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Abstract

W e construct the quasi-stationary (Q S) probability distribution for the

Dom any-K inzel stochastic cellular autom aton (DKCA), a discrete-tim e

M arkov process with an absorbing state. Q S distributions are derived at

both theone-and two-site levels.W e characterize thedistribuitionsby their

m ean,and various m om entratios,and analyze the lifetim e ofthe Q S state,

and the relaxation tim e to attain this state. O fparticular interest are the

scaling propertiesoftheQ S state along thecriticallineseparating theactive

and absorbingphases.Theseexhibitahigh degreeofsim ilarity tothecontact

processand theM althus-Verhulstprocess(theclosestcontinuous-tim eanalogs

ofthe DKCA),which extendsto thescaling form ofthe Q S distribution.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

TheDom any-Kinzelstochasticcellularautom aton (DKCA)[1]isa M arkov processthat

exhibitsa phase transition from an active state to an absorbing one. Stochastic processes

with an absorbing statearisefrequently in statisticalphysics[2],and arecurrently ofgreat

interestin connection with self-organized criticality [3]and nonequilibrium criticalphenom -

ena [4,5]. M any studies ofthe DKCA and related probabilistic cellular autom ata (PCA)

have been published,using determ inistic m ean-�eld equations [6{8],M onte Carlo sim ula-

tions[9{13]and renorm alization group (RG)analyses[14{16].

W hile the m ean-�eld (M F)description ofthe DKCA adm its (forappropriate param e-

tervalues) an active stationary state,for�nite system sizes the m odelalways ends up in

the absorbing state,due to uctuations. M F theoriesignore such uctuations,and so are

incapable oftreating �nite system s. But,since sim ulations and other num ericalm ethods

typicallystudy�nitesystem s,itisofinteresttodevelop approxim atetheoreticaldescriptions

thataccountfor�nitesystem size.A naturalway to study �nitesystem swith an absorbing

stateisviathequasi-stationary distribution,which,when itexists,describestheasym ptotic

properties conditioned on survival[17{19]. Recently,m ean-�eld-like m ethods were devel-

oped forstudying the quasi-stationary state of�nite system swith an absorbing state [20].

The quasi-stationary properties converge to the true stationary properties in the in�nite-

size lim it. (Indeed,this provides the rationale for studying the \stationary" behavior of

absorbing-statem odelsin sim ulations,which ofnecessity treat�nitesystem s.) In Ref.[20],

quasi-stationary distributionsforvariouscontinuous-tim eM arkov processesareconstructed,

in particular,forthecontactprocess(CP)and theclosely related M althus-Verhulstprocess

(M VP).In the case ofthe CP,both one-and two-site approxim ationsare derived. In this

work,we extend the analysisto discrete-tim e processes,using the DKCA asan interesting

exam ple,closely related to theCP.

The rem ainderofthispaperisstructured asfollows.In Sec.IIwe review theone-and

two-site M F approxim ationsforthe DKCA.In Sec. III,we constructthe quasi-stationary

(QS) probability distribution at the site level. The QS distribution at the pair levelis

discussed in section IV,whileSec.V presentsourconclusions.

II.SIT E A N D PA IR M F A P P R O X IM AT IO N S

In thissection we review the de�nition ofthe DKCA and itsm ean-�eld description at

the one-and two-site levels [6,8]. The DKCA isa discrete-tim e M arkov process (allsites

are updated sim ultaneously),whose con�guration is given by a set ofstochastic variables

f�ig (�i = 0 or1),de�ned atsitesiand tim est= 0,1,2,...,such thatt+ iiseven. Let�

representthecon�guration attim et,and Pt(�)theprobability distribution in con�guration

space.Theevolution ofthelatterisgoverned by

Pt+ 1(�)=
X

�0

!(�j� 0)Pt(�
0) (1)

where !(�j� 0)denotesthe probability ofthe transition �0 ! �,and enjoysthe properties

!(�j� 0)� 0 and
P

� !(�j�
0)= 1. The transition probability forthe DKCA isa productof

factorsassociated with each site:
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!(�j� 0)=

LY

i= 1

wi(�ij�
0) ; (2)

wherewi(�ij�
0)istheconditionalprobability forsiteito bein state�i attim et+ 1,given

con�guration �0 attim e t. The probabilitieswi(�ij�
0)are translation-invariantand in fact

depend only on thevariables�0i� 1 and �
0
i+ 1 attheprevioustim estep:

wi(�ij�
0)= wD K (�ij�

0
i� 1;�

0
i+ 1): (3)

The above relations,with the transition probabilities given in Table I,de�ne the DKCA.

Noting thatthetransition (00)! (1)isprohibited,weseethatthecon�guration �i= 0,8i

isabsorbing.

Ofinterestarethen-sitem arginalprobabilities.Theevolution oftheone-sitedistribution

Pt(�i)�
P

�j;j6= i
Pt(�),isgiven by,

Pt+ 1(�i)=
X

�0
i� 1

X

�0
i+ 1

wD K (�ij�
0
i� 1;�

0
i+ 1)Pt(�

0
i� 1;�

0
i+ 1); (4)

where Pt(�
0
i� 1;�

0
i+ 1) is the m arginaldistribution fora pair ofnearest-neighbor sites. The

evolution ofthelatteriscoupled to thethree-siteprobability,so:

Pt+ 1(�i� 1;�i+ 1)=
X

�0
i� 2

X

�0
i

X

�0
i+ 2

wD K (�i� 1j�
0
i� 2;�

0
i)wD K (�i+ 1j�

0
i;�

0
i+ 2)Pt(�

0
i� 2;�

0
i;�

0
i+ 2): (5)

Evidently we have an in�nite hierarchy ofequations.In then-site approxim ation thehier-

archy istruncated by estim ating the (n+ 1)-site probabilitites on the basis ofthose forn

sites.

The sim plestcase istheone-site approxim ation [6,8],in which Pt(�
0
i� 1;�

0
i+ 1)isfactored

into a productofone-siteprobabilities.Thisyieldstherecurrencerelation,

�t+ 1 = �t[2p1 � (2p1� p2)�t]; (6)

where �t � Pt(1) is the density ofactive sites (the order param eter for the DKCA).Eq.

(6)adm itstwo stationary solutions,corresponding to thepossibleDKCA phases:absorbing

(�= 0),and active,in which,forp1 > 1=2,

�=
2p1 � 1

2p1 � p2
: (7)

Thusthecriticallineatthesitelevelisp1c = 1=2.

In thepairapproxim ation [6]thethree-siteprobability iswritten in term softhetwo-site

quantity,using theconditionalprobability:

Pt(�i� 2;�i;�i+ 2)’
Pt(�i� 2;�i)Pt(�i�i+ 2)

Pt(�i)
: (8)

(The one-site probabilitiesare given by Pt(�i)=
P

�i+ 2
Pt(�i;�i+ 2)). Letting zt � Pt(1;1),

and noting thatPt(1;0)� kt= �t� zt,wehavetherelations,
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zt+ 1 =
1

�t
[p2zt+ p1kt]

2
+ p

2

1

k2t

1� �t
; (9)

and

kt+ 1 =
1

�t
(p2zt+ p1kt)(q2zt+ q1kt)+

p1kt

1� �t
(q1kt+ vt); (10)

whereqi� 1� pi,whileforvt� Pt(0;0)wehave:

vt+ 1 =
1

�t
[q2zt+ q1kt]

2
+

1

1� �t
[q1kt+ vt]

2
: (11)

In theactivestationary state,theserelationsim ply,

z=
1� 2p1

p2 � 2p1
�; (12)

which leadsto thestationary active-sitedensity,

�=
p2(p1 � 1)2 + p1(3p1 � 2)

(2p1 � 1)(2p1 � p2)
: (13)

In thisapproxim ation,thecriticallinein the(p1;p2)planeis:

p2 =
p1(2� 3p1)

(1� p1)
2

: (14)

Thephasediagram fortheDKCA in theone-and two-siteapproxim ationsiscom pared with

sim ulation results[21]in Fig.1.

III.Q U A SI-STAT IO N A RY P R O B A B ILIT Y D IST R IB U T IO N S

A .M ethod

Sincetheapproxim ationsdiscussed intheprevioussectione�ectivelyconsidertheL ! 1

lim it,the densities (�,z,etc.),are in factdeterm inistic variables. Ourgoalin thispaper

isto constructreduced stochastic descriptionsofa �nite system ,in a m anneranalogousto

that em ployed in deriving n-site approxim ations,and to determ ine the associated quasi-

stationary properties. In thissection we study the problem atthe one-site level. Consider

theDKCA on a ring ofL sites.Attheone-sitelevel,thestateofthesystem isspeci�ed by

N t,thenum berofactivesitesattim et.Letpt(N )(N = 0;:::;L)betheprobability to have

exactly N activesitesattim et.Theprobability vectorpt = [pt(0);pt(1);:::;pt(L)],satis�es

pt(N )=
X

N 0

W (N jN 0)pt� 1(N
0); (15)

where W is the transition m atrix,with W (N jN 0)representing the probability to have N

activesitesattim et,given N 0attim et� 1.
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Atthe one-site level,the state each site istreated asan independent event. Given N 0

active sitesattim et,ourbestestim ate fortheprobability x ofa given site to be active at

thenexttim estep is(seeEq.(6):

x = y[2p1 � (2p1� p2)y]; (16)

wherey= N 0=L.Thusthetransition probabilititesin the1-siteapproxim ation are:

W (N jN 0)=
L!

(L� N )!N !
x
N (1� x)L� N : (17)

(Here we suppose thatallcon�gurationswith the sam e num berofactive sitesare equally

probable, since there is no reason to prefer one such con�guration over another at this

levelofanalysis.) The one-site distribution pt(N )istherefore a superposition ofbinom ial

distributionswith m eansx = 0;1;:::;L,the weightofa given distribution depending only

on them ean population atthepreviousstep.

Since(forL �nite)theprobability distribution willalwaysevolveto theabsorbing state,

p(N ) = �N ;0,it is ofinterest to study the quasi-stationary distribution p(N ),de�ned as

follows. W e suppose thatast! 1 ,the probability distribution,conditioned on survival,

attainsa tim e-independentform .Thism eansforlong tim es

pt(N )= A t�N ;0 + Stp(N ); (18)

wheretheonly tim edependenceliesin A t and St.SincetheQS distribution p(N )iscondi-

tioned on survival,p(0)� 0.Adopting thenorm alization

LX

N = 1

p(N )= 1; (19)

St in Eq. (18)represents the survivalprobability and A t = 1� St the probability to have

fallen into the absorbing state. The QS hypothesisisveri�ed num erically below. Evolving

thedistribution in Eq.(18)to thenexttim estep,wehave

pt+ 1(N )= A t�N ;0 + St

LX

N 0= 0

W (N jN 0)p(N 0)

= A t+ 1�N ;0 + St+ 1p(N ); (20)

which im pliesthatSt+ 1 = �S t,where

�= 1�

LX

N = 1

W (0jN )p(N ): (21)

Restricted to the states 1;:::;N ,p is an eigenvector ofm atrix W with eigenvalue �. The

lifetim e� oftheQS stateis:

� = �
1

ln�
: (22)
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Onem ethod forgeneratingtheQS distribution isviaiteration oftheevolution equation,

Eq. (15),untilthe distribution qt(N ) � pt(N )=St (for N = 1;2;:::;L),attains a tim e-

independent form . W e refer to this as the directm ethod. An alternative m ethod [23]is

based on writing theevolution in theform :

�p t(N )� pt+ 1(N )� pt(N )= � w(N )pt(N )+ rt(N ); (23)

where rt(N ) =
P

N 06= N W (N jN 0)pt(N
0) and w(N ) =

P

N 06= N W (N 0jN ). Inserting the nor-

m alized QS distribution p(N )in ther.h.s.oftheaboverelation,wehave

(�� 1)p(N )= � w(N )p(N )+ r(N ); (24)

where r(N )=
P

N 0W (N jN 0)p(N 0). Noting that1� � = r(0),thism ay be written in the

form

p(N )=
r(N )

w(N )� r(0)
; N � 1 : (25)

Thisrelation suggeststhefollowing iterativeschem e:

p
0(N )= ap(N )+ (1� a)

r(N )

w(N )� r(0)
; (26)

where a is a param eter and r(N ) is evaluated using the distribution p(N ). At each it-

eration the new distribution p0 m ust be norm alized. In this way, we can construct the

quasi-stationary statefrom any initialinitialdistribution p(N )thatisnonnegativeand nor-

m alized. W e callthisthe iterative schem e. Asdiscussed in Ref.[23],good convergence is

obtained fora ’ 0.

B .R esults

W ehaveconstructed theQS distribution fortheDKCA attheone-sitelevel,using both

the directand iterative schem es. In Fig. 2 we show the tim e evolution ofthe probability

distribution (conditioned on survival)ata pointon the criticalline. Itisevidentthatthe

distribution reachesa quasi-stationary form afterabout100 tim e steps. Fig. 3 showsthe

evolution ofthem ean population hN i,them om entratiom = hN 2i=hN i2,(both conditioned

on survival),and thedecay rate= rt(0)=St,to theirquasi-stationary values,forthesam e

param etersasin Fig.2.(Notethat isthetransition rateinto theabsorbing state.)

Relaxation to the QS state appearsto consistoftwo stages:an initialtransient,which

dependsstrongly on theinitialcondition,and along-tim e,exponentialapproach tothe�nal

values.Them ean population,forexam ple,followsjhN i� hN iQ Sj� e� t=�R .(Forthedatain

Fig.3,�R � 9,whilethelifetim eoftheQS stateisabout16.) W e�nd thatm and relaxat

thesam erateashN i,and thatthisrelaxation tim eisindependentoftheinitialdistribution.

Thus the asym ptotic relaxation to the QS state is governed by a relaxation tim e �R that

appearsto depend only on theparam etersp1 and p2 and on thesystem sizeL.

Thedistribution m aybefurthercharacterized byitsskewness,S,andkurtosis,K ,de�ned

through therelations:
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S =
�3

�
3=2

2

; (27)

and

K =
�4

�22
; (28)

where �n is the nth cum ulant ofthe distribution [2]. Forthe Gaussian distribution,both

skewness and kurtosis are null(S = K = 0). The evolution ofthe skewness and kurtosis

isalso shown in Fig.3. Fig.4 showsthe quasi-stationary distribution atseveralpointsin

param eterspace. W e observe thatin the frozen phase the distribution collapsesto N = 1

whilein theactivephaseitisconcentrated nearN = L.

OfparticularinterestaretheQS scalingpropertiesatthecriticalpoint.W ehaveveri�ed

thathN i� L1=2 in thecriticalQS state.TheQS lifetim escalesin thesam em anner.These

system -size dependenceswere encountered previously forthe CP and M VP in the one-site

approxim ation [20].Therelaxation tim e�R also grows� L1=2 atthecriticalpoint;we �nd

�Q S=�R � 2:67 forp1= p2= 1=2.

In theactivephase,however,�Q S grows� exp[const:� (p1� p1c)L],while�R variesonly

slightly with p1,p2,and L. Thisleadsto a clearseparation oftim e scales(�Q S � �R )for

largesystem s.(ForL= 100,p1= 0:6,and p2= 0:5,forexam ple,�Q S ’ 2000 while�R ’ 8.)

In Fig.5 weshow theQS density versusp1 in thesiteapproxim ation,forseveralsystem

sizes,showing convergence to the determ inistic m ean-�eld prediction. Also shown is the

m om entratio m versusp1 forthe sam e system sizes. Data forL = 1000 -105 (see Fig.6)

indicatethatasL ! 1 atthecriticalpoint,them om entratio approachesthevalue1.660,

found fortheCP in theone-siteapproxim ation,and fortheM althus-Verhulstprocess[20].

The m om entratio m appearsto approach the sam e lim iting value allalong the critical

line,forp2 < 1.ThissuggeststhatthecriticalQS distribution hasa scaling lim itforlarge

L,oftheform

p(N )’
1

hN i
P(N =hN i); (29)

whereP isa scaling function.Fig.7 com pares(forp1 = p2 = 0:5),hN ip(N )asa function

ofN =hN i,forsystem sizesL= 103,104,and 105,aswellastheexactscalingfunction forthe

CP and M VP found in Ref.[20]. Itisinteresting to note thatthe QS distribution forthe

DKCA hasthesam e scaling form asforthe CP and theM VP,despite the factthatin the

criticalDKCA,p(N )takesitsm axim um value forN > 1. The position ofthism axim um ,

however,growsvery slowly with L (roughly,� lnL),sothatitdoesnotalterthein�nite-size

lim it.A possibleexplanation fora m axim um away from N = 1 isthat,in theDKCA,there

aretransitionstotheabsorbingstate(N = 0),from variousvaluesofN ,notonly forN = 1,

asisthecasein theCP.

The insetofFig. 7 showshN ip(N )versusN =hN iforp1 = 0:5,L = 2000,and various

values ofp2. The data collapse con�rm s the scaling hypothesis,except for p2 ’ 1. The

distinctbehaviorin thelattercaseisexpected,sincep2= 1 correspondsto com pactdirected

percolation,which hastwo absorbing states(all0 orall1). (The situation isanalogousto

thatfound in thevoterm odel,a continuous-tim eprocesswith two absorbing states[20].)

7



W e �nd that any initialdistribution not concentrated on N = 0 evolves to the QS

distribution,which isindependentoftheinitialcondition.(UniquenessoftheQSdistribution

isto be expected in the case ofthe DKCA,which hasonly one absorbing and one active

state.A nonuniqueQS distribution can beenvisioned foraprocessin which theactivestate

exhibitssym m etry breaking.)

The direct and iterative m ethods discussed above yield (as they m ust),the sam e QS

distribution.Using a in therange-0.4 to 0,we�nd thattheiterative m ethod convergesto

theQS distribution slightly fasterthan thedirectapproach (ittypically requiresabout30%

fewersteps).In contrastwith the continuous-tim e case,in which theiterative m ethod can

beordersofm agnitudefasterthan integration ofthem asterequation [20,23],herethegain

in e�ciency isquite m odest. This isnotsurprising,since the enorm ous gain in e�ciency

for continuous-tim e processes is associated with the sm alltim e step required to m aintain

num ericalstability,in the usualdirectintegration schem es. In the presentcase,the direct

m ethod hasan e�ective tim estep ofunity.

IV .PA IR A P P R O X IM AT IO N

A .M ethod

In thissection weconstructthequasi-stationary probability distribution fortheDKCA

atthepairlevel.Thesystem isdescribed bytwostochasticvariables,thenum berofoccupied

sitesN ,and the num berofdoubly occupied nearest-neighbor(NN)pairs,Z. W e consider

a ring ofL sites. [Forconvenience we introduce a di�erentnotation forthe site variables,

de�ning ’i = �i=2 foreven tand ’i = �(i+ 1)=2 forodd t. In thisway the site index always

takesthevalues1,...,L atalltim es,and NN siteshavestatevariables’i and ’i+ 1.]

To begin,we establish the allowed range ofvaluesforZ. Using ‘1’and ‘0’to represent

occupied and vacantsites,respectively,we denoteby K thenum berof(10)NN pairs.(By

sym m etry,thenum berof(01)pairsisalsoK .) K isnotan independentvariable,sinceeach

1 isfollowed by a 0 oranother1,yielding N = Z + K .Sim ilarly,the num berof(00)pairs,

V ,isgiven by V = L � 2N + Z.TheconditionsK � 0 and V � 0 im ply certain lim itsfor

Z on a ring ofL sites,listed in TableII.

Nextwe constructthe transition probabilitiesW (N ;ZjN 0;Z 0). Note thatthe presence

ofV 0(00)pairsattim etim pliesthatthereareatleastthism any vacantsitesattim et+ 1;

thus W = 0 for N > 2N 0� Z0. W e proceed by analogy with the one-site approxim ation:

given N 0 and Z 0,we �rstdeterm ine the pair densitiesz = Z=L,k,and v using Eqs. (9)-

(11). (Here z,k,and v representthe densitiesattim e t+ 1,while the variablesappearing

on the r.h.s.ofeach equation areevaluated using �t = N 0=L and zt = Z 0=L.) W e treatall

con�gurationshaving thesam eN and Z asequally probable,and estim atetheprobability

ofany onesuch con�guration as:

Q(N ;Z;�;z)�

"
zZ k2K vV

�N (1� �)L� N

#
1

L

LX

j= 1

sjsj+ 1

pj
; (30)

wherek= �+ z.The�rstfactor(in squarebrackets)istheproductofallpairprobabilities,

divided by the productofallsite probabilitites.The second factorrepresentsa correction,
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needed fornorm alization ofQ,which arisesasfollows.Supposeweconstructtheprobability

Q starting atsite j,so thatthe �rstfactorin the product ispj,i.e.,the pairprobability

associated with sitesj and j+ 1. The nextfactorwillthen be pj+ 1=sj+ 1,which represents

the conditionalprobability ofthe variable atsite j+ 2,given the state ofsite j+ 1,and so

on. W hen we close the ring,adding the link between sites j� 1 and j,the �nalfactoris

P(’j� 1;’jj’j� 1;’j)= 1,notP(’j� 1;’j)=[P(’j� 1)P(’j)]. So the �rst factorin Eq. (30)

hasonepairfactor,and twositefactors,toom any,and should bem ultiplied by sj� 1sj=pj� 1.

Sincetheposition ofthestarting link isarbitrary,wetakethem ean ofthiscorrection over

thering.

Notethatthecorrection factorm ay bewritten so:

1

L

LX

j= 1

sjsj+ 1

pj
=

1

L

"

Z
�2

z
+ 2K

�(1� �)

k
+ V

(1� �)2

v

#

: (31)

In case the pairnum berstake theirexpected values(Z = Lz,etc.),the correction factoris

unity.

The transition probability isthe productofa con�gurationalprobability Q(N ;Z;�;z)

and the num ber ofcon�gurations,�(N ;Z;L),having exactly N active sites and Z active

pairson a ring ofL sites:

W (N ;ZjN 0
;Z

0)= �(N ;Z;L)Q(N ;Z;�;z); (32)

for(N ;Z)6= (N 0;Z 0)and N � 2N0� Z0;forN > 2N 0� Z0,W = 0;if(N ;Z)= (N 0;Z 0),

W (N ;ZjN 0
;Z

0)= 1�
X

N ;Z

� �(N ;Z;L)Q(N ;Z;�;z); (33)

where (�)denotesthe exclusion ofthe single term N = N 0,Z = Z 0. An expression forthe

com binatorialfactor�(N ;Z;L)isderived in the Appendix. (Note that�= 0 forvaluesof

N and Z outside the perm itted range given in Table II.)The evolution ofthe probability

distribution follows:

pt+ 1(N ;Z)=
X

N 0;Z 0j2N 0� Z 0� N

W (N ;ZjN 0
;Z

0)pt(N
0
;Z

0): (34)

B .R esults

W econstructed theQS distribution atthepairlevelfortheDKCA,forsystem sofup to

200 sites,focusing on the behaviorin the vicinity ofthe criticalline. (The com putation is

considerably m oredem anding ofm em ory and cpu tim ethan istheone-siteapproxim ation;

thechieflim itation istheevaluation ofthecoe�cients�.)

Fig. 8 shows the QS orderparam eterversus p1 in the pairapproxim ation,forseveral

system sizes.W ealso plotthem om entratio m ,showing a seriesofcrossingswhoselocation

approachesthecriticalpointasL ! 1 .Thebehaviorofm versusL,atcriticality,isshown

in Fig 6. In Fig. 9 we show the QS distribution,p(N ;Z),at criticality (p2 = 0:5;p1 =

0:6306),forL = 100. The m arginaldistribution p(N )issim ilar to thatfound in the site

approxim ation. The behaviorofthe m ean population,m om entratio,decay rate,skewness

and kurtosis,asfunctionsoftim e,isagain qualitatively sim ilarto thatobserved in thesite

approxim ation.
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V .D ISC U SSIO N

W estudied thequasi-stationary propertiesoftheDKCA in theone-and two-siteapprox-

im ations. Ourstudy represents and extension ofQS analysis,applied to continuous-tim e

m odelsexhibitingan absorbing-statephasetransition in Ref.[20],todiscrete-tim eprocesses.

Com pared with continuous-tim eprocesses,thenum ericalanalysisofa discrete-tim esys-

tem is sim pler, since it involves iteration rather than integration ofa set ofdi�erential

equations.W hile thisisevidentatthe one-site level,athigherlevelsofapproxim ation the

advantage istem pered by the factthatstarting from a given con�guration,transitionsto

m any (orall)othercon�gurationsarepossible.Theresulting need forcom binatorialfactors

(e.g.,�(N ;Z;L)),com plicatestheanalysis.

An interesting resultofourstudy isthatthe scaling behavioralong the criticalline is

thesam eforthecontinuous-tim econtactprocess(and theclosely related M althus-Verhulst

process) as for the discrete-tim e DKCA.In particular,the QS order param eter decreases

� 1=
p
L in both cases, while the QS lifetim e grows �

p
L. W hile the universality of

globalscaling could have been anticipated on the basis ofthe centrallim it theorem ,the

sim ilarity extendsfurther,to includethedetailed form ofthescaling function governing the

QS probability distribution and its associated m om ents. Thus the situation is analogous

to thatfound num erically in studiesofabsorbing-state phase transitions: notonly critical

exponents,butm om entratiosofthe orderparam etertake universalvalues atthe critical

point[24].
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TABLES

TABLE I.DKCA transition probabilities

�ij�
0
i� 1;�

0
i+ 1 1,1 1,0 0,1 0,0

1 p2 p1 p1 0

0 1� p2 1� p1 1� p1 1

TABLE II.Allowed valuesforZ on a ring.

N Z

0,1 0

2,...,L=2 0,...,N � 1

L=2;:::L � 1 2N � L;:::;N � 1

L L
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A ppendix

To evaluate�(N ;Z;L),thenum berofcon�gurationson a ring ofL siteswith exactly N

activesitesand Z nearest-neighborpairsofactivesites,weobservethattheassociated gen-

erating function �(x;y;L)=
P

N ;Z �(N ;Z;L)x
ZyN ,can bewritten asthepartition function

fora one-dim ensionallatticegas:

�(x;y;L)=

1X

�1= 0

� � �

1X

�L = 0

x
P

i
�i�i+ 1 y

P

i
�i ; (35)

with �N + 1 � �1. (W e note in passing that x = e�J and y = e�� forthe lattice gas with

nearest-neighbor interaction J, chem icalpotential�, and inverse tem perature �.) The

partition function isevaluated using thetransferm atrix T(�;� 0)= x��
0

y(�+ �
0)=2:

�(x;y;L)= Tr T L (36)

= �
L
1
+ �

L
2
; (37)

where�1;2 aretheeigenvaluesofT:

�1;2 = 1=2

�

1+ xy�

q

(1� xy)2 + 4y

�

: (38)

ForL even,wehave:

(a+ b)L + (a� b)L = 2

L=2X

n= 0

 
L

2n

!

a
2n
b
L� 2n

; (39)

so that

�
L
1 + �

L
2 = 2

L=2X

n= 0

 
L

2n

! �
1+ xy

2

�2n
 
(1� xy)2+ 4y

4

! L=2� n

; (40)

leading to

�
L
1
+ �

L
2
= 2yL=2

L=2X

n= 0

2nX

m = 0

L=2� nX

p= 0

2pX

q= 0

 
L

2n

!  
2n

m

!  
L

2
� n

p

!  
2p

q

!
(� 1)q(xy)m + q

(4y)n+ p
: (41)

Thecoe�cientofx ZyN is:

�(N ;Z;L)=
2

4
L

2
+ Z � N

L=2X

n= 0

2nX

m = 0

 
L

2n

!  
2n

m

!  
L

2
� n

L

2
� n+ Z � N

!  
L+ 2(Z � N � n)

Z � m

!

(� 1)Z � m :

(42)

Theaboveexpression isevaluated num erically.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

FIG.1.DKCA phasediagram -sim ulation resultsfrom Ref.[21].

FIG.2. Evolution ofthe probability distribution,conditioned on survival,in the one-site

approxim ation.Theinitialdistribution isp0(N )= �N ;50.System sizeL= 100/ p1= p2= 0:5.

FIG.3.Evolution toward theQS statein theone-siteapproxim ation;param etersasin Fig.

2. Upperleft:decay rate ;right:m ean num berofactive sites. Lowerleft:m om entratio

m ;right:skewnessand kurtosis.

FIG.4.QS distribution atseveraldi�erentpointsin theDKCA phasediagram ,forL = 100.

FIG.5.Quasi-stationarydensityfortheDKCA,in thesiteapproxim ation,forseveralsystem

sizes.Theinsetshowsm om entratio m versusp1 forthesam esystem sizes.

FIG.6. M om ent ratio m versus L� 1=2 at the criticalpoint. 2: one-site approxim ation,

p1= p2= 1=2;� :pairapproxim ation,p1= 0:6306; p2= 0:5.

FIG.7.Scaling plotoftheQS probability distribution in theone-siteapproxim ation atthe

criticalpoint(p1 = p2 = 1=2),forL = 103,104,and 105 (curveswith m axim a approaching

they-axisasL increases),and theasym ptoticscaling function forthecontactprocessfound

in Ref.[20](with m axim um atx= 0).Inset:Scaling plotofthe QS distribution asin Fig.

7,for L = 2000,p1 = 1=2,and p2 = 0.25,0.5,0.75,0.9,and 0.999. The �rst four curves

collapse,whilethelasthasa broaderdistribution.

FIG.8. Quasi-stationary active-site density versus p1 forthe DKCA in the pairapproxi-

m ation,forseveralsystem sizes.Theinsetshowsthem om entratio m forthesam esystem

sizes.

FIG.9. QS pair density probability distribution, conditioned on survival, at criticality

(p2 = 0:5,p1 = 0:6306).
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