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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 ofthe equilibrium discrete Laplacian roughen-

ing (dLr) m odel, originally introduced as the sim plest one accom m odating the hexatic phase in

two-dim ensionalm elting.The dLrm odelisalso relevantto surface roughening in M olecularBeam

Epitaxy (M BE).W e�nd a singlephasetransition,possibly oftheK osterlitz-Thoulesstype,between

a atlow-tem perature phase and a rough,tensionless,high-tem perature phase. Thus,earlier con-

clusions on the order ofthe phase transition and on the existence ofan hexatic phase are seen as

due to �nite size e�ects,the phase diagram ofthe dLrm odelbeing sim ilar to thatofa continuum

analog previously form ulated in the contextofsurface growth by M BE.

PACS num bers:64.60.Cn,68.35.Ct,68.35.R h

Two-dim ensional(2D) m elting has played a driving
r̂ole in StatisticalPhysics for m ore than two decades.
E�orts m ade at clarifying its nature [1]have aided to
understand system sin which topologicaldefectsare rel-
evant,from the equilibrium uctuationsofm etallic sur-
faces [2]to superuidity and superconductivity in thin
�lm s,and phasetransitionsin liquid crystals[3].O neof
the m ostintriguing related notionsisthe hexatic phase,
between a solid atlow tem perature(T)and an isotropic
uid athigh T,transitionsbetween phasesbeing ofthe
K osterlitz-Thouless (K T) type. Such is the K osterlitz-
Thouless-Halperin-Nelson-Young (K THNY) m echanism
for2D m elting [3].Although controversialforsom etim e,
the hexatic phase has indeed been found in atom istic
m odelsystem s[4]and in experim ents[5].
A successfulapproach tosystem swith defect-m ediated

phasetransitionsastheabovehasbeen theuseofduality
to form ulateequivalentheightm odels.E.g.,thediscrete
G aussian (dG ) m odel[Eq.(1) below for bending rigid-
ity param eter � = 0]is dualofthe 2D Coulom b gas,
and theroughening transition in theform ercorresponds
[6]to the well-known K T phase transition ofthe latter,
driven by theunbinding ofvortex-antivortexpairs.W ith
a sim ilar philosophy,the discrete Laplacian roughening
(dLr)m odelwasintroduced by Nelson [7]to describe2D
m elting.ItsHam iltonian is

H =
1

2

X

r

�
�[r dh(r)]

2 + �[r 2

d
h(r)]2

�
; (1)

where r denotes position on a 2D lattice oflateralsize
L,r d isdiscrete gradient,and h 2 Z. The originaldLr
m odel[7]isobtained bysettingtozerothesurfacetension
param eter�.Note,thedLrm odelisa discreteversion of
the linear approxim ation to Helfrich’senergy functional
for2D m em branes[8],and providesa sim pli�ed descrip-
tion ofuctuating tensionlesssurfaces,such asbiological
m em branes[8]or,e.g.,such asthosegrown undercondi-
tionstypicalin M olecularBeam Epitaxy (M BE)[9].

ForthedLrm odel,theK THNY m echanism would im -
ply [1]an interm ediatehexaticphasein which thesurface
disordersin heights,butnotin slopes(quasi-long range
orientationalorder).Forlow T,thesurfacewould bein a
atphase,dualoftheisotropicuid in m elting,whilefor
high T the surfacewould disorderin heightsand slopes,
providingthedualofthesolid phase.In term softhesur-
facestructurefactorS(q)= ĥh(q)̂h(� q)i[10],therough
high T phaseim pliespowerlaw behaviorasS(q)� q�4 ,
changing to S(q)� q�2 in thehexaticphase[11],and to
existence ofa �nite correlation length in the at low T

phase. Equivalently,forthe stationary height-di�erence
C (r) and slope-di�erence C d(r) correlations [12],these
behaviors am ount to: (i) rough phase C (r) � r2 logr,
Cd(r)� logr;(ii)hexaticphaseC (r)� logr,Cd(r)� 1;
(iii)atphase C (r)� 1,C d(r)� 1.Resultssupporting
thispicturewereobtained on sm all(L � 32)squareand
triangularlattices[13].However,conicting evidencefor
L � 64 was presented that the m odelhad a single � rst
ordertransition,see[14]and referencestherein.Thedis-
crepancy hasrem ained unsolved,in spite ofrecentana-
lyticalstudies[15],elucidation ofthe phasediagram be-
ing im portantto the diversecontextsm entioned above.

Here,weprovidenew M onteCarlo(M C)sim ulationsof
thedLrm odelon thesquareand triangularlattices.O ur
resultsforsizesup to 512� 512,m uch largerthan those
previouslystudied [13,14],allow ustoseepreviousworks
asinconclusivedueto �nitesizee�ects.Them odelhasa
singlecontinuoustransition,possibly oftheK T type,be-
tween the atand therough phases,therebeing no sign
ofan hexatic phase to within our num ericalresolution
in T. Notably,this provides an instance ofa roughen-
ing transition in which therough phasecorrespondsto a
free tensionless surface,rather than a free surface with
tension,as in the dG m odel. M oreover,the phase dia-
gram ofthe dLr m odelis seen to resem ble closely that
ofa continuum m odelproposed [9,15]forM BE growth,
suggesting thatboth m odelsarein thesam euniversality
class,m uch liketherelationship between thedG and the
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FIG .1: Surface m orphologies for three sam ple tem peratures

around Tc on the L = 128 square lattice for Neum ann (zero

derivative) boundary conditions. Inset: Lateralcut of the

surface forT = 1:7.Allunitsare arbitrary.

continuum sine-G ordon m odels[16].
ForourM C sim ulationswefollow thesam eprocedure

as in [13],uctuations being treated by the histogram
m ethod [17],furthervalidated through additionalsim u-
lationson di�erent points ofthe extrapolated intervals.
Therm alization hasbeen checked by m onitoring the be-
haviorofnon-localobservableslikethe speci�cheatand
the structure factor at the sm allest wave-vectoron our
�nite lattices,S(q = 2�=L),as functions ofM C tim e.
NotethatthedLrm odelhasa richerground statestruc-
ture than the dG m odel,Ham iltonian (1) with � = 0
being m inim ized not only by con�gurations with uni-
form heights, but also by con�gurations with uniform
slopes (and by m ore com plex m orphologies,see below),
seee.g.thesurfacem orphology m adeup ofpatcheswith
various constant slopes shown in Fig.4 for high T. In
sim ulations,thisrequireslarge enough system sizesand
appropriateboundary conditionsso thatthefullm inim a
structurecan besigni�catively probed.In particular,for
sm allsizesand periodicboundary conditionsthesystem
is e�ectively constrained to uctuating around a single
energy m inim um (the m orphology with zero slope),in-
ducing apparenthystheretic behavior associated with a
�rst order transition [14]. In our sim ulations,we have
em ployed both periodic and free (Neum ann) boundary
conditions,and wehavem adesurethatresultsprovided
are(qualitatively)independentofthese.
Asdone forthe dG m odelin [? ],we study the phase

transition through the behavior ofthe structure factor
S(q) for di�erent tem peratures. In order to test the
K TNHY m echanism , we have studied the behavior of
S(q)asa function ofT and L,by �tting thesm allwave-
vectorpartofS(q)to S(q)� q�r . Asseen in Fig.3 for
the square lattice (forthe sake ofclarity,we om itplots
forthe triangularlattice,in which com pletely analogous

1.5 1.6 1.7
T

0

1

2

3

4

r
0.1 1

k
10

-2

10
0

10
2

10
4

S(
k)

k*

FIG .2:E�ective exponentr in thesm allwave-vectorbehav-

ior S(k) � k
�r

(for k � 2sin(q=2) < k
�
(L) � 3�=L),as a

function ofT,for L = 32 (3 ),64 (2),and 128 (o). Inset:

surface structure factor S(k) on the L = 128 square lattice

vs k,for T = 1:62 (bottom ) up to T = 1:69 (top). D ashed

reference lines have slopes � 2 (bottom ) and � 4 (top). All

otherlinesare guidesto the eye.Allunitsare arbitrary.

resultsareobtained),thereisno evidenceofa� nitetem -
perature intervalwithin which r ’ 2,thatwould be the
signature ofthe hexatic phase. Rather,we �nd a grad-
ualchange 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 atand the rough phasesrem ain well-de�ned in the
therm odynam ic lim it. These results m ay thus explain
the apparentobservation ofan hexatic phase in [13]for
sm allL values, where no system atic �nite size e�ects
wereassessed.By de�ning thecriticaltem peratureTc as
thevalueatwhich curvesfordi�erentsystem sizescross
[17],we estim ate Tc = 1:65(1)forthe squarelattice and
Tc = 1:90(2)forthe triangularlattice.
Further evidence on the existence of a single phase

transition is provided by the behavior the speci�c heat
c(T;L) =

�
hH

2

dLr
i� hH dLri

2
�
=(T 2L2) as a function of

tem perature. Fig.1 shows c(T) on the square and tri-
angularlatticesforthe largestsystem sizesin oursim u-
lations. W ithin our statistics,a single peak at T = T �

can be detected,ratherthan two as would be expected
within the K THNY scenario. The height and position
ofthe peak arefunctionsoflattice size L.Fig.2 (inset)
providesthe resultsof�nite size analysison the speci�c
heat curves,in which the m axim um value cm ax(L) ob-
tained foreach lattice size isplotted asa function ofL.
Rem arkably,although for lattice sizes L . 70 the spe-
ci�cheatgrowsapproxim ately ascm ax . L | com patible
with claim son the apparentweakly �rstordercharacter
ofthe transition for L � 64 [14]| ,for larger L values
theincreaseofcm ax(L)slowsdown.Forourlargestsim -
ulated system s,the best�tislogarithm ic cm ax � logL.
Actually,for the 2D XY m odelthe speci�c heat at the
transition tem perature is known [18]to �rstgrow loga-
rithm ically with system size and then saturate forlarge
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FIG .3:c(T)vsT on the square (m ain panel)and triangular

(inset) lattices for L = 16 (� ),32 (4 ),64 (o),128 (3 ),256

(2),and 512 (5 ).Barsarestatisticalerrorsand thin linesare

guidesto the eye.Forthe largerL valuesin each case,thick

solid linesshow thec(T)curveextrapolated by thehistogram

m ethod [17].Allunitsare arbitrary.

enough valuesofL,suggestingourresultm ightreect�-
nite size e�ects.Indeed,saturation isexpected provided
thatthe correlation length atT � is sm allerthan L and
thusa horizontalplateau would occuratlow k forS(k),
nam ely r = 0 asde�ned in Fig.2. The steady decrease
ofr atT � for increasing L indicates that such a condi-
tion has not being reached. Persistence oflogarithm ic
behaviorin the L ! 1 lim itwould rathersuggestthat
the phase transition isin e.g.the 2D Ising class[19].In
order to explore this possibility,in Fig.2 we study the
dependenceofthespeci�cheatjum p position T �(L)with
lateralsize L. In a continuous transition,T �(L) scales
as[19]T �(L)� T �

� L�1=� (1+ gL�! ),whereg isa nu-
m ericalconstantand ! isan exponentthataccountsfor
correctionstoscaling,and isin therange7=4� ! � 2for
the 2D Ising class [20]. The best m ultiparam eter �t to
such scaling form yields� = 1:54(47),and � = 0:94(16)
on the square and the triangularlattices,togetherwith
! = 1:6(3),and 2.2(2.0) respectively,to be com pared
with � = 1 for the 2D Ising class [21]. Although these
results m ight seem com patible with 2D Ising universal-
ity for the present transition,we believe our num erical
evidence favorsm ore strongly a di�erentinterpretation.
Thus,in m arked contrastwith 2D Ising and asshown by
Fig.3,the transition in the dLr m odelis from a phase
with �nitecorrelation length to a continuouslineof�xed
points[in theRenorm alization G roup (RG )sense],char-
acterized by an in�nitevalueofthecorrelation length,as
occurs in a K T transition [16]. In orderto corroborate
the latterinterpretation,wecan try a phenom enological
K T-typeform forT �(L),nam ely [19]

T
�(L)= T

� +
a

(logL + b)2
; (2)

forconstanta and b.Asseen in Fig.2,this�tisin very
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FIG .4:Transition tem peratureT
�
asobtained from Fig.1,as

a function ofL forthesquare(2)and triangular(4 )lattices.

Foreach case,thedashed lineisa power-law �tT
�
(L)� T

�
�

L
�1=�

,and the solid line is a �t to Eq.(2). L = 512 is not

em ployed for the �t due to low statistics. Inset: cm ax(L) vs

L on the square (2) and triangular (4 ) lattices. Lines are

logarithm ic �ts to the data, shown for reference. Allbars

representstatisticalerrorsand allunitsare arbitrary.

good agreem entwith the num ericaldata forlarge sizes.
W e m ust caution the reader on the well-known feature
ofthe K T transition,thatthe peak ofthe speci�c heat
does notoccur at the criticaltem perature but,rather,
at a tem perature preceding Tc [18,19]. Although the
sizeofthiso�setcan bem odel-dependent,Fig.2 indeed
provides estim ates,T � = 1:63(1) on the square lattice,
and T � = 1:85(1)on thetriangularlattice,thatarebelow
thecorrespondingTc values,and arestillinsidethelow T

behavior for the spatialcorrelation functions,see Fig.3.
Thus,the inexistence ofan interm ediate phase and the
fact that the spatialcorrelations and the speci�c heat
change behavior at di�erent values ofT can be hardly
reconciled with a singletransition ofthe Ising class.

O urresults seem to replace the K THNY scenario for
the dLr m odelby a single,tensionless,K T-type phase
transition. The absence ofthe hexatic phase m ay seem
surprising when contrasted with the often accepted ar-
gum ent that,for increasing T,the surface should �rst
disorderin heightsand,then,in slopes.However,thisis
asu� cientcondition forsurfaceroughening,butitisnot
necessary. Forinstance,in the dG m odelslopesare not
disordered atany tem perature.Itisalso conceivable,as
isourbelief,thatheightsand slopesdisorderatthesam e
tem perature in the dLrm odel.Thisrem arkableresultis
also againstthe expectation thatdiscretenessin surface
heights renorm alizesthe surface tension �,as it indeed
does in the dG m odel[16]. For the dLr m odel,gener-
ation ofa non-zero � would im ply that the asym ptotic
propertiesofthehigh T phasecoincidewith thoseofthe
dG m odel[11]. In orderto explore this possibility,var-
iousanalyticalapproaches[15]have been applied to the
followingcontinuum analogofthedLrm odel,introduced
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in the contextofgrowth by M BE [9]:

@h

@t
= � �r

4
h �

2�V

a?
sin

�
2�h

a?

�

+
p
2kB T �; (3)

where � is a delta-correlated G aussian white noise,and
a? ,V ,areparam eters.Although a dynam icalRG study
for(3)doespredictthe generation ofa non-zero surface
tension,num ericalsim ulationsofthisLangevin equation
[9]give results in com plete qualitative agreem ent with
those ofthe dLrm odelpresented here.The discrepancy
between theRG argum entsand thenum ericalresultsfor
both the discrete and continuum m odels m ight be due
to inaccuraciesin the treatm entofm odelsym m etriesin
the RG studies. Nam ely, the dLr m odelcan be writ-
ten as a m odelfor the surface slopes m � r dh, i.e.,
H dLr =

�

2

P

r
[r d � m (r)]2,with the im plicit restriction

thatr d� m � 0.Thus,thedLrm odelhaslargersym m e-
triesthan thedG m odel,theHam iltonian beinginvariant
underarbitrary globalshiftsin theheights,asin thelat-
ter,butalso in theslopes.Thustheground statedegen-
eracyhereism uch larger,m inim aoccurringforallheight
con�gurationsforwhich r d � m = 0.However,standard
perturbative RG analyses [15,22]are oblivious to such
an added com plexity in theground statestructureofthe
m odel. Perhaps in a related fashion,the zero-vorticity
constraintfortheslope�eld m ay beplaying a dynam ical
r̂olein theunbinding ofsurfacedefectsforT = Tc in the

2D m elting transition described by the dLrm odel.

Sum m arizing,we have found thatthe dLrm odelfea-
turesasinglecontinuousphasetransition.Although sizes
ofoursim ulationsarecon�ned to a regim e in which the
speci�c heat stillgrows logarithm ically with L, rather
than saturating as in proper K T scaling,the com bined
inform ation from thespatialcorrelationsand thespeci�c
heat are consistent with a K T transition. This behav-
iorisrem arkably sim ilarto thatofthecontinuum m odel
(3),including thetensionlessnatureofthehigh T phase.
Progressin theanalyticaldescription ofthesephenom ena
m ightim proveourunderstanding ofnon-perturbativeef-
fects in defect-m ediated transitions, and of dynam ical
e�ects ofgeom etricalconstraints (such as the curl-free
condition above)in equilibrium system s.
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