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W eperform extensive num ericalsim ulationsofdi�erentversionsofthesandpile m odel.W e�nd

thatpreviousclaim saboutuniversality classesareunfounded,sincethem ethod previously em ployed

to analyzethedata su�ered a system aticbias.W eidentify thecorrectscaling behaviorand conclude

thatsandpileswith stochasticand determ inistictoppling rulesbelong to thesam euniversality class.

PACS num bers:64.60.Lx,05.40.+ j

Sandpile autom ata [1]are am ong the sim plest m od-

elsto describe avalanche propagation,a phenom enon of

upsurging experim entalinterestin a wide rangeof� elds

[2]. In the stationary state,aftersuitable tuning ofthe

driving � elds [3],these m odels display criticalbehavior

in the avalanche statistics. Asforordinary criticalphe-

nom ena,itispossibleto de� nea setofscaling exponents

thatcharacterizethatlargescalebehaviorofthe system

[3].

The precise identi� cation of universality classes in

sandpile m odels[1]isan unresolved issue.From a theo-

reticalstandpoint,itwould be unusualthatsm allm odi-

� cationsin the dynam icalrulesofthe m odelcould lead

to di� erentuniversality classes.Real-spacerenorm aliza-

tion group calculations[5]suggestthatdi� erentsandpile

m odels,such astheBak,Tangand W iesenfeld (BTW )[1]

and theM anna[4]m odels,allbelong to thesam euniver-

sality class. Thisresultisalso con� rm ed by a recently-

proposed � eld theory approach [6],which showsthatall

sandpile m odels [7]are described by the sam e e� ective

� eld theory at the coarse grained level. Universality is

also found between BTW (discrete)and Zhang [8](con-

tinuous)m odelsin thedynam icalrenorm alization group

calculationsofRef.[9].

The results obtained by num erical sim ulations are

unclear. Early large scale num erical sim ulations of

the M anna [4] and BTW m odels [10], show that the

avalanche distributions are described by the sam e ex-

ponents for the power law decay and the scaling ofthe

cuto� s. These results were questioned by Ben Hur and

Biham [11]who analyzed the scaling ofconditionalex-

pectation values [12]ofvarious quantities. They found

signi� cantdi� erencesin theexponentsforthetwom odels

and thereforeproposedanew classi� cationofuniversality

in sandpile m odels in which m odels with stochastic up-

daterules,such astheM annam odel,fallin auniversality

classdi� erentfrom thatofAbelian m odels,such asthe

BTW [13]. The m ethod waslaterapplied to the Zhang

m odelthat was declared \non-universal" [14]. This re-

sults pose a puzzling problem ,since they contradictall

the existing theories and do not agree with the scaling

predicted analyzing avalanchedistributions[4,10].

Here we present large scale num ericalsim ulations of

the BTW and M anna sandpile m odels,with the goalof

settling the issue ofuniversality.Firstwe show thatthe

m ethod ofconditionalexpectation values,introduced in

Ref.[12]and used in Ref.[11],is system atically biased

by non-universalcorrectionsand does not provide indi-

cationson universality classes.By rem oving thebias,we

provide evidence thatthe BTW and M anna m odelsare

universal. W e con� rm this conclusion by data collapse

and m om entanalysisofthe distributions[15].

Sandpile m odelsarede� ned on d� dim ensionalhyper-

cubic lattice. O n each site iofthe lattice we de� ne an

integervariablezi which wecall\energy".Ateach tim e

step an energy grain isadded on a random ly chosen site

(zi ! zi+ 1). W hen one ofthe sitesreachesorexceeds

a threshold zc a \toppling" occurs: zi = zi � zc and

zj = zj+ 1,wherejrepresentsthenearestneighborsites

ofsite i. In the BTW m odelzc = 2d and each nearest

neighborreceivesa grain afterthe toppling ofthe site i.

In the M anna m odelzc = 2 and therefore only two ran-

dom ly chosen neighboring sites receive a grain. A top-

pling can inducenearest-neighborsitesto toppleon their

turn and so on,untilallthe lattice sites are below the

criticalthreshold.Thisprocessiscalled an avalanche.A

slow driving isusually im posed,so thatgrainsareadded

only when allthe sites are below the threshold. The

m odelis conservative and energy is dissipated only at

boundary sites[1]. Here,we perform num ericalsim ula-

tionsoftwo-dim ensionalM anna and BTW m odelswith

open boundary conditions and conservative dynam ics.

The lattice size ranges from L = 128 to L = 2048 in

both m odels. In each case,statisticaldistributions are

obtained averaging over107 nonzero avalanches.

Avalanches in sandpile m odels are usually character-

ized by three variables: the num ber oftopplings s,the

area a a� ected by the avalanche,and the avalanche du-

ration T. The probability distribution ofeach ofthese

variablesisusually described asapowerlaw with acuto�

P (x)= x
�� x G(x=xc); (1)

wherex = s;a;T.W hen thesystem sizeL goesto in� n-

ity the cuto� xc divergesasxc � L�x . Underthe � nite
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sizescaling (FSS)assum ption ofEq.(1),thesetofexpo-

nentsf�x;�xg de� nestheuniversality classofthem odel.

In two dim ensions,an accurate num ericaldeterm ina-

tion ofthe powerlaw exponentsin Eq.(1)proved to be

a di� cult task [4,10,16,17],due to the large deviations

at the lower and upper cuto� s. For this reason,Chris-

tensen et al.[12]in order to distinguish am ong univer-

sality classesproposed a m orere� ned num ericalanalysis

based on the evaluation ofthe expectation value E (xjy)

ofthevariablex restricted toalltheavalancheswith vari-

ableY = y,wherefX ;Y g = fs;a;Tg [12].Itisassum ed

thatE (xjy)� y
x y and theexponents
xy areused todis-

tinguish am onguniversalityclasses[11].Theseexponents

satisfy thescaling relations
xy = 
�1yx and 
xz = 
xy
yz.

Iftheconditionalprobability distribution p(xjy)issuf-

� ciently peaked, then 
xy is well-de� ned and to each

value ofthe variable x we can unam biguously associate

a value of the variable y (i.e. x � y
x y). In partic-

ular, the cuto� of the distributions should be related

by the sam e exponents (i.e. xc � y

x y
c ),which im plies


xy = �x=�y. For instance,we have 
sa = �s=2,since

in two dim ensions avalanchesare com pact for both the

BTW [10]and M anna m odel[11],so that�a = 2. The

datacollapseanalysisshowstheBTW and M annam odel

both share the sam e exponent �s ’ 2:7 [4,10,16]which

im plies
sa ’ 1:35.O n the contrary,Refs.[11,14]found


sa ’ 1:06 for the BTW m odeland 
sa = 1:24 for the

M anna m odel,which would yield two di� erentuniversal-

ity classes for the two m odels. Less m arked di� erences

werealso observed forthe otherexponents
xy [11,14].

In orderto resolve thisparadox,we return to the hy-

pothesis underlying the use of conditionalexpectation

values: p(xjy) m ust be sym m etric and strongly peaked

around the average value. W e checked num erically that

this assum ption is notful� lled: in the BTW m odelthe

distribution p(sja)ism axim um fors = a and decreases

fors > a,with a characteristicvalue s� scaling asa�s=2

(see Fig. 1). The distribution is not sym m etric (see

also Ref. [17]), consistent with the constraint s � a

(the avalanche area can not be greater than the num -

beroftopplings).Sim ilarconsiderationsapply aswellto

other quantities (i.e. a � T,s � T)whose conditional

probability distributions show asym m etry although less

m arked.

To understand the e� ect ofnon-sym m etric distribu-

tions on conditionalexpectation values,consider a dis-

tribution ofthe form

p(xjy)= �(x � y)f((x � y)=x�)=x� (2)

wherethecharacteristicvaluescalesasx�(y)� y
x y and

�(x)isthe step function . The factor1=x� ensuresnor-

m alization forany y

Z

dxp(xjy)= 1; (3)

so thatthe conditionalexpectation value isgiven by

E (xjy)�

Z
1

y

dx
x

x�
f((x � y)=x�): (4)

Perform ing the substitution z = x � y,weobtain

E (xjy)= y+

Z
1

0

dz
z

x�
p(z=x�)= y+ C y


x y ; (5)

whereC isa non-universalconstant.

In the BTW m odelp(sja) has the form ofEq.(2) as

isshown 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 with that ofthe

M anna m odel(Fig.2),whose conditionaldistributions

appearto be sym m etric. Data from avalanche areasup

to a ’ 106 provide striking evidence that both m odels

share the sam e asym ptotic behavior with an exponent


sa = 1:35� 0:05,in agreem entwith otherpublished re-

sults [4,10,16,17]. The scaling ofthe other expectation

values is also biased asit is apparentfrom the bending

in the curves reported in Refs.[11,14]. The correction

ofthe bias is not so straightforward as in the case we

have discussed butcan be obtained from the analysisof

p(xjy).Thisdiscussion clearlyshowsthatconditionalex-

pectation valuesare nota reliable m ethod to determ ine

the universality classofa m odel.

To con� rm the conclusion about a single universality

class we perform the m om ent analysis on the distribu-

tionsP (x;L)in closeanalogy with therecentwork ofDe

M enech etal.[15]on the two-dim ensionalBTW m odel.

Here we apply the m om ents analysis on both BTW

and M anna m odels,taking advantage ofthe large sizes

reached in our num ericalsim ulations. W e de� ne the q-

m om entofx on alatticeofsizeL ashxqiL =
R

xqP (x)dx.

IfFSS hypothesis(Eq.(1))isvalid,atleastin theasym p-

totic lim it (x ! 1 ),we can transform z = x=L�x and

obtain

hx
q
iL = L

�x (q+ 1��)

Z

z
q+ �

G(z)dz � L
�x (q+ 1��); (6)

orin generalhxqiL � L�x (q). The exponents �x(q) can

be obtained asthe slope ofthe log-log plotof< xq > L

versusL.Using Eq.(6),weobtain hxq+ 1iL =hx
qiL � L�x

or�x(q+ 1)� �x(q)= �x,so thatthe slope of�x(q)as

a function ofq is the cuto� exponent �x = @�x(q)=@q.

Thisisin generalnottrueforsm allqbecausetheintegral

in Eq.(6)isdom inated by thelowercuto� .In particular,

correctionsto scalingofthetypehxqiL � L�x (q)F (L)are

im portantforq� �x � 1.Forinstance,when q’ �x � 1,

logarithm iccorrectionsgiverisetoe� ectiveexponentsup

tovery largelatticesizes.Finally,norm alization im poses

�x(0)= 0.

In Fig.3 we show the results obtained from the m o-

m entanalysisofthedistribution P (s)fortheM annaand

the BTW m odel. In this case we can use the exactre-

sulthsi� L2,which im plies�s(1)= 2,asa testforthe

convergenceofoursim ulationsto theasym ptoticscaling
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regim e.Thisrelation isful� lled and the�s(q)ofthetwo

m odels are indistinguishable for q � 1,indicating uni-

versalscaling behavior.W e observesm alldeviationsfor

sm allq which are due to the non-universallowercuto� .

By m easuring slope of�s(q),we obtain �s ’ 2:7. This

value is larger than the value reported in Ref.[15](i.e.

D ’ 2:5),where sm alllattice sizeshave been used. W e

haverepeated thesam eanalysisforthe P (T;L)and the

P (a;L)and them easured cuto� exponents�t and �a are

reported in Table I.Also in this case the exponents for

the two m odelsshare the sam e valueswithin errorbars,

con� rm ing the presenceofa singleuniversality class.

As a � nal consistency test, we used the data col-

lapse m ethod in order the check the FSS hypothesis,

which states that rescaling qx � x=L�x and Pqx �

P (x;L)L�x �x ,thedata fordi� erentL m ustcollapseonto

universalcurves. IfFSS isveri� ed,we can com pute the

exponent�x from thescaling relation (2� �x)�x = �x(1),

that should be satis� ed for enough large sizes. Using

the values of�x reported in Table Iand the values ob-

tained for�x(1)we � nd the exponents�x to be inserted

in the data collapse. For instance,using the exact re-

sult �s(1) = 2 and the estim ated �s = 2:7,we obtain

�s = 1:27. The data collapse with these valuesis satis-

factory forboth m odels(see Fig.4).

In thesam eway,weobtain very good data collapsefor

the M anna m odelP (a)and P (t) distributions,yielding

�t = 1:5 and �a = 1:35.O n the otherhand,we � nd that

the BTW data collapsesfortim e and area distributions

are notcom patible with the FSS hypothesis.The linear

behaviorofthem om entsanalysis,however,ensuresthat

for large sizes the FSS form m ustbe approached. This

resultcan be explained ifwe assum e thatthe scaling in

theBTW m odeldisplayssubdom inantcorrectionsofthe

form P (x)= (C1x
�� 1 + C2x

�� 2 + :::)G(x=xc),where Ci

are non-universalconstants. These correctionsare com -

patiblewith thelinearbehavioratlargeq,butthedecay

ofthe P (x) is not a sim ple power law for sm allx and

thus FSS isnotobeyed. Itisworth to rem ark thatthe

tim e and area distributions span over m uch less order

ofm agnitudethan the sizedistribution,which could ex-

plain why subdom inantcorrectionsare m ore relevantin

the � rsttwo cases. Subdom inantcorrectionsare due to

higherorderoperatorsin thedynam icsand do notdeter-

m ine the universality class,since the asym ptotic scaling

behaviorisruled by the leading power.

In sum m ary,we have presented strong num ericalevi-

dencepointing towardsa singleuniversality classforthe

M anna and the BTW m odel. In particular, we show

thatpreviousanalyses[11,14]arenotreliablebecauseof

system atic biases introduced by the m ethod em ployed.

Furtherwork isneeded in orderto quantify theextentof

subdom inantcorrectionsto scaling in the BTW m odel.
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M odel �s �t �a �s

M anna 2:74� 0:02 1:50� 0:02 2:02� 0:02 1:27� 0:01

BTW 2:73� 0:02 1:52� 0:02 2:01� 0:02 1:27� 0:01

TABLE I. Values ofthe criticalexponents describing the

scaling ofthe cuto� ofthe distributions for di�erentm odels

in d = 2.Theresultsareobtained from them om entsanalysis

(seetext).Notethattheexponents�s,�t and �a areusually

reported in the literature asD ,z and df,respectively.
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