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Singular Laplacian G row th
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T he general equations ofm otion fortwo din ensional singular Laplacian grow th are derived using
the conform alm appingm ethod. In the singular case, all singularities ofthe conform alm ap are on the
unit circle, and them ap is a degenerate SchwarzC hristo elm ap. T he equations ofm otion describe
the m otions of these singularities. D espite the typical fractallike outcom es of Laplacian grow th
processes, the equations of m otion are shown to be not particularly sensitive to iniial conditions.
It is argued that the sensitivity of this system derives from a novel cause, the non-unigqueness of
solutions to the di erential system . By a m echanisn of singularity creation, every solution can

becom e m ore com plkx, even in the absence of noise, wihout violating the growth law .

These

processes are pem itted, but are not required, m eaning the equation of m otion does not determ ine

the m otion, even in the sm all.

I. NTRODUCTION

Laplacian growth { growth of a region D along the
gradient of its external G reen’s function { is a model
for a num ber of grow th processes which occur in nature,
am ong them growth by electrodeposition 'E.'], di usion—
lim ted aggregation -g], and viscous ngering at uid-

uid interfaces -'_IB] These natural processes exhibit
very com plicated m orphologies, as does the m athem ati-
calmodel. In spie of the large am ount of work which
hasbeen done, one stillhas the feeling that there is som e~
thing m ysterious about Laplacian grow th. In particular,
its extrem e sensitiviy to perturbationsm akes it di cult
to interpret experin ents, real or num erical.

A special ol is played In the two-dim ensional prob—
lem by the conform alm apping m ethod, as developed In
Ef], E], i_é], ij], i_é], for exam ple. This m ethod gives in—
sight di cul to attain otherwise. It is especially sim —
plk in radial geom etry. In outline, one param etrizes the
grow ing 2-din ensional region D , thought of as occupy—
Ing a bounded, sin ply connected region in the com plex
w-plane, by the conform alm ap

w =G (z) 1)

w hich takesthe exterior ofthe unit disk, £j> 1, onto the
exterior ofD . The growth of D is then represented by
the tin e dependence of the conformalmap G . Since G

isholom orphic In 3> 1, and is dependence at In nity
is also prescribed, G may, n tum, be param etrized by
its singularities In the unit disk 7 1. The growth be-
com es the dynam ics of those singularities. T hism ethod
elin inates sources of inaccuracy which are unavoidable
In otherm ethods, for exam ple the statisticalnoise which
accom panies D LA sin ulations, or som e of the roundo

and truncation errors ofm ore straightforw ard integration
m ethods. That does not m ake the conform al m apping
m ethod necessarily m ore realistic, of course. Indeed, the

noise n othernum ericalm ethodsm ay m odelactualphys—
icalnoise, and hence be desirable, ifone’sain istom odel
particular exam ples of Laplacian-lke growth. W ih the
conform alm apping m ethod we ain rather to strip the
problem down to its sin plest form , to see what rem ains
and is comm on to all such processes.

In reference fj.] thisprocessofstripping dow n wastaken
one kvel further, and an unexpected phenom enon cam e
to light. This case m ight be called singular Laplacian
grow th, because it is the Im iing case in which all the
sihgularities of G are on the unit circle j= 1. In this
case G degenerates to a Schwarz-C risto elm ap onto the
exterior of a degenerate polygon D of zero area (ie., D
looks like a tree graph). In this lin i the dynam ics be-
com es 1-din ensional, and can be understood com pletely.
T he surprise is that the dynam ics allow s the singularities
ofG to split and proliferate, but it does not require this.
That is, while the dynam ics is form ally given by di er-
ential equations, the solutions, for given niialdata, are
not unique. The comm ent wasm ade In Ref. [_7:] that this
appears \unlike any otherphysicalm odel." In particular,
it is not the sam e as being very sensitive to niial con—
ditions, as one m ight have assum ed. In fact, aswe show
below , sihgular Laplacian grow th isnot at all sensitive in
this way. Its peculiarities have a di erent origin.

Reference E'j.] gave only the sin plest exam ple (nh which
all m aps could be written down explicitly), and not a
general com putable theory. T he present paper gives the
general theory.

II.DYNAM ICSOF SINGULARITIES

Letw = G (t;z) be a tin edependent conform alm ap
of the exterjor of the uni disk in the z plane onto the
exteriorofthedom ain D in thew plane. G hasthe form
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Suppose for the m om ent that @D , the boundary ofD , is
an analytic Jordan curve so that there isno di culy in
de ning
gtt; )=G (e ): ®)
As shown by Shrain an and Bensin on E], Laplacian
grow th in plies that the conform alm ap has tin e depen—
dence given by
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and a new independent variable s (t) by
ds=dt= dy: (8)

In tem s of these variabls, Eqg. @) becom es
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Because of the rescaling in Eqs.(:j) and (-'_é), Eqg. (:_‘jl) con—
tinues to m ake sense even in the lim it as shgularities of
the conform alm ap m ove onto the unit circle. For ex—
ampl, Ixj 1 Prallk, even though dy blowsup. W e
de nethely’s, In case there are singularities on the unit
circle, to have their lin ting valies as the singularities
m ove onto the uni circle from the inside. W ith this un-
derstanding, Eq. {_ﬁ) descrbes Laplacian grow th, both
sihgular and nonsingular, in tem s ofthe scaled m apping
function
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In the singular case, In which all sihqularities ofH are
on the unit circle, H isa SchwarzChristo elm ap onto a
degenerate polygon, and therefore its derivative has the
form

- = 1 e'i=z): 1 etr=z) (11)

As a conform alm ap, H has singularities at points on
the unit circle which we have called 5 and . The
In age of an arc of the unit circle under H , so Iong as
it does not contain a sihqulariy, is a straight line seg—
ment. At the singularity 5, however, the in age Ine
tums through the angle ; , which m ay be either posi-
tive (counterclockw ise) or negative (clockw ise). It isun-—
derstood that j jj< 1. At the sngularity  the inage
tumsthrough the angke , ie., the line retraces itself: see
Fig.1l. The shgulariy may seem to be only a special
case ofthe singularity, correspondingto = 1,butwe
have distinguished it because grow th takes place entirely
at the shqgularities: the ’s are di erent. N otation:
=\angk"; =\branch pont"; = \growth tip." The
j ofthispaperwascalled 5 1in E'j.].)

The 5, j,and  are by nomeans arbitrary. F irst,
because the in age polygon tums through a total angle
2 , by conform ality, one m ust have, since there are M
branchpoints and N grow th tips,

N + ;=2 12)

Second, because the image polygon looks lke a tree
graph, each edge of the in age is traversed tw ice, once in
each direction. This m eans that the integrals of @H =@z
along arcs of the unit circle from one singularity to the
next, which are sihgular integrals, m ust cancel in pairs,
an intricate condition on the positions ofthe ’‘sand ’s.

Suppose at tine s = 0 we have such a conform alm ap
H . The equation ofmotion forH , Eq. @), should be
recast as equations of m otion for the singularities of H .
The ay'sofEq. (u'g) are just the coe clents in the power
series for H , according to Eq. C_lC_)'), but we still need
the by ’s. To com pute the by ’s, using Egs. ﬁ) and ('j),
we must Fourder transform RH =Qz7 2, restricted to the
unit circle, w ith the singularities digplaced slightly inside.
T he Fourier transform integrals are dom inated by the
singularities, and as the sihgularities m ove onto the uni
circle, the entire contribution com es from them . Thus
there is a sin pl formula forky,

o = v a3)

Here the \weights" v; are determ ined by

2
H =
v/ m BT

zl et 3 2 Sk

14)

w ith the constant of proportionality determ ined by the
nom alization
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Then m ultiplying each side ofEq. () by z **! and sum -
m ing over k gives
@H @H
—= H + (2B l)z—
@s Qz
It is @H =@z rather than H that we know explicitly, so
take the derivative of Eq. {_l:}) w ith respect to z. The
kft side becom es
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and the right side becom es an explicitly known expres—
sion. One can now cancel the factor i@H=Q@z in all
tem s. M ultipying by (I &' 3=z) and taking the lim it
asz ! e'’ isolatesd j=ds, and sin iarly muliplying
by @ e'*=z)and takihgthe lmitasz ! e'* isolates
d x=ds. The result, after algebraic sin pli cation, using
Egs. {_1-§) and a_l-g:), is

d - X
-3 = Vi cot J K
ds 2
k=1
d g X k i X K
— = V] ; cot + + vy) cot
ds k Jj 2 I (Vk j) 2
=1 j6 k
W e can also note
Vi = Wk=W (21)
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It is understood In Eq. d_z'g') that wy is real and posi-

tive. Egs. C_lg)—{_ZZ_i) represent the dynam ics of sihgular

Laplacian grow th as an autonom ous system ofODE'’s.
Ream arkably, this system is a kind of gradient system :

d ;5 1 @nwW

— = — (24)
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This is gradient ow iIn the space of param eters
(1725 M5 172y n ) endowed w ith the m etric tensor

(26)

Since, according to Eq. C_l-g'), the ’'s are negative, on
average, ifN > 2, thism etric is inde nite. The gradient

ow is toward certain critical points of nW which are
not m inim a. These critical points are the equilbria of
singular Laplacian growth. They can be found by inte-
grating the system ofEgs. {19)-£3). Even ifthe starting
state does not satisfy all the conditions described after
Eq. {12), i will still approach a state which does sat-
isfy them . W e describe these equilbriim states m ore
precisely below . This stability of the ow, which is a
fam iliar property of gradient ows, is an indication that
sihgular Laplacian grow th is not sensitive to initial con—
ditions, contrary to what one m ight have expected, and
hence that the peculiar sensitivity of Laplacian grow th
In generalhas either been lost in the passage to the sin—
gular case, or that it arises from som e other cause. W e
suggest below that that other cause is the non-unigueness
property of the system , still to be described.

The dynam ics of singularities described by Egs. (19)-
C_2-§) can be pictured very sin ply. The ’sare repelled by
the ’son the uni circle, and the ’'s repeleach other.
T he \strength" w ith which each y repels other singular-
ities is given by the corresponding vy (@ways> 0). The

’s, on the other hand, do not interact directly w ith each
other. No singularity can pass through another one {
they always keep the sam e order around the uni circle.
T ?@? % between any two adpcent ’'s are, however,
drwen by them toward som e Interm ediate point where,
In e ect, they coalesce Into a single e ective , charac—

i by a shgkee ective which isthe sum ofallthe

contrbuting %.Thewaya shgularity approaches its
lim it position is the way x (s) approaches 0 In

dx=ds= x°; @7
nam ely

X (8) = xo=1+ x08); (28)

that is, it takes in nite tin e. By the second derivative
test, there isonly one equilbriim position forthe ’‘sbe-
tween each pairof ’s.Hereallthe ’‘swillcollect. Thus
hthelmitass! 1 theequilbriuim states of singular
Laplacian grow th have ’‘sand ’'saltemating, and look
like N needles radiating from a single centralpoint. O ne
can even w rite a orm ula in closed form forH in thiscase,

i kt+ 1

H=2z 1 e *=z) (29)

where the ’s and ’'s are the e ective ones. W e can
also understand this outcom e, in a m ore physicalw ay, by



realizing that the continual rescaling m eans all intemal
structure shrinks to a point, leaving only the grow th tips
asvisble features. W hat isnot obvious from this descrip—
tion, but is dbserved, is that typically som e ofthe ’sare
entrained w ith the 's, and coalesce with them Where
they contrbute + 1 to the e ective ). This am ounts to
the scaling aw ay ofneedles. It tums out that the generic
stable equilbria have N 3. Ifthe niialcon guration
has N > 3, and is the least bit asymm etrical, som e of
the grow ing tips lose out in the com petition to grow , and
disappearass ! 1 ,lavingonly three (or fewer) needles
n the lim it.

This result m ight appear puzzling, sihce it seem s to
In ply that Laplacian grow th should be a process of sim —
Pl cation, contrary to the increasing com plexity which is
observed, and w hich isthe wholem otivation for studying
it. That puzzlk is resolved in the next section.

III.NON-UNIQUENESS OF THE DYNAM ICS

If one reverses the sense of tin e and Integrates the
system backw ards, the repelling character of the ’sbe-
com es an attraction. In particulartwo ’s adpcent on
eitther side ofa may be attracted to i, m ove toward
i, and coalesce w ith it, essentially annihilating, leaving
Just the . Unlike the coalescence described at the end of
the previous section, which takes In nite tim e, this coa—
lescence occurs in nite tim e. Roughly, one can estim ate

from Eq. C_l-S_i) that a approaches a nearby the way
X (s) approaches 0 In
dx=ds = 1=x; (30)
(Integrating backward from s= 0), nam ely
q__
x(8)= X3+ 2s: (31)

At tim es earlier than the coalescence tine  x2=2, the
singularities were sin ply not present. If one now exam —
Ines this solution to the system with the usual forward
sense oftin e, one sees, at som e arbitrary tim e —x%=2, two
singularities suddenly produced on etther side ofa ,

which hadn’t been there before. To satisfy Eq. {14), the

's which characterize these ’smust add to zero. The
geom etrical e ect of this process is that a kink of de—
viation angle suddenly appears In the grow ing needle
represented by , lke the kink shown in Fig. 1, which
m ight have form ed from a sihgle straight needle. This
kinking m ay happen at any arbirary tin e. A m ore care—
fuolargum ent (in the A ppendix) says that ifa kink form s
at at s = 0, the lading behavior in the motion of
sihgularities is

r

1+ 1 -

( 1)/ 1t (32)
r T

« 2/ 2 =2 33)

1+ ,

w ith 1= 2.

In addition, a second kind of coalescence is seen in
backward integration, in which two ’s, with angles ;
and ; on either side ofa , coalesce to leave a sihglke
wih anglkel+ ;+ ,.Thishappensonly ifl+ 1+ ,> 0
and 1+ , < 0. Geometrically it corresponds to the
shrinking away ofa needle n nite tine (the growth tip

is lost), on the outside ofa comerofangke 1+ 1+ .
W hat it m eans in forw ard integration is that at any tim e
a needlem ay begin grow ing on the outside ofa comer, as
In the process which takesFig. 1 to Fig. 2. The m otion
of singularities in this case, In lrading order, is

r
1+ _
L/ - 1 s172(1+ 1+ 2) 34)
2
r__ -
5/ 1+ gl=2@+ 1+ 2) 35)
1+ 4

with1+ 1+ 5> 0, 1+ < 0. (I Ref. [{] the factor
1+ 1+ 2 in the exponent’s denom inator m istakenly
appeared in the num erator.)

IV.DISCUSSION

T he observationsof Section ITTm ean that the system of
ODE’sEgs. {19)-£3), although it looks unrem arkable,
has the peculiar property that its solitions are highly
non-unique. New singularities can appear by the above
two elem entary processes at any time. In com bination
one hasm ore com plicated processes: a kink llowed by
a new needl at the outside of the new comer am ounts
to tip splitting, for exam ple, and this can happen at any
tine. The equilbria descrbbed in Section IT are never
attained if such processes, which are allowed by the dif-
ferential equation, continually intervene. Thus shgular
Laplacian grow th supports com plex non-equilbrium be—
havior after all.

Tt is interesting to see what the m odel looks like if one
Integrates it forward, Introduces new sihgularities, inte—
grates again, adds m ore singularities, etc. Exam ples are
shown In Figs. (3) and (4), where sym m etrical tip solit—
ting was introduced at intervalsof0.J1 tim eunit. To inter-
pret the evolving positions of singularities In term s ofthe
corresponding in age region D , which is what is shown,
it was necessary to integrate Eq. (1) num erically. Each
edge is represented by a singular integral. T hese integrals
were done by G aussJacobi integration, as described by
L N . Trefethen in Ref. f_ﬁ]. The accum ulating error in
these num erical integrals, as one steps along each edge
to the next, especially in light of the usual sensitiviy of
num erical conform alm aps, m ight have been expected to
produce nonsensical pictures, but in fact the num erical
error (ilure to retrace edges accurately) is jast barely
visbl in these exam ples. & ventually, of course, the ac—
cum ulating error doesbecom e large, but the good num er-
ical behavior of the system again m akes the point that



sihqular Laplacian grow th is not particularly sensitive to
error or noise. Tts sensitivity to perturbations com es en—
tirely through the non-unigqueness property.)

V.RELATION TO OTHER W ORK

M ost of those who have used the conform alm apping
m ethod have followed Shrain an and Bensin on ﬂ_’i] n re—
stricting the derivative of the conformalmap H to be
a rational finction. From som e points of view this is a
rather drastic restriction on the analytic structure ofH .
W hether it is a good enough representation ofH to leam
the fi1ll in plications ofthe conform alm apping m ethod is
not clear. A rgum ents that the boundary valie ofH ° can
always be approxin ated by the boundary value of a ra—
tionalfiinction are not very convincing in a context w here
it is precisely the nature of the singularities which is the
basis ofthe theory. Tt had already been noticed in Ref. U]
that branch points play an essential role in the singular
theory. N onetheless, an interesting com parison between
the singular case and the rational case is possble.

An examplk is Ref. [§], n which R. Blmenfld and
R C.Ballinvent a m echanian of \particle creation" (ie
shgularity creation) to model tip splitting. In their
m odel, sinoce H © is rational, the only sihqgularities are the
zeros and poles of H °. The m echanism they propose is
that a zero creates a second zero and a pole. The two
zeros represent the two grow ing tips after the split, and
the pole represents the division between them .

T ip splitting in the singulartheory, asdescribed in Ref.
ij.] and in this paper, does not have to be invented { i
is naturally and unavoidably part of the theory { and it
looks slightly m ore com plicated: a  gives rise to three

'sand another (@sin Figs. 1l and 2). But in fact this
am ounts to the sam e thing. The resultingtwo ’'sare ze—
rosofH ¢, and, by the geom etry ofthe situation, the three
new ’‘saddto 1.Thismeansthatthethree ’s, from a
distance m uch greater than theirm utual sgparation, look
likeapolkofH ° (seeEqg. ('_1-14')) . Them echanisn proposed
by B um enfeld and B all is thus a kind of am eared version
of the singularm echanian , already describbed In Ref. ﬂj.]

Tt is especially rem arkable that B lum enfeld and Ball
Invented their m echanism entirely on the basis of physi-
calphenom enology, and were unaw are of Ref. ij.]. T heir
m echanian ofparticle creation, although it isad hoc, cor-
responds as precisely as it could have to the only m ech—
anisn in the sihgular theory for non-trivial dynam ics.
T his suggests that the singular theory is close enough to
realphenom enology to be usefii], and that i does retain
the essential features of Laplacian grow th.

VI.GENERALITIES

To focus on the details of shgular Laplacian grow th is,
to som e extent, to sidestep a m uch bigger question: what

isgoing on here w ith non-uniqueness? A rent di erential
equation supposed to have unique solutions? W e allknow
textbook exam ples where uniqueness fails, but the fail-
ure occurs on som e am all set, and for equations which
wouldn’t arise In physics. H ere are equations w hich arise
In a system which has been much discussed in physics,
and uniqueness fails for every solution at every tim e. The
Jeast one can say is that the equations of m otion do not
determ ine the m otion, even in the sm all.

Ibelieve this is actually m athem atical terra incognita.
Such equations do not even have a name. How would
one characterize them generally? A re they In som e sense
comm on, or are they rare? Ithink of calling them \frag—
ile di erential equations," because, at least in this ex—
am ple, the non-unigqueness arises by the tendency of sin—
gularities to \break apart," but perhaps a m ore general
understanding would reveal that this nam e is som ehow
m iskading. \Fragilke" sounds a little bit lke \fractal"
but is not the sam e, another reason I like the nam e.

On am orephysicallevel, what does it m ean fora phys—
ical system if it is described by equationswhich, in som e
Iim i, becom e \fragile"? A fragile system does not fiilly
determ ine the evolution, but it does restrict it. W hat
is the nature of the restriction? These seem like good
questions for the future.

APPEND IX

W e derive Egs. C_ié)—{::%i), the leading behavior of sin—
gularities 1, , 2 when they arevery close to each other
(iIn that order), and not close to other singularities. Let

1 and  be the corresponding angle param eters, and v
the \strength" of . A ccording to Egs. {19)-120), keep-
Ing only the m ost singular tem s, in leading order they
obey

d 1 2v
—_— = (36)
ds 1
d 2 2v
—_— = (37)
ds 2
d 2 2
o, e (38)
ds 1 2
Let
P = 1 (39)
Q= 2t (40)
T hen, subtracting,
dp 2v (1 + 2
dap_ 2v( 1) A 1)
ds P Q
ol 2 2v (@1 +
N _va, v+ 2 42)
ds P Q

D ividing, we have the hom ogeneous equation



dp 1 P
@ @+ )0+ o 43)
do 10+ 1+ )P

which separates when written In tem s of the variable
P=Q . The com plte solution, in im plicit fom , is

® Q)'[@+ 2P+ (L+ 1)Q]%= const: (44)

w here
1= @+ 1+ 2)=@R+ 1+ 2) 45)
2= 1=2+ 1+ 2) 46)

Since this is supposed to hold asP , Q approach zero, the
only relevant value of the constant is zero. T he solution
P = Q isnot relevant to this situation, sihce P and Q
m ust have opposite sign. T hus

@+ )P+ 1+ 1)Q = 0: @a7)

U_siing Egs. {_2-21)—6_2-5) togetherw ith the fact, ound n Eq.

@]),that 1 and 2 are sin ply proportional, we
see that v isnon-sihgularif 1+ , 0, and
v p 2122 48)
i 1+ < 0.Thusfrom Eq. {41),
dP=ds P ! 49)
if 1+ o 0, as In the rough argum ent of Section ITT,
and
ﬁ p 21221 (50)
ds

1+ 2 < 0. These results are summ arized In Egs.

84)-3a).

[L1Y .Sawada, A .D ougherty, and JP.Gollub, Phys.Rev. Lett. 56, 1260 (1986).
RITA.W itten and L M . Sander, P hys. Rev. Lett. 47, 1400 (1981).
B]1 J.N ittm ann, G .D accord, and H E . Stanley, N ature 314, 141 (1985).

Bl L.Paterson, J.FIuid M ech. 113,513 (1981).

B]1 B .I.Shrainan and D .Bensimon, Phys. Rev.A 30, 2840 (1984)

6] SD .Howison, J.Fluid M ech. 167, 439 (1986)
[71M A .Peterson, Phys.Rev. Lett. 62,284 (1989).

B]R.Blmenfeld and R C.Bal, Phys.Rev.E 51, 3434 (1995).
B] L N . Trefethen, \N um erical C onstruction of Conform alM aps" n E B.Sa and A D .Snider, Fundam entals of C om plex
A nalysis for M athem atics, Science, and Engineering, 2nd ed., P rentice-H all, Inc., Englewood C1i sN J, pp.430-443.



H(y)

FIG.1l. The in age under a degenerate Schwarz-Christo elm ap of an arc containing singularities ... 1, , 2,... The In age
com es in from the left, tumsthrough an angle 1 atH ( 1), stopsand reverses direction at H ( ), tumsthrough an anglke »
atH ( 2), and exits on the left. In this exam ple, show ing a kink In a grow ing needle, 1 = 2.

H(y)

H(B,)
------- H(B;)

H(Y')

FIG.2. A new needlemay grow on the outside of the comer in Fig. 1. Here the singularity 1 has split into two branch
points, f and 1",and a new growth tip .
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FIG.3. Ateach tine interval s = 0:1 the grow Ing tip with largest strength is solit. The iniial con guration was four
random needles radiating from a point, but the growth law is com pletely determm inistic.
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FIG.4. Ateach tine interval s = 0:1 a growing tPp is random ly selected and split. The probability of a tip’s being
selected is proportionalto its strength v. The iniial con guration was three random needles radiating from a point.



