CAM andM EC (Spain) through grants
BFM 2003-08532-€ 03-02 and F 152004-01399 (J.J.R L),
BFM 2003-07749-€ 0501 R.C ., and BFM 2002-04474-
C02 and FI52004-01001 & .M .) is acknow ledged. E .M .
also acknow ledges a Ramon y Cagl contract by MEC .
Part of the num erical sim ulations have been perform ed
on the BIFIPC cluster.

1K .J.Strandburg,Rev.M od.Phys. 60, 161 (1988); J.G .
D ash, tbid. 71, 1737 (1999).

R]1 A .Pinpinelli and J. V illain, Physics of crystal growth
(C am bridge U niversity P ress, C am bridge, 1998).

31D . Nelson, D efects and G eom etry in Statistical P hysics
(C am bridge university P ress, C am bridge, 2002) .

Al K .Bagchi, H.C.Andersen, and W . Swope, Phys. Rev.
E 53,3794 (1996).

B] C &F .Chou et al., Science 280, 1424 (1998).

] S. T.Chuiand J.D . W eeks, Phys. Rev.B 14, 4978
(1976).

[71D .R .Nelson, Phys.Rev.B 26, 269 (1982).

Bl S. A. Safran, Statistical them odynam ics of surfaces,
interfaces, and m em branes (A& ddison-W eslky, Reading,
MA,1994).

Pl E.M oro, R.Cuemo, and A . Sanchez, Phys. Rev. Lett.
78,4982 (1997).

[10] Here, h (q) is the Fourier transfom of h (r)
the m ean surface height.

[11] T he hexatic behavior S () 1=( qz) is also the asym p—
totics of the free G aussian m odel [19], and of the dG
m odel in the high T phase, Induced by surface tension.

[2]C (r)= hh(r) h(O)FijCals) = hirqh(s) r4h(O)Fi.

31 K .J. Strandburg, S.A . Solla, and G .V . Chester, Phys.
Rev.B 28,2717 (1983);D .A .Bruce, M ater. Sci. Forum
4,51 (1985).

[L4] W .Jankeand H .K leinert, Phys.Rev.B 41, 6848 (1990).

h, with h

151 E .M oro and R .Cuemo, Phys.Rev.E 63, 036104 (2001);
R .Cuemo and E .M oro, ibid. 65, 016110 (2002).

[16] P. Nozieres, In Solids far From E quilibrium , edited by
C . Godreche (Cambridge University P ress, Cam bridge,
1991).

7]M .E. J. Newman and G. T. Barkema, M onte Carb
M ethods in Statistical P hysics (O xford U niversity P ress,
O xford, 1999).

[18] J. E.Van Himbergen and S. Chakravarty, Phys. Rev.
B 23, 359 (1981); J.E.Van Hinbergen, dbid. 25, 5977
(1982).

191 P.M . Chaikin and T. C . Lubensky, P rinciples of con-
densed m atter physics (Cambridge Universiy P ress,
C am bridge, 1995).

R0] J. Salas and A . Sokal, J. Stat.Phys. 98 (2000) 551-588.

R1]1 A sinplerm nded tto a standard scaling form (see Fig.
D) provides = 0:71(@4) and = 0:81(4) on the square
and the trangular lattices, respectively. B esides the ap-
parent lack of universality, these values of , along with
our result that the speci ¢ heat exponent 0, would
actually Im ply violation of the hyperscaling relation [19]

=2 d, ord= 2.

R2]1Y.Levin and K. A .Dawson, Phys. Rev. A 42, 3507
(1990); B. Kahng and K. Park, Int. J. M od. Phys. B
10, 543 (1996).



