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The problem of a di using particlke m oving am ong di using traps is analyzed in general space
din ension d. W e consider the case where the traps are niially random Iy distribbuted in space,
with uniform density , and derive upper and lower bounds for the probability Q (t) (averaged
over all particle and trap tra fctories) that the particle survives up to tine t. W e show that, for
1 d 2, the bounds converge asym ptotically to give Q (t) exp ( C1td:2) for 1 d< 2,
where ¢ = (2= d)sin( d=2)@ D)% ? and D is the di usion constant of the traps, and that
Q (k) exp( 4 Dt=Int) Prd= 2. Ford > 2 bounds can still be derived, but they no longer
converge for large t. Forl d 2, these asym ptotic form are independent ofthe di usion constant
of the particle. The results are com pared w ith sim ulation resuls obtained using a new algorithm
V.M ehra and P. G rassberger, Phys. Rev. E 65, 050101 (2002)] which is describbed in detail
D eviations from the predicted asym ptotic form s are found to be large even for very sm all values
ofQ (t), indicating slow Iy decaying corrections whose form is consistent w ith the bounds. W e also

present results n d = 1 for the case where the trap densities on either side of the particle are
di erent. For this case we can still obtain exact bounds but they no longer converge.

PACS numbers: 05404, 0250Ey, 8220w

I. NTRODUCTION

R eaction-di usion processes represent a large and in —
portant class of system s w ith nonequilbrium dynam ics.
From a fiindam ental physical view point, the Interest in
these system s lies In the fact that the concentration of
reactants is govemed, In general, by irreversible reaction
events that depend on the spatial distrbution of par-
ticles rather than through equilbriim uctuations con—
trolled by a chem icalpotential. Such m odelsystem shave
a range ofapplications, m ost notably to chem icalkinetics
,E] but also to interfacialgrow th E], dom ain coarsening

4, H1 and aggregation E].

The most intensively studied reactions are single—
species annihilation A + A ! ;) and coalescence @A +
A ! A)aswellastwo-goeciesannihilation A +B ! ;)|
*e, eg., ﬂ, H, E] for review s. In this paper we focus on
the tw o-speciesproblem . Tt isknown toexhbitwo di er-
ent classes of long-tin e behavior depending on whether
the initial concentrations of A and B particlks are equal
ornot. (A s an aside, we note that a sin ilar dependence
on the initial condiion also holds fortheA + A ! ; re-
action when the reactant m otion is determm inistic rather
than di usive fd, [[I])). The reason for this is that when
the initial densities of A and B particles are the sam e,
they rem ain so for all tim es, whereas if, say, the Iniial
density ofA particles a (0) is lessthan that ofthe B par-
ticles g (O),theratio o O)=g 0)! Oast! 1 andat
late tin esone has a faw, isolated A particles di using In
a background of B particls.

T he case of equal Initial densities is well understood,
and results sin ilar to those fortheA + A ! ; with di u-
sive particle m otion have been obtained fL3, [[3]. T low

din ensions, here d < 4, uctuation e ects are in portant
and one nds a density decay A ) = 5 () t a=4
In this di usion-lm ited regine. Above the critical di-
mension d > d. = 4 one nds that the m ean—- eld result
am © 1=t applies. This result also holds for the
A+ A ! ; processabove its criticaldin ension d. = 2.
By contrast, the density decay form sfortheA+B ! ;
processwhen the niialdensities 5 (t) and p (t) arenot
equalare less well understood. In fact, since the exposi-
tion ofthe process asam odelofm onopole-antin onopole
annihilation In the early universe nearly twenty yearsago
@], only a few resuls are known exactly. M ost notably,
Bram son and Lebow iz @] proved rigorously that, at
large tim es, the density of the m inority species (which
we w ill take to be the A particles) behaves as

8
< exp( %) d< 2
A | exp( 2htt) d=2 @)
exp( gb a> 2

revealing d = 2 to be critical in this case. To the best of
our know ledge, no predictions for the constants 4 were
given until recently E]. Furthem ore, there has been
no convincing num erical veri cation of the predicted de—
cay even In one-din ension, despie the developm ent of
sophisticated simulation techniques @] that allow the
probing of extrem ely an all densities that em erge at large
tin es. In this paper, we expand on the bounding argu—
m ents reported In ] that give rise to precise values of
q ford 2. W e also present a detailed description of
the sin ulation algorithm introduced in E] and extend
it to test our bounding argum ents and understand the
approach to the asym ptopia described by Eq. (ﬂ) .
A s noted above, the late-tin e regin e is characterized
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by a few isolated A particlesdi using In a sea ofB parti-
cles. Thus it is appropriate to consider the extrem e case
ofa singke A particle in a sea ofB particlesthathasauni-
form (Poisson) density. In this case, the quantity a )

is jast the survival prokability ofthe A particlke. Further—
m ore, if the di usion constants ofthe A and B particles
are the sam e, one can also view  (t) as the fraction of
particles that have not m et any otherparticles. T hus the
reaction A+ B ! ; in the lin i ofa low density ofA par-
ticles has been discussed under the guises of uninfected
walkers E] In which random walkers infect each other
on contact, di usion in the presence of traps E, @] in

which the B particles are considered as traps for the A

particles, and predator-prey m odels @] In which one asks
for the survivalof a prey (the A partick) being thased’
by di using predators (the B particles). To avoid con-—
fusion, we shall adopt only the trapping tem nology in
our discussion.

In thiswork, we show how the survivalprobability ofa
di using particle In the presence ofm obile traps can be
understood In temm s of the target annihilbtion problm
@,E]I,@] (or rst passage problem [E]) w here one asks
for the probability that none of the traps has entered a
particular region (target) in the d-din ensional space. In
tum, the asym ptotics of the target anniilation problem
are Intin ately related to the recurrence or transience of
di usion in various din ensions. A process is said to be
recurrent ifthe probability of retuming to the initial con-

guration isunity: in the context ofdi usion, this in plies
that w ith probability one a walker w ill visit a particular
point in space In nitely often. It iswellknown (see, eg,
E, @]) that di usion is recurrent in dim ensions d 2,
whereas in m ore than two din ensions it is transient (ie.
the retum probability is less than one). It is precisely
this property of di usion that gives rise to the critical
din ension oftw o for the trapping reaction and hence the
asym ptotic resuls @) fortheA + B ! ; process.

T he principal result of the paper is the detem ination
of the constants 4 In Eq. ) ford 2, and the deriva—
tion of upper and lower bounds for d = 3. A striking
feature of the results is that, ford 2, the value of 4 is
independent of the di usion constant of the A particle.

W e begin In the next section of this paper by de n-
Ing the trapping reaction m odel. Then, in section
we present in detail our analysis of the one-din ensional
case, testing our predictions in section where we dis—
cuss how them odelm ay be simulated e ciently. In sec—
tion El, we show how the m ethod used to treat the one—
din ensional case can be extended to generaldin ensions
d> 1. 0nly when the underlying di usion process is re—
current (ie. ord 2) do our upper and lower bounds
converge asym ptotically to give exact predictions for 4.
Finally, in section V I, we present a discussion and sum —
m ary ofthe resuls.

II. DEFINITION OF THE MODEL

T he trapping reaction m odel we consider is de ned
as Pllows. At tine t = 0 a particke is placed at the
origin of a d-dim ensional coordinate system . Surround-—
Ing this particle is a uniform sea of traps whose niial
positions x; are chosen independently. This niial con—
dition ensures that the distrbution of traps is P oisson,
ie. the probability that a volum e V. contains N traps is
[(V)Y=N lNexp( V) inwhich isthemean numberof
traps per uni volum e.

The dynam ics of the particle and traps can be ex—
pressed using the Langevin equation

X = ;0 @)

In which the subscript 1= 0 denotes the particle, 1> 1
one of the traps and the superscript Indicates a com —
ponent of the position vector x;. The noise ; (b) is a
G aussian white noise w ith zero m ean and correlator

hy© ;@i=20;35 € ©: ®)
W e take all the traps to have a di usion constant D and
the particle to have a di usion constantD °. Hence D ¢ =

D%and D; = D fri> 0. The quantity of interest in
thism odelisthe probability Q (t), averaged overallinitial
conditions and realizations ofthe random walks, that the

particle has not yet m et any of the di using traps.

ITI. ANALYTICAL RESULTS IN ONE
DIM ENSION

For clarity, we restrict ourselves initially to the case
d= 1. Later, in section E we will explain how the ar-
gum ents presented in detail here can be generalized to
higher dim ensions. W e begin with a description of the
target anniilation problem before m oving on to discuss
how it appliesto them ore generalproblem ofa partick’s
survivalin a sea of di using traps. T he target anniila-
tion problm can be solved exactly orany d d, B, 31
The asym ptotic form of the solution, and the lading
corrections to it (for d > 1), play a central role In our
bounding argum ents. To establish the notation and to
m ake our presentation selfcontained, we present In this
paper a brief derivation of the m ain results as a prelude
to deriving the bounds.

A . The target annihilation problem

C onsider a one-din ensional line containing a target of
length 21 centered on the origin (ie.lyingbetweenx= 1
and x = 1). W e wish to calculate the probability Q 1 (t)
that none of the di usihg traps Initially placed outside
this region has hit the target by a tim e t. T his quantity
can be calculated if one know s the probability Q1 (tiy)
that a trap initially at position y has not yet entered the



target region. Since the target is static and each trap
executes independent di usion, we can sinply multiply
the probabilities for each individual trap together and
average over allpossible initial positionsto nd Q r ().

Let us consider then a trap that has is initial position
to the right of the target, ie. vy > 1. The probability
Q1 () that the trap has not reached the target satis es
the backw ard FokkerP lanck equation

@0, (e _ | 8701 (W)
@t @y?

@)

w ith the boundary condiionsQ; &) = 0,0, Oy) = 1 if
y> land Qi (]l ) = 1. T hese express the facts that the
probability that the target has been reached if the trap
started at y = 1 is one, that it is reached in zero tine
from y > lis zero and that it is reached from in nity in
a nite tim e is zero respectively. T he solution to @) that
satis es these boundary conditions is

01 (i) = erf F— ©)
4D t
In which erfx) is the error finction.

Instead of a singl trap to the right of the target,
consider N independently di using traps, each initially
placed at random In the intervaly; 2 [;1+ L]. Then, the
probability that none ofthe traps has reached the target
by tine t is

w Z ny

dy; erf B . ©)

1 4D t

Qn ©® =

i=1

|-

Tt isconvenient now to rew rite the error fiinction in temm s

ofthe com plem entary error function, erf(x) = 1 erfcx).

T hen one has

Sihce wew ish to consideran in nite sea of traps, we take
N = LandthenthelmilL ! 1 holding ,thedensiy
of traps, xed. This yields

" #
1Z1+L y 1 L
L1 L 4D t
p_!
2 Dt
= exp —— 8)

This gives the probability that no traps initially posi-
tioned on one side of the target have reached the target
by tine t. Since we have In m ind a target surrounded
on both sides by traps, and that the m otion on each side
is Independent, we obtain the probability that the target
hasnotbeen annihilated by a trap by squaring @) . That
is,
|

—— 9)

N ote that the size of the one-dim ensional target 1 does
not appear in this exact expression for its survivalprob—
ability. Later, in section El, wewill nd that at suitably
large tim es, the size of the target is unin portant for all
d< 2 Where di usion is recurrent).

B . Bounding argum ent for a di using particle in
the presence ofm obile traps

W e now discuss how to construct upper and lower
bounds on the particle’s survival probability Q (t) us—
Ing the resul for the target annihilation problem E) n
one dinension. W e claimm that, on average, a particke
surrounded by a uniform , isotropic distriboution of traps
survives longer if it is stationary than if it is allowed to
di use. W e are currently unable to prove this statem ent
rigorously, although it is supported by intuition and nu-
m erical data (see section below). W e also note that
when we say \on average" wem ean \after averaging over
allpossible initial trap positions and tra fctories ofboth
particle and traps".

If this clain is accepted, we obtain an upper bound
Qu () on the particl’s survival probability from @) by
noting that requiring the particle to rem ain stationary is
equivalent to having a target region of size 1= 0. Then
we Inm ediately have that

Q® Q)= exp o e (10)

To derive a lower bound on the survival probability
Q () we Introduce a notional box of size 1 centered on
the origin. Iffwe ask for the particle to rem ain inside this
box until a tin e t, and for all the traps to rem ain out—
side i, the traps and particle m ay neverm eet and hence
the particle survives until tin e t. T here are, of course,
other tra fctories for which the particle survives, and so
those just described form a subset of allpossble surviv—
ng t:najactor:ies| see Fig. ﬂ Hence the probability that
the particle rem ains w thin the box and traps outside is
a lowerbound Q1 (t) on Q (t).

There are three independent contributions to this
bound: (i) the probability that there are initially no traps
In thebox ofsize 1; (i) the probability that no trapsenter
the box up to tim e t; and (ii) the probability that the
particle has not keft the box up to tine t. The rsttwo
contrbutions are easily obtained. From the de nition of
the P oisson distribution, w e have that the probability the
box niially containsno trapsisexp ( 1. Secondly, the
probability that no traps enter the box is independent of
the box size and is given by (E) . The third contribution,
the probability that the particle rem ains inside the box,
is obtained as follow s.

Sihce the system is translationally invariant, we can
Just as easily consider a particle initially sandw iched be-
tween absorbing boundaries at x = 0 and x = 1. The
probability Qp (tjy) that the particle starting at y = =2



FIG.1l: Two waker trafctories (space-tin e plots, with t=
0 at the bottom ) for which the particle (un lled) survives
contact w ith a trap. T ra ctories of type (i) have the property
that the particle rem ains inside a notionalbox, and the traps
outside. This form s a subset of the entire class of surviving
tra pctories, which includes paths of type (i) in which the
particle leaves the box and the traps enter but nevertheless
no particle-trap contact occurs.

hasnot crossed the absorbing boundaries satis esa back—
ward FokkerP lanck equation

80> (i) _ | 00%Qe (W)

@t Qy? )

sub Ect to the absorbing boundary conditionsQp (tP) =

Qp (j) = 0 and the nitial condition Qp (t¥y) = 1 for
0 < y < 1. The general solution to this equation that
satis es the absorbing boundary conditions is cbtained
by separating the tin e and space variables in the usual
way. O ne obtains the Fourier sine series

RS k2 2D%  ky
Qp W) = axexp ———— shh

— 12
z 1 12)
k=1

T he expansion coe cientsa y are xed through the initial
condition. U sing the orthogonality of the sine fiinctions
one nds

4
ax= _ k : 13)
0

For the purposes of the present calculation, we need
consider only the Iong-tin e form ofQr (t¥) ora particke
that startsat y = 1=2. Thus we keep only the longest—
lived (k = 1) mode i the expansion {I3) to nd

D %
b

4
Qp &JF2) —exp 14)
Including this along w ith the contributions to the lower
bound Q1 (t) on the di using particle’s survival proba-

bility Q (t) discussed above, we have

r—
°D % 4 Dt

4
Q@® OL®=—exp

once the tim e t is su ciently large. N ote that this pro-
vides a bound for a particular box size 1. Since the box
is an arti cial construct, we can choose its size so that
the lower bound ism axin ized at a particular (predeter—
m ined) tine t . One nds that the corresponding box
sizeis1 = 2 2D % =)!"3. Using this box size in (1§
we nd the largest lowerbound is given by
|

2 2p 0 1737
3 2 : (16)

P
4 4 Dt
Qr )= —exp =

Combining this lower bound with the upper bound
Qu ®© ofEq. () we nd

2=3 D 0—p )1:3

4 no 4
- ( ZD t)1=6

= — + 3 —
(poz T 2

: A7)
This in plies that the constant 1 in the expressions of
B ram son and Lebow itz ﬁl) is precisely determ ned as

r__
D

. ho®
1= tllm —p_t— =4 — (18)
N ote that this constant depends only on the density and
di usion constant ofthe traps, and is Independent ofthe
di usion constant of the particle.

C . Extensions to the basic trapping reaction m odel

Tt is straightforw ard to incorporate tw o generalizations
ofthe one-din ensional trapping m odelde ned in section
ﬁ Into the bounding argum ents discussed above. The

rst of these is to allow the traps to the left and right of
the origin at tin e 0 to have di erent densities. W e denote
the larger (respectively, sm aller) of these densitiesas
( ) and theiraverageas = 1 (, + ).Additonally
we shall place n particlks at the origh at tine 0 and
study the probability that all survive untila tim e t.

To obtain an upper bound on the survival probability,
w e note that the survival probability of the particles can
only increase (or rem ain constant) as either ; or is
decreased. Hence the survival probability for the case
of unequal densities is bounded from above by the case
w here the density of traps is on both sides equal to
Forthe case ofa single di using particle, we argued above
that an upper bound on is survival probability is found
by setting itsdi usion constantD %to 0. C learly, ifD %= 0
the num ber of particles at the origin is irrelevant, and so

an upperbound on Q (t) isgiven by Eq. @) wih = ,
ie.,
p__"!
4 Dt

To cbtain a lowerbound on the particles’ survivalprob—
ability we once again Introduce a notional box, inside
which all the particles must ram ain and no traps m ay



enter until tin e t. This tim e, however, we respect the
asym m etry ofthe problem by allow ing the box to extend
a distance 1 into the low-density region of traps and
1, Into the high-density region. W e will again seek to

LSRGy

The number of particles n enters into this expression
through the fact that the probability for all of the n
particles to rem ain inside the box ofsize 1= 1 + 1 is
sim ply the n® pow er ofthe corresponding probability or
a single particle.

The m axin al lower bound for a prescrbbed tine t is
cbtained from ) by setting 1, to zero (thus discounting
particle tra fctories that enter the high-density region)

and puttingl = @n D% = ). Then
I
p_ "
4 Dt n?22p% 7
QM O/ exp ~p— Bf
@1)
A Iong w ith the upper bound @) we nd that
4 nQ 4 N
F= Zpo= PO
S
4D (2DBt=e ’
N ote that, except for the case where = (which im —

plies = ) these two bounds do not converge and
S0 we cannot m ake a precise prediction for when the
trap densities are unequal. For qu case = 4, ,how-—
ever, the bounds converge to 4= , Independent of the
num ber of particlesn.

IVv. SIMULATION ALGORITHM AND RESULTS

A sophisticated algorithm for sim ulating the trapping
reaction in discrete space and tin e and w ith a Poisson
distrdbution of traps was recently introduced @]. The
beauty of the algorithm is that it adm its (qum erically)
exact calculation of the survival probability for an aroi-
trarily long, but xed, tra pctory ofthe particle. Aswill
be discussed below , the algorithm takes into account all
possible paths of the traps, as long as their iniial dis-
tribution is Poisson. In order to obtain an estim ate of
the particle survival probability, it is necessary to iterate
the algorithm over a sequence of particle paths. W e now
discuss this algorithm in detail.

m axin ize the lower bound by varying 1 and 1 .

A lower bound Q1 (t) is obtained using an argum ent
analogous to that leading to Eq. ) . Considering once
again late tines, we nd

s 1) p— o : (20)

A . An e cient simulation algorithm

In orderto sim ulate the trapping reaction m odelin one
dim ension, we construct a discretized version in which
each walker ollow sa path x (t) thathasx (t+ 1) x(t) =

1. Since allhopsto the keft or right occur in paralle]l, we
m ust ensure that the initial coordinates ofallthe walkers
are even integers so that no two walkers are abl to hop
over each other.

A s a starting point in understanding the sin ulation
algorithm , consider a systam com prising the particle,
whose trafctory xg (t) is predetem ined, and a sihgle
trap, whose tra fctory x; (t) is stochastic given som e Ini-
tial condition x; (0) = y1. The probabiliy P; (x;t) of

nding the trap at site x after tin e t, given that it has
not absorbed the particle, satis es the equation

1
P1x;t+ 1) = > P: &k 1it+ P&+ 1;9] @3)

sub fct to the initial condition P (x;0) = 4;,, and the
m oving absorbing boundary condition P (xq (£);t) = O.
Note that £3) is the discrete analgue of the di usion
(FokkerP lanck) equation

@py &xit) _ | %P1 D)
et @x? )

@4)

By Taylr expanding @) we nd the di usion constant
ofboth particle and trap tobeD = D %= 1.

The solution of the di usion equation wih an arbi-
trary m oving absorbing boundary at xg (t) is not known

analytically. O ne can obtain it num erically, how ever, by

1. Construct the probability distribution of the
trap’s position usihg the equation P; (x;t%) =
ipx Lif L+PR &+ L2 DL

2. Enforce the absorbing boundary condition by sub-
sequently setting Py (o (£);t)) = 0.

In the sim ulation, we w ish to consider not jist a sihgle
trap, but a Poisson distrbution of traps. This can be
achieved as follow s. Let P, (x;t) be the probability that
there are n traps on lattice site x at tine t. W e shall



assum e that this distrbution is P oisson, ie.,

&0
Py &it) = T@Xp[ cx;] @5)
In which c(x;t) isthem ean num ber of traps at site x and
tine t.

N ow , ifeach trap can hop w ith equalprobability to the
JEft or right in one tim e step, we have

P, x;t+ 1) = Liow, , &+ 1;v)  (26)

nwhich W | (¢;t) isthe probability that m particleshop
from sitex attinettox 1lattinet+ 1. Thisquantity
is given by

® RS
s = EEOT

" s!

s 1
W cx;t)] E: @7)

m
s=m

Insertion of this expression into @) and a little algebra

reveals that

Pn et 1) = [c(ii;?]nexp[ cki)]  @8)
In which
cx 1;0)+ cx+ 1;t)
cleit) = : @9)

2

T hat is, if the distribution of traps at tin e t is P oisson
the distrdbution of traps at time t+ 1 is also Poisson,
w ith the m ean occupation num ber at each site cbeying
the discrete di usion equation

cx;t+ 1) = % & 1,0+ cx+ 1;0)] (30)

A sw ith the case ofthe single trap described above, we
w ish to detem ine the probability distrdoution of traps
given that the particle follow ing the predeterm ined path
Xg (£) has not been absorbed until a tine t. W e must
therefore have at each timne step P, (X0 (©);t) = n;0 which
can be achieved by enforcing the boundary condition
cxo @);t) = 0. Thus we can evolve the m ean occupa-—
tion num bers for the P oisson distrbuted sea of traps in
exactly the sam e way as for the single-trap distribution
finction described above (@lbeit with a di erent initial
condition, to be described shortly).

In the sin ulations, we w ish to calculate the probability
that the particle has survived untiltin e t. To obtain an
expression for this, consider a particular distrdbution of
traps described by the fiinction cx;t). The probability
that site Xy containsno trapsis jastexp ( ckg;t]) and so
Q+ 1)=0Q (texp( cky;tl) where the value of c(xp;t)
used is that obtained after the di usion step, but before
enforcing the boundary condition c(xg;t) = 0.

W e now give a step-by-step explanation of the algo-
rithm for calculating the particle survival probability for

a predetermm ined particle path xq (t) . O ne begins by set—
ting up the trap concentration as follow s:

8
< 25 x<x0(0)

cit)= 0 x=x%0(0) (31)
2R X> x0(0)

In which  and r are the equivalent continuum densi-
ties to the kft and right ofthe particle, asused in section
. T he factor of 2 em erges because that is the e ec-
tive lattice spacing in the discrete model. W e also set
Q 0)= 1 (ie., we assum e there are no traps at the origin
to begi with). Then, oreach tine t° = 1;2;:::;t we
perform the follow Ing steps:

1. The trap concentration variables are evolved using

cxkit) =2k Li€ DL+cx+ ;€ DI

2. The cum ulative particle survival probability is cal-
culated usingQ ) = Q € Dlexp[ ci );t)].

3. The boundary condition is enforced by setting
clxo )it = 0.

N ote that thisalgorithm can be run forpathsofarbitrary
length and that, at a particular tin e t°, the trap density
at positions x < xo 0) fand x > x¢ (0) + ¥ is unifom .
Hence at each tin e step, one need dealonly with t°+ 1
concentration variables to sin ulate the In nite system .

U sing the above algorithm , one obtains the survival
probabilty for a particle follow ing a particular path
X (£) . To reach an estim ate ofthe particle survivalprob—
ability averaged over allpaths, i ism ost e cient to per-
form M onte Carlo sam pling. That is, one generates a
binom ial random walk by choosing the particle displace—
mentxo ) ¢ 1)= f 1;lgwith equalprobability.
T hen, one estim ates the m ean particle survival probabil-
ity as

6]

0 ® @ 32)
k=1

. 1
(ON(v)] N
in which Q &) is the value of the survival probability ©r
the k™ random walk. O ne can, of course, estin ate other
quantities, such as the m ean and variance of the parti-
ck’s displacem ent. A Iso, if one is interested only in the
short-tin e behavior, one can obtain the particle survival
probability for each possble path. W e should also note
that the one-din ensional algorithm described here gen—
eralizes straightforw ardly to higher (integer) din ensions.

B . Num erical results

W e rst investigate the entire set of short particle paths
In orderto get a feel for those that give rise to the great-
est probability of survival. Foreach tinet 28 we found
that the paths which have the greatest survivalprobabil-
iy are those w ith the an allest w idth (de ned as the dis—
tance betw een the extrem a ofthe path), ie.the sequences
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FIG .2: Surwivalprobability P (S;tk) given that the particle
isat site x at early tinesandwith = r = 05.

x@k) = ©0;1;0;1;0;::) and x(t) = ©O; 1;0;
T his resul gives support to the supposition In section @
that staying still (ie.a di usion constant D °= 0) gives
rise to the greatest chance of survival. W e also estab-
lished this to be case for two-dim ensionalwaks up to a
thhet= 12.

It is a sinple m atter to use the algorithm presented
above to nd the probability P x;tF) for the particlke
to be at coordinate x affer tim e t given that it has sur-
vived. T hen, an application ofBayes’ theoram yields the
m ore telling quantity P (S;tk), ie. the probability that
the particle has survived to tin e t given that it ends at
coordinate x. The resulting data areplotted In F jg.E and
one sees quite clearly that that the particle ism ost likely

to survive if i is at the origin, at least ortimes t 28.

This gure provides further weight to our assertion that
staying still is the best particle survival strategy.

A s stated In the previous section, one can obtain esti-
m ates of various quantities at later tin es if one perfom s
M onte Carlo sam pling over particlke paths. In fact, we
produced histogram s of P (S;tk) this way and obtained
data very sin ilar to those shown in Fjg.ﬂ (except w ith
poorer statistics). Hence we do not present them here.
Instead we concentrate on the survival probabilities fora
range of trap densities to com pare w ith the bounds given
by €2).

F irst we consider the case ofequaltrap densities either
side of the origin and the case of n = 1 and 2 particles
starting at the origin. W e generated the data for the
case n = 1 using the algorithm described above, and
densities ;; = r = 05 untila tine t = 30000. Bear-
Ing n m ind the form ofthe bounds @) it is appropriate
topbtthequantity ()= ThQ )= 2D tagainstlog
tine. In allthe sinulations,D = D °= % and i thiscase,

= 0:5. Hence the upperand ]oigerbounds n @) con—
verge to the constant (1 ) = 4= . Fig. | show s that,
afteran initialtransient, (t) doesf@allw ithin thebounds.
H owever, even at the late tim es probed in the sim ulation,

1;0;::9).
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FIG . 3: Singlk particle survival probability and bounds w ith
L = R = 015.
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FIG .4: Two particlke survivalprobability taken from @] and
boundswih 1 = r = 025.

(t) still seem sto be far away from is asym ptote. T his
highlights the fact that the predicted asym ptotic form for
the particlk’s survivalprobability ﬂ) hasnot yet been ob—
served In sim ulation, even w ith sophisticated m ethods at
our disposal.

The data forthe casen = 2 have been taken from @]
and are plotted w ith our bounds In Fjg.la. As%jth the
casen = 1wehave from @F) that 1 )= 4=  and
again the convergence to asym ptopia is very slow .

In F ig.[j we plot the single partick survivalprobability
for the case where the densities of traps either side of
the origin are unequal. Speci cally we have the cases

+= = 2;4;8wih g = 035 in each case. Note that
the density used to scale the plots is always the an aller
ofthe two, . Again we see that the num erical data lie
w ithin the bounds predicted by Eq. @) . In these cases,
how ever, the bounds we have presented do not converge
so we have no predictions for the lim iting value of (t).
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FIG . 5: Singl particle survival probability and bounds w ith
+= = 2;4and 8. The sym bolson the solid lines (represent—

ing the num ericaldata) are inclided purely for the purpose of

identifying each curve w ith the corresponding density ratio.

V. ANALYTICAL RESULTS IN GREATER
THAN ONE DIM ENSION

T he upper and Iowerboundson Q (t) derived n d= 1
w illbe now be generalized to alld n therange1 < d< 2
and to d = 2, the latter case requiring a slightly di erent
treatm ent. The case d > 2 willalso be discussed.

A . Upper Bound

Let the particle, with di usion constant D °, start at
the origin, and the traps, w th di usion constant D , be
random ly distribbuted in space w ith density . A sbefore,
we assert, on Intuitive grounds, that the \best strategy™"
for the particle is to stay at rest at the origin. W ith this
assum ption @Which was veri ed num erically ford = 2,
foralltimes up to t= 12, in the preceding section) the
survival probability ©orD %= 0 provides an upper bound
on the survival probability orany D °> 0. Let Q; (t¥)
be the probability that a given trap, starting a distance
r from the origin, has not yet visited the origin at tine
t. It obeys the backw ard FokkerP lanck equation

@Ql 2
=D
et r a1
@°0; d 1@Q;
D + ; 33
@r? r Qr 63)

where we have exploited the spherical sym m etry of the
problem . The boundary condiions are Q1 ) = 0 or
alltand Q; (tjl ) = 1 forallt, whilk the initial condition
isQ1 0F) = 1 Porallr> 0. Sihce there isno length scale
In the problem , Q; (t¥) m ust have the scaling fom

Q1tk)=f@= DY : (34)

Substituting this om into Eq. BJ) gives an ordinary
di erentialequation for f (x):

d?’f d 1df =xdf
—_—t —— —+ —— =0; (35)
dx? x dx 2dx
w ith boundary conditions £(0) = 0, £@ ) = 1. The
solution is
Z _
2 d e d=2 _ s
fx)= — dss e " (36)
0

Ford= 1 our previous resul, f x) = erf(x=2), is recov—
ered. Note that Eq. @) isonly valid ford < 2, since the
Integral diverges for d 2. This regin e w ill therefore
require a di erent treatm ent.

Eqg. @) gives the survival probability of a stationary
particle in the presence of a singlke di using trap. Con-
sider N traps in a large sphere of volum e V centered on
the origin. E ach trap starts anyw here in the volum ew ih
equalprobability. T he average, over the initial positions
ofthe traps, of the probability that none ofthe traps has
yet reached the origin at tine t is

Z N
a r
QM = d°rf p—
v Dt
Z N
1 q r
= 1 — dr 1 f o H (37)
vV oy Dt
TakingthelmiN ! 1,V ! 1 ,with = N=V held
xed, gives
Z
r
Q(t) = exp dr 1 f p— ; (38)
Dt

where the Integral is now over all space. Inserting the
function f x) from Eq. @) and evaluating the integral
gives the nal result, which serves as an upper bound,
Qy (), orthe problm wih generalD °> 0:

Qu = expl & ODBH?]; 39)

w here

@ )92 sin (40)

2
a:— —_—
47 g 2

B. Lower Bound

O ur strategy for constructing a rigorous low er bound
follow sthat em ployed In one din ension. W e construct an
In agihary (d-dim ensional) sphere of radius 1 centered on
the origin, and calculate the probability that (i) there are
no traps inside the sphere at t= 0 (ii) the particle stays
Inside the sphere up to time t, and (iil) no traps enter
the sphere up to tin e t. A sbefore, the set of tra ctories
(of particke and traps) selected by these constraints are
a subset of all tra fctories In which no traps m eet the



particle, so the probability weight of this subset provides
a lowerbound on Q (t). W e com pute these probabilities
n tum.

() T he probability that the sphere initially containsno
traps is sinply exp(  V41%), where Vg = 2 ¥2=d (d=2)
is the volum e of a d-din ensionalunit sphere.

(i) The probability, Qp (tJ;1) that the particle stays
Inside the sphere up to tim e t is obtained by solving the
backward FokkerP lanck Eq. 3), with D replaced by
D 9, sub et to the boundary conditionsQp ;1) = 0 and
Qp (t¥;]) is analytic at r = 0, and the initial condition
Qp O0¥;]) = 1 rr< 1. The solution has the form

®
Qp XD =r Gexp( DKIDT  kar); @41
n=1
where J (z) is a Bessel function ofthe st kind,
= @2 d=; (42)

and k, 1= z, isthenth zero ofJ (z). The coe cients
G, are obtained from the iniial condition, but their pre-
cise values are of no interest here. Since the particle
startsatr= 0,weneed Qp (tP;1). Its asym ptotic form
is

Qp P;) exp( 2D °%=T) :

(ii1) To com pute the probability, Q ¢ (t), that no trap
enters the sphere up to tine t (the target anniila—
tion problem ) we beginh by calculating this probability,
Q1 Xx;D, or a single trap. Then the probabiliy that
none of the traps enter the sphere is given by a natural
generalization ofEq. @),

Z

@43)

d4rf1

r>1

Qr () = exp Q1 i Dy (44)
In contrast to the case 1= 0 used for the upper bound,
there is no sinpl scaling form analogous to @) for
Q1 (t¥; D) because lprovides an additional length scal.

The function Q; (t¥;1) obeys the backward Fokker—
P lank equation ), wih boundary conditions
Q1LY = 0 prallt QO (€l ;) = 1 or all t,
and inidal condition Q; 0x;) = 1 orr > 1. The
solution can be found by Laplace transform techniques.
The resuk is pg]

_ 2 r '
01k =— = —exp( DKYHG krkl);
1, k
45)
w here
oy ¥ &I ) J®Y @)
G &iy) T+ Y2y ; (46)

and Y (z) is a Bessel functions of the second kind.
Before continuing, we can rst simplify Eq. @) as
follow s. F irst de ne
Z

F @)= d%r f1

r>1

Q1 ¥ Dg ; 47)

where F 0) = 0 fllows from the iniial condition
Q0:10%;1) = 1 Prallr > 1. Then we use the backward
FokkerP lanck equation @) to write

Z

@tF = D
Z
= D

d?rr?Q; ;D
r>1

dA
A

= DSg '@, Q1 (XD i-1;

r;l
48)

where A is the surface of the sohere, dA is a surface
elem ent directed along the inward nom alto the sphere,
and

2 d=2

49)

Sq4 =
=)
is the surface area ofthe unit sphere n d din ensions. In—
tegrating the result @) w ith respect to tim e, w ith initial
condition F (0) = 0,Eq. {#4) takesthe om PJ]
Z t

DS ' de,01 @xiDio
0

Qr (B = exp

(50)
W e are Interested In the behaviorofQ r ) or larget. At
this point it is convenient to discuss separately the cases
1< d< 2,d= 2,andd> 2.

1. Theamsel< d< 2

Forl < d < 2, the function Q; (t¥;1), given by Eq.
@),has the large-t expansion E]

2

r
‘tT; = -
Q1 €; D 1 T+ )
: “a )+ ; (51)
2+ ) @ 2) !
where = 4Dt=F and we recallthat = (2 d)=2.

Taking the derivative w ith respect to r, setting r = 1,
nserting the result into Eq. @), and evaluating the in-
tegrals over t°, gives the probability, that the target has
not been annihilated by a trap,

Qr=expl & OBH'* kK OHe 'F 4+ i
where a4 is given by Eq. @) and
22d 1 d=2

@ d°?2a

d=2)

Bu = a2) @

(53)

Note that, as wih the case d = 1, the lading tem is
independent of 1. T his phenom enon can be attributed to
the recurrence ofdi usion in din ensionsd < 2.

F inally we assam ble the contributions (i) { (iil) above to
obtain a rigorous lowerbound on the asym ptotic behav—
orforl< d< 2,

exp[ W
h ope P Y

exp[ a O]
ZD =1

Q1 (©
(54)

52)



Asusual, bra given tinet we choose a sphere radiuis 1
to optim ize the lowerbound. T he dom inant l-dependent
temsfort! 1 arethe naltwo tem s in the second
exponential. Ignoring constants of order unity, we nd
that the value of 1 that gives the greatest lower bound
is

D° e @ d=@4 q
Inserting this into @) the second exponential takes the
form

exp[ CDI'IS[:CDO)(Z d)=(4 d)(Dd 1)2:(4 d)td=(4 d)]: (56)

Theneglected rsttem in the second exponentialin @)
behavesas ¥ €€ 9=¢ 4 yhich is ndeed negligble
compared to t9=¢ 9 for large t (recalling that d > 1
here).

In summ ary, the best lowerbound behaves as

QL ®

Since d=@4 d) < d&=2 ford < 2, the two bounds pinch
asym ptotically, to give the exact result

hQ ®
t1 D t)d=2

expl @ OH?+ 0 ¢=“ ). G7)

=agq; 1 d< 2; (58)
wherewe recallthat ag isgiven beEqg. @). T he constant

qa InhEqg. EI) is therefore given by
2 d

4= —sh —

@p)¥?; 1
d 2

d< 2: (59)

N ote that the subdom inant term in @) decays m ore
slow Iy relative to the leading tem asd ! 2, signaling a
change ofbehavioratd= 2. N ote also that the coe cient
aq vanishes at d = 2, suggesting a sbwer decay than a
sin ple exponentialin two din ensions. W enow show that
this expectation is correct, and detem ine the constant

2 nEq. EI) .

2. Thecassed= 2

Ford= 2 the asym ptotic om ofQ; t¥;1) is pj]

r 1
t¥;)=2h = —+0
Q1 KD 1 & 2

i (60)

where = 4D t=F asbefre. hserting this into Eq. {50),
with d= 2, givesthe probability that no trap hasentered
the circle of radius 1up to tim e t:

4 Dt
————+0
In (4D t=F) n’t

Qr () = exp (61)

Follow Ing our previous procedure, the asym ptotic lower
bound is given by

0. © 40t t
ex
L P @ =p) 2t
. D%
I ? ; (62)
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where z; isnow the sm allest zero ofJj (z) . The dom inant

term s in the exponential for large t are the rst and last

tem s. Extrem izing thisbound w ith respect to 1at som e
xed t gives

po ' D 2t
1 2 T3 In Do 63)
to lrading order, and
4 Dt

thnt

t) exp ——— +0
Q1 © P (D=0 n’t

(64)

A s farasthe upper bound is concemed, Eq. @) isnot
usefulin d= 2, since a, = 0. This tells us that the prob—
ability that a trap will reach a speci ed region of zero
volum e (ie. a speci ed point) is zero in two din ensions.
The A particle has to be given a non-zero size (or the
system put on a lattice) for a non-zero trapping proba-—
bility. W e therefore assign the particle a non-zero radius
a, but still treat it as stationary for the upper bound.
T he traps w ill, for them om ent, continue to be treated as
point particles. W ih the de nition that trapping occurs
if a trap enters w ithin the particle’s radiis (so that a is
an interaction range), our upper bound is just given by
the probability Q1 (), Eq. {61)), but with 1 replaced by
a, to give

4 Dt
— —— 40
In (4D t=a?) n’t

Qu ® exp (65)

In the Imi t ! 1 , the bounds converge to give the

asym ptotic resul Q (t) exp( 4 Dt=ht) or, equiva—
lently
hthQ
7(2() =4 (66)
£ 1 Dt
T his gives the constant , in Eq. ) as
=4 D : ©7)

A s noted previously, the algorithm described in Sec—
tion @ can be used to simulate the trapping reaction
In any integer din ension. N um erical results for the two—
din ensional system were presented In E] and we com —
pare these data w ith the asym ptotic result @) n FJg@
W e nd that the deviation of the num erical results from
the asym ptote is even m ore m arked In two din ensions
than in one (see Fig. E). Part of the reason for this
is, presum ably, that the Increased number of sites In
two din ensions m eans that one cannot probe such late
tin es. A second, and perhaps m ore in portant, reason
is the very large corrections to scaling evident from our
bounding argum ents. The rlhtive size of the sublead-
Ing term in Eqg. @) is O I=Int), whilk the sublkading
term for the lower bound, Eqg. ), Is even larger, of
relative size O (n[htFEht). This suggests that conver-
gence to asym ptopia w illbe extrem ely slow in two din en—
sions. Note also that the partick’s survival probability
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FIG . 6: Num ericaldata for the two-din ensional trapping re—
action taken fom []. In the sinulation, the trap density

= 1=4 and the di usion constants D = D ° = 1=4. The
asym ptote given by Eq. @) is plotted for com parison.

was found to decay to 10 °° aftert= 1600 tin e steps.
T his em phasizes the in portance of determ ining the cor-
rections to asym ptopia in order to determm ne the form
of the survival probability In num erically (and, indeed,
experim entally) accessible regin es.

3. Thecased> 2

T he sam e bounding argum ents can be applied equally
wellind> 2. Themain di erence from d 2 isthat the
bounds no longer converge, so it is not possible to deter—
mne 4 exactly (except ford very close to 2 | seebelow ).
T he basic idea is the sam e as ford 2, except that the
particlesm ust be given non-zero sizes (or, equivalently, a
non-zero range of interaction). W e lt the particle have
radiis a, and the traps radiusb. A reaction is deem ed to
have occurred if there is an overlap between the particle
and any trap, ie. if the centers approach m ore closely
than a distance R = a + b, which is the range of inter—
action. (N ote, however, that we continue to assum e that
the traps do not interact w ith each other. In particular,
there is no excluded volum e Interaction between traps.)

T he upperbound is cbtained from the target anniila—
tion problem w ith target radiusR . Ford > 2, the single—
trap survivalprobability, Q; (€¥;R ), has a non-vanishing
large-t lim it given by the wellknown resul

R=rf ?; (68)

which is easily obtained from Eg. ) on setting the
kft side to zero, and in posing the boundary conditions
Q1@ R;R)=0,0:@ 3 ;R) = 1 on the resulting or-
dinary di erential equation. Inserting this form in Eqg.
@), wih 1= R, and evaliating the tin e integral, gives
an upper bound w ith the leading large-t behavior

Q11 R)=1

Qu () expl @ 2)§RY “Dt]: (69)

11

The lower bound is obtained in a sin ilar fashion, ol
Iow ing the pattem established ford 2. O ne constructs
a notional sphere of radiis 1, centered on the initial posi-
tion ofthe particle. T he bound is given by the subset of
tra fpctories in which (i) there are no traps initially w ithin
the sphere, (ii) the center of the particle rem ains w ithin
a sphere of radius 1 a, so that the particle rem ains en—
tirely Inside the sphere of radius 1, and (iil) the center
of every trap rem ains outside a sphere of radius 1+ b,
so that every trap rem ains entirely outside the sphere of
radius 1.

T he probability of () isexp[ Vg 1+ b)2]. The proba—
bility of (i) hasthe asym ptotic form exp[ #D %= af],
where z; isthe rst zeroofJ (z) = Jg 2)-2@). The
probability of (iii) is given, for large t, by Eq. ) wih
R replaced by 1+ b. A ssem bling these three contributions
gives the asym ptotic lower bound

2)$ 1+ ? Dt ZD %=1 af

V4 @+ b1 : (70)

Qr ©® exp[ @

This has to be m axin ized w ith respect to 1. Fort! 1 ,
the rst two tem s In the exponent dom nate, and the

naltem isnegligble. Setting 1= a+ x, and m axin izing
w ith respect to x, gives the equation

@ 2FSqD &+ R)?® = 227D %= ; (71)

where R = a+ b as before. This equation cannot be
solved analytically for general d, so we concentrate on
two soluble cases| the physically interesting cased = 3,
and thelmitd! 2+.

Ford= 3,wehaveSq = 4 and z; = ,givihgx =
(D %2 D)3 and
2 p_2:3
QL & expl 4 DRt 3Q°D DY t]: (72)

Combining the two bounds, we ocbtain the asym ptotic
form Q (t) exp( 3t),asih Eq. @),wjth the bounds

4 DR+ 3@ 2 DpD0)2=3; d=3:
(73)
Tt is worth noting that the second tem on the right is
negligble com pared to the st ifD °=D R 3, ie.when
D =D is an all com pared to the num ber of traps per in—
teraction volum e.
Ford= 2+ ,Eq. @) has the solution

4 DR 3

1 z2p° ‘7
x= = 1D ; (74)

to leading order for ! 0, giving the lower bound

QL exp[ 2 Dt]tokadingorderin .Inthesame
Iim i, the upper bound @) has exactly the sam e fom ,
giving the resul Q (t) exp( qt) wih

4= 2 D +

Hence the bounds pinch to lrading orderin , but not for
generald.

(75)



To conclide this section, we consider again the case
w here n particles start from the origin, and we want the
probability that all survive until tine t. A s noted in
the discussion of the one-din ensional case, n only enters
In the calculation ofthe lowerbound, in the tem giving
the probability for the particlke to stay inside the notional
box d= 1), or sphere d > 1), of size 1. This probabil-
ity behaves as exp ( constD%=1), so having n particles
sin ply requires raising this factor to the powern, which
is equivalent to replacing D ® by nD °. Since the asym p—
totic form s we derive do not depend on D° ford 2,
it llow s that our results are independent of n in this
regin e. Ford > 2, however, our resuls do depend on D °
(see Eq. @)) . In this regin e, therefore, the generaliza—
tion to arbitrary n is achieved through the replacem ent
D%! nD?C.

VI. DISCUSSION AND SUMM ARY

In this paper we have derived a num ber of resuls for
the asym ptotic survivalprobability ofa particle di using
am ong random ly distributed di using trapsw ith density

. W eallow the particle and trapsto have di erent di u—
sion constants, D ® and D respectively. O ur results take
the form s origihally derived by B ram son and Lebow itz
@], asexpressed n Eq. @) . W ih one assum ption, sup—
ported by num erical evidence, we have obtained exact
results for the coe cients 4 in EI) for dim ensions d 2,
and an exact inequality for dim ensionsd > 2. These re-
sults are given by E gs. @), ), and ) .Ford 2 the
results for 4 are independent of the di usion constant
D © of the partick.

T he results are obtained by deriving upper and lower
bounds for 4, and show ing these coincide for d 2.
W hilst our lower bound is rigorous, we had to assum e
that the partick’s survival probability Hr D ° = 0 pro—
vides an upper bound on is survival probability when
D > 0 when the trap distribution is sym m etric. Thdeed,
forthe d = 1 system with di erent densities of traps to
the left and right ofthe particle, it was found that staying
still is not the particle’s best strategy. Instead, tra cto—
ries that survive for long tin es tend to be those in which
the particle drifts to the side w ith the lower trap density.
T his em phasizes the crucial rok of the sym m etry of the
trap distribution, an observation supported by perturba—
téeéljudjes for a systam wih a nite number of traps

, e4].

In all cases the particle and traps are assum ed to m ove
In a continuous space, and to have zero size ord < 2.
Ford 2 isisnecessary forthe particle and/or the traps
to have non-—zero size (otherw ise the survival probability,
form otion on a continuous space, isone oralltine). W e
also take the traps to be random ly distributed in space at
tinet= 0, wih uniform density . This raisesthe ques—
tion of the extent to which the resuls are \universal",
ie. independent of the m icroscopic details of the m odel,
a question which we now address.
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W e argue that, ford 2, the results do indeed have
a degree of universality. Tn d = 1, the optin albox size
used to obtai the lowerbound on Q () is large, 1 £73,
ast ! 1, so the e ect of the particle having a nite
size when con ned to thisbox isnegligble. W ih a litle
thought one sees that the sam e istrue oralld 2. The
optin al length scale for the lowerbound grows with tim e
asl 2 9= D g< 2)orl It d=2), and the
resuls are independent of the particle and trap sizes, as
far as the leading-order results are concemed. T he sam e
is true of the upper bound| the nite-size corrections
com e In at subleading order.

T he dom Inance of large length scales at late tin es, for
d 2, also suggests that the asym ptotic results are inde-
pendent of whether the m odel is de ned on the contin—
uum (as here) or on a lattice, an assum ption in plicitly
m ade earlier when we com pared our theoretical predic—
tions to num erical resuls obtained from lattice sinula—
tions. Ford > 2, however the dom inant value of 1 that
determ ines the lowerbound is tin e-independent. T here—
fore we expect a lack of universality in this case. The
explicit dependence on the Interaction range R in Eq.
E) is a signature of this e ect. N ote, how ever, that to
ladingorderin = d 2, 4 isihdependent ofR (secEq.
@)) and w e expect the result to be universalto this or-
der. P hysically, this is because the length scake 1= a+ x
divergesas ! 0 (seeEqg. )) .

A further universality question concems universal-
ity with respect to the iniial conditions. W e have
taken Poissonian initial conditions, where the probabil-
ity Py (V) ofhaving N traps in a volum e V is given by
Py V)= [(V)YN llexp( V) Prany V. The lattice
sin ulations, w here the num ber of traps on each site hasa
P oisson distrbution (withmean , say) hasthisproperty,
nam ely the number oftrapson m siteshasa P oisson dis—
tribution with mean m . W hether there is a larger class
of Initial conditions sharing the sam e asym ptotic behav—
Jor is a question deserving further study.

W e conclude by discussing som e recent papers related
to the present work, and directions for future work. The
coe cient g hEq. @) has recently been calculated using
a diagram m aticm ethod E]to rstorderin 2 d).The
quoted resul, how ever, exceeds our rigorousupper bound
for 4 (corresponding to the lower bound for Q (t)) by a
factor of two. This is because In E] q depends on D
and D ? only through their sum D + D ° R{] whereas our
rigorous upper bound on 4 depends sokly on D . It is
Interesting to note that in the related processA + B !
A where the single A particke acts as a trap for the B
particles, certain properties ofthe B particle distribution
can be expressed as functions ofD + D 0 @]. H ow ever,
we stress that forthe A + B ! B reaction studied here,
the asym ptotics are entirely govemed by the B -particle
di usion constant ord 2.

In a very recent work @] our approach, as outlined in
@], has been generalized to di usion on fractals for the
case w here the fractaldin ension ofthe traps’ tra gctories
is greater that the physical dim ension (this condition is



the analog of the condition d < 2 in the present work).
Tt should be noted, however, that in Ref. ] the opti-
m al lower bound on Q (t) is not obtained. Ford < 2,
only the subdom inant corrections to the leading tem s
are a ected, and the upper and lower bounds still pinch
asym ptotically. For d = 2, however, the approach used
n @] yields bounds that no longer converge at large t,
so the exact resul @) for , ism issed.

In this paper and our earlier work E] we noted that
the extant sin ulation data E] fail to reach the asym p—
totic regin e even though survival probabilities are so
an allthat they can only bem easured using sophisticated
m ethods. Perhaps the m ost in portant challenge, there—
fore, is to cbtain a better understanding of the correc—
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tions to asym ptopia In order to m ake testable, quanti-
tative predictions. O ther directions for fiiture work in-
clide exploring fiirther the extent to which our results
are universal, and establishing rigorously the validiy of
our upper bound.
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