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ABSTRACT

W e study by M onte Carlo com puter simulations random sequential adsorption
RSA) wih di usional relaxation, of lattice hard squares in two din ensions. W hile
forRSA w ithout di usion the coverage approaches tsm axin um BEmm ing value (large-
tin e fractional coverage) exponentially, added di usion allow s the deposition process
to proceed to the full coverage. The approach to the full coverage is consistent w ith
the t'7? power law rem iniscent ofthe equilbriim clister coarsening in m odels w ith

nonconserved orderparam eter dynam ics.

PAC S num bers: 68.10Jy, 02504 s, 82.65-4
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Random sequentialadsorption (R SA ) m odels have been studied extensively due to
their relevance to deposition processes on surfaces [1]. T he depositing particles are rep—
resented by hard-core extended ob cts; they are not allowed to overlap. In m onolayer
deposition of colloidalparticles and m acrom olecules R]one can fiirther assum e that the
adhesion process is irreversible. O nce a particle is in place its relaxation on the surface

proceeds on tin e scales m uch larger than the deposition process.

H owever, recent experim ents on protein adhesion at surfaces [B] indicate that In
these system s e ects of surface relaxation, presum ably due to di usional rearrange-
m ent of particles, are observable on tin e scales of the deposition process. T he resulting
large-tim e coverage is denser than in fiilly irreversible RSA and in fact it is experin en—
tally com parable to the fully packed (ie., Jocally sem icrystalline) particle arrangem ent.
Studies of RSA with di usional relaxation by analyticalm eans encounter severaldi —
culties associated w ith possble collective e ects in hard-core particle system s at high
densities (such as, for instance, phase sgparation), and w ith the possibility, in certain
lattice m odels, of locally \gridlocked" vacant sites. T he latter e ect m ay actually pre—

vent flll coverage in som e m odels; this m atter rem ains an open problem at thistim e.

Both di culties are not present in 1D : there are no equilbrium phase transitions,
traces of which m ight m anifest them selves as collective e ects In D > 1 deposition
w ith di usion, and furthem ore di usional relaxation leads to sim ple hopping-di usion
Interpretation of the m otion of vacant sites in 1D which recom bine to form Ilarger open
voids accessible to deposition attem pts. Thus, both extensive num erical studies and
their analytical interpretation were possible In 1D  [#]. For higherD m odels however,

no resuls were reported in the literature, to our know ledge.

In thiswork we report extensive num erical sin ulations ofthe R SA processw ith dif-
fisional relaxation, forthe lattice hard-squarem odel (], ie., the square-attice hard-core

m odel w ith nearest-neighbor exclusion. This m odel is well studied for its equilbbrium
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phase transition [B] which is second-order w ith disordered phase at low densities and
tw o ocoexisting ordered phases, corresponding to two di erent sublattice particle cov—
erage arrangem ents, at high densities. A nother sin plifying feature of the hard-square
m odel is that the only possible gridlocked (locally frozen) vacancies are parts ofdom ain
walls (see further below ). A s a resul the coverage reaches the full crystalline lim it at
large tim es, by a process of di usional dom ain wallm otion leading to cluster grow th

rem iniscent of quenched binary alloys and uids at low tem peratures [6].

T he approach to the fiill coverage is num erically consistent w ith the t 72 law
which in tum can be related to the dom ain size growth with tin e as t'=2 as expected
for orderparam eter nonconserving dynam ics. In the rem ainder of this work we 1rst
report com putational details and num erical resuls. W e then describe the dom ain—
grow th Interpretation of the dynam ics at high densities, as well as discuss som e other

collective e ects cbserved in our sim ulations.

In each M onte Carlo trialofour sinulation on a L. L square lattice w ith periodic
boundary conditions, a site is chosen at random . T hen w ith probability r we attem pt to
deposit a particle and w ith probability (1 r) we try di usion. In the case ofdeposition,
we check if the chosen site and its four nearest-neighbor sites are all em pty. If indeed
they are em pty the deposition is perform ed. The chosen site is m arked as occupied.
If however any of the ve sites are already occupied, then the deposition attem pt is
reected and the con guration rem ains unchanged. In the case of di usion, which is of
course possible only if there is a particle at the selected site, we choose at random w ith
equal probability a direction (up, down, left, or right) and try to m ove this particle
by one lattice spacing. A m ove ism ade if the targeted new site and its three nearest
neighbors di erent from the \source" site, are all em pty. If the attem pted m ove is not

possible, the particle stays at its originalposition.
A unit M onte Carlo tin e step is de ned such that each lattice site is checked once
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on average. T his corresponds to L? trials as described earlier. This tine scal, T, is
conveniently related to the physically m ore interesting tim e t de ned to have xed de—
position attem pt rate per site, w ith varying relative di usion attem pt rate proportional
to 1 r)=r,

t= 1T : 1)

W e In plem ent the dynam icsin two di erent ways. The rstone isa straightforward
sim ulation of the m odel. However, it is ine cient at late stages, when m ost trials are
reected. Thus we have In plem ented the sam e dynam ics w ith an event-driven m ethod
[7]. W e keep a list of all the possible m oves, deposition and di usion. Then we pick a
m ove according to proper probability and always carry it out. T he list is then updated if
necessary. The M onte Carlo tin e is Increm ented accordingto T = (nx)=R, where
X is a uniform random number between 0 and 1, whilk R is the rate of the system

con guration changes in the originaldynam ics.

Suppose our list contains N 4ep, sites available for deposition and N g4; possble
di usionalm oves. E ach occupied lattice site contributes0;1;2;3 or 4 possible di usional
m oves, whilk each em pty lattice site contributes 0 or 1 deposition counts, alldepending

on the nearest-neighbor site con guration. Then R is calculated as

1
R = 1N gepo + 2 1 1)Ng; : @)

N um ericalestin ateswere obtained for the follow ing quantities. T he coverage, (T),
was de ned as the total number of sites occupied divided by L?=2. The deposition
process always began w ith em pty substrate so that the coverage increased from O to
1 at full saturation. T he \susceptibility” m easuring uctuations of the m agnetization,
was de ned by

=L°m?® hjn# ; @3)
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w here the average h i is over independent runs. T he m agnetization or order param eter
wasde ned asusual B]by assigning \soin" values + 1 to particles on one of the sublat-
tices and 1 on another sublattice. Em pty sites on both sublattices were not counted
(e ectively having soin values 0). T hus the m agnetization m agnitude jn jis de ned as
the di erence of the num ber of particles deposited on two sublattices, nom alized by

the lattice size L. The values of jn jare thus from 0 to ;.

The e ective dom ain size, ‘(T'), was de ned as In equilbbrium -m odel studies of

cluster coarsening [6], by

‘= 2L hm?i: 4)

H ere the nom alization is such that a uniform state (single-dom ain) gives the size ofthe

system , L.

Serdes of snapshots of the coverage buildup are shown in Fig.1. A s isusually done
for the equilbbrium hard-square system [5], particles are represented by squares of size
P 2 P 2, rotated 45 with respect to the original square lattice on which the particle
centers are deposited. Particles on the even and odd sublattices (the sum ofthe x and

y coordinates even or odd) are shown in di erent shades.

T he tin edependence of the coverage is illustrated in Fig. 2. T he general features
are sim ilarto those found in the 1D studies [4]. For xed deposition rate, corresponding
to the tine scale t de ned In (1), added di usion [ate 1 1r)=r] always speeds up
coverage grow th. For high coverage, the r < 1 plots are rem iniscent of dom ain grow th

In phasessparation m odels [6].

T his sin ilarity w ith dom ain grow th dynam ics can be m ade m ore quantitative. Let
us rst consider the coverage (T) for large tin es. In the case of deposition rmter= 1
(no di usion), the approach to the pmm Ing coverage (1 )’ 0:728< 1 [B] isgenerally

exponentially fast for lattice m odels [9]. W ih di usion, one can always reach the full
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coverage (1 ) = 1. However, the approach to the full coverage is slow , power-aw , as
Indicated n Fig.2. In 1D , the power-daw behaviorw as related to the coverage grow th at
large tim es by the process of hopping and recom bination (opening up deposition sites)

of sm all em pty regions H#].

T he coverage grow th m echanisn for large tim es, In the 2D hard-square m odel is
instead due to interfacial dynam ics. A s illustrated in Fig. 1, the void space at late
tin es consists of dom ain walls ssparating spin-up and spin-down ordered regions. Since
a typicaldom ain has area ¥ (T) and boundary ‘(T ), we anticipate that for large
tin es

1@/ @) ©)
Indeed, 1 is just the void area fraction. T he lJarge-tin e behavior of the dom ain size
in m odels w ith nonconserved orderparam eter dynam ics is typically di usional T 172.
For ‘(T ) we report the direct num erical veri cation later. For the coverage, we found

that the data roughly t the power law,
1 @/ T (6)

orT > 10° i typicalrins such as illustrated in F ig.2. Thus, the R SA quantity 1 (T)

behaves analogously to the energy excess in equilbrium dom ain grow th problem s.

H owever, on carefiil exam ination we noted that the slopes obtained by least-square
tsofthe straight-line portionsofthe curves for large T werenotexactly 0:5 but rather
ranged from about 0:48 toabout 0:52 when the rate param eter r w as decreased from
08 to 001, corresponding to accelerating the relative di usion rate. These di erences
could not be fully attributed to statistical errors. P resum ably, they represent e ects of

corrections to the leading power law behavior.

The \susceptbility" for a given nite size L has a peak and then decreases to

zero, Indicating long—range order for large T ; see F ig. 3. T he peak location seem s size—
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dependent, at Tpeax / L?; thus, it is di cult to observe for large system sizes. Since
nitesize e ects set In for “(T) L, which given the \bulk" power law *(T) T 172
Jeads precisely to the criterion T L2, we expect thism axinum in uctuations to be a

m anifestation of the ordering process at high densities.

For equilbrium hard squares [B], the crticalpoint density corresoonds to coverage

" 0:{742. However, In all our sin ulations, even w ith the fastest relative di usion rate
(the case r = 001), we ound no Interesting features n (T ) for tim es Oor which the
coverage was near the critical value. Since num erical e ort to reach a given coverage
Increases w ith Increasing the di usion rate at the expense of deposition attem pts, there
still rem ains a num erical challenge to observe the buildup of rounded criticalpoint
uctuationsin orotherquantity, for RSA w ith di usion. O urpresent sin ulationstum
out to be sensitive only to those collective e ects which are associated w ith ordering at

higher than criticalpoint coverages.

In Fig. 4, the e ective dom ain size “(T) is plotted vs. tine or r = 0:d. The
large-tin e asym ptotic law iswell tted by T '~2. A s already m entioned, the late-stage
dynam ics of ourm odel is sim ilar to the kinetics of ordering by quenching an equilibbrium
system into a two-phase region. In fact, ourm odelcan bem apped approxin ately to the
Ising m odel at zero tem perature. N ote that the straight-line, diagonal sections of the
dom ain boundaries separating tw o phases, can not m ove. O nly the comers can evolve
due to di usion, just like comers of interfaces in the Ising m odels at zero tem perature
evolve by orderfparam eter nonconserving dynam ics. Tt has been known that the t1=2
law is robust, Independent of the num ber of ordered phases, din ensionality, and details

of Interactions in dom ain grow th problem s [6].

In summ ary, we found that when di usion is introduced in random sequential ad-
sorption processes, the systam can relax to the fiill coverage, consistent w ith experin ents

on protein adsorption at surfaces. T he approach to the full coverage isslow (ower law ).
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T he dynam ics for large coverages is govemed by dom ain grow th.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

1. Con gurations of the hard-square R SA -w ith-di usion m odel ocbtained w ith
the deposition rate param eter r = 0:d,attinesT = 10, 20, 30, and 100. Particles
centered on the even sublattice are shown in grey, w hile those on the odd sublattice

are shown in black. Lattice sizewas 32 32.

2. Void area fraction, 1 , plotted against tine t= rT on a double-logarithm ic
scale, for the deposition rate parameter r = 1, 0:8, 01, 0:01, and system size
521 521. The data were averaged over 800, 600, 800, and 400 runs orr= 1, 0.8,

0.1, and 0.01, respectively. T he dashed-dotted line has slope of % .

3. Fluctuation of the m agnetization, ,vs.tine T, for system sizesL =4, 8, 16,
32, and 64. The deposition rate was r= 0:1. T he data were averaged over 10° to

10° runs.

4. E ective dom ain size Y, plotted vs.tine T on a doubleJdogarithm ic scale, w ith

r= 0:1 and system size 256 256. T he data were averaged over 1500 runs.
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