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Abstract

W e study a restricted solid-on-solid (RSO S) m odelinvolving deposition and evaporation with

probabilitiesp and 1� p,respectively,in one-dim ensionalsubstrates.Itpresentsa crossoverfrom

Edwards-W ilkinson (EW )to K ardar-Parisi-Zhang (K PZ)scaling forp � 0:5.Theassociated K PZ

equation is analytically derived,exhibiting a coe�cient � ofthe nonlinear term proportionalto

q � p � 1=2,which is con�rm ed num erically by calculation oftilt-dependent growth velocities

forseveralvaluesofp. Thislinear� � q relation contrasts to the apparently universalparabolic

law obtained in com petitive m odels m ixing EW and K PZ com ponents. The regions where the

interface roughness shows pure EW and K PZ scaling are identi�ed for 0:55 � p � 0:8, which

providesnum ericalestim atesofthecrossovertim estc.They scale astc � �� � with � = 4:1� 0:1,

which isin excellentagreem entwith thetheoretically predicted universalvalue� = 4and im proves

previousnum ericalestim ates,which suggested � � 3.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The com petition between di� erent growth m echanism s is a characteristic ofm any real

processesand hasbeen thesubjectofintensiveinvestigation in thelastyears.M any authors

considered com petitivegrowth m odelsin which di� erentdynam icrulesarerandom ly chosen

fortheaggregation oftheincidentparticles[1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11]and applicationsto

realsystem sweresuggested [3,4,12].Such sim pli� ed m odelsm ay m im ic,forinstance,the

e� ectsoflarge energy distributionsofthe incidentatom s,which lead to di� erentdynam ic

behavior asthey arrive atthe � lm surface. They usually show crossover e� ects from one

dynam icsatsm alltim estorshortlength scalesL to anotherdynam icsatlong torlargeL.

In m any cases,a crossoverfrom theEdwards-W ilkinson (EW )[13]dynam icsto Kardar-

Parisi-Zhang (KPZ)growth [14]isobserved.TheLangevin-typeequation

@h

@t
= �r

2
h +

�

2
(r h)

2
+ �(~x;t); (1)

known asKPZ equation,isahydrodynam icdescription ofkineticsurfaceroughening,where

h istheheightattheposition ~x in ad-dim ensionalsubstrateattim et,� representsasurface

tension,� representsthe excessvelocity and � isa Gaussian noise [14,15]with zero m ean

and varianceh� (~x;t)�
�

~x0;t0
�

i= D �d
�

~x � ~x0
�

� (t� t0).W hen � = 0 in Eq.(1),weobtain

the(linear)EW equation.Thus,if� isvery sm all,thefeaturesofEW growth areexpected

atsm alltim es,and acrossovertoKPZ behaviorisobserved atacharacteristictim etc,when

them acroscopicpropertiesarea� ected by theoverallnonlinearcharacteroftheprocess.In

this paper,we willanalyze universaland nonuniversalfeaturesofthis crossover in lattice

m odelsthrough analyticaland num ericalm ethods.

The roughness (or interface width) W (L;t) is the sim plest quantity that indicates

crossovere� ects.In latticem odels,itisde� ned as

W (L;t)=

* "

1

Ld

X

i

�

hi� h
�2
#1=2+

(2)

fordeposition in a d-dim ensionalsubstrateoflength L (hi istheheightofcolum n iattim e

t,the barin h denotesa spatialaverage and the angularbracketsdenote a con� gurational

average).In a typicalEW orKPZ system ,itscalesforsm alltim esas

W � t
�
: (3)
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However,when the crossover EW -KPZ is present,the roughness exhibits two growth re-

gions,characteristic ofEW and KPZ scaling (�E W < �K P Z in any dim ension),as shown

qualitatively in Fig.1.Atlong tim es,theroughnesssaturatesas

W sat� L
�
: (4)

t� isthecrossovertim eto thesteady stateorsaturation regim e,also shown in Fig.1.

From plausible scaling argum ents(reviewed in Sec.III),severalauthorssuggested that,

in d = 1,theEW -KPZ crossovertakesplaceforsm all� at

tc � �
� �
; (5)

with a universalcrossoverexponent� = 4 [16,17,18,19]. However,to ourknowledge the

best known num ericalestim ate ofthis crossover exponent is � � 3. It was obtained by

Guo,Grossm an and Grant[17]and by Forrestand Toral[19]through num ericalsolutions

oftheKPZ equation and data collapsem ethods.Recentworkson latticem odelscon� rm ed

the expected scaling relations forthe growth and saturation regim es ofKPZ,even in the

presenceoftheEW -KPZ crossover[6],butthey werenotableto im provetheresultsforthe

EW regim e(t� tc)orthecrossoverregions(t� tc).Thus,neitheranum ericalcon� rm ation

norathoroughly justi� ed refutation oftheuniversality oftheexponent� = 4waspresented

yet.

On the other hand,an universalrelation between the coe� cient � and param eters of

com petitivelatticem odelswith theEW -KPZ crossoverwasrecently proposed byBraunstein

and co-workers[7,8].They considered processeswheretheaggregation ofincidentparticles

followed therulesofa KPZ latticem odelwith probability p and therulesofan EW m odel

with probability 1 � p. The m ost studied representative [4,6]is the com petitive m odel

involving ballistic deposition (BD -KPZ class)[20]and the Fam ily m odel,also known as

random deposition with surface relaxation (RDSR -EW class)[21]. The derivation ofthe

corresponding KPZ equation from the stochastic rulesofthisclassofm odelsgives� � p2

forsm allp and iscon� rm ed num erically fortheRDSR-BD m odel[6].

In the present paper,we willstudy analytically and num erically a lattice m odelwith

the crossoverEW -KPZ in d = 1,which ishelpfulto clarify the universaland nonuniversal

relationsin thiscrossover.Them odelisarestricted solid-on-solid (RSOS)one[22],in which

deposition and evaporation ofparticlescom petewith probatilitiesp and 1� p,respectively.
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EW behaviorisfound forp= 1=2,and KPZ behaviorforp6= 1=2.W ewillderiveanalitically

the KPZ equation forthisprocess,which exhibits � � q � p� 1=2,where q represents a

sm allrelative probability ofKPZ growth in the crossover region (p � 1=2,q � 0). This

linear relation between q and � is con� rm ed num erically,and contrasts to the parabolic

law found in othercom petitive m odels. Consequently,the � � p relation in the EW -KPZ

crossoverisclearly am odel-dependentfeatureand notan universallaw.On theotherhand,

ournum ericalwork willalso provide an estim ate ofthe crossoverexponent� which agrees

with thetheoretically predicted universalvalue� = 4,im proving previousestim ateswhich

failed to con� rm thatprediction.Thisexponentisobtained from thescaling oftc(q),which

isestim ated from the intersection ofthe EW and KPZ behaviors,asillustrated in Fig. 1.

The inherentdi� cultiesofthe num ericalwork,com bined with the relatively sim ple,linear

� � p relation,explain why estim ating thecrossoverexponentisusually so hard.

The rest ofthis work is organized as follows. In Sec. II,we willde� ne precisely the

discretem odel,analitically deriveitsassociated KPZ equation and con� rm num erically the

� � q relation.In Sec.IIIwewillreview thescaling argum entspredicting � = 4 and show

the detailsofthe num ericalanalysiswhich gives� = 4:1� 0:1. In Sec. IV we sum m arize

ourresultsand presentourconclusions.

II. T H E D ISC R ET E M O D EL A N D T H E A SSO C IAT ED K P Z EQ U AT IO N

In ourcom petitive m odel,the deposit obeysthe RSOS condition atany tim e,i.e. the

m axim um heightdi� erencebetween neighboring colum nsisequalto theparticlesizea [22].

In thesim ulations,weconsidera = 1.Ateach step oftheprocess,a colum n ofthedeposit

is random ly chosen. Subsequently,deposition and evaporation attem pts are chosen with

probabilities p and 1 � p,respectively. W hen evaporation is chosen,the top particle of

thatcolum n isrem oved ifthe RSOS condition issatis� ed afterevaporation,otherwise this

attem ptisrejected.W hen deposition ischosen,anew particleisdeposited atthetop ofthat

colum n iftheRSOS condition issatis� ed,otherwisethisattem ptisrejected.Thetim eunit

� correspondsto L attem ptsofevaporation ordeposition in a substratewith L colum ns.In

thesim ulations,weconsidered � = 1.

This m odelwas previously studied num erically by Am ar and Fam ily [23],in order to

show theuniversality ofscaling functionsand am plituderatiosforKPZ processesin d = 1.
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However, that analysis was restricted to p � 0:75,consequently far from the region of

EW -KPZ crossover.

Now weconstructtheassociated KPZ equation ofthisprocessstarting from them aster

equation and perform ing a Kram ers-M oyalexpansion [24],following the standard m ethod

used in Refs.[7,26,27].

Firstconsiderthe deposition processaccording to the RSOS condition. The transition

rate W (H ;H 0)from the heightcon� guration H � fhig to the con� guration H
0� fh0ig for

thisprocessis

W (H ;H
0
)=

1

�

X

k

w
(0)

k � (h
0
k;hk + a)

Y

j6= k

�
�

h
0
j;hj

�

; (6)

wherethe� functionsrepresentthecondition thatonly theheightofthecolum n ofincidence

can beincreased and w
(0)

k describesthecondition foraggregation:

w
(0)

k = � (hk+ 1 � hk)� (hk� 1 � hk); (7)

where the � (x)isthe unitstep function,de� ned as� (x)= 1 forx � 0 and � (x)= 0 for

x < 0.Consequently,the� rstand thesecond transition m om entsare

K
(1)

i =
X

H 0

(h
0
i� hi)W (H ;H

0
)=

a

�
� (hi+ 1 � hi)� (hi� 1 � hi) (8)

and

K
(2)

ij =
X

H 0

(h
0
i� hi)

�

h
0
j � hj

�

W (H ;H
0
)=

a2

�
� (hi+ 1 � hi)� (hi� 1 � hi)�(i;j): (9)

ForRSOS evaporation,thetransition rateand thetransition m om entsarethoseofEqs.

(7),(8)and (9)with oppositesignsin theargum entsofthe� functions.

The Kram ers-M oyal expansion of the m aster equation for the process provides the

stochasticequation [24]

@hi

@t
= K

(1)

i +
X

j

r

K
(2)

ij �j; (10)

where�j isaGaussian whitenoisewith zerom ean and co-varianceh�i(t)�j(t
0)i= �(i;j)�(t�

t0).Forthecom petitivem odel,weobtain

@hi

@t
= p

a

�
� (hi+ 1 � hi)� (hi� 1 � hi)� (1� p)

a

�
� (hi� hi+ 1)� (hi� hi� 1)+ D i�i; (11)

whereD i isconstant.
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In ordertopassfrom thediscretedescription ofthem odeltoitscontinuum lim it,wecan

use som e analyticalrepresentation ofthe step function,which worksin som e lim its.M any

regularization forthethetastep function havealreadybeen suggested,such asthehyperbolic

tangentfunction [25],and m axim um function [26].Thisrepresentation isexpanded in Taylor

series,so that

�(x)= c0 + c1 x + c2 x
2
+ ::: (12)

Inserting thisexpansion in equation (11),weget

dhi

dt
= p

a

�

h

c0 + c1(hi+ 1 � hi)+ c2(hi+ 1 � hi)
2
ih

c0 + c1(hi� 1 � hi)+ c2(hi� 1 � hi)
2
i

� (1� p)
a

�

h

c0 + c1(hi� hi+ 1)+ c2(hi� hi+ 1)
2
ih

c0 + c1(hi� hi� 1)+ c2(hi� hi� 1)
2
i

+ D i�i (13)

In the continuum lim it,a ! 0. In thislim it,ac1 tendsto a � nite,nonzero value,since

the angular coe� cient c1 in the expansion ofthe theta function (Eq. 12) is oforder 1=a.

M oreover,a=� ! const,since this is the random growth velocity. W e replace hi(t) by a

sm ooth function h(x;t),whosecoarse-grained derivativesare

hi+ 1 � 2hi+ hi� 1 ’ a
2
r

2
h(x)

hi+ 1 � hi ’ ar h(x) (14)

Substitution in Eq.(13)gives

dh

dt
= (2p� 1)

a

�
c
2

0
+
a3

�
c0c1r

2
h(x)+

+ (1� 2p)
a3

�

�

c
2

1 � 2c0c2

�

jr h(x)j
2
+ O (a

5
)+ �(x;t) (15)

Thisequation m ustreproduce correctly the random deposition m odel,when allinterac-

tionsbetween colum nsareturned o� .Consequently,thebestchoiceisto putc0 = 1.Also,

alltheabove m entioned choicesforrepresenting the theta function,such asthehyperbolic

tangent,lead to c2 = 0.Thisistypicalofodd functions,such asf(x)� �(x)� 1=2.Thus

weget

@h

@t
(~x;t)= (2p� 1)

a

�
+ c1

a3

�
r

2
h + (1� 2p)c1

2
a3

�
(r h)

2
+ �(~x;t); (16)

which istheKPZ equationassociatedwiththeRSOSm odelwithdepositionandevaporation.

Allterm sin the righthand side ofEq.(16)are� nite quantitiesbecause a=�,ac1,r h and

ar 2h areexpected to havethesam eorderofm agnitude.
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Itisinteresting to recallthatthechoiceofthevalueof�(0)isarbitrary becausethestep

function isnonanalytic atthe origin. Thus,ifourchoice were �(0)= 1=2,instead Eq. (7)

wewould haveto representtheaggregation condition as

w
(0)

k = � (hk+ 1� hk)� (hk� 1� hk)[1+ �(hk;hk + 1)+ �(hk;hk � 1)+ �(hk;hk + 1)�(hk;hk � 1)];

(17)

where�(i;j)isthediscreteKroneckerdelta.Asexpected,thisalso givestheKPZ equation

for the m odel,but the choice �(0) = 1 is suitable to represent the aggregation rule in a

conciseform .

Com parison ofEqs. (16) and (1) shows that � varies linearly with q � p � 1=2. As

expected,� < 0 when deposition isdom inant,and � > 0 fordom inantevaporation. Such

linearrelation issim ilar to thatpredicted fora single step m odelby Derrida and M allick

[28]through a m apping into a one-dim ensionalasym m etric exclusion m odel.On the other

hand,itcontraststothe� � p2 law obtained by M uracaetal[7]forpureKPZ m odels(with

� nite�)com peting with pureEW m odels,such astheRDSR-BD m odel[6].

Thislinear�� p relation wascon� rm ed num erically.Thecoe� cient� can becalculated

from the tilt-dependentgrowth velocity in the KPZ regim e. Ifa given KPZ processtakes

placeon an in� nitely largesubstrateofinclination u,then � isrelated tothegrowth velocity

v as[29,30,31]

� =

 

@2v

@u2

!

u= 0

(18)

(thisform appliestod = 1,butisstraightforwardly extended tohigherdim ensions).Several

probabilitiesin therange0:55 � p � 1 were considered forthesim ulationsin substratesof

length L = 104. Foreach p,inclinationsfrom u = 0:1 to u = 0:8 were considered,and the

depositwasgrown untiltim essu� cientlong forthe KPZ regim e to be attained. Average

valuesweretaken over100 realizationsforeach p and u.

Fig.2aillustratesthem ethod tocalculate� from thegrowth velocitiesforthreedi� erent

values ofp. The parabolic � ts accurately represent the data behavior forallinclinations.

Using those � ts and Eq. (18),we obtained estim ates of� for each p. In order to check

the accuracy ofthese estim ates,we also calculated the ratio (v� v0)=u
2 (v0 isthe growth

velocity atzero slope),and extrapolated thatratio to thelim itu ! 0.The estim atesof�

agreed with those obtained from the parabolic � tswithin errorbars. In Fig. 2b we show

� versusq,which con� rm sthe linearrelation between those quantitiesfora large range of
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valuesofq,in agreem entwith theKPZ equation obtained fortheprocess.

III. N U M ER IC A L ST U D Y O F T H E EW -K P Z C R O SSO V ER

Firstwerecalltheargum entsthatlead to theprediction ofa crossoverexponent� = 4.

In theworksofGrossm m ann,Guo and Grant(GGG)[17]and ofNatterm ann and Tang

(NT)[18](see also [19]),thisresultisderived from m ultiscaling relationsforsystem swith

crossoverEW -KPZ in d = 1.They proposed relationsin theform

W (L;t)= L
�
f

 

t

tc
;
L

�c

!

; (19)

where �c � t1=zE W

c is a crossover length and zE W = 2 is the dynam icalexponent ofEW

processes. Assum ing thattc scales asEq. (5),they obtained � = zE W =(�E W + zE W � 2)

using scaling argum ents.In d = 1,wehave �E W = 1=4 and �E W = 1=2,which gives� = 4

in d = 1.Thiswascon� rm ed by one-loop renorm alization group calculationsby NT.

The sam e result also follows from the expected roughness scaling ofKPZ in d = 1.

Assum ingdynam icscalingin thenonlinearandsaturation regim es,Am arand Fam ily[16,23]

showed thattheroughnessscalesas

W (L;t)� L
1=2
g

�

j�j
t

L3=2

�

; (20)

where g isa scaling function and where the dependence ofW on the param eters� and D

ofEq. (1)wasom itted. In the growth regim e,itgivesW � j�j
1=3
t1=3 (�K P Z = 1=3 in Eq.

3).Now assum ing thatthecrossoverEW -KPZ takesplacewhen theEW roughness(Eq.3

with �E W = 1=4)m atchesthatofKPZ,asillustrated in Fig.1,weobtain �1=3tc
1=3 � tc

1=4,

from which � = 4 also follows.

Thislastargum entisthebasisforthenum ericalcalculation oftc using theroughnessin

the EW and KPZ regim es. First,itisnecessary to calculate scaling am plitudesnotshown

in Eq.(3):fortheEW regim ewehave

W E � At
1=4
; (21)

and fortheKPZ regim ewehave

W K � B t
1=3
: (22)
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M atching theseform sattc weobtain

tc �

�
A

B

�12

: (23)

Consequently,tc can bedeterm ined from theestim atesoftheam plitudesA and B .

Sim ulationsofthe RSOS m odelwith deposition and evaporation were done forseveral

values ofp,in lattices with L = 105,up to tim es approxim ately 106. 100 deposits were

generated foreach p.

In Fig. 3 we show W =t1=4 for sm alltim es twith p = 0:7 and p = 0:6. That ratio is

expected to beconstantin the EW regim e.A narrow region 20 � t� 40 with thisfeature

isobserved forp= 0:7,whilea widerEW region isfound forsm allerp.Hereitisim portant

to recallthatothercom petitivem odelsfailatthispointbecausea clearEW region isfound

only forvery sm allp,wheretheKPZ regim ebecom esdi� cultto beattained in sim ulation;

oneexam pleisthem odelinvolving ballisticdeposition and theFam ily m odelstudied in Ref.

[6].

The calculation ofam plitude B is slightly m ore di� cult because the ratiosW =t1=3 are

notconstantinsideatim ewindow longenough toextend tothem axim um sim ulation tim es.

In otherwords,thepresenceofsigni� cantcorrectionsto scaling in Eq.(22)hasto betaken

into account. This can be done with the extrapolation ofW =t1=3 as a function of1=t1=3,

asshown in Fig. 4 forp = 0:7 and p = 0:6 (see also Ref. [6]). Although the range ofthe

variable 1=t1=3 (abscissa ofFig. 4)is relatively sm all,it com prises alm ost two decades of

thelargestvaluesoft.Good linear� tsofthedata areobtained in theselargetim eregions,

which suggestsconstant(butlarge)subdom inantcorrectionsto Eq.(22).The am plitudeB

isestim ated from theintersection ofthose� tswith theverticalaxis(t! 1 ).

For� xed p,di� erentrangesofthevariable1=t1=3 werechosen fortheextrapolation ofthe

data and thecalculation oferrorbarsin theestim atesoftheam plitudeB .Thisprocedure

providesreliable and accurate � nalestim atesofthatam plitude. Forinstance,forp = 0:7

(Fig.4),weobtain B = 0:330� 0:004.W ealso observethat,whiletheam plitudeA slowly

varies with p (nearly 10% from p = 0:55 to p = 0:8),the am plitude B has a rem arkable

dependence on p.

Theestim atesoftcobtained from Eq.(23)areshown in Fig.5asafunctionofq� p� 1=2.

Linear� tsofdi� erentsubsetsofthosedata give

tc � q
� (4:1� 0:1)

: (24)
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The linearrelation between q and � im plies� = 4:1� 0:1,which isin excellentagreem ent

with thetheoretically predicted value.

Hereitisim portanttorecallthat,in othercom petitivem odelssuch astheRDSR-BD one

[6],the calculation oftc with accuracy wasnotpossible. Forinstance,a clearEW growth

regim e (with �E W = 1=4) is observed in that m odelonly for very sm allp,but in these

conditionsthe KPZ growth regim e (with �K P Z = 1=3)isnotattained within a reasonable

sim ulation tim e.Thism ay bea consequenceofthetypically hugescaling correctionsofBD

[32]. However,we believe thatthe m ain reason forthose di� cultiesisthe parabolic � � p

relation,which signi� cantly reducesthe range ofp where both regim escan be num erically

analyzed.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

W estudied a com petitivegrowth m odelin 1+ 1 dim ensionsinvolving RSOS deposition,

with probability p,and RSOS evaporation,with probability 1 � p. This m odelm ay be

viewed asadiscreterealization ofthecontinuum KPZ equation with an adjustablenonlinear

coupling� related top.ItscorrespondingKPZ equation isderived,showingthatj�jlinearly

increaseswith q � p� 1=2,so thatthe processbelongsto the EW classforp = 1=2.This

resultiscon� rm ed num erically bycalculation oftilt-dependentvelocitiesforseveralvaluesof

p.Itcontraststotheparabolic�� prelation obtained forcom petingm odelsinvolvingaKPZ

and an EW process,which showsthatthisrelation,although being ofwideapplicability,is

notuniversal.

W ealsocalculated num ericallythescalingam plitudesoftheEW andKPZ growthregim es

for severalvalues ofp. From these quantities, estim ates ofthe crossover tim es tc were

obtained. They scale as Eq. (5) with � = 4:1 � 0:1, in excellent agreem ent with the

theoretically predicted valueofthecrossoverexponent.Thisresultim provespreviousones,

which suggested � � 3 from sim ulations ofthe KPZ equation. W e believe thatthiswork

providesan im portant,possibly de� nite con� rm ation ofscaling relationspredicted forthe

EW -KPZ crossoverin d = 1.
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FIG .2: (a) G rowth velocity v as a function ofinclination u for the com petitive m odelwith

p = 0:55 (triangles),p = 0:65 (crosses)and p = 0:75 (squares). Dashed linesare parabolic �tsof

each setofdata.(b)Estim atesof� asa function ofthereduced probability q� p� 1=2 (squares)

and a leastsquares�tofthedata (dashed line).
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FIG .3: W =t1=4 at sm alltim es tfor the com petitive m odelwith p = 0:7 (circles) and p = 0:6

(squares)in a large lattice (L = 105).The insetshowsa zoom ofthe data forp = 0:7 in the EW

region.Thedashed linesare linear�tsofthe data in those regions.
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lattice (L = 105).Thedashed linesarelinear�tsofthedata.
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