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Abstract

W estudy thestaticand dynam icbehavioroftheonedim ensionalpair

contactprocesswith di�usion.Severalcriticalexponentsare found to

vary with the di�usion rate,while the order-param eterm om entratio

m = �2=�2 growslogarithm ically with thesystem size.Theanom alous

behaviorofm istraced to a violation ofscaling in theorderparam eter

probability density,which in turn reectsthe presence oftwo distinct

sectors,onepurelydi�usive,theotherreactive,within theactivephase.

Studiesrestricted tothereactivesectoryield preciseestim atesforexpo-

nents� and �? ,and con�rm �nitesizescaling oftheorderparam eter.

In thecourseofourstudy wedeterm ine,forthe�rsttim e,theuniver-

salvaluem c = 1:334 associated with theparity-conserving universality

classin one dim ension.
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Thepaircontactprocess(PCP)[1,2]isanonequilibrium stochasticm odelwhich,

likethebasiccontactprocess(CP)[3{5],exhibitsaphasetransition toan absorbing

state. W hile the absorbing state in the contact process corresponds to a unique

con�guration (an em pty lattice),thePCP possessesin�nitely m any absorbing con-

�gurations. Num ericaland theoreticalstudies nevertheless indicate thatthe PCP

belongs to the sam e universality class asthe CP (nam ely,thatofdirected perco-

lation (DP)),butwith anom aliesin the criticalspreading dynam ics[1,2,6{12].An

in�nite num berofabsorbing con�gurationsarise in the PCP because allprocesses

(creation and annihilation),requirea nearest-neighbor(NN)pairofparticles(to be

referred to sim ply asa \pair" in whatfollows).Ifindividualparticlesareallowed to

hop on the lattice,however,there are buttwo absorbing states:the em pty lattice,

and thestateofa singleparticlehopping.

Study ofthe di�usive paircontactprocess (PCPD)was stim ulated by the ob-

servation ofHoward and T�auber [13]that its Langevin description would involve

com plex noise (this in contradistinction to the CP and allied m odels (realnoise)

and the parity-conserving class (im aginary noise)). On the basis ofnum ericalre-

sultsin theirpioneering density-m atrix renorm alization group study,Carlon etal.

[14],noted thatcertain criticalexponentsin thePCPD had valuessim ilarto those

known forthe parity conserving (PC) universality class. Hinrichsen [15]reported

sim ulation resultsinconsistentwith thePCPD being in theparity conserving class,

and instead proposed thatthe m odelde�nes a distinctclass. In particular,while

m odelsin the PC classpossesstwo sym m etric absorbing states,the two absorbing

statesofthePCPD arenotrelated byanysym m etry.Interestingly,Parketal.found

thateven when such a sym m etry is im posed on the PCPD,its criticalexponents

rem ain di�erent from those ofthe PC class [16]. The distinctive behavior ofthe

PCPD wasfurthercon�rm ed in sim ulationsby �Odor[17],who presented evidence

fortheexistenceoftwo universality classes(fordi�usion probabilitiesgreaterthan,

orlessthan,about0.3). Henkeland Schollw�ock,on the otherhand,suggested,on

the basisofa study ofuniversal�nite-size scaling am plitudes,thatfor�nite di�u-

sion rates,the criticalbehaviorofthe PCPD belongsto a single universality class

[18]. Our goalin this Rapid Com m unication is to shed som e light on this rather

confusing situation by studying m om entratiosand probability distributionsin the

criticalPCPD.

ThePCP isde�ned on a lattice,with each siteeitheroccupied (by a \particle")

or vacant. Only pairs ofoccupied sites exhibit activity; each has a rate ofp of

m utualannihilation,and a rate of1� p to create a new particle at a NN site,if

thissite (chosen atrandom )isvacant. Forp > pc (’ 0:077 090(5)in 1-d [6]),the

system fallsinto the absorbing state (allactivity ceases). The orderparam eter is

thedensity ofpairs.

In the PCPD,in addition to the creation and annihilation processesdescribed

above,each particleattem ptsto hop,atrateD ,to a random ly chosen NN site;the

m oveisaccepted ifthetargetsiteisvacant.Them odelagain exhibitsa continuous

transition to theabsorbing state,ata criticalannihilation ratepc(D )thatincreases

with the di�usion rate. Once particles are allowed to di�use,the nature ofthe

system changesradically.The absorbing state ism odi�ed asnoted above,and the
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order param eter is now the particle density not the pair density. In contrast to

sim plerm odelslike the CP,in which di�usion doesnotalterthe criticalbehavior

[19,20],di�usion representsasingularperturbation in thepaircontactprocess,since

any D > 0 im pliesa fundam entalchangein thephasestructureand in theidentity

oftheorderparam eter.

W eperform extensive sim ulationsoftheone-dim ensionalPCPD,using system s

ofL = 20,40,...,1280 sites,with durationsof104 -4 � 106 tim e steps,and sam ple

sizesof104 -106 realizations.Initially allsitesareoccupied.W edeterm inethem ean

particledensity�,and pairdensity�p,them om entratiom = �2=�2,and thesurvival

probability Ps(t). (The overline denotes a stationary average.) The exponential

decay ofthe latterperm itsusto determ ine the lifetim e �. W e concentrate on the

criticalregion,p’ pc(D ).

Experience with absorbing-statephase transitonsleadsusto expectthefollow-

ing scaling propertiesatthecriticalpoint:�� L��=� ? ;� � L�jj=�? ;and m ! m c,a

universalcriticalvalue[6].W eusepower-law dependenceof�on system sizeto de-

term inethecriticalannihilation ratepc(D ).Forcom parison weapplied thesam eal-

gorithm totheparity-conservingbranching-annihilatingrandom walk(BAW )m odel

studied by Zhong and ben-Avraham [21].

Fig.1 showsthescaling oftheorderparam eterwith system size,atthecritical

point,forthe PCPD and the BAW ;in the PCPD,�=�? decreaseswith increasing

di�usion rate. (The fact that the data points for the PCPD with D = 0:5 and

the BAW are nearly identicalappearsto be a coincidence,since the scaling ofthe

relaxation tim e � isquite di�erentin the two cases.) Fig. 2 showsthatwhile the

m om ent ratio m attains a lim iting value in the BAW m odel,it grows with L in

the PCPD (roughly,� lnL),a m ost unusualbehavior. W e �nd mc = 1.3340(4)

fortheBAW m odel,while m c= 1.1735(5)forthe directed percolation classin 1+1

dim ensions[6].

In m odelswith an absorbing-statephasetransition,theprobability distribution

fortheorder-param eter,P(�;L)isexpected to exhibitscaling atthecriticalpoint,

P(�;L)= �P(�=�); (1)

where P is a norm alized scaling function, as was veri�ed for the PCP without

di�usion [2].In the presentcase,thesteady growth ofm c with system size im plies

thatP(�;L)doesnotobey scaling.Theparticleand pairprobability distributions,

shown (forD = 0:1)in Fig. 3,evidently do notscale. Instead,the m ostprobable

valueoftheparticlenum berisalways2(con�gurationswith fewerthan twoparticles

areofcourseabsorbing),and theoverwhelm ingly m ostprobably num berofpairsis

zero,independentofsystem size.Thedistributionsexhibitatailthatgrowsbroader

with increasing system size; these \tailevents" are responsible for the observed

criticalbehavior. The tails,which have a Gaussian form ,again violate the scaling

ofEq. (1). (The pairdistribution exhibitsa second m axim um ,away from �p = 0,

whoseposition increasesslowly with system size,roughly asL0:6.)

Theparticleand pairprobability distributionscon�rm lack ofscaling,and,per-

hapsm oreim portantly,providea clueto theenigm aticbehavioroftheprocess.In

the PCP without di�usion,there is always at least one pairpresent in the active
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state.Butonceweadd di�usion,being in theactive(i.e.,non-absorbing)stateim -

pliesthatthereareatleasttwo particles,butnotneccessarily any pairs.Atpc,the

processapparently favorscon�gurationswith a sm allnum berofparticles,butwith

no pairs. (ForD = 0:1,forexam ple,the probability ofhaving no pairsrem ainsat

about0.8forthethesystem sizesstudied here,and showsnosign ofdecreasing asL

grows;forD = 0:5thisprobability isabout0.58,and forD = 0:85,about0.5.) W hile

in this\purely di�usive" sector,theactivity isthatofa setofrandom walkers,but

the particle num ber does not change,and criticaluctuations are not generated.

From tim eto tim ethesystem venturesinto thesectorwith a nonzero pairnum ber

(the \reactive sector"),and m ay there exhibita burstofcreation and annihilation

reactions.W e expectthelatteractivity to possessscale invariance atpc.Thusthe

probability distribution m ay be seen asa superposition ofdistributionsassociated

with the two sectors. In thislight,lack ofscaling isquite understandable. In the

purely di�usive sector,the particle-num berdistribution ishighly-peaked atn = 2,

with (for D = 0:1) a m ean value ofabout 3.5,independent ofsystem size. (For

D = 0:5 and 0.85,the m ean particle num berin the purely di�usive sectorisabout

3.2).

Theseobservationsm otivateustoexcludethepurely di�usivesectorby studying

propertiesconditioned on havingatleastonepairin thesystem .Notethatthisdoes

notm odify thedynam icsofthesystem in any way;wesim ply restricttheaverages

to con�gurations having one or m ore pairs. Fig. 4 shows the order param eter

distribution in the reactive sector,plotted in the reduced variables �� = �=� and

P � = �P,forthesam eparam etervaluesasin Fig.3.Thedistribution now assum es

a form very sim ilarto thatfound in thenondi�usive PCP [2],with a m axim um at

a nonzero value ofthe order param eter,and shows evidence ofscaling. Thus the

behaviorin thereactivesectorism uch closerthatfam iliarfrom thecontactprocess,

thePCP,and related m odelswith an absorbing statephasetransition.

Closerexam ination reveals,however,thatthescalingcollapseisim perfect.Stud-

iesoflargersystem scon�rm thatthe m axim um ofthe scaled orderparam eterdis-

tribution gradually shiftsto sm allervaluesof��,and thatthedistribution becom es

broader,with increasing L. (The latter is evident in the results for m discussed

below.) W hilewedo notclaim to havea com pleteunderstanding ofthis\defect," a

possibleexplanation isthatforlargeL,con�gurationswith buta singlepairrepre-

sentasystem with only asm allreactiveregion,therem ainderresiding in thepurely

di�usivesector.W edefera fullinvestigation ofthisrathersubtlequestion to future

work.

Once we restrictthe sam ple to the reactive regim e,we elim inate a largesource

ofuncertainty (i.e.,the erraticswitching between the two sectors),and are able to

obtain m orepreciseresults.Using,asbefore,thecriterion ofpower-law dependence

of� on system size,we determ ine the criticalparam eterpc and the ratio �=�? to

good precision;these values are given in Table I.Restricting the averages to the

reactivesectorchangesthevalueofpc by 0.1% orless.Therearem orepronounced

changesin �=�? :withoutthe restriction,we obtain 0.585,0.50,and 0.465 forD =

0.1,0.5 and 0.85,respectively.(W eregard theseaspoorerestim ates,colored by the

superposition ofthe two sectors. Note howeverthatthese valuesexhibitthe sam e
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trend -decreasing �=�? with increasing di�usion rate-asobserved in the reactive

sector.) Fig. 4 (inset) shows the criticalm om ent ratio m c versus system size,in

thereactivesector.Itsvalueisnow com parable(forthesystem sizesstudied here),

to that for the DP and PC classes,but a slow growth (roughly linear in lnL) is

again evident. (Restricting the sam ple to con�gurationswith two pairsleadsto a

reduction in m ,butnotin itsrateofgrowth with system size.)

A possible weak pointin ouranalysisisthatwe assum e �nite size scaling (i.e.,

thepower-law dependenceof�on system size),in determ ining pc,whilsttheresults

form indicatethatthereisstilla(relatively weak)violation ofscaling.W etherefore

check ourm ethod by studying theorderparam eter(again restricted to thereactive

sector),in the supercriticalregim e,p < pc. W e verify that the order param eter

followsa powerlaw,�� (pc� p)�,and in so doing obtain theestim atesfor� given

in TableI.Thisexponentdecreasessteadily with D ,asfound in Ref.[17].(A direct

com parison with theresultsofRef.[17]isnotpossiblesincethelatterstudy usesa

parallel-updateschem e,in contrastto thesequentialupdating used here.)

In fact,our results verify �nite size scaling for the order param eter,i.e.,the

relation,

�= L
��=� ? R (L1=�? �); (2)

where � = p c� p and thescaling function R (x)� x� forx � 1.Thedata collapse

is evident in Fig. 5. From this analysis we obtain �? = 1:10,1.09,and 1.10 for

D = 0:1,0.5and 0.85,respectively,suggesting thatthisexponentdoesnotvary with

thedi�usion rate.

W e also studied thedecay ofthe particledensity starting from a fully occupied

lattice at the criticalpoint,restricting the sam ple to the reactive sector. (In the

early stages ofthe evolution,the probability for the system to be in the reactive

sectorisnearly unity,butatlatertim esthisprobability decaysm uch m orerapidly

than the survivalprobability itself.) From a data-collapse analysis of�(t),using

the �nite-size scaling form ,� = L ��=� ? F (t=L�jj=�? ),we obtain the estim ates for

z = �jj=�? listed in Table I.(The corresponding estim ates,withoutthe restriction

to thereactivesectorare:1.87(1)forD = 0:1,1.82(1)forD = 0:5 and 0.85.)

W ecom plem entouranalysiswith astudyofdynam icproperties,usingaparallel-

updateschem e.(Detailsofthem ethod willbereported elsewhere [22].) W edeter-

m ine the exponent� from the decay ofthe particle density,starting with allsites

occupied: �� t�� . The exponent� isdeterm ined from the growth in the num ber

ofactivesites,starting from a singlepair:n(t)� t�.Theresults(based on sam ples

of104 realizations,forsystem sof1280 sites,withoutrestricting the sam ple to the

reactivesector),shown in TableII,indicatethattheseexponentsalsodepend on the

di�usion rate,and again arevery di�erentfrom thoseoftheBAW class.Ourresults

for� and � aresim ilarto thoseobtained by �Odor[17],although a directnum erical

com parison isnotpossible,owing again to di�erencesin theupdating schem e.

In sum m ary,we have perform ed extensive studies ofthe PCPD,including the

probability distributionsforthe orderparam eterand num berofpairs.Ourresults

clearly exclude them odelfrom both theparity-conserving and theDP universality

classes,supporting Hinrichsen’sproposalthatthem odelbelongsto a distinctclass.
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The criticialexponents�,� and �jj vary with the di�usion rate,while �? appears

to be independentofthisparam eter. An interesting open question iswhetherthe

PCPD can be described by a single universality class (with unusually strong cor-

rectionsto scaling yielding an apparentvariation ofcriticalexponentson D )[18],

two distinctuniversality classes(oneforhigh di�usion rates,theotherforlow,but

�niteD ),assuggested by �Odor[17],oreven exponentsthatvary continuously with

D . Ourdata are notsu�cientto distinguish between these hypotheses. W e note,

however,thatweobserve relatively littlechange in theexponentvaluesforD = 0:5

and 0.85,com pared with thechangesbetween D = 0:1and 0.5.A sim ilarobservation

appliesto thesizedependence ofm shown in Fig.4.

Thegrowth ofthem om entratiom with system sizesignalsaviolation ofscaling

in theassociated probability distribution,which wehaveargued isa consequenceof

there being two sectors,one reactive,the otherpurely di�usive,within the active

phase. Restricting averages to the reactive sector,we �nd good evidence of�nite

size scaling of the order param eter, and a m uch weaker violation of scaling for

the probability distribution. The question ofhow this rem aining violation m ay

be elim inated is an im portant subject for future investigation. W e expect that

decom position ofcon�guration spaceinto sectorswillproveusefulin understanding

othersystem sexhibiting burstsofactivity separated by long quiescentperiods.
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TABLES

D pc �=�? � �jj=�?

0 0.077090(5) 0.2523(3) 0.2765 1.577(4)

0.1 0.10648(3) 0.503(6) 0.546(6) 2.04(4)

0.5 0.12045(3) 0.430(2) 0.468(2) 1.86(2)

0.85 0.13003(1) 0.412(2) 0.454(2) 1.77(2)

BAW - 0.497(5) 0.922(5) 1.74(1)

TableI.StaticexponentsforthePCPD and theBAW m odel;�guresin parentheses

denoteuncertainties.BAW resultsfrom Ref.[21].

D pc � �

0.2 0.28526(1) 0.223(1) 0.198(1)

0.6 0.19324(6) 0.212(5) 0.220(1)

BAW - 0.286(2) 0.286(2)

Table II.Dynam ic exponents forthe PCPD and BAW m odel. BAW results from

Ref.[21].
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

FIG.1.Particledensity �versussystem sizeatthecriticalpointin thePCPD and

theBAW m odel.

FIG.2.M om entratio m versussystem size atthe criticalpointin the PCPD and

theBAW m odel.

FIG.3.Probability distribution ofthenum berofparticlesn forD = 0:1.+:L= 80;

� :L= 160;2:L= 320.Theinsetshowsthecorrespondingprobability distributions

forthenum berofpairs,np.Notethatthem ostprobablevalueofnp iszero.

FIG.4. Scaling plot ofthe probability distribution in the reactive sector for the

sam e param etervaluesasin Fig. 3. Inset: m om entratio m versussystem size in

thereactivesector;�lled squares:D = 0:1;+:D = 0:5;� :D = 0:85.

FIG.5. Scaling plotofthe orderparam eterin the reactive sectorforD = 0:1. +:

L= 640;� :L= 1280;2:L= 2560.
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