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Abstract

W epresenta M onte Carlo study ofK inetic G rowth W alk on squareaswellastriangularlattice

to show thatitisnotequivalentto canonicalSelfAvoiding W alk.
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Introduction

Growth isa naturalprocessby which a system ,forexam ple,a tree acquiresa history-

dependent(ora causal)structure. Since a growing tree isneverungrown,itsgrowth isan

irreversibleprocess.A genericbutinform aldescription ofitsstructuralfeaturesevolvesfrom

repeated observationsofavariety ofstructuralform sthatthesesystem sacquireduringtheir

naturalgrowth.W hetheritisalso a m eaningfulstatisticaldescription dependson whether

the collection ofsuch irreversibly grown structuresisam enable to a statisticalm echanical

study.In thecaseofcausaland hom ogeneousnetworks[1],ithasbeen shown thatgrowing

(non-equilibrium ) networks can be assigned appropriate growth probabilities and studied

within thefram ework ofequilibrium statisticalm echanics.

A trivialspecialcase ofa causalnetwork isa Kinetic Growth W alk (KGW )[3-8]which

m ay beconsidered asan ordered collection of’nodes’(linearchain ofm onom ers)such that

two ofthem are of’degree’one (end m onom ers)while the othersare of’degree’two each.

Itgeneratesa SelfAvoiding W alk (SAW )[2]con�guration,step-by-step,by choosing oneof

the allowed stepsatrandom with equalprobability. Since the num berofallowed stepsat

thegrowing end ofthewalk isa variablethatdependson thecon�guration grown already,

such a step-by-step growth islocally biassed. Averages taken over a collection ofKGW s,

uncorrected for the cum ulative bias acquired during its growth,clearly establish the fact

thatKGW belongsto the sam euniversality classasSAW [3-8].In otherwords,like in the

case ofcausalnetworks,the distinction between equilibrium (SAW ) and non-equilibrium

(KGW )con�gurationsdoesnota�ectthe scaling behaviourofthe walk. Thisprom ptsus

to take a closer view ofhow a collection ofKGW con�gurations m ight be related to an

(equilibrium )ensem ble ofSAW s.

In fact,the bias-uncorrected KGW on a honeycom b lattice has been shown [9]to be

exactly equivalent to a canonicalensem ble ofInteracting SAW s (ISAW s)[10]atthe bath

tem perature proportionalto (ln2)�1 . These facts,puttogether,could be m isconstrued to

im ply a generalequivalence ofKGW with ISAW atsom e bath tem perature. Exceptfora

hint[11]thatkinetic walks m ay notbe equivalent to canonicalwalks,no de�nitive study

ofthisequivalence relation isavailable in the literature. In thispaper,we present M onte

Carlo evidence to show thatsuch an equivalence doesnotexist on a square aswellason

a triangularlattice. Thisisan explicitdem onstration ofthe factthatthe KGW isnot,in
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general,equivalentto ISAW atany bath tem perature.

A . D e�nitions

Starting from som earbitrarily chosen siteon a regularlatticeofcoordination num berz,

therearez possibilitiesform aking the�rststep.Forallsubsequentnon-reversalsteps,we

haveam axim um ofz� 1 possibilitiestochoosefrom .If,atany stage,wechooseastep that

takesustoasitealready visited,wediscard theprocessand startafresh from thebeginning.

Thisensuresthatevery site in the walk isvisited once,and once only. Itisclearthatthe

probability ofgenerating a successfulN -step walk con�guration can bewritten as

P(N )=
1

z

 
NY

k= 2

1

zk

!

(1)

where zk (= 1;2;3;� � � ;z� 1)isthe num berpossibilitiesavailable forthe kth step.Ifzk is

taken tobez� 1forallthesteps,then allthewalk con�gurationsaregernerated with equal

probability,say PSA W (N ),and aresaid toform an ensem bleofSelfAvoiding W alks(SAW s)

[2].

On the otherhand,ifzk isthe actualnum berofpossibilitiesavailable forthe k
th step,

then di�erent con�gurations ofthe walk,called Kinetic Growth W alk (KGW ) [3-8],are

generated with di�erentprobabilities.

PK G W (N ) =
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= exp
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PSA W (N ) (3)

W henever zk < z � 1,we encounter non-bonded nearest neighbors,called contacts; the

num berofsuch contactsencountered atthe kth step isgiven by m k = (z� 1)� zk,which

when added up givethetotalnum berofcontacts,n,in thewalk.

B . K G W on a honey-com b lattice

Theprobability ofgenerating an N -step KGW con�guration with n contactsisgiven by

[9],

PK G W (N )= e
nln2

PSA W (N ) (4)
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which followsfrom thefactthatthe walk hasno choice butto takethe only availablestep

afterm aking a contact.Sincethetotalnum berofN -step SAW s,@SA W (N ),can bewritten

as

@SA W (N )=

NX

n= 0

g(n) (5)

whereg(n)isthenum berofSAW swith n contacts,thetotalnum berofKGW son a honey-

com b latticeisgiven by

@K G W hc(N )=

NX

n= 0

g(n)e�n(��)ln2 (6)

Thus,theKGW correspondsto thecanonicalensem bleofISAW s[10]realized atan inverse

tem perature,�hc = ln2 ifthe m agnitude ofthe energy percontact,�,istaken to be unity.

Atany other’bath’tem perature,�,KGW isidenticalto an ISAW ata lowertem perature

,(�+ �hc)
�1 .Algorithm ically,we�rstchoosean availablesiteatrandom (KGW rule)and

then assign theBoltzm ann factore� ifa contactwasm ade.

C . K G W on a square lattice

Thenum berofsitesavailableforthecurrentstep iseitheroneortwo orthreedepending

on whether,in thepreviousstep,thewalk had m adea doublecontactora singlecontactor

no contactrespectively. The probability ofgenerating an N -step KGW con�guration that

hasm aden1 singlecontactsand n2 doublecontactsduring itsgrowth isthereforegiven by

PK G W (N )= e
n1ln(3=2)+ n2ln(3)PSA W (N ) (7)

Notethatcontactsm adeby theN th step,ifany,isnotaccounted forby thegrowth proba-

bility PK G W (N ).So,thetotalnum berofcontactsm adeby thewalk con�guration is

n =

8

>>><

>>>:

n1 + 2n2 : no contactatlaststep

(n1 + 1)+ 2n2 : singlecontactatlaststep

n1 + 2(n2 + 1) : doublecontactatlaststep

(8)

Itisnotnecessary thatallthecon�gurationswith thesam etotalnum berofcontactswillbe

grown with the sam e probability because,growth being a history-dependentprocess,they

could realizedi�erentpairsofvaluesfn1;n2g forthesam evalueofn.
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Forexam ple,consideran 8-step con�guration encoded as00323212 [12]thathasa total

ofthree contacts (n1 = 1;n2 = 1). The sam e con�guration when grown in the reverse

direction,encoded 03010122,hasonly encountered singlecontacts(n1 = 3;n2 = 0).

The fact that the totalnum ber ofSAW con�gurations with n contacts,g(n),m ay be

written asa doublesum ,

g(n)�
X

n1;n2

�([n1 + 2n2]� n); (9)

suggeststhatthe totalnum berofKGW con�gurationswith n contacts,h(n),m ay also be

given a sim ilarexpression -nam ely,

h(n)�
X

n1;n2

e
�[n 1(��)� 1+ n2(�2�)� 2]�([n1 + 2n2]� n) (10)

where�1 � ln(3=2)and �2 � (1=2)ln(3).They m ay beinterpreted astheinverse’tem pera-

tures’associated with the single and the double contactsrespectively if� (= 1)istaken to

be the (additive) energy percontact. Since (�2 > �1),a double contactis’colder’than a

singlecontact!

Con�gurationsthatare identicalbutgrown in opposite directionsare also counted into

theexpression forh(n)by virtueofthefactthatthey correspond to di�erentpairsfn1;n2g.

Itisthereforeclearthatwehaveadistribution offn1;n2g’s(orequivalently,adistribution of

dim ensionlesscontact-energy,E(n1;n2)� n1�1+ 2n2�2 arisingduetothehistory-dependence

ofthegrowth process.

A canonicalrelation between h(n) and g(n) can be de�ned only ifan average inverse

’tem perature’�(n)fora con�guration with n contactscan bede�ned:

h(n)= e
�n(��)�(n)

g(n) where �(n)�
< n1 >

n
�1 +

2< n2 >

n
�2 (11)

where< n1 > and < n2 > denotetheaveragenum berofsingleand doublecontactsrespec-

tively fora con�guration with n contactsand m ay,in general,depend on n.Averaging out

the history-dependence thisway leads to the following expression forthe totalnum ber of

KGW con�gurationson a squarelattice:

@K G W sq(N )=

NX

n= 0

g(n)e�n(��)�(n) (12)
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FIG .1:Sizedependenceoftheaverage �z forKG W .Theasym ptoticvalueof�z isoftheorderof

0:448 fora squarelattice (Sq),and isoftheorderof0:267 fora triangularlattice (Tr).
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FIG .2:Thedistribution of�z valuesfor300-step KG W con�gurationson atriangularlatticeaswell

ason a squarelattice.Itisa truncated distribution to which a G aussian could be�tted.Therele-

vantparam etersare(i)peak position � 0:265(Tr);0:446(Sq);(ii)width � 0:0155(Tr);0:0203(Sq).

Itisstillnotin the canonicalform ,in contrastto thatfora honey-com b lattice (Eq.(6)),

because �(n)isan intrinsic geom etric param eterthatcharacterizesa con�guration with a

given num berofcontacts.and nottheinverse canonical(or’bath’)tem perature.
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FIG .3: The probability distribution for the num ber ofcontacts per step,n=N ,ofa KG W for

N = 300. A gaussian could be �tted to this distribution for 300-step KG W s on a square lat-

tice (Sq) as wellas on a triangular lattice (Tr). The relevant param eters are, (i) peak value

� 0:351(Sq);0:866(Tr);(ii)width � 0:099(Sq);0:1766(Tr)

A furtheraveraging ofthe�(n)valuesleadsto thecanonicalexpression

@K G W sq(N )=

NX

n= 0

g(n)e�n(��)� sq (13)

Identifying�sq astheinverse’bath’tem peratureis,however,notjusti�ablebecauseacanon-

icalsam pling ofSAW swith �sq m ay notlead to KGW s.Such an interpretation isuniqueto

honey-com b latticeonly.

TheM onteCarlo estim atesof�sq,plotted in Fig.1 forvariouswalk-lengths,N ,extrapo-

lateto theasym ptoticvalue� 0:448.Thedistribution of�sq valuesfora given walk-length,

N = 300in Fig.2,isa prioriexpected tobeatruncated onebecause�sq isbounded between

�1 and �2.However,a Gaussian (width � 0:0203,peak position � 0:446)could be�tted to

thedistribution.

Thequestion rem ainswhether��11 or��12 could beidenti�ed asthe’bath’tem perature.

The fact that KGW belongs to the sam e universality class as SAW does not provide a

reason toachoosebetween thetwo,though they areboth abovetheexpected �-tem perature

(’ 1:54).M oreover,such an arbitrary choicealso leadsto non-additivecontactenergy.
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D . K G W on a Triangular lattice

A KGW on atriangularlatticeis,in general,characterized by fourinverse’tem peratures’

(�1 = ln(5=4);�2 = (1=2)ln(5=3);�3 = (1=3)ln(5=2)and �4 = (1=4)ln(5))associated respec-

tively with a single,double,tripleand quadruple contacts.Itisinteresting to notethat�4

isgreaterthan theexpected �-pointvalue(� 0:375),whereastheothersareless.

Thetotalnum berofKGW son atriangularlatticem aybegiven an approxim atecanonical

form ,sim ilarto theoneforKGW son a squarelattice(Eq.13):

@K G W tr(N )=

NX

n= 0

g(n)e�n(��)� tr (14)

where the asym ptotic value of�tr (� 0:267)could be obtained by extrapolating the data

presented in Fig.1.Thetruncated distribution of�tr values,plotted in Fig.2forwalk-length

N = 300,isagain �tted toaGaussian,which peaksat� 0:265and whosewidth is� 0:0155.

E. Sum m ary

In general,aKGW on atwodim ensionallatticeofcoordination num berzischaracterized

by a setof(z� 2)inverse ’tem peratures’,�m (m = 1;2;� � � ;z� 2),de�ned by

�m �
1

m
ln

�
z� 1

z� [m + 1]

�

; m = 1;2;� � � ;z� 2 (15)

whoseweighted averagegivesthecanonicalvalue�z:

�z =

NX

n= 1

z�2X

m = 1

�
< nm >

n

�

�m (16)

where< nm > denotestheaveragenum berofm -contactsm ade.Notethat�m = 0forwalks

without contacts (m = 0). The dim ensionality dependence com es through the realizable

valuesofnm s.Aspointed outearlier,itism ore appropriate to interpret�z asan intrinsic

geom etric param eterthatcharacterizesthe KGW than to interpretitasan inverse ’bath’

tem perature.However,itm ay serve asa sim plescale-shiftparam eterfortheinverse ’bath’

tem perature ifallthe KGW con�gurationsare reweighted so asto correspond to �z. The

reason why KGW turns out to be equivalent to SAW could be that the entire truncated

distribution of�zsliesbelow thecorresponding �-pointvalue.
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