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Abstract. We analyze the power spectra of avalanches in two classeslfefrganized
critical sandpile models, the Bak-Tang-Wiesenfeld model the Manna model. We show
that these decay with B/ f* power law, where the exponent valads significantly smaller
than2 and equals the scaling exponent relating the avalanchécsiteeduration. We discuss
the basic ingredients behind this result, such as the grafithe average avalanche shape.
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Sandpile models have been introduced almost twenty yearvsaaga paradigmatic
example of self-organized criticality (SOC) (1), the tence of slowly driven dissipative
systems to display a scale free avalanche response. Swashhdee had an enormous impact
in different fields, ranging from magnetic systemns (2), sapeductorsi(3), mechanics (4; 5),
to geophysics and plasma physics including in particularrttagnetospherel (5; i7; 8). The
influence also extends beyond physics, to for example byo®g human (heart) physiology
(10), and cognitive processes or neuroscience (11).

The reason behind this success lies in the wide variety ofaguilibrium systems
displaying an avalanche response to an external drivinge @rthe primary aims of SOC
was, originally, to explain the wide occurrencelgff* noise in natural phenomena, through
a direct relation between avalanche scaling and speciogepties|(1). This idea was soon
refuted when two groups _(12; 113) published works indepetigletaiming that sandpile
models should lead instead to a Lorentzian spectrum, thdedsying asl/f? at large
frequencies. The theoretical arguments were supportedimgrical simulations on relatively
small system size5 (12;/13). A non-trivigl f*-decay in power spectra has only been found in
non-critical sandpiles_(14), or by an alternative defimitad the noise signal (15) , but not in
standard cases such as in the original Bak-Tang-Wiese(Bald/) model (1) and stochastic
Manna modell(16).

Sandpile models represent a useful idealization of avhkampropagation, capturing
the main ingredients behind this process: a slow externgind; a local threshold - or
non-linearity - for the dynamics and a dissipation mechaniswhile a complete exact
solution of sandpile models is possible only in some paldicoases| (17), the origin of the
scaling behavior is now well understood in the realm of nqa#érium critical phenomena
(18;119;120). Systems presenting a transition from an alospdiate to a moving phase, or
similarly a depinning transition (21L; 22), can be turne@di8OC under a suitable combination
of a driving and a dissipation mechanismi (L&; 19;120; 21).v@osely, criticality in sandpile
models can be related to an underlying depinning criticahtp(23; 124). The scaling of
the power spectrum (PS) in sandpile models can be contrsta@lanche induced crackling
noise, which is typically characterized by a power law disttion of amplitudes and by a non-
trivial 1/ f« spectrumi(25). The most studied condensed-matter exaimplade Barkhausen
noise in ferromagnetsl(2) and acoustic emission in frad@si®) and plasticityl(26).

In this letter, we show that, notwithstanding previous éfsli classical sandpile models
display non-triviall / f* spectra.« < 2 depends on the model and dimensions. We compute
by numerical simulations the avalanche spectrum of twosels®of sandpile models: the
original two dimensional BTW sandpile model and the stotibhas/o-state Manna model,
in one, two and three dimensions (1d, 2d, 3d). These two msatel now known to be in
different universality classes. A further difference beén the two classes of models is that
stochastic sandpiles obey finite size scaling while the BTodehdisplays multiscaling (27).
We find that the power spectrum decaysdg) ~ <, with a = 1.59 £+ 0.05 for BTW and
a=144+0.05,0 =1.77 £ 0.05, « = 1.9 £ 0.1 for Manna ind = 1, 2, 3, respectively.

The central idea as to why SOC models can exhibit vargingith the details depending
on the dimension and universality class, is based on sktieafractal dynamics. Consider
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the time serie¥’(¢), which records the number of “topplings” (local relaxatmrents) taking
place in the sandpile during each parallel update of the efadtice, one such update defining
the unit of time. An avalanche is defined here as a connectptesee of non-zero values of
V(t). If the average size (i.e. the total number of topplings)wiftsavalanches of duration
T scales ags(T')) ~ T7+ and the dynamics is self-similar, then the average avatskhpe
should follow

V(T,t) =T fohape(t/T), (1)

where fqn.e(z) is @ scaling functionl(28). The form of the power spectrum bsamed
averaging the energy spectruiii f|s) of avalanches of size which in general scales as

E(fls) = s*gu(fs), 2)
wheregg(x) is another scaling function (13;128). The power spectrumtban be written as
P(f)= | D(s)E(f|s)ds,whereD(s) ~ s~ is the probability distribution of avalanche sizes
and the integral is bounded by the upper cuttffso that

p(f) = 0 [ daar g ), ©)

If the integral in Eqg.[(B) is convergent, we obtain= (3 — 7) (as originally derived
in Ref. (29)). In the opposite case, the final result crugiaépends on the asymptotic
behavior ofgz(x). Kertesz and Kiss assumeg(z) o« 1/(1 + x*7:), obtaininga = 2
(13). Jensen et al. approximate the avalanche shape with« dubotion, which implies
ge(x) oc (1 — cos(x/7st)) /%=, yielding againa = 2 (12). More recently, Kuntz and
Sethnal(28) noticed that if the toppling dynamics in the awvehe is a local process, the
released energy is an extensive function of the sjzer E(f|s) ~ s. From Eq.[(2) it thus
follows thatgg(x) ~ A/x. Thisimplies that for- < 2 (which is the case for sandpile models),
the integral in Eq[{3) is dominated by the frequency dependigper cutoff, yieldingy = ;.

Here we analyze numerically the above set of four test-ca¥és measure the shape
of the pulse associated to an avalanche in the models, thegsbahavior of the avalanche
size for a given duration and compute the power spectra. @lantodels are defined on a
d—dimensional hypercubic lattice. On each sitd the lattice the height is an integer variable
z;. At each step the system is driven, a grain is dropped on amalydchosen site raising its
height by one unit{, — z; + 1). When one of the sites reaches or exceeds a threshold
a “toppling” occurs:z; = z; — 2. andz; = z; + 1, wherej represents the nearest neighbor
sites of sitel. In the BTW modek,. = 2d and each nearest neighbor receives a grain after the
toppling of the site.. In the Manna modet. = 2 and therefore only two randomly chosen
neighboring sites receive a grain. A toppling can induceestaneighbor sites to topple on
their turn and so on, until all the lattice sites are below ¢hgcal threshold. This process
defines an avalanche. We use parallel dynamics, meaninguegt overcritical site topples
when the lattice is updated, one such update defining theofirtime. The slow driving
condition implies that grains are added only when all thessitre below the threshold. Grains
can leave the system from the open boundaries. After a ansandpile models reach a
steady state with avalanches of all sizes. Here we consitgarlsystem sizes ranging from
L =1024to L = 16384 in 1d, fromL = 64 to L = 2048 in 2d andL = 32 to L = 256 in 3d.



Power spectra of self-organized critical sandpiles 4

Power spectra are measured considering the signal prodhycind number of toppling
eventsV (¢) as a function of time. Waiting times between avalanches maveffect on
the scaling of the high frequency parts of the power spedtfleating avalanche spectral
properties (i.e. frequencies corresponding to time scaealler than that of the duration
of the longest avalanche). We have checked this e.g. bytingea constant number of
zeros between every successive pair of avalanches, anddnsréa slow continuous drive,
corresponding to a Poisson distribution of waiting timesherefore in what follows, we
simply join the avalanches one after the other. In Hifys. 1 @weke display the power spectra
P(f) and(s(1/T)) of the Manna and BTW models for different system sizes. Wfdle
the smallest lattices the power spectrum might be fitted bymemhizian, for larger system
sizes the tails are definitely not scalinglas. Instead, by fitting to the scaling parts of the
power spectra (frequencies higher than the one correspgndithe duration of the longest
avalanche and lower than inverse of a cross-over time atiehithe avalanches will have a
self-similar structure), we find = 1.59+0.05 for BTW anda = 1.44+0.05, « = 1.77£0.05
anda = 1.9+ 0.1 for Mannain 1d, 2d and 3d, respectively. Note that the resuk contrary
to those ini(12; 13), whose results were obscured by the syslem sizes reachable at
the epoch. Instead, at least for the Manna model, the scafitige power spectra follows
quite nicely that of(s(1/T")) ~ (1/7)7, with v = 1.44 + 0.05, 74 = 1.73 £+ 0.05 and
Ve = 1.9 £ 0.1 in 1d, 2d and 3d, respectively (30). The PS of the BTW has a fifuior
small frequencies (Fidl 2), which shifts to still smalleesrwith increasind.. Furthermore,
for BTW, (s(1/T')) exhibits slight curvature even for large avalanches, bilitls¢ agreement
is fair.

In order to check that the observed results follow direatbnf the derivation outlined
above, we compute the energy spectréity|s). The results reported in Figl 3 confirm
the scaling behavior predicted by Hd. 2 with ~ 1/z. For the avalanche shape, EQ. (1),
the models show slightly different properties. OriginaRef. (12) employed a simple box
function to approximatg.,.. This form is very far from the correct one, as it is shown in
the inset Figl3. While the avalanche shape of the Manna n@dgimmetric, a more detailed
look at the BTW model reveals, that its avalanche shagmenot be rescaled as a function
of durationT’. The avalanches develop slowly an asymmetry, which coulceladed with
the observations of multiscaling in the BTW modell (27). Far stochastic Manna sandpiles,
in 1d the assumption of scale-invariance holds nicely winilthe 2d and 3d cases relatively
small avalanches show a cross-over behavior so that onlydfB ~ 100 the scaling regime
is reached. This naturally implies corrections to scalimg,nevertheless = v,; holds rather
well (and in particular < 2).

The non-Lorenzian PS also persists if such systems arendsigsvly as long as the
avalanches do not overlap much, corresponding to timesadlerter than the inverse one
related to the drive frequency. It is theoretically impattand intriguing that such a relation
can be established between the sandpile critical exporeatshe PS one. In spite of the
relation between SOC and non-equilibrium phase transtiove still lack for analytical
predictions for the critical exponents ih < 4, d = 4 being the upper critical dimension
(20). Thus, ford > 4 mean-field exponents are valid, so that = a = 2. In two or three
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dimensions, however, we would generally expect that 2, and thus in many real physical
systems the expectation would be the same.

To summarize, self-organized criticality leads ratheregatly to power-spectra that
exhibit1/ f~-noise witha: < 2. This calls for, perhaps, a re-evaluation of experimemsiiits
in many cases ranging from large systems met in solar and-pByrsics to the laboratory
and carrying over to the understanding of brain dynanio}¥ @ditlogy and so forth. In other
words, « < 2 does not imply the absence of SOC, but instead may indicaetlgxthe
contrary. There are also many theoretical issues that opemciuding higher-order power
spectral(31). In any case, we may safely conclude that theat@oint of the original paper
by Bak, Tang and Wiesenfeld (i.e. the relation between achla scaling and non trivial
power spectrum) was ultimately correct, contrary to what heen believed to be true from
almost the beginning of the research on SOC and its apgitatp various phenomena.
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Figure 3. Main figure: the energy spectrum for different sizes collapsed according to
Eq.[2, and the scaling function decayslds. Inset: the collapse of the average avalanche
shape , avalanche durations ranging froma- 200 to 7" = 500. All data are for the 2d Manna
model.

[24]A. Vespignani, R. Dickman, M. A. Mufioz, and S. Zappé@tys. Rev. B2, 4564 (2000).

[25]J. Sethna, K. A. Dahmen, and C. R. Myers, Na#it, 242 (2001).

[26]M. C. Miguel, A. Vespignani, S. Zapperi, J. Weiss, an®JGrasso, Naturé410, 667 (2001).

[27]M. De Menech, A. L. Stella, and C. Tebaldi, Phys. Reb& R2677 (1998); C. Tebaldi, M. De Menech,
and A. L. Stella, Phys. Rev. Le®3, 3952 (1999).

[28]M. C. Kuntz and J. P. Sethna. Phys. Re6B 11699 (2000).

[29]U. Lieneweg and W. Grosse-Nobis Inter. J. Magnetgrhl (1972).

[30]One can derive from other measured quantities appratwevalues fory,; using published data (see e.g. S.
Lubeck, cond-mat/0501250), and our values are in reaseagbeement.

[31]J. R. Petta, M. B. Weissman, and G. Durin. Phys. Rey7 5363 (1998).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0501250

