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We present a comparison between finite differences schentes pseudospectral method applied to the
numerical integration of stochastic partial differengglations that model surface growth. We have studied, in
1+1 dimensions, the Kardar, Parisi and Zhang model (KPZ}had ai, Das Sarma and Villain model (LDV).
The pseudospectral method appears to be the most stablgif@metime step for both models. This means that
the time up to which we can follow the temporal evolution ofieeg system is larger for the pseudospectral
method. Moreover, for the KPZ model, a pseudospectral setgives results closer to the predictions of the
continuum model than those obtained through finite diffeeemethods. On the other hand, some numerical
instabilities appearing with finite difference methods foe LDV model are absent when a pseudospectral
integration is performed. These numerical instabilitiee gise to an approximate multiscaling observed in
the numerical simulations. With the pseudospectral ambrae multiscaling is seen in agreement with the
continuum model.

PACS numbers: 81.15.Aa,05.40.-a,64.60.Ht,05.70.Ln

. INTRODUCTION

Kinetic surface roughening of surfaces growing in nonegailm conditions has been intensively studied for the test
decaded 1,12, 3]. Theoretical approaches make use of b&thetik atomistic simulations and stochastic continuunaiayps
for the evolution of the coarse-grained surface heldlat ¢). There is overwhelming experimental evidence that susfaceler
general nonequilibrium growth conditions can developes@é@ayariant correlations in space and time, which suppba$ope of
a unified theoretical framework to understand kinetic rarghg phenomena from first principles. The aim is at ideitiythe
various dynamical universalities of growth associatedhwlifferent sets of symmetries and/or conservation lawss. believed
that only these basic elements largely determine the waligr class and the value of the corresponding criticabeemts. In
theoretical studies attention is therefore focused on sgtries and only the most relevant terms (in the renormadiaagroup
sense) are expected to be required to describe a partidatsraf growth.

Universality classes of growth are generically represkhtestochastic partial differential equations,

Oph = g(Vh) + W(Xv t)v (1)

whereh(x, t) is the height of the interface at substrate positicand timet. The external noise(x, ¢) represents the influx of
atoms on the surface. The functig(Vh) defines a particular model and incorporates the relevantr®tnies and conservation
laws. In particular, invariance under translation along dinowth and substrate directions as well as invariancedrekiction

of the time origin rule out an explicit dependencedbn h, x andt. Very often the presence of nonlinearitiesgrrequire
the use of perturbative renormalization techniques toiolataalytical approximations for the critical exponentsjeh can then
be compared with Monte Carlo simulations of atomistic med®id experiments. A perturbative renormalization apgroac
invariably provides the critical exponents as a series esipa on the parameter= d. — d, where the critical dimensiod,.
can be very high when compared with the dimensions of phlisitest (usuallyl = 1 or 2). Only in a few lucky cases some
extra symmetries produce cancellation of higher order ltiagrams that results in a scaling relation between exgsnerbe
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exact to all orders in the perturbative expansion. Moreaft@n not, the case is that we only have approximations torttieal
exponents valid up to a certain ordefkiand a great deal of elaborated algebraic effort is requa@tprove our approximation
up to the next order. This often makes direct numerical iratbgn of Eq. [1) an extremely useful and necessary toolastst
reliable source of precise values for the critical exposent

Numerical schemes to integrate continuum surface growtiatéans like Eq.[(11) inl + 1 and2 + 1 dimensions tend to be
unsophisticated. In most cases a straightforward finitfier@inces (FD) method on a lattice does an excellent job amiges
highly precise values for the critical exponents, at leastimensions of experimental relevance. In this approaeh ¢etails
below) one basically approximates the continuous heightt, fi{x, ¢), by its values on the lattice sites;(¢), and derivatives
by differences between neighboring sites. More cleveragwof the discretization rule have been shown to be usebbtain
better agreement with exact properties of the continuumtiswois [4], which could not be obtained by using a convergion
discretization, like the nominal values of the continuummapn parameters.

However, the use of FD schemes sometimes poses some impaddtems|[5], 6, [7]. In particular Dasgupth al. have
shown [8, 9] by means of numerical simulations that diszegtiversions of commonly studied nonlinear growth equation
exhibit a instability in the sense that single pillars (gres) become unstable when their height (depth) exceedsaatvialue.

In some cases these instabilities are not present in thegpwnding continuum equations, indicating that the behafithe
discretized versions is indeed different from their comtim counterparts. It is important to remark that this pitjesove
instability is actually generic to the FD discretizatiorfsaolarge class of nonlinear growth equations, including Kiaedar-
Parisi-Zhang (KPZ)/[10] or the Lai-Das Sarma-Villain (LD¥juations|[11, 12, 13]. This is a puzzling result because the
corresponding continuum equations atunstable.

In many situations, like for instance in KPZ, the existentth instability is of little significance for practical pposes and
one can actually carry out a correct numerical integratiprusing FD schemes. The reason is that one is mostly intereste
in the growth from a flat (or almost) surface initial conditiand common relaxation mechanisms do not favor the formatio
of large pillars or grooves. In these cases the instabaityrily realized if the initial condition is prepared in suchtate that
there is a pillar/groove of size above the threshold on aratise flat surface, which is highly artificial and usually nt@resting
for practical purposes. However, as already pointed outah [R], there is a large class of systems for which the iriktab
of any FD scheme is inevitable. Specifically, discrete warsiof models exhibiting anomalous kinetic roughening [, 16,
17,118, 19, 20] will certainly show this kind of instability sufficiently long times. The reason being that anomaloabragis
associated with a nontrivial dynamics of the average sargaadient (local slope), so thdtvh)2)1/2 ~ t*, with x > 0 [14,/17].
Therefore, systems exhibiting anomalous roughening willeanically generate large local height differences, naenabw flat
the initial condition is. As a consequence, provided thatraukation is run long enough, the surface will produce pdlgrooves
above the critical value for the instability to appear, likeinstance is the case for LDV.

One of the models we study in this paper is the LDV equation12113]

Oth(x,t) = —KV*h 4+ AV3(Vh)? + £(x, 1), 2)
where the noise is Gaussian distributed and delta corcklate
(€(x,)E(x', 1)) = 2Do(x — x")o(t —t'). )

This model constitutes a minimal model for the long wavetatoghavior of surface growth under ideal molecular-beaitarp
conditions. The LDV model is interesting in many respecis laas been the focus of a lot of attention in the literaturg|121
13,[17, 20| 21, 22].

Numerical simulations of discrete versions [of (2)1in- 1 dimensions have reported [9] a finite, albeit small, anormalo
exponent: = 0.08, possibly indicating a logarithmic dependence. A theoedfprediction|[17] based on Flory-type arguments
predicteds =~ 1/11 (see however [23]). Therefore, from the discussion abome,veould expect a discrete version of (2) to
become unstable. This problem was studied by Das@iptd. and they showed [8) 9] that FD algorithms were actually Wbista
at long times. They also estimated the critical height stelpet aroundi.(\) ~ A/X with A ~ 20 for (2) with K = D = 1,
which clearly shows that the instability will appear the seothe larger the nonlinear coefficient is. Those authaws faund
that the addition of higher-order nonlinearities in the F&sion of the model controls the numerical instabilitied aanders
a stable surface, but with intermittent fluctuations andtisedling properties of surface correlations. It has bdaimed that
higher-order nonlinearities of the form,, VZ(Vh)?", withn > 1, may play an importantrole in LDV universality class be@us
they are infinitely many marginally relevant nonlinear terfi,[11, 14, 20].

These results can be compared with FD integration schem#és€f¢&KPZ equation

Oeh(x,t) = vV2h + A(VR)? + £(x,1). (4)

It has been shown|[3, 9] that discrete versions of Eqg. (4) w&ele, unless isolated grooves of large enough size dualied
in the initial state. The reason being that KPZ exhibits emtional (ho anomalous) scaling and local slopes are thidlya
converging towards a constant. Under general conditioastmstant is much smaller than the critical slépdor the KPZ
discretization to become unstable and so, large slopesoaspantaneously generated by the dynamics.



3

In referencel[29] a study of the 1D and 2D KPZ equation usinigefidifferences and pseudospectral integration methods
is presented. Authors claim that a pseudospectral methas gesults closer to the continuum limit than finite-diffieces
methods. They show how a pseudospectral method reproduzesact value of the global width of the steady state interfa
within error bars whereas a finite-differences method withventional discretization of the nonlinear term entaigm#icant
differences in the amplitude value. They also use pseudtsph&omputations to reproduce the most reliable valuethef
dynamical exponents obtained through discrete growth fsode

In this paper we discuss the validity of FD integration aitjons in the presence of anomalous roughening. We compare
the accuracy, stability and overall performance of FD mésheersus pseudospectral (PS) schemes applied to the graeiti
examples of the KPZ and LDV equations. We claim that the biktya previously found in FD discretizations is spuriousda
non physical, therefore, FD should be generally avoidedimerical simulations of continuum growth models with antoua
scaling. We argue that the main reason for the adequacy af Biack growth problems with anomalous scaling is thatigpat
derivatives ar@nore accuratehan in FD methods, where one implicitly assumes that thestéght is small. Our conclusions
are based on numerical analysis of KPZ and LDV equatiorisfnl dimensions by means of FD and PS integration schemes.
Our results when comparing both techniques are conclugiv®S methods are stable against isolated pillars/groovete wh
FD are not(ii) under the same conditions PS schemes take much longer thém ¢ to a numerical overflow, an(di) PS
schemes give well behaved correlation functions with nogtiaf multiscaling. Finally, we will discuss the implicati® of our
results for the appearance of multiscaling in discrete rsgui®ved to be in the same universality class as LDV equai{i2dh].

II. NUMERICAL INTEGRATION SCHEMES

In order to perform a numerical integration of Edqs. (4) dfdtk2 parameters can easily be rescaled to have only one inde-
pendent control parameter— namely, the coupling consfit is customary, one can work with dimensionless varishlex
andt so that all parameters but one are set to unity, so we have

Oth(x,t) = V2h + g(Vh)? 4+ n(x, 1), (5)

for the KPZ equation, where the dimensionless coupling tearissg = X\/2D/v3. We can also write the LDV equation in
dimensionless form

Oth(x,t) = =V*h 4+ gV3(Vh)? + n(x, 1), (6)
where the coupling constantgs= \\/2D/K?3 andn(x,t) is a Gaussian noise with mean zero, unit variance and ctionesa
n(x, t)n(x",t')) =0(x —x")o(t —t').

Let us now summarize the idea behind FD and PS integraticenset and introduce some useful definitions. Equat[dns (5)
and [6) can be cast in the form
8th(xv t) = ‘C[h] (Xa t) + (I)[h] (Xv t) + W(Xv t)a (7)

whereL[h] is a linear functional of. and®[h] is another functional containing the nonlinear terms.

A. Finite-differences methods

We consider al-dimensional lattice with periodic boundary conditiongtwuniform spacingAx in each direction. The
positions of the nodes in the lattice are given by

X.]:Ax(jlv.]Qv7]d)70<.]1<N'L_17 1<Z<d (8)
where N; is the lattice size in thé-th direction. Using a one step Euler’s method to computeténeporal derivative, the
evolution of a system governed by Eg|. (7) is given by:

h(xj,t + At) = h(xj,t) + At(L[h](xj,t) + ®[h](xj,1)) + (AA—It)d n(x;j, t). 9)

whereAt is the time step and the stochastic variabjes;, t) have zero mean and correlatiomgx;, t)n(x;, t')) = d; 5 d(t —t').
We took then variables as Gaussian random numbers (other distributi@ande used as long as they satisfy the central limit
theorem).
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In finite difference methods, derivatives are computed bgdating the Taylor series of the field up to certain ordet. use
introduce the finite difference operato@ andA? which are, respectively, the forward and backward diffeesoperators along
the j direction: '

Agh(x, t) = h(x + e;Ax) — h(x,t), (10)
A%h(x,t) = h(x,t) — h(x — e;Ax). (11)

In terms of these operators, the linear parts of EHds. (5)[@ndr€, up to second order of approximation, given by:

d
Lipz(x5,t) = (V2h)(x5, 1) = (Az) "> Y AlAK(x;, 1),
i=1

d
Liov(xj,1) = =(V*h)(x5,1) = =V>(V°h) = (Ax)~* > AIAPATAP(x;, 1).
i,j=1

The explicit expressions ih+ 1 dimensions are

Lxpz[h] = (Az) "2 (hit1 — 2hi + hi—1),

Liov[h] = —(Az) *(hiro — 4hip1 + 6h; — 4hi_1 + hi—2),

wherex; = iAx,i = 0,..., N — 1 are the positions of the nodes in the lattice &ne= h(z;,t). Regarding the nonlinear terms
we consider for the gradient square the usual symmetricatization:

d
(V) (1) = 5 (A) 2 S I(AL + ADh(x, )]

=1
thatin1 + 1 dimensions becomes
1
(Vh)?(i,t) = §(Aff)72(hi+1 — hi—1)®. (12)
In the case of the KPZ equation, other discretizations oftidinear term have been proposed [4, 25]. We mention the Lam

and Shin discretization (LS)|[4]

d
(Ax)_z Z{[(AZ + A?)h(xjat)]Q - (Azh(xjv t)) (A?h(xjv t)) }a

=1

(Vh)z(xj’ t) =

W =

so that in 1+1 dimensions we have
1
(Vh)?(z,t) = g(AIVQ[(hiH — hi)? + (hig1 — hi)(hi — hi1) + (hi — hi—1)?]. (13)

LS discretization has two interesting features in 1+1 disnams: (i) the effective parameter agrees with its nominal value,
and(ii) the probability distribution of the discretized versiortle steady state can be computed exactly and it turns out to be
the probability distribution of the continuum equation &drvalues ofg. It has been argued![4] that this discretization allows
to recover some results predicted by the continuum moddéwdiscrepancies when using the conventional discretindfi2)
have been observea [4].

In the following we use a lattice spacidgr = 1. As is customary in this kind of simulations, hydrodynanmidit is achieved
by increasing the number of lattice sitds In numerical integrations of continuous growth models aneids to perform the
Az — 0 limit with fixed L, which would lead the system towards tiresar critical point, since the coupling constant of the
discretized equation ig — 0 asAxz — 0. A fixed lattice spacing\x in the limit L — oo is always preferred as it best drives
the system towards the nontrivial critical point.

B. Pseudospectral method

To compare with FD methods we have considered a numericaiseleonsisting of a spectral method in space together with a
Euler's method in time. We assume that the fie{et, ¢) satisfies periodic boundary conditions in the multidimenal interval
[0, L]¢ and we represent it as a truncated Fourier series

- ) 2
hn(x,t) = 3 h(t)e’ 9, q="Tk
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The setl’y over which the sum is taken is given by, = {(k1,k2,...,kq) / — N/2 < k; < N/2—-1,1 < i < d}, and the
hx(t)'s are the Fourier coefficients &f defined as

T 1 —iq-x
hk(t)_ﬁ/[omddxh(x,t)e ax,

The noise termy is also replaced by its expansigr in Fourier modes. WheiV — oo the usual Fourier series is recovered.
On the other hand, whenandn are replaced by andny respectively in Eq.[{7), the residual
RN(X, t) = BthN — E[hN] — (I)[h]v] — NN

will be not null in general. By requiring?; to be orthogonal to the functioqs’@* k € 'y }, we obtain a set of ODEs for the
Fourier coefficients ok. This procedure is actually equivalent to project the eignainto a subspace of orthogonal polynomials
of degree< N/2. Then, by imposing the orthogonality condition

/ dx RN(X, t)e—iq-x =0, kely
[0,L]¢
we obtain

I) o hue(t) + Bu(t) + 7(t), K € T )

The quantitywy is the linear dispersion relation, which is obtained thitotige Fourier transform of the linear part of the
equation; it isv, = —q? for Eq. (8) andvy, = —q* for Eq. (8). Thedy(t)’s are the Fourier coefficients of the nonlinear terms
and are given by the following convolution sums:

g Y. - b, e, (KP2),

D (t) = fatalk -
9 Y ai-q b, b, (LDV).

ki+ko=k

Regarding the Fourier coefficients of the noise, it is easietdy thatrj (¢) are complex Gaussian variables with zero mean and
correlations

L 6k7_k/§(t — t/).

(e ()T () = Td

The Fourier coefficientsy are in general difficult to compute. In addition, even thepst nonlinearities make it computa-
tionally expensive the task of going from real space to Fergpace and viceversa. For these reasons, we consideretidist
space withV nodes in each direction

L, . . . .
Xj:N(jlv.]Qa"'v]d)v Og]lgN_lv 1<Z<d7

and we use the discrete Fourier transfofno integrate[(14). The discrete Fourier coefficients deperig on the values of the
field at the nodes; and are given by (direct discrete Fourier transform):

1 g%
hi = Flh;] = thj(t)e 4
j

whereh;(t) = h(x;,t). We have the inversion formula (inverse discrete Fourardform):

h(t) = F ' ind = 3 Tucet s,
kel'n

Then, we replace the continuum Fourier coefficient§ it (34thle discrete ones, so that

dhcll(t(t) = wichie(t) + i (t) + e (t). )
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Note that Eq.[{T5) is now written in terms of the discrete Feucoefficientshy. To integrate[{I5) we perform the following
change of variables based on the solution of the linear aquat

hk(t) = ewktﬁ’k(t) + Rk(t)
where

t
Ry (t) = e‘“kt/ due” %"y (u).
0

The z)’s satisfy the equations

Bl _ gty (16)

The set of ODEJ (16) can be solved by using one of the sevegmalitims available for stochastic differential equati¢@sler,
Runge-Kutta, predictor-corrector methods, etc.). Caeréig) a one step Euler’s method to integrétd (16) and goicg tmathe
original variableh,, we are finally left with

hac(t + At) = %A e (8) + At Die ()] + 7 (1) (17)

Equation [[1V) can be reinterpreted as an Euler scheme witivstep (the factor multiplying the nonlinear tereft} 2t At, so
our algorithm provides a smaller time-step for the smallesgth-scales (so it is intrinsically multiscale). Thigpresents a
significant improvement with respect to the pseudospecteshod used ir [29] which is just E{. {15) integrated with a step
Euler's method.

Assuming thaty = w_x, the variablegy (¢) can be obtained as

ekaAt _
fk(t):\/ — 1(Ala:)d B (t)

whereAx = L/N anddy(t) are the discrete Fourier transform of a set of Gaussian ranmdanbers of zero mean and unit
variance. Note that, as expected, whenh— 0 we recover the last term on the right side of £g. (9).

The computation of the nonlinear terms for the KPZ and LDVatuns in Fourier space involves the Fourier transform of
the product of two functions (actually, the squaréf). In general, calling these two functionsandp, we need to calculate
the convolution sum

D= > buhr (18)
ki +ko=k
ki, ko€lN

In one dimension, this convolution sum impli€§ N?) operations, which is computationally more expensive thdimite
difference method, for which onl@)(N) operations are needed. To speed up the computation, we usseudospectral
transform method to compute the Fourier transform of thdinear term. Starting frord, andpy, the inverse transformation is
used to obtairr andp in real space. Thesm andp are multiplied to obtairb in real space. Finally, the direct Fourier transform
is applied to obtain thé,. In terms of the discrete Fourier operafythis pseudospectral calculation can be written as follows

Oy = F[F o] F 1 pul]

This procedure allows to evaluate the convolution sum usSiily log V) operations in one dimension. Itis important to note that
the Fourier coefficient$, computed in a pseudospectral manner differ from those médafrom a true spectral computation.
The difference is the so-callealiasing error. For example, in one dimension, the coefficiefiscomputed pseudospectrally

turn out to be
b= ) Gkbt D ke
ki1+ko=k ki+ko=k+N

The first term on the right hand side is just the convolutiom §li8) whereas the second term is the aliasing error. Thsiadja
error has been proved to be asymptotically of the same ofdiee @rror made in truncating the Fourier series. Therearersl
recipes to remove the aliasing. We used a well-known trimeagchnique usually referred to as the 3/2-rule [27].
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FIG. 1: Average over space and realizations of the nonlitexar for the 1D KPZ equation as a function of time. The inseighthe average
height of the interface as a function of time. Hdre= 128, and the averages are taken over 100 realizations. The kimaghoerical method
and the value of the nonlinear coupling parameter for eackecre shown in the legend.

I1l. COMPARISON OF THE METHODS IN 1+1 DIMENSIONS
A. Preliminaries

In order to compare the results provided by the FD and PS rivaienethods applied to modeld (5) ahd (6), we must first
notice that, for any given model and the same value of theimead coupling parameter, the intensity of the nonlinear effects
depends on the numerical scheme used to integrate the @guatiis fact, which has already been pointed out in [28]d¢ea
to the conclusion that different algorithms cannot in pipfebe compared directly. In Figl 1, the average (both opace and
realizations) of the nonlinear term for the 1D KPZ equati®shown in several cases. We see that, for the same value of the
coupling parameter, the PS method gives effectively a famgalinear term. In other words, for the same valugyofhe FD
method underestimates the intensity of the nonlinear teitim n@spect to the PS method. A comparison of the two numlerica
methods can be only made if the nonlinear effects are of tme sader for both of them on average.

For the KPZ equation the nonlinear effects can be monitoyaddasuring the mean velocity of the interface, which is give
by

_9 Lx 2
u_L/O dz (Vh)?).

In the inset of Figll the average height of the interface amatfon of time for the 1D KPZ equation is shown. The slope of
this curve is just the velocity of the interface. For the saalee ofg, the interface obtained with the PS method moves faster.
As said before, this indicates that the nonlinear effeasstonger in the PS method than in the FD method. It is easpdo fi
values ofg such that the interface in both cases moves approximatéheatame velocity, which means that nonlinear effects
are of similar magnitude. Then, if we denote & (g) andvps(g) the mean interface velocity for the FD and PS methods,
respectively, the value of the coupling paramegtsuch thatps(g) = vep(g) is given by

vFp(9)
vps(g)

The ratiovep(g)/vps(g) depends smoothly on bothand the system size as it can be seen in[Big. 2. The ratio ofitie®

of the interfaces slightly decreases witland increases with the system size. For example, for a sys#nofL = 128 and

g = 2.5, numerically we have found thatp(g)/vps(g) = 0.46, which means that the nonlinear effects in the PS method are
approximately twice as much stronger than those of the Fhoaet In Fig.[l we can see how the nonlinear terms for both
integration methods become similar wheis decreased fror2.5 to a value oR.5 x 0.46 = 1.15 for the PS method.

In the case of the LDV equation, we can proceed in a similammaarLet us denote by, (g;t) = g{|VZ(Vh)?|) the absolute
value of the nonlinear term of the LDV equation averaged space and realizations for the numerical meth6dThen, for a

given value ofy used with the FD method, we can estimatgfar the PS method leading to a nonlinear term of the same .order

Thisis
- [ Yeol(g; L‘)>
g_g<¢mwﬁ)t' (20)

=g (19)



060' T T T T T
» + L=32
I x L=64
_. 0.55¢ o L=128 ]
\b? [ A L=256
2 o500 0 L=512 ]
X -8 . ]
g P+ - 1
<) t + X % ]
0.45} B
0-40' 1 1 1 1 1
1.0 15 20 25 30

8

FIG. 2: Ratiovrp/vps as explained in the text as a function of the nonlinear cogglarameteg for several system sizes.
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FIG. 3: Average over space and realizations of the absohlteof the nonlinear term for the 1D LDV equation as a funtbbtime. Here
L = 128, and the averages are taken over 100 realizations. The kimahoerical method and the value of the nonlinear couplingupeter
for each curve are shown in the legend.

In the previous expression the angular brackets denoteaaag® over the time interval used in the simulation. As ferki?Z
equation, the ratigi/g computed according to Eq[(20) depends slightly on both yiséeem size ang. For example, for a
system size of. = 128 and a value ofjrp = 1.25 used in the FD algorithm, we find that a valueg@k ~ 0.42 gives rise to
a nonlinear term of the same order for the PS method (sed JrigAs3occurs for the KPZ equation, the nonlinear effects are
stronger for the PS method.

We checked that the global dynamical exponents obtaineld th# FD and PS methods are the same using values of
according to[(IB) and[(20). The global interface width ssalecording to the Family-Vicsek ansatz|[30]:

W(L,t) = ((h(z,t) — h)2) =t/ f(L/t'/7),

where the scaling functiofi behaves as

Flu) ~ {uo‘ if u<l,

const ifu > 1.

The parametew is the roughness exponentjs the dynamic exponent, and the rafio= «/z is the time exponent. In 1+1
dimensions the critical exponents can be computed exabilydnd their values are = 1/2 andz = 3/2, so that3 = 1/3.
Using the FD withy = 2.5, we found the exponents~ 0.49, 8 ~ 0.32, z = «/ ~ 1.52 for the FD method and with = 1.2

we obtain the same values of the exponents with the PS metttbih wrror bars. For the LDV equation the global exponents
are known for arbitrary dimension. In 1+1 dimensions theyar= 1, 5 = 1/3, andz = 3. Taking a value ofy = 1.25 we
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found the exact value of the exponents with two significagitsliby integrating the equation with the FD method, withtegs
sizes ranging fronl. = 16 to L = 256 and averaging the interfaces over 100 runs. On the other, lth@dS method with
g = 0.42 provides the same exponents within error bars.

B. Stability of the algorithms

We tested the stability of the algorithms by measuring tlbability P(¢) that the system exhibits a numerical overflow when
starting from a flat interface. This is measured from a langralmer of independent runs as the frequency probability tifrge
a computer overflow at time This numerical instability takes place when the heighhefinterface tends to grow indefinitely.
The probability of instability is a decreasing function béttime step used in the simulations.

In Fig.[4 the probability of instability as a function of tinfer the 1D KPZ equation is shown for several cases. We show
curves for two time stepdt = 10~2 andAt = 1073, The system size i& = 100 and the probabilities are computed over 2000
samples. The values gfwere chosen in such a way that the nonlinear effects for tbentethods were of the same order. For
the KPZ equation this is achieved whess ~ 0.48¢gep. In all cases we found the probabilities for the PS methodeterballer
than those of the FD method for a given time step. For exarfgale, time step ofAt = 10~3, we can see in the bottom graphic
of Fig.[4 that the PS method is stable (that is, the probghfitnstability is equal to zero) in the time intervil 100] for values
of g = 3.6, 4.8, and6.0, whereas the FD becomes unstable at very short times.

In Fig.[8 we show the probability of instability as a functiohtime for the 1D LDV equation. In this case we togks =
0.34¢grp to match the nonlinear effects for both methods. In much éineesway as for the KPZ equation we see that for a given
time step the PS method is the most stable. This is also oldéov other time steps ranging frond—° to 10~2. We then
conclude that the PS method is the most stable when the ityterighe nonlinear terms are of equivalent magnitude. This
means that, under the same conditions, the PS method abtidataw the temporal evolution of the system up to largergin

C. KPZ equation

There are some exact results of the continuum KPZ model thatam used to test the numerical methods. First, the steady
state probability distribution of the heights is known ekafl, 2]. In terms of the slopesp(x) = 9,.h(x), it is known that

P(m) ~ exp {— / d:vm(:v)z] .

This expression can be written approximately as:

P(m) ~ exp <— Z Az mf) = exp (—Azm?).
i=0
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FIG. 5: Probability of instability for the 1D LDV equation asfunction of time. The initial condition is a flat interfacdere L. = 100 and
the probabilities are computed using 2000 realizationsv&for two values of the time step are shown. We show refrlthe FD and PS
numerical methods and some different values of the nonlio@apling parameteg which are shown in the legend.

We have used the central limit theorem to idendify/_, m? with m?. Herem represents the slope of the field in the steady state
at any point of the lattice.The normalized expression ofpttebability is:

P(m) = 2 gmm?

With this probability distribution, we can find the severabments of the slopex: (m?) = 1/2, (m*) = 3/4, (m®) = 15/8.
For the discretized model and when the LS discretizatiosésluthe steady state distribution probability is founded4j

N
=S (i — ] . 21)

=0

P[h;] ~ exp

It is worth mentioning here a caveat concern[ng (21). Onesearthat, in order to reproduce numerically the slope Higidn
with the FD method, slopes must be computed with the forwartdckward) operator (Eq.{1L0)), so that = h; = h;+1 — h;.
We have checked that if the symmetric rule to compute thevaiéres (n; = (h;11 — hi—1)/2) is used the width of the slope
probability distribution is far from unity, which is the estavalue. When forward or backward derivatives are used ghew the
correct value is recovered. Remarkably, the PS methodgesthe proper result in a natural way.

The global interface width in the steady state is also knavacty [21],

1
W(L) = ,/ﬂ LY?2 > o, (22)

and it is independent of the nonlinear coupling parametdn referencel[4] it is shown that a FD method with converdion
discretization for the nonlinear term, EQ.[12), providesady state interfaces whose global width is of the fdrnj (2#)
with a prefactor ofZ'/2 significantly smaller than the predicted valialcia‘l/2 It has been argued|[4] that with the improved
discretization[(113) the correct value for the prefactoeisavered. A plot oy (L) = \/24/L W (L) versusL ! was presented in
references [26, 29], showing thatL) is unity within error bars for both the PS method and the FDhoetvith the discretization
(d13), although the dispersion of the data is larger for thenfdthod. We have also carried out a similar study comparingfid
PS methods. We checked that the cuiVéL) vs. L can be fitted to a function of the forf L'/2, whereB = 0.182 4 0.002

for the FD method with the usual discretizatibnl(12). As etpd, this value is clearly smaller than the nominal valtee=
24-1/2 ~ 0.204. This observation is in agreement with that of referente @ the other hand, for both PS and FD method
with LS improved discretizatiod (13) we obtain the same edindistinguishable up to the third digif = 0.196 + 0.003, a
value very close td, indeed. Therefore, with the PS method we obtain in a natuagltive result predicted by the continuum
model for the steady state global interface width. For thenkd®hod, on the contrary, we must useaghhocdiscretization of
the nonlinear terms to achieve the same results.
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FIG. 6: Ratiossq /01, ¢ = 2, 3,4, 5, as a function of time, of the moments of the nearest neighbight difference for the 1D LDV equation
integrated with the FD [Fig. (a)] and PS [Fig. (b)] numerioadthods. Herd. = 100, grp = 2, gps = 1.5, and the averages are taken over
300 realizations.

D. LDV equation

We have investigated the influence of the numerical methathe@multiscaling behaviour of the LDV equation. The multi-
scaling can be detected by looking at the moments of the sie@eghbour height difference. We define [14]

0g(t) = (hia () — ha(8)| )11,

where the average is taken over each site of the system andhevdifferent realizations of the noise. In systems théiitek
anomalous scaling, as the case of the LDV equation for irddiate times (see note [23]), the momemjét) are expected to
grow as follows

oq(t) ~ /7t < L7,

wherel is the system size andis the dynamical exponent. When the moments scale in a €iiftevay, that is, when the,’s
depend ony, the system is said to show multiscaling. As done in [8, 9]mamnitorize the multiscaling by looking at the ratios
oq(t)/o1(t), ¢ > 2. On the other hand, the multiscaling can also be studied ysmng the height difference correlation
function 8,19, 14]. In Fig.[J6a we show the raties(t)/o1(t) with ¢ = 2,3,4,5 for the 1D LDV equation integrated with
the FD scheme. Parameter values Are- 1000, ¢ = 2, and the averages are taken over 100 realizations. Thisfactra
reproduction of Fig. 12 of reference [9]. As can be seen inpilbture, the greater the the faster the growth af, /o with
time. This behaviour implies the existence of multiscalifr@r times greater than 100, the evolution of the system ataom
followed due to the presence of numerical instabilitiese @hthors of [9] claimed that this behavior is related to ataibility of
the discretized LDV equation against the growth of isolgiifldrs, which are just height profiles such that the field positive
at a certain point while being zero otherwise. For a givenlaevaf the parametey, there exists a critical valui. of the pillar
height beyond which the pillar grows with a certain probiaillt is found that this critical height goes &g ~ g—!. On the
other hand, the effect of the magnitude of the time step anitistability seems to be very small. For this reason, it ithier
argued in|[9] that this instability inot a numerical artifact due to the use of a not small enough iiat@m time step. As we
show in the following our results disagree with this intetation.

Interestingly, we find that the numerical integration of L&V equation with the PS method has a significant impact on the
observed scaling properties. The instability discussed@hwhich is present with any FD method, is no longer presgméast
in the wide range of couplings we studied. Specifically, &pllke initial condition of the form

po= Jto 0= 0 < <N - 1N odduhg > 0 (23)
7710  otherwise. ’ SIS ’ e
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never grows with the PS method. In the absence of noise, thpaml derivative of the field (23) is always negative. A
straightforward calculation leads to

h07T4

_ nom— _h07T4
1514

Oth = =V*h + gV?(Vh)? = (N2 —1)(3N? —7) = <0, L=N>1.
Therefore, a pillar or the forni (23) always tends to shrinthiedeterministic case. Other structures like doublerngillaowever,
might grow in time when their size exceeds a certain value.

In Fig.[@b we show the ratias, (t)/01(t), ¢ = 2, 3,4, 5, for the 1D LDV equation integrated with the PS scheme. Is thise
we use a value of = 1.5 for which the nonlinearities are considerably strongentfta the FD method witly = 2. As it can
be observed, the curves do not grow in time, which meansltlea¢ is no multiscaling. For other valuesgpénd other system
sizes similar results were obtained. It is worth mentionmmgwever, that the instability does show up when the algagmot
removed. In this case an isolated pillar may grow when itghitas larger than a critical value, in much the same way ak wit
the FD method. So, it is strongly recommended to removeiaiaffects when applying a PS method to correctly deschibe t
continuum physics. Note that the aliasing does not actadibct global properties of the system such as multiscatimgvalue
of the critical exponents, etc. Indeed, we have also caiga study of the PS method without removing the aliasingibse
in this case a similar instability of the FD method is presaffe have not observed multiscaling in this case either. Wa th
conclude that the multiscaling does not seem to be relatddginstability for the PS method.

This analysis leads to the main conclusion of our paper tieagxistence of multiscaling may depend on the numericameh
used to integrate the growth model. We argue that the ingjaf@nd associated multiscaling behavior) is intringicthe nu-
merical integration scheme rather than to the discretimatself, in contrast with the conclusions of Ref. [8, 9]. rQasults
clearly show that the instability previously found in FD distizations has to be seen as spurious and inherent tostetita-
tion scheme used. PS integration methods do not show argy dfagither instability (when aliasing is properly removed)
multiscaling, representing much more accurately the dyosiand statistics of the continuum problem. We concludeahaS
method should be preferred for surface growth equatiorts anbmalous scaling, because next-neighbor height diféesin
this case can grow very large.

IV.  CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that the choice of the numerical method useddgrate certain stochastic models of surface growth may be
of paramount importance in the study of some physical ptEseof the system. We have compared a standard finite diifere
method with a pseudospectral numerical scheme in the atiegrof the KPZ and LDV growth models in 1+1 dimensions. As
the FD method underestimates the nonlinear effects withego the PS method, the nonlinear coupling parametertweesl
up so that the nonlinear terms were of the same order for hatierical methods on average. The global critical exponents
obtained from the global interface width are the same fotwltenumerical methods.

With regard to the KPZ equation there are some exact resuditable derived from the continuum model. The expression
for the global width of the interface is known in the satwatregime. With the FD method and a standard discretizatiothe
nonlinear term, the amplitude of the width of the numeric&ifaces is smaller than that of the continuum. With thespe
approach, on the contrary, numerical results are very dlmsie predicted value. Nevertheless, it is possible withfthite
differences scheme to get close to the continuum model gtredifor the width of steady state interfaces, but at thecagp of
using more sophisticated discretizations.

We have tested the stability of the algorithms by measuiinglffferent time steps the probability of the system to ugde
a floating point instability evolving from a flat interfacehi§ instability is related to a numerical overflow in the s height
data. The PS method proved to be the most stable in all the easbave studied for both models. In the same way, with the PS
method it is possible to follow the temporal evolution of #ystem for longer times than with the FD method.

The LDV equation exhibits anomalous scaling at intermediates, so that according to [17] (but see also [23]) theayer
slope of the field is expected to grow in time. Any FD methoditet a numerical instability against the growth of an isedat
pillar appears. This instability has been claimed [8, 9]ddH® reason why approximate multiscaling is observed intineerical
simulations, although multiscaling is not present in thatowum equation. More importantly, this multiscaling Haeen
interpreted as a real physical effect, which could explagrultiscaling behavior of surface fluctuations obsermeatomistic
models believed to belong to the LDV universality class. ldear, our results show that this interpretation is mislegdiVe
have shown that surface multiscaling is not observed w8 method, regardless of the temporal evolution of ishlaitirs.
Therefore, surface multiscaling does not seem to be refatdd instability for the PS method nor represent anyiirsid physics
of the LDV equation as such. In this respect, due to the faattdiscrete models can be mapped into continuum equations, i
particular the LDV equation [24], our results indicate thatltiscaling behavior observed in such systems could beatdac
of the discretization of the dynamics and, consequentiyatie not intrinsic to the physical system they are trying taletize.
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