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Abstract

A sin plem odel ofepitaxial grow th proposed by W olfand V illain is inves—
tigated usihg extensive com puter sin ulations. W e nd an unexpectedly com —
plex crossover behavior ofthe originalm odelin both 1+ 1 and 2+ 1 din ensions.
A crossover from the e ective grow th exponent . 037to ¢ 0:33 isob—
served In 1+ 1 din ensions, w hereas additional crossovers, w hich we believe are
to the scaling behavior of an Edwards{W ikinson type, are ocbserved in both
1+1 and 2+ 1 dim ensions. Anom alous scaling due to power{law growth of
the average step height is found in 1+ 1 D, and also at short tin e and length
scales in 2+ 1D .T he roughnessexponents $ obtained from the height{height
correlation functionsin 1+1D ( 3=4) and 2+ 1D ( 2=3) cannot be sinul-
taneously explained by any of the continuum equations proposed so far to

describe epitaxial grow th.
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Simnpl (\toy") m odels of surface grow th have becom e very popular recently, m anly as

exam ples of extemally driven non-equilbbrium system s that exhibit sinple (yet nontrivial)
q
scaling behavjor.EI The focus ison the surface w idth (roughness) w de ned asw=h h? _hzi

(the overbars denote spatialaverages, hi a statistical average), ie., the variance ofthe surface

height pro ke h (r;t). The surface w idth scales w ith the tin e t and the linear dim ension of
the substrate L asw (t;L) / L f (=L%), where the scaling function f (x) has the properties
fx)=coconst,x land f®)/ x ;x 1, = =z. Thus, w grows according to a power
law,w / t ,untila steady state characterized by a constant value of the w idth is reached
after a tim e t,+ proportionalto L?. The value of the saturated w idth wg,. vares w ith the
system size according to we,e / L . The exponents and (or and z) characterize the
scaling behavior of the roughness for a particular m odel and determ ne its universality class
In analogy w ith theory of crtical phenom ena.

A Tematively, one can study the surface roughness using the height{height correla—
tion fiinction G (r;t) = hh &+ r;t)  h x;t)ii which obeys the scaling re]afrjonEI G (;b) /
r? "g@@=t™*"), where the scaling fiinction g(x) is constant orx 1 and gx)/ x?2 ° for
x 1 (equivalently, the structure factor S can be used, see eg. Ref.E) . In m ost of grow th
m odels the exponents obtained using the two di erent m ethods are equaLEI

Scaling behavior ofthe surface roughness can be Investigated using continuum , stochastic
di erential equations which in the case of conserving m odels w ith surface di usion have the

form

@h (r;t)
@t

= r JmH+ ©@H ; @

where (r;t) isa zerom ean, random noiseterm in the incom ing ux, and the current j(r;t) is
a function of the derivatires ofh (r;t). In a num ber of recent theoretical studjesﬂ {@ m odels
In which surface di usion is the dom inant physical m echanism of the surface an oothing
were studied. The scaling relation 2 =z d where d° is the substrate din ension) holds
for these m ode]sE The m ost often studied caseswere j/ rh Edwards{W ikinson EW )

modeﬂ], j/ rr?h (the linear di usion modelﬂ@),and j/ r ch)® and j/ (h)® (the



nonlinear di usion m ode]ﬁﬁ'ﬂ which we will denote I and TII, respectively). T he predicted
valies of exponents ardBll E¥ = 3 q)y=4, E¥ = 3 d)=2, = 5 d)=8, ¥ =
G d=2, "= G d)=@7+d), "= d)=3,and "= (5 d)=2@+ d),
nondin II = (5 d)=4 where d= d+ 1. It should be noted that these values are usually
based on renom alization group RG ) calculationsw ithin the one{loop approxin ation E€g.,
Reﬁ.) or on F lory {type approxin ation (Ref.E) .
A ITemative approach is to em ply a powerfill com puter and study discrete m odels w ith
m icroscopic rules re ecting physically in portant surface prooessesﬁ From a wide variety of
discretem odelswe focus our attention on the one proposed by W olfand V jJJajnH W V) which
isbased on the solid{on {solid m odel of crystal grow thE and hasbeen designed w ith grow th
by m olecular{beam epitaxy M BE) in m Ind. The growth rules ofthem odel (see below ) are
supposed to m I ic surface di usion, the principalm echanisn of surface sn oothing during
M BE .O rgihalsim ulations ofthem odeﬂ In 1+ 1D yielded exponents . = 0365 0:015and
e =14 041 (thusz =38 0:5) in agream ent w ith the theoretical prediction of the linear
m odel. However, a subsequent num erical w o::kE has shown that in 2+ 1 D the values of the
exponentsare . =0206 0:02and . =066 003 (thusz =32 05) which corespond
to the prediction of the nonlinear m odel I. T he puzzling di erence between the behavior of
themodelin 1+ 1 and 2+ 1 D hasbeen con m ed in another num erjcalstmdyﬂ The possible
explanation could be a slow crossover from exponent of the linear m odel to the exponent
of the nonlinear m odel I observable in 1+ 1 D only for lJarge system sizes and long tim es,
sim ilar to a crossover observed in a full{di usion solid{on{solid m ode]ﬁ To com plicate the
situation even further, it has been proposed recently by K rug, P lischke, and Sjegett@ that
theW V m odel should crossoverto EW behavior formorethan 16 (1+1D)or 2 18
(2+ 1 D) deposited layers. This result was based on the study of the inclination {dependent
di usion current which is supposed to generate the EW tem (r ?h) in continuum di erential
equatjonsfEE TheEW tem ismore relevant (in the RG sense) than all allowed nonlinear
tem £ and govems the asym ptotical behavior of the m odel. The long tin e needed to

cbserve the asym ptotic regin e m ay be explained as due to a very an all coe cient In front



of the EW tem . Fially, it has been found very recently that the W V modelin 1+1 D
does not 1l 1l standard scaling and that di erent values of the exponents are ocbtained from
behavior of the surface width and the correlation function or the structure ﬁctorfEI The

exponents obtained in 1+ 1 D from the behavior ofthe structure factorwere $ = 075 0:05

e

and z5 =24 01 (thus ¢  0:31) very close to the nonlinearm odelIIpredictjonsf.a The
authors also suggested that this anom alous behavior ispresent n 2+ 1 D aswell

T he need for better sin ulation data apparent from the above summ ary has m otivated
the present work. W e perform ed large{scale simulations of the W V model In 1+ 1 and
2+1D.Ih 1+1 D, we used systam sizes as large as L = 40000 sites and deposited up to
2?27 13 10 layerswhereas in 2+ 1 D we used lattice sizes of up to 1000 1000 depositing
up to 27 13 10 layers. Our resuls for exponents cbtained from the surface width
show (i) a crossover from . 037 (™) to . 033 (i Iy 0 1+ 1D, (i) crossovers
from . nonlin I 5 the scaling behavior which we believe is of the EW m odel in both
1+ 1 and 2+ 1 D . Exponents calculated from the correlation finction are In agreem ent w ith
those of the nonlnearmodelIIin 1+ 1D (¢ 0:75) and the nonlnearmodelIin 2+ 1D
(& 0:65).

T he m icroscopic rules of the basicm odel are the sam e as in Ref.[§. In every tin e step, a
particle isadded at a random ly chosen Jattice site and then relaxes tow ard a nearest{neighbor
site which o ers the highest coordination (the num ber of nearest neighbors) where it sticks
for the rest of the simnulation. If the number of nearest neighbors cannot be increased,
particularly In the case oftie (one orm ore neighboring sites have the sam e coordination as
the origihal site) the particle stays at the initial position. The generalization to 2+ 1 D is
straightforward.

In 1+ 1 D, we carried out sin ulations for lattice sizes L =150, 300, 600, 800, 1000, 2000,
and 40000 depositing from 2%° to 2’ layers (exoept or L = 40000 where only 22° layers
were deposited), see FJgEI (N ote that the curves for Jattice sizesI. 800 have been o st
in Fig.[] to avoid confision due to overlapping data points; statistical errors of the data

points are not lJarger than the symbols size.) The crossover of the exponent . from the



value 0:372 0007 corresponding to the linearm odel ( " = g) to 0336 0009 in very
good agreem ent w ith the nonlinearm odel I prediction ( "onir I = %) can be best cbsarved
for the lJargest sin ulated lattice, L = 40000. Ik is apparent from F ig. [l| that this crossover
takes place after approxin ately 2'° 3 16 layers have been deposited. T he values of w oo

we have obtained 48 1;91 10,and 209 20 forL = 150;300, and 600, respectively), give

nonlin I __
n =1.

e =105 0:, n very good agresm ent w ith the nonlinear m odel I prediction,
H owever, a m ore surprising observation can bem ade after close ingoection ofthe data In
Fig.[ll. A Ilthe curves ( ith the possible exception ofthe one forL = 40 000 w here fawer layers
were deposited) show another decrease in the value of the exponent . after the deposition
of2?! 2 10 layers. The curves orL 800 seem to Pllow the slope corresponding to the
valie = % oftheEW modelin 141D (seeFjg.) . Because the tim e t; (L) needed for the
saturation depends on the system size as L.?, we obtain te: (L = 2000) > 2’ based on our

results for to,. Or an all lattice sizes (even ifwe use z"H 11

= 5=2). M oreover, the position
of the crossover seem s not to depend on the lattice size. Hence we can exclude that this is
the e ect of the saturation.

Sin ilar behavior is revealed by an inspection of2+ 1 D results in Fig.[]. T he data given
for the Jattice sizes I = 500 and L = 1000, correspond at rst petween 2 and 2'° layers
deposited) to the value of o = 022 005, very close to (out de nitely higher than) the
nonlinear m odel I prediction % . A fter 1d layers are deposited, a crossover takes place.
A gain i cannot be due to the viciniy of the saturation regin e because the estin ate of t ¢
in 2+ 1D fPorL= 500 is Jargerthan 2% layersbased on our previous resutrd] and the position
of the crossover does not shift w ith the Jattice size. A logarithm ic Increase of the roughness
( B" = 0) isexpected HrtheEW modelin 2+ 1D .D ouble{logarithm ic and sam ilogarithm ic
plots of the Jast seven data points (averaged over the both curves) are shown in the insst
of Fig.[§. The statistics of the data are unsu cient to draw a de nitive conclusion, but it
Seam s that the sam ilogarithm ic plot follow s a straight line w hereas the log{log one is curved.

T hus, we believe our data suggest that in both 1+ 1 and 2+ 1 D we observe crossovers to the

scaling behavior of the EW m odel predicted by K rug et al@ and it should be noted that



even the positions of these crossovers agree well w ith this prediction.

Follow Ing the paperby Sd’u:oederetal@ we also studied thebehaviorofG (r;t). Thetine
dependence ofG (r;t) n 1+ 1and 2+ 1D isshown nFig.[J. Theexponent ¢ = 075 003 we
obtained in 1+ 1D using the initialslope ofthe correlation finction ort= 2!° m onolayersand
L=40000 Fig. @) di ers substantially from the value . 1 obtained from the surface
w idth behavior at Jater tin es (see above) and corresponds to "8 II = 3=4 . H owever, the
valie & =065 003 cbtaned n2+1D EFig[B b)) orL = 500 and t= 2’ m onolayers is
de nitely di erent from 2+ 1D value of " I = 1=2 and ismuch closerto "ot I = 2=3
which was alo obtained from the surface w idth behavior]l The valies of the exponents ¢
cbtained from G (r;t) are thus to the best of our know ledge inconsistent w ith any sin ple
m odel of epitaxial grow th proposed so far.

In agreem ent w ith Ref.[I]], we see the nitialpower{law Increase ofthe average step height
GL;/t with =038 00l1nl+1D,and =0095 0003 2+1D, see the nsetsin
Fig.§. In Ref.[I], i is shown how this can explain e ective exponents corresponding to the
Inear equation and the discrepancy between . and i 1+ 1D provided the nonlinear
m odel IT is used. N otice also that the crossover from the exponent 0375 to the value

e 0:33 coincides w ith the beginning ofG (1;t) saturation. In 2+ 1 D, ifwe use the values
of the nonlinear m odel I and 0095, we cbtain . 084 and . 023. The value of
o isin agreem ent w ith the results obtained here or short tinest 2° [see above; notice
again that this is the region where we observe the power{law growth ofG (1;t)] and also the
value of . isnot nconsistent w ith the initial slope ofthe plot w vs. L in Fig. 2 of Ref.[].

Hence, the theory ofRef. [11] agrees w ith our results provided we use di erent \underlying"
models in 1+ 1 and 2+ 1 D . The anom alous behavior due to power{law growth ofG (1;t) is
much weaker in 2+ 1 D but can be ocbserved at short tin e and length scales.

W e also tred to nd changes in the correlation function behavior that should take place
follow Ing the crossovers which we suppose are to the EW behavior (see the thidk lines in
Fig.). m1+1D Fig.[ (@] a decrease to the value of ¢ 2=3 is observed for L = 2000

and 2?7 m onolayers deposited, but this is still signi cantly higher than the EW m odelvalue



EW =1=2.M2+1D Fi.J b)], the behavior ofthe correlation function after the crossover
doesnot change appreciably. A probabl explanation isthat the range of length scales (larger
than the rlevant crossover length) where G (r;t) is In uenced by the EW behavior is too
short to be resolred In ourdata. H owever, we have found that the structure factor calculated
or L = 2000 and 22’ m onolayers does at large wavelengths llow the slope 2 expected for
the EW behavior. Statistics of these data are not su cient to provide unam biguous proof
and m ore work is needed.

In conclusion, we have studied kinetic roughening in 1+ 1 and 2+ 1 din ensions ofa sin ple
m odelofepitaxial grow th proposed by W olfand V illain H From the study ofthe surface w idth
in 1+ 1 D ,wehave found a crossover from the scaling behavior ofa lneardi erentialequation
proposed to describe M BE growth ( ¢ 0:37) to that corresponding to a nonlnearm odel T
equation ( . 0:33). A coording to Ref and our resuls, unusual behavior of the m odel
In 1+ 1D isdueto apower{law growth ofthe average step height, G (1;t)/ t where 0:38
In 1+1D and 0095 in 2+ 1 D .As a consequence, the exponent § obtained in 1+1 D
from the height{height correlation function di ers from the value cbtained from the scaling
ofthe surface w idth and does not change during the crossover. tsvaluein 1+ 1D (S 3=4)
corresoonds to another nonlinear m odel IT proposed by Laiand D as Sam ala However, the
value of the exponent ¢ 2=3 In 2+1 D is consistent with the nonlinear m odel I. One
possbility of how to explain the discrepancy between the behavior n 1+ 1 and 2+1 D in
tem s of a continuum equation is to suppose that both relevant nonlinearities [r 2 (r h)? and
r (r h)’] are present but with di erent coe cients (and thus di erent inportance) in 1+ 1
and 2+1D.

In both 1+ 1 and 2+ 1 D, we see additional crossovers and our results seem to Indicate
these are to the scaling behavior of the EW model. The conclusion that the asym ptotic
behavior of the \ideal" M BE growth m odel is of EW type is in agreem ent w ith the recent
suggestion by Krug et a].@ . Ik would be interesting to see this crossover also in other
discrete m odels, In particular in the full{di usion m odel ofR ef. Pfwhich was very successfiil

In descrbing the initial stages of M BE growth. In som e variants of the m odels w ith surface



di usion, the nalcrossover to the EW behavior m ay be absent and instead the instability
m ay develop. W e expect thiskind ofbehavior In m odelsw ith barrers to interlayer transport.
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. Surface width vs. tine forthe WV modelin 1+1 D (@ = 150¢@ );300( );600 O),
800 ( );1000( );2000( ); and 40000=( )). Notice that data for larger lattice sizes (L. 800) were

o set to avoid overlapping of data points.

FIG .2. Surface width vs. tine forthe W V modelin 2+ 1D (L= 5004 ) and 1000( )). Data
for L = 1000 were o set to avoid overlapping of data points. The inset show s the Jast seven data

points for L = 1000 in sam iflogarithm ic ( ) and doubl logarithm ic ( ) scales (see text).

FIG .3. @) Theheight{height correlation function G (r;t) in 1+ 1 D forL = 40000 and the tim es
t=24( ;2 ;2 ;2% ;28 @),21°( );2°@);222 +); and HrL = 2000 and t= 2?7 ); b)
T he height{height correlation fiinction G (r;t) n 2+ 1 D forL= 500 and the tinest= 2% ( );2 @),

20( ;284 );21%( );2%( );2%( ),and 27 =). The insets show the power{law increase ofG (1;t).
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