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Abstract

W e study the static and dynam ic behavior ofthe one din ensionalpair
contact process w ith di usion. Several critical exponents are found to
vary w ith the di usion rate, whike the orderparam eter m om ent ratio
m = 2=2 grow s Jogarithm ically w ith the system size. T he anom alous
behavior ofm istraced to a violation of scaling in the order param eter
probability density, which in tum re ects the presence of two distinct
sectors, one purely di usive, the other reactive, w thin the active phase.
Studies restricted to the reactive sector yield precise estin ates forexpo—
nents and ,,and con m nite size scaling of the order param eter.
In the course of our study we determm ine, for the rst tim g, the univer—
salvaliem . = 1:334 associated w ith the parity-conserving universality
class in one din ension.
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T he pair contact process PCP) [I2]isa nonequilbrium stochasticm odelw hich,
like the basic contact process (CP) -[3 {'_5], exhibits a phase transition to an absorbing
state. W hik the absorbing state in the contact process correspoonds to a unique
con guration (@n em pty lattice), the PCP possesses in nitely m any absoroing con—

gurations. Num erical and theoretical studies nevertheless indicate that the PCP

belongs to the sam e universality class as the CP (ham ely, that of directed perco—
lation OP)),but with anom alies in the critical soreading dynam ics [1,26{12]. An
In nite num ber of absorbing con gurations arise In the PCP because all processes
(creation and annihilation), require a nearest-neighbor NN ) pair ofparticles (to be
referred to sin ply asa \pair" in what ollow s) . If individual particles are allowed to
hop on the lattice, however, there are but two absorbing states: the em pty lattice,
and the state of a single particle hopping.

Study of the di usive pair contact process PCPD ) was stin ulated by the ob—
servation of Howard and T auber [[3] that its Langevin description would involve
com plex noise (this In contradistinction to the CP and allied m odels (real noise)
and the party-conserving class (in agihary noise)). On the basis of num erical re—
suls in their pioneering density-m atrix renom alization group study, Carlon et al.
[14], noted that certain critical exponents in the PCPD had values sin ilar to those
known for the parity conserving (PC) universality class. H nrichsen {15] reported
sim ulation results nconsistent w ith the PCPD being in the parity conserving class,
and instead proposed that the m odel de nes a distinct class. In particular, whike
m odels In the PC class possess two symm etric absoroing states, the two absordoing
statesofthe PCPD arenot related by any sym m etry. Interestingly, Park et al. found
that even when such a symm etry is in posed on the PCPD, is critical exponents
rem ain di erent from those of the PC class f1§]. The distinctive behavior of the
PCPD was further con med in sinulations by O dor {17], who presented evidence
for the existence of two universality classes (for di usion probabilities greater than,
or less than, about 0.3). Henkel and Schollw ock, on the other hand, suggested, on
the basis of a study of universal nie-size scaling am plitudes, that for nite di u-
sion rates, the critical behavior of the PCPD belongs to a singlke universality class
fl§]. Our goal in this Rapid Communication is to shed som e light on this rather
confusing situation by studying m om ent ratios and probability distrbutions in the
critical PCPD .

The PCP isde ned on a lattice, w ith each site either occupied by a \particke")
or vacant. Only pairs of occupied sites exhibit activity; each has a rate of p of
mutual annihilation, and a rate of 1 p to create a new particke at a NN site, if
this site (chosen at random ) is vacant. Forp > p. (* 0:077 090 (5) in 14 [6]), the
system falls nto the absorbing state @1l activity ceases). T he order param eter is
the density of pairs.

In the PCPD, in addition to the creation and annihilation processes described
above, each partick attem pts to hop, at rate D , to a random Iy chosen NN site; the
m ove is acospted ifthe target site is vacant. Them odel again exhibits a continuous
transition to the absorbing state, at a critical annihilation rate p. O ) that increases
w ith the di usion rate. Once partickes are allowed to di use, the nature of the
system changes radically. T he absorbing state ism odi ed as noted above, and the



order param eter is now the particle density not the pair density. In contrast to
sin pler m odels like the CP, n which di usion does not alter the crtical behavior
[19,20], di usion represents a singular perturbation in the pair contact process, since
any D > 0 inplies a fuindam ental change in the phase structure and in the identity
of the order param eter.

W e perform extensive sin ulations of the one-din ensional PCPD , using system s
of L. = 20, 40,..,,1280 sites, with durations of 10* =4 10 tim e steps, and sample
sizes 0f10* —10° realizations. Initially all sites are occupied. W e determ ine them ean
particle density —, and pairdensity ", them om ent ratiom = ' 2=2_and the survival
probability P4 (t). (The overline denotes a stationary average.) The exponential
decay of the latter pem is us to detem ine the lifstine . W e concentrate on the
critical region, p " p. 0 ).

E xperience w ith absorbing-state phase transitons leads us to expect the follow -
ing scaling properties at the crtical point: = L 7 7 ; L¥ 7;andm ! mg,a
universal critical value [§]. W e use powerJaw dependence of on system size to de—
tem Ine the critical annihilation ratep. O ). For com parison we applied the sam e al-
gorithm to the parity-conserving branching-anniilating random walk BAW ) m odel
studied by Zhong and ben-Avraham R1].

Fig. 1 show s the scaling of the order param eter w ith system size, at the critical
point, for the PCPD and the BAW ; In the PCPD, = , decreases with Increasing
diusion rate. (The fact that the data points for the PCPD wih D = 035 and
the BAW are nearly identical appears to be a concidence, since the scaling of the
relaxation tine is quite di erent in the two cases.) Fig. 2 show s that while the
moment ratio m attains a lim ting value in the BAW model, i grows wih L In
the PCPD (moughly, InL), a most unusual behavior. We nd m. = 13340 4)
for the BAW model, whilem .= 11735 (5) for the directed percolation class in 1+ 1
din ensions [g].

In m odels w ith an absorbing-state phase transition, the probability distribution
for the orderparam eter, P ( ;L) is expected to exhibit scaling at the crtical point,

P (;L)="P (=); 1)

where P is a nom alized scaling function, as was veri ed for the PCP w ihout
di usion R]. In the present case, the steady growth ofm . with system size in plies
that P ( ;L) does not ocbey scaling. T he particle and pair probability distributions,
shown (frD = 01) n Fig. 3, evidently do not scale. Instead, the m ost probable
valie ofthe particlke number isalways 2 (con gurationsw ith fewerthan two particlkes
are of course absorbing), and the overw helm Ingly m ost probably num ber of pairs is
zero, Independent of systam size. T he distrbutions exhiit a tail that grow s broader
wih increasing system size; these \tail events" are responsble for the observed
critical behavior. The tails, which have a G aussian fom , again violate the scaling
of Eq. ). (T he pair distrbution exhibits a second m axinum , away from o= 0,
whose position increases slow Iy w ith system size, roughly as L°%.)

T he particle and pair probability distrdbutions con m lack of scaling, and, per-
haps m ore Im portantly, provide a clue to the enigm atic behavior of the process. In
the PCP without di usion, there is always at last one pair present in the active



state. But once we add di usion, being in the active (ie., non-absorbing) state in —
plies that there are at least two particles, but not necoessarily any pairs. At p., the
process apparently favors con gurations w ith a an all num ber of particles, but w ith
no pairs. ForD = 01, for exam ple, the probability of having no pairs ram ains at
about 0.8 forthe the systam sizes studied here, and show s no sign of decreasing as L
grow s; forD = 05 thisprobability isabout 058, and forD = 0:85, about 0.5.) W hilke
I this \purely di usive" sector, the activity is that ofa set of random walkers, but
the particle num ber does not change, and critical uctuations are not generated.
From tin e to tin e the systam ventures into the sector w ith a nonzero pair num ber
(the \reactive sector"), and m ay there exhibit a burst of creation and annihilation
reactions. W e expect the latter activity to possess scale invariance at p.. Thus the
probability distribbution m ay be seen as a superposition of distributions associated
w ith the two sectors. In this light, Jack of scaling is quite understandable. In the
purely di usive sector, the particle-num ber distribution is highly-peaked at n= 2,
wih (forD = 0:d) a mean value of about 3.5, Independent of system size. For
D = 05 and 085, the m ean particle number in the purely di usive sector is about
32).

T hese observationsm otivate us to exclide the purely di usive sectorby studying
properties conditioned on having at least one pair In the system . N ote that this does
not m odify the dynam ics of the system in any way; we sin ply restrict the averages
to con gurations having one or m ore pairs. Fig. 4 shows the order param eter
distrdoution in the reactive sector, plotted in the reduced variables = = and
P = TP, forthe sam e param etervaluesas In F ig. 3. T he distrdbution now assum es
a form very sim ilar to that und in the nondi usive PCP ], with a maxinum at
a nonzero value of the order param eter, and show s evidence of scaling. Thus the
behavior In the reactive sector ism uch closer that fam iliar from the contact process,
the PCP, and related m odels w ith an absorbing state phase transition.

C Joser exam ination reveals, how ever, that the scaling collapse is in perfect. Stud-
Jes of Jarger system s con m that the m axinum of the scaled order param eter dis-
tribution gradually shifts to am aller valuesof , and that the distrdoution becom es
broader, with increasing L. (The latter is evident in the results form discussed
below .) W hile we do not clain to have a com plkte understanding of this \defect," a
possbl explanation is that for large L, con gurations w ith but a single pair repre—
sent a system w ith only a sm all reactive region, the ram ainder residing in the purely
di usive sector. W e defer a full nvestigation of this rather subtle question to future
work.

O nce we restrict the sam plk to the reactive regin e, we elin Inate a Jarge source
of uncertainty (ie., the erratic sw itching between the two sectors), and are able to
cbtain m ore precise resuls. U sing, as before, the criterion of power-daw dependence
of ™ on system size, we determm ine the critical param eter p. and the ratio = , to
good precision; these values are given in Tabl I. Restricting the averages to the
reactive sector changes the value ofp. by 01% or kss. T here are m ore pronounced
changes in = , : without the restriction, we cbtain 0.585, 0.50, and 0465 forD =
01, 05 and 0.85, respectively. W e regard these as poorer estin ates, colored by the
superposition of the two sectors. N ote however that these values exhibit the sam e



trend —decreasing = , wih ncreasing di usion rate —as cbserved In the reactive
sector.) Fig. 4 (nset) shows the critical m om ent ratio m . versus system size, In
the reactive sector. ks value isnow com parable (for the system sizes studied here),
to that for the DP and PC classes, but a slow growth (oughly Inear in InL) is
again evident. Restricting the sam ple to con gurations w ith two pairs leads to a
reduction in m , but not In is rate of grow th w ith system size.)

A possblk weak point in our analysis is that we assum e nite size scaling (ie.,
the power-Jaw dependence of ™ on system size), In detem Ining p., whilst the resuls
form indicate that there is stilla (relhtively weak) violation of scaling. W e therefore
check ourm ethod by studying the order param eter (again restricted to the reactive
sector), In the supercritical regine, p < p.. W e verify that the order param eter
follow s a power law, ~ @ p),and in so doing obtain the estin ates for given
in Tablke I. T his exponent decreases steadily with D , as ound in Ref. [7]. @ direct
com parison w ith the results of Ref. [['1] is not possble since the latter study uses a
parallelupdate schem e, in contrast to the sequential updating used here.)

In fact, our results verify nite size scaling for the order param eter, ie., the
relation,

=L TCR@LTY); @)

where = p. p and the scaling function R x) x for x 1. The data collapse
isevident In Fig. 5. From this analysis we obtain , = 110, 1.09, and 110 for
D =01, 05 and 0.85, respectively, suggesting that this exponent does not vary w ith
the di usion rate.

W e also studied the decay of the particle density starting from a filly occupied
Jattice at the critical point, restricting the sam ple to the reactive sector. (In the
early stages of the evolution, the probability for the system to be In the reactive
sector is nearly unity, but at later tim es this probability decays m uch m ore rapidly
than the survival probability itself.) From a data-collapse analysis of (t), using
the nitesize scaling om, = L ~ *F (=L ¥ ? ), we obtain the estim ates for
z= 3= , listed In Tablk I. (T he corresponding estin ates, w ithout the restriction
to the reactive sectorare: 1.87 (1) forD = 0:1,1.82 (1) forD = 05 and 0.85.)

W e com plem ent ouranalysisw ith a study ofdynam ic properties, using a parallel-
update schem e.  etails of the m ethod w illbe reported elsswhere P2].) W e deter-
m ine the exponent from the decay of the particle density, starting w ith all sites
occupied: t . The exponent is detem ined from the growth in the number
of active sites, starting from a single pair: n () t. The results (pased on sam ples
of 10* realizations, for system s of 1280 sites, w thout restricting the sam ple to the
reactive sector), shown In Table IT, indicate that these exponents also depend on the
di usion rate, and again are very di erent from those ofthe BAW class. O ur resuls
for and are sin ilar to those ocbtained by O dor {17], although a direct num erical
com parison is not possible, ow Ing again to di erences in the updating schem e.

In summ ary, we have perfom ed extensive studies of the PCPD , including the
probability distribbutions for the order param eter and num ber of pairs. O ur resuls
clearly exclide the m odel from both the pariy-conserving and the D P universaliy
classes, supporting H Inrichsen’s proposal that the m odelbelongs to a distinct class.



The criticial exponents , and 4 vary with the di usion rate, while , appears
to be independent of this param eter. An interesting open question is whether the
PCPD can be descrbbed by a single universality class with unusually strong cor—
rections to scaling yielding an apparent variation of critical exponents on D ) [18],
two distinct universality classes (one for high di usion rates, the other for Iow , but

nite D ), as suggested by O dor [I'1], or even exponents that vary continuously w ith
D . Ourdata are not su cient to distinguish between these hypotheses. W e note,
how ever, that we cbserve relatively little change In the exponent values forD = 05
and 0.85, com pared w ith the changesbetween D = 0 and 0.5. A sin ilar observation
applies to the size dependence ofm shown in Fig. 4.

The growth ofthem om ent ratiom w ith system size signals a violation of scaling

In the associated probability distrioution, which we have argued is a consequence of
there being two sectors, one reactive, the other purely di usive, w ithin the active
phase. Restricting averages to the reactive sector, we nd good evidence of nite
size scaling of the order param eter, and a much weaker violation of scaling for
the probability distribution. The question of how this ram aining violation m ay
be elin nated is an inportant subct for future nvestigation. W e expect that
deoom position of con guration space Into sectors w ill prove usefiil In understanding
other system s exhbiting bursts of activity ssparated by long quiescent periods.
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TABLES

‘ D ‘ Pc =2 =
0 0.077090 (5) 02523 (3) 02765 1577 (4)‘
01 0.10648 (3) 0503 (6) 0.546 (6) 2.04 4)
05 0.12045 (3) 0430 @) 0468 2) 1.86(2)
085 013003 (1) 0412 @) 0454 2) 1.77(2)
BAW - 0497 (5) 0.922 (5) 1.74 (1)

Tabl I. Static exponents forthe PCPD and the BAW m odel; gures in parentheses

denote uncertainties. BAW results from Ref. P1].

| D | Pe
02 028526 (1) 0223(@1) 0198 (1)
06 019324 (6) 0212 (5) 0220(@1)
BAW - 0286 ) 0286 )]
Tabl IT. D ynam ic exponents for the PCPD and BAW model. BAW results from
Ref. P11.



FIGURE CAPTIONS

FIG .1. Particke density versus system size at the criticalpoint In the PCPD and
the BAW m odel.

FIG.2.Moment ratiom versus systam size at the crtical point In the PCPD and
the BAW m odel.

FIG . 3. P robability distribution ofthe number ofparticlesn forD = 0. + : L= 80;
:L=160;2 : L= 320. The insst show s the corresoonding probability distributions
for the num ber of pairs, n, . N ote that the m ost probable value ofn, is zero.

FIG . 4. Scaling plot of the probability distrdbution in the reactive sector for the
sam e param eter values as In Fig. 3. Inset: mom ent ratio m versus systam size in
the reactive sector; lled squares: D = 0:d;+:D =05; :D = 085.

FIG . 5. Scaling plot of the order param eter in the reactive sector orD = 0. +:
L=1640; :L=1280;2 :L= 2560.



L "OId

G8'0=d

SV

G-

d ul






¢ Vid

G8'0

Go

€ 3






(@] ~
FO b
A —

TTT T T TTTTT T TTITT T T T TTTTT T 1T T “HHT TTTTT TTTITT T T T TTITT T T T
[ 8 |
w L 5
h\\\\ L ‘HHH\ L 3 L1 ‘HHH\ L ‘HHH\ L ‘HHH\ L O

100 150 200 250

50

FIG R






1.24

FIG. 4






¥ VI3

G0

Ol

0¢

G'¢






