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Effect of a columnar defect on the shape of slow-combustion fronts
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We report experimental results for the behavior of slow-combustion fronts in the presence of a columnar
defect with enhanced or reduced driving, and compare them with those of mean-field theory. We also compare
them with simulation results for an analogous problem of driven flow of particles with hard-core repulsion
(ASEP and a single defect bond with a different hopping probability. The difference in the shape of the front
profiles for enhanced vs reduced driving in the defect clearly demonstrates the existence of a Kardar-Parisi-
Zhang-type nonlinear term in the effective evolution equation for the slow-combustion fronts. We also find that
slow-combustion fronts display a faceted form for large enough enhanced driving, and that there is a corre-
sponding increase then in the average front speed. This increase in the average front speed disappears at a
nonzero enhanced driving in agreement with the simulated behavior of the ASEP model.
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I. INTRODUCTION ing, e.g., inverse schemes able to infer ¢partia) differen-
tial equation that governs the observed stochastic evolution
Nonequilibrium interfaces that display interesting scalingof interfaceq 9], but there is also a way to produce a directly
properties are quite common in physida@rystal growth, observable effect on the shape of the interface due to this
fluid penetration into porous media, gichemical(reaction  term.
fronts) as well as biologicalgrowing bacterial colonigsys- This method for observing the operation of the nonlinear
tems. The dynamics of these systems have long been thougterm was suggested already some time ago by Wolf and Tang
to be generically described by the Kardar-Parisi-Zhand10]. They considered the effect of columnar defects, colum-
(KPZ) equation[1], or some other equation of motion in the nar in two space dimensions on which case we concentrate
same universality clag®]. In two space dimensions in par- here, and found that there is a clear “asymmetry” between
ticular (one-dimensional interface®/hen exact solutions are the shapes of the fronts that propagate in the presence of a
available, the scaling properties of the KPZ equation are weltlefect with enhanced and correspondingly reduced driving.
understood. The same is not, however, true for the experithis asymmetry is a direct consequence of the nonlinear
mental observations of scaling of interfaces. Typically, oneterm in the KPZ equation. For a positive coefficient in this
has found a roughening exponent clearly higher than that foterm, applicable to slow-combustion fronts, the noise-
the KPZ equatiorj2]. Various explanations have been sug-averaged front should be faceted with a forward-pointing tri-
gested as for why the KPZ scaling has not generally beeangular shape around a defect with enhanced driving, with a
found, and most of the time correlated and/or non-Gaussiaheight proportional asymptotically to the width of the sample
noise have been the prime suspd&s]. in the case of a defect in the middle of the sample, or to the
Recent experiments on slow-combustion fronts propagatbasic period in the case of periodic boundary conditions. In
ing in paper[4,5], and on flux fronts penetrating a high- the case of reduced driving in the defect, the shape of the
thin-film superconductof6], have provided new insight into front should not be faceted, and the magnitude of(trega-
this problem [7]. It indeed appears that short-range-tive) deformation in the profile should be proportional, ac-
correlated noise, quenched and dynamical, with possibly atording to this mean-field theory, to the logarithm of the
the same time a non-Gaussian amplitude distribution fobasic period. Despite its apparent simplicity, this kind of ex-
small time differences induces an additional length and #@eriment has never been performed.
related time scale, beyond which KPZ scaling can only be As is well known, the body-centered solid-on-solid inter-
observed. Despite these recent advances, it would still biace model in which the nearest-neighbor heights are re-
worthwhile to demonstrate the existence of the nonlineastricted to differing only by+1, displays KPZ behavior, and
term, as introduced by Kardar, Parisi, and Zhab@|, and is on the other hand equivalent to a driven flow of particles
essential for the KPZ dynamics, directly from the observedhopping rate p) with hard-core repulsive interactions
fronts. This would in essence prove that KPZ type of dynam{ASEP) [2]. A columnar defect in an interface model corre-
ics, including possibly effects of nontrivial noise, can indeedsponds to a fixed slow or fast boridopping raterp with r
be expected to be generic for nonequilibrium interfaces. One<1 or r>1, respectively in the ASEP model. A faceted
can demonstrate the presence of this term indirectly by usnterface corresponds to a traffic jam of infinite length in the

1063-651X/2003/66)/0511037)/$20.00 68 051103-1 ©2003 The American Physical Society



MYLLYS et al. PHYSICAL REVIEW E 68, 051103 (2003

thermodynamic limit behind the slow bond. Another relatedamount of potassium nitrate in the samples. This method also
question is the detailed shape of the density/interface profilallows for a relatively easy way to produce enhanced or re-
The mean-field theory of Ref10] predicts an infinite queue duced driving in the columnar defect. By using masks it is
for all r<1 and a logarithmic decay of density forwards the straightforward to produce a narrawertical) stripe with re-
average in the depletion zone behind the fast bondrfor duced or enhanced amount of potassium nitrate. The average
>1, i.e,rc=1. Janowsky and Lebowi{A1] considered the concentration of potassium nitrate determines the average

totally asymmetric ASEP model with a slow bond, but con-gpeed of the fronts, so it serves as the control parameter of
centrated mainly on the shock wave fluctuations far awayne problem.

from the slow bond, and apparently did not consider the

: . " ) i It is, however, quite difficult to accurately regulate the
faceting/queueing transitiofthey had a phase diagram with

amount of potassium nitrate absorbed in the sample. This
¥neans that it is difficult to produce samples with exactly the
same base concentration, and the same concentration differ-
: . ence between the base paper and the columnar defect. There-
Kandel _and_ Mukamel con3|dere_d a somewhat .d'ﬁere.nﬁ‘ore, the statistics we get for any fixed difference in the con-
model, which is supposed to be in the same universalit

. : rsallentration is not quite as good as we would hope. They are
class, and proposdd3] that the facgtlng/queuemg transition adequate for the main features of the fronts but not for such
should take place atige<<1. Their simulation data were not

however. conclusive ' details as, e.g., accurate forms of the front profiles. They are
! T . . also good enough for a quantitative analysis of changes in
The “slow-bond issue” has also been considered in th 9 9 q y 9

&he front speed.
context of the directed polymer problefi4—19. As dis- Th | tvpically 2 idth) x4
cussed above, th@+1)-dimensional ASEP is equivalent to e samples were typically 20 ciiwidth)>40 cm, and

: i . the columnar defecfvertical stripe in the middle of the
(1+1)-dimensional KPZ-type growth, and the latter to a dl'sample was 1.0 cm wide. The defect cannot be too in our

rected polymer in two dimensions subject to a random POtase narrow as fluctuations in the slow-combustion process

[12], but he did not consider the faceting/queueing transitio
either.

with an attractive short-range interaction, and the queuein

Fransition Franslates into whether the polymer becomes Ic’Ca\ividth, which are unwarranted. We also used simulations with
ized to this d(_afect. A ”“Wber O.f argqments sugge_st that thg discretized KPZ equation to check that the ratio 1 cm to 20
ASEP model is at the critical dimension above which local-. .\ «hould not cause additional effef28)]. The length of the
|zat|orr1] takes place ﬁt a_nlo nzecrjo ﬁtrenr?th of th.? deﬁ(‘:tl’ a mples was in most cases adequate for achieving stationary
one thus expects .t atC.— an that the transition likely behavior, and only those results are used here where satura-
involves an essentllal S|ngula}r|[§z4—1q. ' tion of the profile was evident.

n SIOW.'CO.mb'“.'S.t'On experiments the detailed shape of the -y analyzing the front profiles, the stripe was removed
front profile is difficult to determine, and thereby also the ¢ 0 the data. as well as about 6 mm from both boundaries
Q|sappearance of faceting. l_:acetmg IS, howeve_r, r.elellted f the samples. As the system is symmetric across the stripe
increased front speed, also in the thermodynamic limit, angh, yhe middle, the observed front profiles were also symme-
this is an easier observable. For possible nonfaceted frontg;, o for better statistics
which would correspond g <r<1, an increased front As already reported befofd,5], fluctuations in the slow-

speed would only be a finite-size effect, as also the decreaseglp,istion fronts in paper are noticeable. For extreme val-

front speed in the case of a defect with reduced driving €ory,oq of the potassium-nitrate concentration there appear prob-

responding ta>1. Notice that the effective nonlinear term |51 with pinning (low concentration or local avalanche

is positivg in the slow-combustion experiments, while it istype of bursts(high concentrationin the fronts. Also, very
”e,g,a“"‘? in the ASEP.modeLf,. Therefore, enhariceduced small values of the concentration difference between the base
driving in the defect in the first case corresponds to a SIOV‘baper and the defect stripe could not be used, as fluctuations
(fash bond in the latter case. then completely masked the effect of the defect. These prob-
lems were noticeable for reduced driving in the defect in
Il. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS particular. In the data reported here, concentration varied be-
tween 0.265 and 0.61 g™ in the base paper, between 0.1
The equipment we use in slow-combustion experimentgnd 1.05 gm? in the stripe, and the concentration differ-
has been described elsewhfted], so it suffices to say here ence varied between 0.06 and 0.49 g#on the positive
that samples were “burned” in a chamber with controllableside(25 burng, and—0.197 and- 0.478 g ni 2 on the nega-
conditions and that the video signal of propagating frontsjve side(19 burng. Because of the practical restrictions and

was compressed and stored online in a computer. The spatiiictuation effects, the number of successful burns was rela-
resolution of the setup was 120m, and the time resolution tjvely small.

was 0.1 s. For the samples we used the lens-paper grade
(Whatman which we have also used previoudl§]. Lens
paper was now used to speed up the experiments.

As slow-combustion fronts do not propagate in paper
without adding an oxygen source for maintaining the chemi- We will need the dependence on potassium-nitrate con-
cal reaction involved, we added as befd#5|] a small centration of the front velocity below so we consider it first.

IIl. RESULTS
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FIG. 1. Velocity distributions for slow-combustion fronts with  FIG. 2. Front velocity as a function of potassium-nitrate concen-

potassium-nitrate concentrations 0.34 g'm (full line) and  tration. Measured points are denoted by stars and the line is a linear
0.536 g 12 (dashed ling Velocities are determined for a time dif- it to these points.

ference of 2 s.

convenient for the subsequent analysis. We find that with a

It is useful to begin with a discussion of the accuracy of thejinear fit to the data, the front velocityis given, on average,
front-velocity determination. by

A. Front velocity v=4.2C+6.2, (1)

Lens paper is thin so that variations in its mass densit)<NhereC is the potassium-nitrate concentration. ands in
and dynamical effects such &gossibly turbulent convec- . 1 P . N '
tion around the combustion front are both expected to mak@mtS mms whenC is expressed in g . L
a contribution to the effective noise. Noise amplitude is con- Befofre sh:)wmg tr(;efmealsured front_dprofl_les '3 the prei-
sequently relatively largg4,5], and therefore also velocity ence of a columnar de ect, let us conS|her, In-order todmfa €
distribution of a propagating front can be expected to béater comparisons more transparent, what is expected from
broad. We show in Fig. 1 the distribution for two different the mean-field solution as reported in REf0]
values of the potassium-nitrate concentration.

It is evident from this figure that even though the average B. Mean-field prediction
velocities in these two cases are relatively well separated and
easily distinguishable, the velocity distributions have a big
overlap. Together with the limited statistics for any fixed T+t 7(x,t), where n(x.t) describes white noise with
value of (the difference inthe potassium-nitrate concentra- 5—func¥ior; éorrelationz ir; space and time, and the driving
tion, these broad distributions mean that some variation ca '

be expected to occur in the measured average velo¢itees E%rrr]n co_nta|:1Ls thze I&?iihlf?zd +dneE$CtFisf¢;%Ct'lﬁ:?t covc(tarll:;us—_
locity differences$ of the fronts. » K= KoT Kasn : plicity

In the presence of a columnar defect, we should, e'g.sume here as in Ref10] periodic boundary conditions. If

determine the change in the average front speed arising fro,\lﬁﬂ(exi\)/ir?ﬁ& ?)\gEYWr;OfIiSn% It?]atthe KPZ equation and denote
the defect. This can be accomplished by analyzing separately*™ "/~ A
the undeformed “flat” part of the fronts, and the part of the IH(x,1)
front profile affected by the presence of the defect. Determi-
nation of the average speed of the flat fronts is done in the
transient(with respect to profile shapeghase in which the
(growing width of the deformed profile is still less than the are H'=H'(x,t) denotes the spatial derivative &f and
width of the sample. In this phase the flat part of the front issh=h(x,t) —H(x,t) describes fluctuations around the noise-
already in the saturated regime with constant average velo@veraged profile. A corresponding equation can be derived
ity. The average speed of the deformed profile is determinetbr oh [10].
in a later phase in which the width of the deformed part of As sh should not dependlocally) on H(x,t) nor on
the profile essentially coincides with the sample width. H’(x,t), and only local interdependence betwe#nand the
We have also determined the average front velocity fomoise-averaged profile can be assumed to appear, one would
122 individual burns for a fairly broad interval in the then expect[10] that in leading order{(Véh)?)=a,
potassium-nitrate concentration, and these data are shown ia,H"(x,t), with a; anda, some constants. This assump-
Fig. 2 together with a linear fit to the measured points. tion will make Eq.(2) closed so that it can be solved without
The dependence on potassium-nitrate concentration of tHeirther reference to the fluctuations. Tlefunction contri-
front velocity is not expected to be linear especially near théution in the driving term will induce cusps iH(x) at x
pinning limit, but, for the concentration range shown here, it=L/2—nL, and the solution of Eq2) is therefore equiva-
is well approximated by a linear behavior, which is also morelent to solving the equation

We assume that the time evolution of the frdrik,t) is
governed by the KPZ equatiofh/dt=vrV?h+ (\/2)(Vh)?

— JH"+ E(H’)2+ E((Vgh)z)ju 2
a2 2 "
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in the interval —L/2<x=<L/2, with boundary conditions 20
H(L/2)=H(—L/2) andH'(*L/2)=*s. Here we have de- ' 10
fined the effective(renormalizedl parameters .= v+ \a,/2 k=)
and k.= kp+\ag/2, and the magnitude of the slope of the A0
front at the defects is=k4/2v,. § -10
Equation (3) is the well-known Burgers equatiof21]

which can be solved in closed form in one space dimension. -20
It is useful to express it first in dimensionless form, which 30
can be achieved with transformationdH=HqH,x 0
=Hox/s, t=2Ht/(As?), with Ho=2v./\ the internal 70 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
length scale of the system. X [mm]

We look for a stationary solution of this equation in the
form H(X,T)=[ ke+sgn(x;) g2t +In[f(gX)], where sgnf)
is the sign ofz, and we have already used the Hopf transfor-
mation in the spatial part of the ansatz to remove the nonlin- -
earity from the equation fof. We find that[10] that the size ot is now regulated byAC as the widthL of

_ the samples is held fixed. Despite the achievable valugs of
qL we can expect to clearly see the asymmetry in the heights of
f(z)=coshz), q tan}‘( 7) =1 4 the front profiles for different signs of the concentration dif-
ference. In Fig. 3 we show the averagead symmetrized
for enhanced driving in the defeck{>0), and front profiles forAC= +0.33.
It is indeed evident that there is a clear difference in the
r(qt) heights of the front profiles around defects with enhanced
f(z)=cogz), qta -] = 1 (5) and correspondingly reduced driving. By following the tran-
sient time evolution of the fronts, we could also see a clear
L ~ _ difference there. FoAC>0, when a triangular deformation
for reduced driving in the defeci<0). HereL=sL/HoiS a5 formed after a while around the central stripe, its height
the dimensionless width of the system arwlqx. Asymp-  and base length grew with a more or less constant velocity
totically, for L>1 (and \>0), the profile around a defect until the base length reached the width of the sample, while
with enhanced driving is a forward-pointing triangle with the slopes of the sides of this triangle remained roughly con-
sides that have slopess and with heightAH ,=H(L/2)  stant. ForAC<O0 on the other hand, the height of the defor-
—H(0)=sL/2. The asymptotic profile around a defect with mation saturated much faster even though it also grew more
reduced driving is given by gln|cos@x/L)| so thatAH _ = or less linearly in time in the beginning, and the base length
—HyIn(sl/7H,). The magnitude of , thus grows linearly of the deformation reached the sample width at the same
with L (or s) while that of H_ only grows logarithmically time. This transient behavior will be analyzed in more detail
with L (or s). This asymmetry is a direct consequence of thebelow. The qualitative behavior for thAC>0 case is
nonlinear term that enhances the deformation in the formeglearly visible in Fig. 4 which shows successive fronts with a
case but reduces it in the latter case. time difference of 0.5 s foAC=0.327.

A more gquantitative comparison between the mean-field
solution for the noise-averaged front and the observed slow-
combustion fronts can also be made. For this purpose we

In the above mean-field theorgp =« /L is the differ-  found it convenient to consider instead of the profile heights
ence between the front velocitgriving) inside the defect AH. the average slopes of the left-haficH) sides of the
and outside the defect. In the slow-combustion experimentﬁrofnes(c,f, Fig. 3, k.=2AH_. /L. As we do not expect to

this velocity difference is regulated by the potassium-nitratehe in the strictly asymptotic regime, we have used the full
concentration so that noww =4.2AC, where the numerical transcendental equations forin Egs. (4) and (5) above
factor comes from the linear fit given by E(l), andAC  when fitting the observel. with the mean-field result.

= Cyetect ChaseiS the concentration difference. This means The average slopes, as functions of concentration differ-
that the scaling factos is given bys=4.2L[AC|/ve. With-  ence AC, will now depend on two parameter8=H,/L

out as yet knowing the actual value of needed for evalu- andB=2.1L/v,, which are used to fit the measured slopes.
ating the size of andH,, reasonable estimates, based on therrom the fitted values for these parameters we can then es-
results from the inverse method solution for the effectivetimate the coefficienta and Ve for this system.

equation of motion[9], indicate that the slow-combustion  \We show in Fig. 5 the experimentally determined values
fronts are not necessarily in the strictly asymptotic regimefor k, andk_ together with the fit by the mean-field solution
we expect thal.>1 but not by a very big margin. Notice using Eqs(4) and (5).

FIG. 3. Average front profiles with a columnar defect fh€
= +0.33 (upper and lower profiles, respectively

C. Measured front profiles
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Le=180 mm, a bit smaller than the width 202 mm of the
actual sample, due to the width of the defect stripe and to
allowing for some boundary effects. By other methods we
have found previously that=4.1-5.1 mms? [9], so that
the value found here is fairly close to these previous esti-
mates.

In view of the unavoidable fluctuations in the measured
averaged slopes, we find the fits to the measured points by
the mean-field solution to be quite reasonable.
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Ecz D. Defect-induced change in front velocity
% and the queueing transition
ie]
0 ‘ ‘ As alr i ve, the mean-fiel lution pre-
0 0 100 150 200 s already discussed above, the mean-field solution p

dicts a faceting or queueing transition/®€=0. Above this

transition AC>0), the average front velocity is increased
FIG. 4. Successive fronts with a time difference of 0.5 s for thedue to the presence of enhanced driving in the defect, and

concentration differencd C=0.327. Also marked are the stripe below this transition the change in front velocity should van-

with enhanced concentration of potassium nitrate, the fronts beggh for large enougﬁ_. For negativeAC the change in ve-
tween which the average profile is determinghick lines, the locity is negative, and should decrease in magnitude with
height of the final profile, and the average shape of the profile. increasing|AC|. According to Kandel and MukamélL3],

this transition should appear atAC > 0.

Fits to the data were not very sensitive to the actual value As the numerical data of Refl13] are not decisive, and
of parametetA so the correlation coefficient did not change there are other seemingly contradictory res{dt$—19, we
much even ifA was changed in a relatively large interval. If have dong22] simulations on a totally asymmetric ASEP
the AC>0 andAC<O0 data were fitted separately without model with a fixed defect bond with hopping rate in the
any restrictions on the two parameters, these fits had alsoraiddle of the system, while the hopping rate at the other
tendency to produce somewhat different values for the twdonds wag. Open boundary conditions were imposed such
cases. As the signal-to-noise ratio is better for £@>0  that the hopping-in rate at the left boundary wags and the
data, we fixedA such that it was between the two separatelyhopping-out rate at the right boundary wép. In what fol-
fitted values but closer to the one from the unrestricted twotows we only consider the case= 8=p=1/2.
parameter fit to the\C>0 data, and in the interval within This model showd?22] a queueing transition at=r
which the quality of this fit was essentially unchangéd: =0.80+0.02. Forr.<r<1 there is a power-law shaped
=0.3. Thereafter an unrestricted one-parameter fit to thelensity profile around the slow bond, and the profile be-
whole data was used to find the value Rrin this way we  comes flat only at=1. Forr>1, which corresponds to a
found thatB=2.5. fast defect bond, the density profile around the defect also

The fitted values for parametefsand B allow now an  displays a power-law shape, but with a different exponent.
estimation of two physical parameters, the “renormalizedThe density profile thus displays a qualitatively similar dif-
surface tension’v, and the coefficient of the nonlinear term ference between a faceted slow-bond caser() and the
\. We thus find thav,=144 mnfs ! andA=5.6 mms'.  corresponding fast defect-bond case as the mean-field solu-
In the estimate fow, we used an “effective” sample width tion for the KPZ fronts with enhanced and reduced driving in

051103-5



MYLLYS et al. PHYSICAL REVIEW E 68, 051103 (2003

0.5 60
" m
£0.4 0 { I H{
:Q 0.3 T %0
202 E
g ’ = 10
So0.1 = o0 :
5 5-10
0.0 {Ii
-20 iﬂﬁ
0.1 30| BE
-0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 0
(C-Cp)lCy, 1-1 T30 20 a1 0 30 40

0 0 10 2
AH(t) [mm]
FIG. 6. Scaled velocity change of slow-combustion fronts due to
a columnar defect as a function o€¢ Cy)/C, (*), and scaled FIG. 7. AH(2t) as a function oAH(t) averaged over 32 burns.
current change in the totally asymmetric ASEP model due to &Positive values correspond thC>0 and negative values taC
defect bond as a function opGrp)/p=1—r (O). The full line <0. The full line isAH(2t)=2AH(t).

connects the latter data poirfa2]. - . . .
poirfe] indicate, however, that there indeed is a facetiqgeueing

the columnar defect, respectively, except that in the ASEfransition at a nonzerd C, (nonzeroAp, i.e.,r#1).
solution for a fast defect bond the density profile has a
power-law shape instead of a logarithmic one. The mean- E. Transient behavior
field solution does not have a phase that would correspond to |y addition to the stationary profiles analyzed above, it is
that of the power-law shaped density profile around a slowa|so possible, as already indicated, to study the transient pro-
bond in the ASEP model. files, i.e., how the defect-induced profiles grow at the initial
Our results thus seem to contradict the directed polymephases of the process. The transient behavior of the profile
results[14—19. One should, however, notice that we find a around a columnar defect with enhanced driving is particu-
more complex structure. The queued ASEP phase represensly simple. The Burgers equatigB) admits in this case a
a strongly localized state, while the power-law shaped profilesolution of exactly the same shape as the stationary solution,
represents a form of weak localization. Earlier directed polywhich grows linearly in time until its baseline reaches the
mer studies may have been insensitive to this distinctionwidth of the sample. Such a “self-similar” transient does not
Support for a weakly localized phase is also reported in ReféXist in the case of negativaC, so analytical results for
[23]. For more details on the ASEP solution and the transiiransient behavior are then difficult to find. In the nonasymp-
tion, see Ref[22]. totic regimeE«l one can, however, show that the situation
As the detailed shapes of the front profiles are difficult tois symmetric,AH_=—AH_ . One would thus expect that,
determine experimentally, we only compare the results fog¢ |east in our case wheb is not particularly large, the
the dependence of the average front velo¥ity(v) (current height|AH_| would also grow initially(at least nearlylin-
J=(j)) on the potassium nitrate concentratiGn(hopping early in time.
ratep). In this comparison dimensionless variables are used, The expected transient behavior faC>0 is already
(V—Vo)/V, for the change in the front velocity, and simi- (qualitatively evident from Fig. 4 above. More quantita-
!arly for the current but for reversed sign as enhanced drivingjyely the transient time evolution of the height of the de-
in the defect corresponds to a slow bordlC/C, for the  formed profile can be analyzed, e.g., by plotting (2t)
potassium-nitrate concentration difference, af@/p=1  againstAH(t). For a linear time evolution the former value
—r for the hopping-rate difference. Differences are all deterys twice the latter. In Fig. 7 we show this plot, averaged over
mined between the value with or at the defect and the valugy individual burns, including both signs afC.
elsewhere or without the defect. In this way no fitting is  The initial transient behavior is approximately linear in
involvgd in the comparison. Obviously the actu_al driving time for both cases. FakC>0 the trend continues nearly
force is not known exactly for the slow-combustion fronts, jinear until saturation sets in when the width of the profile
but the observed linear dependence well above the pinninggyals the width of the sample. FAIC<0 the behavior is
transition between the potassium-nitrate concentration angjite similar except that saturation takes place earlier. There
the front velocity suggests that the dimensionless differencg; 5150 some indication that, in this case, the growti bf
can be reliably used in this kind of comparison. becomes nonlinear in time already before saturation, but the

This comparison of the slow-combustion experiment andyyality of the data does not allow for a decisive conclusion
the totally asymmetric ASEP model results is shown in Fig.qn this.

6. It is evident from this figure that agreement between the
two results is reasonable as there is no fitting involved. There
are still fairly large fluctuations in the experimental data, and
it is not possible to have results for very small value&f The difference in the amplituddeigh?, and perhaps not

as fluctuations tend to wipe out the whole effect, and theso clearly in the shape, of the front in the slow-combustion
system is then not in the “asymptotic regime.” These resultsexperiments caused by a columnar defect with enhanced or

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
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reduced driving was clearly demonstrated. The behavior ofments. We did not take this variation into account, as it can
the height of the deformed profile and the qualitative shapde assumed to give a small effect in comparison with the
of the profile in the case of enhanced driving were also reaether experimental uncertainties, so that the present estimate
sonably well explained by the mean-field solution of Ref.represents an “average” value.
[10]. The asymptotic shape of the profile in the case of nega- The effective surface tension, contains, in addition to
tive velocity difference could not be unequivocally deter-the “bare” surface tension of the original KPZ equation, an
mined as fluctuations are more important because of relainknown renormalization factor due to noise-induced fluc-
tively small amplitude of the profile in this case. The tuations around the average front profile. We cannot thus get
reduced, in comparison with the case of enhanced drivingan estimate for the bare surface tensianwhich can be
height of the profile was very evident. In the case of positiveestimated by other mearf9]. However, we can conclude
velocity difference, the transient behavior of the profile, i.e..,that the noise-induced renormalization af appears to be
the growth of the defect induced deformation in the profilesizable.
shape, could as well be explained by the mean-field solution. The position and nature of the facetitgueueing transi-
For negative velocity difference a nearly linear behavior intion in interfaces affected by a columnar defénotthe ASEP
time was observed initially, followed perhaps by a regime ofmodel by a defect bonchas been a long-standing problem.
nonlinear time evolution before saturation. The agreement found here between slow-combustion experi-
Fitting the average heighor, equivalently, the average ments with a columnar defect and the related ASEP model
slopes of the sidewf the profile with the mean-field solu- results indicates that this transition is indeed at a nonzero
tions provided us with estimates for the effective surfacevalue of the respective control parameter. No scaling proper-
tensionv, and the coefficient of the nonlinear tenm The ties of the transition could be analyzed at this stage, but the
latter parameter can also be determined from the slope d&SEP model results also indicate that this transition is con-
pendence of the local front velocif$,9], or by applying an tinuous. It remains an experimental and theoretical challenge
inverse method on the observed frof@3. The value found to analyze this transition in more detail.
here for\ is fairly close to these previous estimates, and we

find this level of ag.reem.ent very reasonable in view of the ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
rather large fluctuations in the present data.
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