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W e perform extensive num erical sin ulations of di erent versions of the sandpile m odel. W e nd
that previous clain s about universality classes are unfounded, since them ethod previously em ployed
to analyze the data su ered a system atic bias. W e identify the correct scaling behavior and conclude
that sandpiles w ith stochastic and detem inistic toppling rules belong to the sam e universality class.

PACS numbers: 64.60Lx, 0540+ J

Sandpilk autom ata 'g:] are am ong the sim plest m od—
els to describe avalanche propagation, a phenom enon of
upsurging experim ental interest n a w ide range of elds
[2] In the stationary state, after suitable tuning of the
dr:mng elds -IB these m odels display critical behavior
in the avalanche statistics. A s for ordinary critical phe—
nom ena, i ispossble to de ne a set of scaling exponents
that characterize that large scale behavior of the system
g1.

The precise identi cation of universality classes in
sandpile m odels i_]:] is an unresolved issue. From a theo-—
retical standpoint, it would be unusualthat an allm odi-

cations In the dynam ical rules of the m odel could lead
to di erent universality classes. R ealspace renom aliza—
tion group calculations i_';] suggest that di erent sandpile
m odels, such astheBak, Tangand W ifesenfeld BTW ) ['J.]
and theM anna [4] m odels, allbelong to the sam e univer—
sality class. This result is also con m ed by a recently—
proposed eld theory approach'! [6], which show s that all
sandpilke m odels [1 ] are described by the same e ective

eld theory at the coarse grained level. Universality is
also found between BTW (discrete) and Zhang E] (con—
tinuous) m odels in the dynam ical renom alization group
calculations of Ref. [9].

The results obtained by num erical sinulations are
unclear. Early large scale numerical sinulations of
the M anna i_él] and BTW m odels f_l(_)‘], show that the
avalanche distrbutions are described by the sam e ex-—
ponents for the power law decay and the scaling of the
cuto s. These results were questioned by Ben Hur and
B tham ﬂl]:] who ana]yzed the scaling of conditional ex—
pectation values llZ] of various quantities. They found
signi cantdi erencesin the exponents forthe twom odels
and therefore proposed a new classi cation ofuniversality
In sandpile m odels in which m odels w ith stochastic up—
date rules, such astheM annam odel, 2llin a universality
class di erent from that of Abelian m odels, such as the
BTW Q3] The m ethod was later applied to the Zhang
m odel that was declared \non-universal" @é] This re—
sults pose a puzzling problem , since they contradict all
the existing theories and do not agree w ith the scaling
predicted analyzing avalanche distrbutions 4,101.

Here we present large scale num erical sim ulations of
the BTW and M anna sandpile m odels, w ith the goal of
settling the issue of universality. F irst we show that the
m etho_d of conditional expec_tatjon values, Introduced in
Ref. 14] and used in Ref. {11], is system atically biased
by non-universal corrections and does not provide indi-
cations on universality classes. By ram oving the bias, we
provide evidence that the BTW and M anna m odels are
universal. W e con m this conclision by data collapse
and m om ent analysis of the distributions fl5]

Sandpilke m odels are de ned on d dim ensional hyper—
cubic Jattice. On each site i of the Jattice we de ne an
integer variable z; which we call \energy". At each tine
step an energy grain is added on a random ly chosen site
(zy ! zi+ 1). W hen one of the sites reaches or exceeds
a threshold z. a \toppling" occurs: z; = z; 2z, and
z5; = z3+ 1, where j represents the nearest neighbor sites
of site i. In the BTW model z. = 2d and each nearest
neighbor receives a grain after the toppling of the site i.
In the M anna m odel z. = 2 and therefore only two ran—
dom Iy chosen neighboring sites receive a grain. A top-—
pling can induce nearest-neighbor sites to topple on their
tum and so on, until all the lattice sites are below the
criticalthreshold. T his process is called an avalanche. A
slow driving isusually in posed, so that grains are added
only when all the sites are below the threshold. The
m odel is oonservatjye and energy is dissipated only at
boundary sites []1] Here, we perform num erical sin ula—
tions of two-dim ensionalM anna and BTW m odels w ith
open boundary conditions and conservative dynam ics.
The lattice size ranges from L = 128 to L = 2048 In
both m odels. In each case, statistical distribbutions are
obtaied averaging over 10’ nonzero avalanches.

Avalanches in sandpile m odels are usually character—
ized by three variables: the num ber of topplings s, the
area a a ected by the avalanche, and the avalanche du—
ration T . The probability distribution of each of these
variables isusually described asa power law w ith a cuto

P X)=x

s;a;T . W hen the system size L goesto In n-—
Under the nite

*G (X=Xc); 1)

where x =
ity the cuto x divergesasx. L *.
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size scaling (F'SS) assum ption ofEq. (-'!4'), the set ofexpo—
nentsf 4; ygde nesthe universality classofthem odel

In two dim ensions, an accurate num encal determ ina—
tion of the power law exponents n Eq. (L) proved to be
a di aulk task 54';1(),16.17], due to the large deviations
at the Iower and upper cuto s. For this reason, Chris—
tensen et al. tl2| ] In order to distinguish am ong univer—
sality classes proposed a m ore re ned num erical analysis
based on the evaluation of the expectation valie E (x7¥)
ofthe variable x restricted to allthe avalanchesw ith vari-
abkY = y,where fX ;Yg= fs;a;Tg @j] Tt is assum ed
thatE x¥y) vy *¥ and theexponents xy areused to dis-
tinguish am ong universality classes [l]: T hese exponents
satisfy the scaling relations , = yx and 4, Xy yz -

Ifthe conditionalprobability distribbution p k) is suf-

ciently peaked, then ., is welkde ned and to each
value of the variabl x we can unam biguously associate
a value of the variable y (ie. x y *v). In partic—
ular, the cuto of the distributions should be related
by the sam e exponents (ie. x. yc*'), which inplies

xy = x= y. For instance, we have 4, = <=2, since
In two din ensions avalanches are com pact or both the
BTW QC_}] and M anna m odel [l}‘], sothat , = 2. The
data collapse analysis show sthe BTW andM annam odel
both share the sam e exponent ¢/ 2:7 ¥,10,16] which
fplies o’ 135.0n the contrary, Refs. [11.,'1'2] und

sa ' 106 Prthe BTW modeland ¢, = 124 for the
M anna m odel, which would yield two di erent universal-
iy classes for the two m odels. Lessm arked di _erences
were also observed for the other exponents ., [11,14].

In order to resolve this paradox, we retum to the hy—
pothesis underlying the use of conditional expectation
values: p(xj) must be symm etric and strongly peaked
around the average value. W e checked num erically that
this assum ption is not 1l lled: in the BTW m odel the
distrdbution p(s®) ismaximum for s = a and decreases
for s > a, wih a characteristic value s scaling as a s=2
(see F1ig. 12. The distrdbution is not symm etric (see
alo Ref. [1]), consistent with the constraint s  a
(the avalanche area can not be greater than the num —
ber of topplings) . Sin ilar considerations apply aswell to
other quantities (ie. a T,s T ) whose conditional
probability distrbutions show asymm etry although less
m arked.

To understand the e ect of non-sym m etric distridou-—
tions on conditional expectation values, consider a dis—
tribution ofthe form

py)= & yI(k y)=x )=x @)
w here the characteristic value scalesas x  (v)

() is the step function

m alization for any y
Z

y *¥ and
. The factor 1=x ensures nor-

dxp xy) = 1; @3)

so that the conditional expectation value is given by

X
E x¥) dx—f(x y)=x): (4)
y X
Perform ing the substitution z= x vy, we obtain
Z
z
E &k¥) = dz—p@E=x )=y+ Cy*; ©)
X

0

where C is a non-universal constant.

In the BTW modelp(sp) has the form ofEqg. {_2) as
is shown by perform ing data collapse analysis (see inset
ofFig.1). Thus, we can easily subtract the linear bias
from the expectation value In order to obtain the cor-
rect scaling behavior to be com pared w ith that of the
M anna m odel (Fig. 2), whose conditional distrdbutions
appear to be symm etric. D ata from avalanche areas up
to a ’ 10° provide striking evidence that both m odels
share the sam e asym ptotic behavior wih an exponent

sa = 135 0:05, in agreem ent w ith other published re-
sults #r0,6,7]. The scaling of the other expectation
values is also biased as it is apparent from the bending
in the curves reported in Refs. fll-,:léb The correction
of the bias is not so straightforward as in the case we
have discussed but can be obtained from the analysis of
p &) . Thisdiscussion clearly show sthat conditionalex—
pectation values are not a reliable m ethod to detem ine
the universality class ofa m odel

To con m the conclusion about a single universaliy
class we perform the m om ent analysis on the distribu-
tionsP (x;L) in close analogy w ith the recent work ofD e
M enech et al. fl5] on the two-din ensionalBTW m odel
Here we apply the moments analysis on both BTW
and M anna m odels, taking advantage of the large sizes
reached In our num erical sinulations. W e ge ne the g-
m om ent ofx on a lattice ofsize L ashx¥iy = x9P (x)dx
IfF SS hypothesis Eq. (.-]:)) isvalid, at least In the asym p—

toticlmit x ! 1 ), we can transform z = x=L * and
obtain
Z
hxqu=L x @1 ) 7+ G (z)dz 1, x (@t 1 ); 6)

or n generalhx9i;, L *@ ., The exponents 4 (@) can
be obtained as the slope of the logdog plot of < x% >,
versusL.UsihgEq. (), we obtain hx¥" 14 =hx%i;, L =
or x g+ 1) x @ = «, so that the slope of ; @) as
a function of q is the cuto exponent , = @ , (@=Qq.
T his is In generalnot true for am allgbecause the Integral
nhEqg. él_é) isdom inated by the owercuto . In particular,
correctionsto scaling ofthe typehxi;, L *@F (L) are
In portant org x 1l.Forinstance,whenqg’ » 1,
logarithm ic correctionsgive riseto e ective exponents up
to very large lattice sizes. F inally, nom alization in poses
x ©0) =

In Fig. 3 we show the results obtained from the m o—
m ent analysis of the distrdbution P (s) fortheM anna and
the BTW model. In this case we can use the exact re—
sul hsi L2, which inpliess (1) = 2, as a test or the
convergence of our sin ulations to the asym ptotic scaling



regin e. This relation is 1l lled and the ¢ () ofthe two
m odels are indistinguishabl for g 1, indicating uni-
versal scaling behavior. W e cbserve am all deviations for
an allg which are due to the non-universal lower cuto
By m easuring slope of (), we obtain 5’ 2:7. ThJs
value is Jarger than the valie reported in Ref. tl5

D 7 235), where an all Jattice sizes have been used. W e
have repeated the sam e analysis forthe P (T ;L) and the
P @;L) and them easured cuto exponents  and , are
reported in Tabl I.AIso In this case the exponents for
the tw o m odels share the sam e values w ithin errorbars,
con m ing the presence of a single universality class.

As a
lapse method in order the check the FSS hypothesis,
which states that rescaling g x=L * and Pg,

P ;L)L * *,thedata fordi erent L must collapse onto
universal curves. IfFSS isveri ed, we can com pute the
exponent , from the scaling relation @2 %) x = «x @),
that should be satis ed for enough large sizes. U sing
the values of ; reported in Table I and the values ob—
talned for ; (1) we nd the exponents y to be inserted
In the data collapse. For instance, using the exact re—
sult (@) = 2 and the estimated ¢ = 2:7, we obtain

s = 127. The data collapse w ith these values is satis—
factory for both m odels (see Fig 4).

In the sam e way, we obtain very good data collapse for

the M anna model P (@) and P (t) distrlbutions, yielding

t= 15and 5 = 135.0n the otherhand, we nd that
the BTW data collapses for tin e and area distrbutions
are not com patible w ith the FSS hypothesis. The linear
behavior of the m om ents analysis, how ever, ensures that
for large sizes the F'SS form must be approached. This
result can be explained if we assum e that the scaling in
the BTW m odeldisplays subdom nant corrections ofthe
form P x) = Ci1x '+ Cyx 2+ :23)G x=X.), where C;
are non-universal constants. T hese corrections are com —
patble w ith the linearbehavior at large g, but the decay
of the P (x) is not a sinpl power law for an all x and
thus F'SS is not obeyed. It is worth to rem ark that the
tin e and area distributions span over much less order
ofm agnitude than the size distribbution, which could ex-
plin why subdom Inant corrections are m ore relevant in
the rst two cases. Subdom inant corrections are due to
higher order operators in the dynam ics and do not deter-
m Ine the universality class, since the asym ptotic scaling
behavior is ruled by the lading power.

In summ ary, we have presented strong num erical evi-
dence pointing tow ards a single universality class for the
M anna and the BTW model. In particular, we show
that previous analyses fll-,:léb ] are not reliable because of
system atic biases ntroduced by the m ethod em ployed.
Furtherwork isneeded in order to quantify the extent of
subdom inant corrections to scaling in the BTW m odel.
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|M odel| s | t | 2 s |

M anna| 2:74 0:02| 150 0:02( 202 0:02| 127 0:01

BTW 2773 002 152 002 201 0:02| 127 001

TABLE I. Values of the critical exponents describing the
scaling of the cuto of the distributions for di erent m odels
in d= 2. The results are obtained from them om ents analysis
(see text) . N ote that the exponents s, ¢ and . areusually
reported in the literature asD , z and df, respectively.
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FIG.1l. The gure shows the probability distrbution of
having an avalanche size s given itsarea a fortheBTW m odel.
T he inset show s that alldata collapse onto the universal scal-
ing function p(sh)=a **f((s a))=a **),with s’ 135.
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FIG .2. Conditional expectation valueE (sp) ortheBTW
and M anna m odel (after bias subtraction). T he slope is given
by sa= 135 0205 forboth curves.
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FIG.3.Pbtof () fortheBTW andM annam odel. The
linear part has slope 2.74. N ote the non universal corrections

to the linear behavior expected or g’ 17 03.
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FIG .4. D ata collapse analysis of the avalanche size distri-
bution for the M anna and BTW (Inset) m odels. T he values
used for the critical exponents are ¢ = 127 and s = 2:7.
Lattice sizes used are reported in gure.
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