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The problem ofa di�using particle m oving am ong di�using traps is analyzed in generalspace

dim ension d. W e consider the case where the traps are initially random ly distributed in space,

with uniform density �, and derive upper and lower bounds for the probability Q (t) (averaged

over allparticle and trap trajectories) that the particle survives up to tim e t. W e show that,for

1 � d � 2, the bounds converge asym ptotically to give Q (t) � exp(� �dt
d=2

) for 1 � d < 2,

where �d = (2=�d)sin(�d=2)(4�D )
d=2

� and D is the di�usion constant of the traps, and that

Q (t) � exp(� 4��D t=lnt) for d = 2. For d > 2 bounds can stillbe derived,but they no longer

convergeforlarget.For1 � d � 2,theseasym ptoticform areindependentofthedi�usion constant

ofthe particle. The results are com pared with sim ulation results obtained using a new algorithm

[V.M ehra and P.G rassberger, Phys. Rev. E 65, 050101 (2002)]which is described in detail.

D eviations from the predicted asym ptotic form s are found to be large even for very sm allvalues

ofQ (t),indicating slowly decaying corrections whose form isconsistent with the bounds. W e also

present results in d = 1 for the case where the trap densities on either side ofthe particle are

di�erent.Forthiscase we can stillobtain exactboundsbutthey no longerconverge.

PACS num bers:05.40.-a,02.50.Ey,82.20.-w

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Reaction-di�usion processesrepresenta largeand im -
portantclassofsystem swith nonequilibrium dynam ics.
From a fundam entalphysicalviewpoint,the interest in
these system s lies in the fact that the concentration of
reactantsisgoverned,in general,by irreversiblereaction
events that depend on the spatialdistribution of par-
ticles ratherthan through equilibrium 
uctuations con-
trolled by achem icalpotential.Such m odelsystem shave
arangeofapplications,m ostnotably tochem icalkinetics
[1,2]butalsotointerfacialgrowth[3],dom ain coarsening
[4,5]and aggregation [6].
The m ost intensively studied reactions are single-

species annihilation (A + A ! ;)and coalescence (A +
A ! A)aswellastwo-speciesannihilation (A+ B ! ;)|
see,e.g.,[7,8,9]forreviews. In thispaperwe focuson
thetwo-speciesproblem .Itisknowntoexhibittwodi�er-
entclassesoflong-tim e behaviordepending on whether
the initialconcentrationsofA and B particlesareequal
ornot.(Asan aside,we note thata sim ilardependence
on the initialcondition also holdsforthe A + A ! ; re-
action when the reactantm otion isdeterm inistic rather
than di�usive [10,11]).The reason forthisisthatwhen
the initialdensities ofA and B particles are the sam e,
they rem ain so for alltim es,whereas if,say,the initial
density ofA particles�A (0)islessthan thatoftheB par-
ticles�B (0),theratio �A (0)=�B (0)! 0 ast! 1 and at
latetim esonehasa few,isolated A particlesdi�using in
a background ofB particles.
The case ofequalinitialdensities is wellunderstood,

and resultssim ilarto thosefortheA + A ! ; with di�u-
sive particle m otion have been obtained [12,13]. In low

dim ensions,hered < 4,
uctuation e�ectsareim portant
and one �nds a density decay �A (t) = �B (t) � t� d=4

in this di�usion-lim ited regim e. Above the criticaldi-
m ension d > dc = 4 one �ndsthatthe m ean-�eld result
�A ;B (t) � 1=t applies. This result also holds for the
A + A ! ; processaboveitscriticaldim ension dc = 2.
By contrast,thedensity decay form sfortheA + B ! ;

processwhen theinitialdensities�A (t)and �B (t)arenot
equalarelesswellunderstood.In fact,since the exposi-
tion oftheprocessasa m odelofm onopole-antim onopole
annihilation in theearly universenearly twenty yearsago
[12],only a few resultsareknown exactly.M ostnotably,
Bram son and Lebowitz [14]proved rigorously that, at
large tim es,the density ofthe m inority species (which
wewilltaketo be the A particles)behavesas

�A (t)�

8
<

:

exp(� �dt
d=2) d < 2

exp(� �2 lnt=t) d = 2
exp(� �dt) d > 2

(1)

revealing d = 2 to be criticalin thiscase.To the bestof
ourknowledge,no predictionsforthe constants�d were
given untilrecently [15]. Furtherm ore,there has been
no convincing num ericalveri�cation ofthepredicted de-
cay even in one-dim ension,despite the developm ent of
sophisticated sim ulation techniques [16]that allow the
probingofextrem ely sm alldensitiesthatem ergeatlarge
tim es. In this paper,we expand on the bounding argu-
m entsreported in [15]thatgive rise to precise valuesof
�d for d � 2. W e also presenta detailed description of
the sim ulation algorithm introduced in [16]and extend
it to test our bounding argum ents and understand the
approach to the asym ptopia described by Eq.(1).
Asnoted above,the late-tim e regim e ischaracterized
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by a few isolated A particlesdi�using in a seaofB parti-
cles.Thusitisappropriateto considerthe extrem ecase
ofasingleA particlein aseaofB particlesthathasauni-
form (Poisson)density. In this case,the quantity �A (t)
isjustthesurvivalprobability oftheA particle.Further-
m ore,ifthe di�usion constantsofthe A and B particles
are the sam e,one can also view �A (t)asthe fraction of
particlesthathavenotm etany otherparticles.Thusthe
reaction A + B ! ;in thelim itofalow density ofA par-
ticles has been discussed under the guises ofuninfected
walkers [17]in which random walkersinfect each other
on contact,di�usion in the presence oftraps [16,18]in
which the B particlesare considered as trapsforthe A
particles,and predator-prey m odels[19]in which oneasks
forthe survivalofa prey (the A particle)being ‘chased’
by di�using predators (the B particles). To avoid con-
fusion,we shalladoptonly the trapping term inology in
ourdiscussion.

In thiswork,weshow how thesurvivalprobability ofa
di�using particle in the presence ofm obile trapscan be
understood in term s ofthe target annihilation problem

[20,21,22](or�rstpassageproblem [23])whereoneasks
forthe probability thatnone ofthe trapshasentered a
particularregion (target)in the d-dim ensionalspace.In
turn,theasym ptoticsofthetargetannihilation problem
are intim ately related to the recurrence ortransience of
di�usion in variousdim ensions. A processis said to be
recurrentiftheprobabilityofreturningtotheinitialcon-
�gurationisunity:in thecontextofdi�usion,thisim plies
thatwith probability one a walkerwillvisita particular
pointin spacein�nitely often.Itiswellknown (see,e.g,
[23,24])thatdi�usion isrecurrentin dim ensionsd � 2,
whereasin m orethan two dim ensionsitistransient(i.e.
the return probability is less than one). It is precisely
this property ofdi�usion that gives rise to the critical
dim ension oftwo forthetrapping reaction and hencethe
asym ptoticresults(1)forthe A + B ! ; process.

The principalresultofthe paperisthe determ ination
ofthe constants�d in Eq.(1)ford � 2,and the deriva-
tion ofupper and lower bounds for d = 3. A striking
featureoftheresultsisthat,ford � 2,thevalueof�d is
independentofthe di�usion constantofthe A particle.

W e begin in the next section ofthis paper by de�n-
ing the trapping reaction m odel. Then, in section III
we presentin detailouranalysisofthe one-dim ensional
case,testing ourpredictionsin section IV where we dis-
cusshow the m odelm ay be sim ulated e�ciently.In sec-
tion V,we show how the m ethod used to treatthe one-
dim ensionalcase can be extended to generaldim ensions
d > 1.O nly when the underlying di�usion processisre-
current(i.e.for d � 2) do our upper and lowerbounds
convergeasym ptotically to giveexactpredictionsfor�d.
Finally,in section VI,we presenta discussion and sum -
m ary ofthe results.

II. D EFIN IT IO N O F T H E M O D EL

The trapping reaction m odel we consider is de�ned
as follows. At tim e t = 0 a particle is placed at the
origin ofa d-dim ensionalcoordinate system . Surround-
ing this particle is a uniform sea oftraps whose initial
positions~xi are chosen independently. This initialcon-
dition ensures that the distribution oftraps is Poisson,
i.e.the probability thata volum e V containsN trapsis
[(�V )N =N !]exp(� �V )in which �isthem ean num berof
trapsperunitvolum e.
The dynam ics of the particle and traps can be ex-

pressed using the Langevin equation

_x�i = �
�
i (t) (2)

in which the subscripti= 0 denotesthe particle,i> 1
one ofthe trapsand the superscript� indicatesa com -
ponent ofthe position vector ~xi. The noise ��i (t) is a
G aussian white noisewith zero m ean and correlator

h��i (t)�
�

j(t
0)i= 2D i�ij��� �(t� t

0): (3)

W etakeallthetrapsto havea di�usion constantD and
theparticleto havea di�usion constantD 0.HenceD 0 =
D 0 and D i = D for i> 0. The quantity ofinterest in
thism odelistheprobabilityQ (t),averagedoverallinitial
conditionsand realizationsoftherandom walks,thatthe
particlehasnotyetm etany ofthe di�using traps.

III. A N A LY T IC A L R ESU LT S IN O N E

D IM EN SIO N

For clarity,we restrict ourselves initially to the case
d = 1. Later,in section V we willexplain how the ar-
gum ents presented in detailhere can be generalized to
higher dim ensions. W e begin with a description ofthe
targetannihilation problem before m oving on to discuss
how itappliesto them oregeneralproblem ofa particle’s
survivalin a sea ofdi�using traps. The targetannihila-
tion problem can besolved exactly forany d [20,21,22].
The asym ptotic form of the solution, and the leading
corrections to it (for d > 1),play a centralrole in our
bounding argum ents. To establish the notation and to
m ake ourpresentation self-contained,we presentin this
papera briefderivation ofthe m ain resultsasa prelude
to deriving the bounds.

A . T he target annihilation problem

Considera one-dim ensionallinecontaining a targetof
length 2lcentered on theorigin(i.e.lyingbetween x = � l

and x = l). W e wish to calculate the probability Q T (t)
that none ofthe di�using traps initially placed outside
thisregion hashitthe targetby a tim e t.Thisquantity
can be calculated ifone knows the probability Q 1(tjy)
thata trap initially atposition y hasnotyetentered the
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target region. Since the target is static and each trap
executes independent di�usion,we can sim ply m ultiply
the probabilities for each individualtrap together and
averageoverallpossibleinitialpositionsto �nd Q T (t).
Letusconsiderthen a trap thathasitsinitialposition

to the right ofthe target,i.e.y > l. The probability
Q 1(tjy)thatthetrap hasnotreached thetargetsatis�es
the backward Fokker-Planck equation

@Q 1(tjy)

@t
= D

@2Q 1(tjy)

@y2
(4)

with theboundary conditionsQ 1(tjl)= 0,Q 1(0jy)= 1 if
y > land Q 1(tj1 )= 1.Theseexpressthefactsthatthe
probability thatthe targethasbeen reached ifthe trap
started at y = lis one,that it is reached in zero tim e
from y > liszero and thatitisreached from in�nity in
a �nitetim e iszerorespectively.Thesolution to(4)that
satis�estheseboundary conditionsis

Q 1(tjy)= erf

�
y� l
p
4D t

�

(5)

in which erf(x)isthe errorfunction.
Instead of a single trap to the right of the target,

consider N independently di�using traps,each initially
placed atrandom in theintervalyi 2 [l;l+ L].Then,the
probability thatnoneofthetrapshasreached thetarget
by tim e tis

Q N (t)=
NY

i= 1

1

L

Z l+ L

l

dyi erf

�
yi� l
p
4D t

�

: (6)

Itisconvenientnow torewritetheerrorfunction in term s
ofthecom plem entaryerrorfunction,erf(x)= 1� erfc(x).
Then onehas

Q N (t)=

"

1�
1

L

Z l+ L

l

dy erfc

�
y� l
p
4D t

�#N

: (7)

Sincewewish to consideran in�niteseaoftraps,wetake
N = �L and then thelim itL ! 1 holding�,thedensity
oftraps,�xed.Thisyields

Q 1 (t) = lim
L ! 1

"

1�
1

L

Z l+ L

l

dy erfc

�
y� l
p
4D t

�#�L

= exp

 

�
2�
p
D t

p
�

!

: (8)

This gives the probability that no traps initially posi-
tioned on one side ofthe targethave reached the target
by tim e t. Since we have in m ind a target surrounded
on both sidesby traps,and thatthem otion on each side
isindependent,weobtain theprobability thatthetarget
hasnotbeen annihilated by a trap by squaring(8).That
is,

Q T (t)= exp

 

�
4�
p
D t

p
�

!

: (9)

Note that the size ofthe one-dim ensionaltarget ldoes
notappearin thisexactexpression foritssurvivalprob-
ability.Later,in section V,we will�nd thatatsuitably
large tim es,the size ofthe targetisunim portantforall
d < 2 (wheredi�usion isrecurrent).

B . B ounding 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 resultforthe targetannihilation problem (9)in
one dim ension. W e claim that, on average,a particle
surrounded by a uniform ,isotropic distribution oftraps
surviveslongerifitisstationary than ifitisallowed to
di�use.W e arecurrently unableto provethisstatem ent
rigorously,although itissupported by intuition and nu-
m ericaldata (see section IV below). W e also note that
when wesay \on average"wem ean \afteraveragingover
allpossibleinitialtrap positionsand trajectoriesofboth
particleand traps".
Ifthis claim is accepted,we obtain an upper bound

Q U (t)on the particle’ssurvivalprobability from (9)by
noting thatrequiring theparticleto rem ain stationary is
equivalentto having a targetregion ofsize l= 0. Then
weim m ediately havethat

Q (t)� QU (t)= exp

 

�
4�
p
D t

p
�

!

: (10)

To derive a lower bound on the survivalprobability
Q (t) we introduce a notionalbox ofsize lcentered on
theorigin.Ifweask fortheparticleto rem ain insidethis
box untila tim e t,and for allthe traps to rem ain out-
sideit,thetrapsand particlem ay neverm eetand hence
the particle survivesuntiltim e t. There are,ofcourse,
othertrajectoriesforwhich the particle survives,and so
thosejustdescribed form a subsetofallpossiblesurviv-
ing trajectories| see Fig.1. Hence the probability that
the particle rem ainswithin the box and trapsoutside is
a lowerbound Q L(t)on Q (t).
There are three independent contributions to this

bound:(i)theprobabilitythatthereareinitiallynotraps
in theboxofsizel;(ii)theprobabilitythatnotrapsenter
the box up to tim e t;and (iii) the probability that the
particle hasnotleftthe box up to tim e t. The �rsttwo
contributionsareeasily obtained.From thede�nition of
thePoisson distribution,wehavethattheprobabilitythe
box initially containsno trapsisexp(� �l).Secondly,the
probability thatno trapsenterthebox isindependentof
thebox sizeand isgiven by (9).Thethird contribution,
the probability thatthe particle rem ainsinside the box,
isobtained asfollows.
Since the system is translationally invariant,we can

justaseasily considera particleinitially sandwiched be-
tween absorbing boundaries at x = 0 and x = l. The
probability Q P (tjy)thatthe particle starting aty = l=2
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(i) (ii)

FIG .1: Two walker trajectories (space-tim e plots,with t=

0 at the bottom ) for which the particle (un�lled) survives

contactwith atrap.Trajectoriesoftype(i)havetheproperty

thattheparticlerem ainsinsidea notionalbox,and thetraps

outside. This form s a subset ofthe entire class ofsurviving

trajectories, which includes paths of type (ii) in which the

particle leaves the box and the traps enter but nevertheless

no particle-trap contactoccurs.

hasnotcrossed theabsorbingboundariessatis�esaback-
ward Fokker-Planck equation

@Q P (tjy)

@t
= D

0
@2Q P (tjy)

@y2
(11)

subjectto theabsorbing boundary conditionsQ P (tj0)=
Q P (tjl) = 0 and the initialcondition Q P (tjy) = 1 for
0 < y < l. The generalsolution to this equation that
satis�es the absorbing boundary conditions is obtained
by separating the tim e and space variablesin the usual
way.O neobtainsthe Fouriersineseries

Q P (tjy)=
1X

k= 1

ak exp

�

�
k2�2D 0t

l2

�

sin

�
k�y

l

�

: (12)

Theexpansion coe�cientsa k are�xed through theinitial
condition. Using the orthogonality ofthe sine functions
one�nds

ak =

8
<

:

4

�k
k odd

0 k even
: (13)

For the purposes ofthe present calculation,we need
consideronly thelong-tim eform ofQ P (tjy)foraparticle
that starts at y = l=2. Thus we keep only the longest-
lived (k = 1)m odein the expansion (12)to �nd

Q P (tjl=2)�
4

�
exp

�

�
�2D 0t

l2

�

: (14)

Including thisalong with the contributionsto the lower
bound Q L(t) on the di�using particle’s survivalproba-
bility Q (t)discussed above,wehave

Q (t)� QL(t)=
4

�
exp

 

�
�2D 0t

l2
� �l�

4�
p
D t

p
�

!

(15)

once the tim e tissu�ciently large. Note thatthispro-
videsa bound fora particularbox size l. Since the box
is an arti�cialconstruct,we can choose its size so that
the lowerbound ism axim ized ata particular(predeter-
m ined) tim e t�. O ne �nds that the corresponding box
size is l� = (2�2D 0t�=�)1=3. Using this box size in (15)
we�nd the largestlowerbound isgiven by

Q L(t)=
4

�
exp

 

�
4�
p
D t

p
�

� 3

�
�2�2D 0t

4

�1=3
!

: (16)

Com bining this lower bound with the upper bound
Q U (t)ofEq.(10)we�nd

4
p
�
� �

lnQ (t)

(�2D t)1=2
�

4
p
�
+ 3

�
�

2

�2=3 (D 0=D )1=3

(�2D t)1=6
: (17)

This im plies that the constant �1 in the expressions of
Bram son and Lebowitz (1)isprecisely determ ined as

�1 = � lim
t! 1

lnQ (t)
p
t

= 4�

r
D

�
: (18)

Notethatthisconstantdependsonly on thedensity and
di�usion constantofthetraps,and isindependentofthe
di�usion constantofthe particle.

C . Extensions to the basic trapping reaction m odel

Itisstraightforward toincorporatetwogeneralizations
oftheone-dim ensionaltrapping m odelde�ned in section
II into the bounding argum ents discussed above. The
�rstoftheseisto allow thetrapsto theleftand rightof
theorigin attim e0tohavedi�erentdensities.W edenote
the larger(respectively,sm aller)ofthese densitiesas�+
(�� )and theiraverageas ��=

1

2
(�+ + �� ).Additionally

we shallplace n particles at the origin at tim e 0 and
study the probability thatallsurviveuntila tim e t.
To obtain an upperbound on thesurvivalprobability,

wenotethatthesurvivalprobability oftheparticlescan
only increase (orrem ain constant)aseither�+ or�� is
decreased. Hence the survivalprobability for the case
ofunequaldensities is bounded from above by the case
where the density oftrapsison both sidesequalto �� .
Forthecaseofasingledi�usingparticle,weargued above
thatan upperbound on itssurvivalprobability isfound
bysettingitsdi�usion constantD 0to0.Clearly,ifD 0= 0
thenum berofparticlesattheorigin isirrelevant,and so
an upperbound on Q (t)isgiven byEq.(10)with �= �� ,
i.e.,

Q (t)� QU (t)= exp

 

�
4��

p
D t

p
�

!

: (19)

Toobtainalowerbound on theparticles’survivalprob-
ability we once again introduce a notionalbox, inside
which allthe particles m ust rem ain and no traps m ay
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enter untiltim e t. This tim e,however,we respect the
asym m etry oftheproblem by allowingthebox to extend
a distance l� into the low-density region oftraps and
l+ into the high-density region. W e willagain seek to

m axim izethe lowerbound by varying l� and l+ .
A lower bound Q L (t) is obtained using an argum ent

analogousto thatleading to Eq.(16).Considering once
again late tim es,we�nd

Q L (t)/ exp

 

�
n�2D 0t

(l� + l+ )2
� (�� l� + �+ l+ )�

2��
p
D t

p
�

�
2�+

p
D t

p
�

!

: (20)

The num ber of particles n enters into this expression
through the fact that the probability for all of the n

particlesto rem ain inside the box ofsize l= l� + l+ is
sim ply thenth powerofthecorrespondingprobability for
a singleparticle.
The m axim allowerbound for a prescribed tim e t� is

obtained from (20)bysettingl�+ tozero(thusdiscounting
particle trajectories that enter the high-density region)
and putting l�

�
= (2n�2D 0t�=�� )1=3.Then

Q (t)� QL(t)/ exp

 

�
4��
p
D t

p
�

� 3

�
n�2�2

�
D 0t

4

�1=3
!

:

(21)
Along with the upperbound (19)we�nd that

4
p
�
� �

lnQ

(�2
�
D t)1=2

�
4
p
�

��

��
+

3

�
n�2D 0

4D

� 1=3
1

(�2
�
D t)1=6

: (22)

Note that,exceptforthe case where ��= �� (which im -
plies �� = �+ ) these two bounds do not converge and
so we cannot m ake a precise prediction for � when the
trap densitiesare unequal. Forthe case �� = �+ ,how-
ever,the bounds converge to 4=

p
�,independent ofthe

num berofparticlesn.

IV . SIM U LA T IO N A LG O R IT H M A N D R ESU LT S

A sophisticated algorithm forsim ulating the trapping
reaction in discrete space and tim e and with a Poisson
distribution oftraps was recently introduced [16]. The
beauty ofthe algorithm is that it adm its (num erically)
exactcalculation ofthe survivalprobability foran arbi-
trarily long,but�xed,trajectory ofthe particle.Aswill
be discussed below,the algorithm takesinto accountall
possible paths ofthe traps,as long as their initialdis-
tribution is Poisson. In order to obtain an estim ate of
theparticlesurvivalprobability,itisnecessary to iterate
thealgorithm overa sequenceofparticlepaths.W enow
discussthisalgorithm in detail.

A . A n e� cient sim ulation algorithm

In ordertosim ulatethetrappingreaction m odelin one
dim ension,we construct a discretized version in which
each walkerfollowsa path x(t)thathasx(t+ 1)� x(t)=
� 1.Sinceallhopstotheleftorrightoccurin parallel,we
m ustensurethattheinitialcoordinatesofallthewalkers
areeven integersso thatno two walkersare able to hop
overeach other.
As a starting point in understanding the sim ulation

algorithm , consider a system com prising the particle,
whose trajectory x0(t) is predeterm ined, and a single
trap,whosetrajectory x1(t)isstochasticgiven som eini-
tialcondition x1(0) = y1. The probability P1(x;t) of
�nding the trap atsite x aftertim e t,given thatithas
notabsorbed the particle,satis�esthe equation

P1(x;t+ 1)=
1

2
[P1(x � 1;t)+ P1(x + 1;t)] (23)

subject to the initialcondition P (x;0) = �x;y1 and the
m oving absorbing boundary condition P (x0(t);t) = 0.
Note that (23) is the discrete analogue ofthe di�usion
(Fokker-Planck)equation

@P1(x;t)

@t
= D

@2P1(x;t)

@x2
: (24)

By Taylorexpanding (23)we �nd the di�usion constant
ofboth particleand trap to be D = D 0= 1

2
.

The solution ofthe di�usion equation with an arbi-
trary m oving absorbing boundary atx0(t)isnotknown
analytically.O ne can obtain itnum erically,however,by
iterating the following two stepsovert0= 1;2;:::;t.

1.Construct the probability distribution of the
trap’s position using the equation P1(x;t0) =
1

2
[P1(x � 1;t0� 1)+ P1(x + 1;t0� 1)].

2.Enforcethe absorbing boundary condition by sub-
sequently setting P1(x0(t0);t0)= 0.

In thesim ulation,wewish to considernotjusta single
trap,but a Poisson distribution oftraps. This can be
achieved asfollows.LetPn(x;t)be the probability that
there are n traps on lattice site x at tim e t. W e shall
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assum ethatthisdistribution isPoisson,i.e.,

Pn(x;t)=
[c(x;t)]n

n!
exp[� c(x;t)] (25)

in which c(x;t)isthem ean num beroftrapsatsitex and
tim e t.
Now,ifeach trap can hop with equalprobability tothe

leftorrightin onetim e step,wehave

Pn(x;t+ 1)=
nX

m = 0

W
+
m (x � 1;t)W �

n� m (x + 1;t) (26)

in which W �

m (x;t)istheprobability thatm particleshop
from sitex attim etto x� 1 attim et+ 1.Thisquantity
isgiven by

W
�

m (x;t)=
1X

s= m

[c(x;t)]s

s!
exp[� c(x;t)]

�
s

m

�
1

2s
: (27)

Insertion ofthisexpression into (26)and a little algebra
revealsthat

Pn(x;t+ 1)=
[�c(x;t)]n

n!
exp[� �c(x;t)] (28)

in which

�c(x;t)=
c(x � 1;t)+ c(x + 1;t)

2
: (29)

Thatis,ifthe distribution oftrapsattim e tisPoisson
the distribution oftraps at tim e t+ 1 is also Poisson,
with the m ean occupation num ber at each site obeying
the discretedi�usion equation

c(x;t+ 1)=
1

2
[c(x � 1;t)+ c(x + 1;t)]: (30)

Aswith thecaseofthesingletrap described above,we
wish to determ ine the probability distribution oftraps
given thattheparticlefollowing thepredeterm ined path
x0(t) has not been absorbed untila tim e t. W e m ust
thereforehaveateach tim estep Pn(x0(t);t)= �n;0 which
can be achieved by enforcing the boundary condition
c(x0(t);t) = 0. Thus we can evolve the m ean occupa-
tion num bersforthe Poisson distributed sea oftrapsin
exactly the sam e way asforthe single-trap distribution
function described above (albeit with a di�erent initial
condition,to be described shortly).
In thesim ulations,wewish tocalculatetheprobability

thattheparticlehassurvived untiltim e t.To obtain an
expression for this,considera particulardistribution of
trapsdescribed by the function c(x;t). The probability
thatsitex0 containsnotrapsisjustexp(� c[x0;t])and so
Q (t+ 1)= Q (t)exp(� c[x0;t])wherethevalueofc(x0;t)
used isthatobtained afterthe di�usion step,butbefore
enforcing the boundary condition c(x0;t)= 0.
W e now give a step-by-step explanation ofthe algo-

rithm forcalculating theparticlesurvivalprobability for

a predeterm ined particle path x0(t). O ne beginsby set-
ting up the trap concentration asfollows:

c(x;t0)=

8
<

:

2�L x < x0(0)
0 x = x0(0)
2�R x > x0(0)

(31)

in which �L and �R arethe equivalentcontinuum densi-
tiesto theleftand rightoftheparticle,asused in section
IIIC. The factorof2 em ergesbecause thatisthe e�ec-
tive lattice spacing in the discrete m odel. W e also set
Q (0)= 1 (i.e.,weassum ethereareno trapsattheorigin
to begin with). Then,for each tim e t0 = 1;2;:::;t we
perform the following steps:

1.The trap concentration variablesareevolved using
c(x;t0)= 1

2
[c(x � 1;t0� 1)+ c(x + 1;t0� 1)].

2.Thecum ulativeparticlesurvivalprobability iscal-
culated using Q (t0)= Q (t0� 1)exp[� c(x0(t0);t0)].

3.The boundary condition is enforced by setting
c(x0(t0);t0)= 0.

Notethatthisalgorithm can berun forpathsofarbitrary
length and that,ata particulartim e t0,the trap density
atpositionsx < x0(0)� t0and x > x0(0)+ t0isuniform .
Hence ateach tim e step,one need dealonly with t0+ 1
concentration variablesto sim ulatethe in�nite system .
Using the above algorithm ,one obtains the survival

probability for a particle following a particular path
x0(t).To reach an estim ateoftheparticlesurvivalprob-
ability averaged overallpaths,itism oste�cientto per-
form M onte Carlo sam pling. That is,one generates a
binom ialrandom walk by choosing theparticledisplace-
m entx0(t0)� x0(t0� 1)= f� 1;1gwith equalprobability.
Then,oneestim atesthem ean particlesurvivalprobabil-
ity as

Q (t)�
1

N

NX

k= 1

Q
(k)(t) (32)

in which Q (k) isthe value ofthe survivalprobability for
thekth random walk.O necan,ofcourse,estim ateother
quantities,such as the m ean and variance ofthe parti-
cle’sdisplacem ent. Also,ifone isinterested only in the
short-tim ebehavior,onecan obtain theparticlesurvival
probability foreach possible path. W e should also note
that the one-dim ensionalalgorithm described here gen-
eralizesstraightforwardly to higher(integer)dim ensions.

B . N um ericalresults

W e�rstinvestigatetheentiresetofshortparticlepaths
in orderto geta feelforthosethatgiveriseto thegreat-
estprobabilityofsurvival.Foreach tim et� 28wefound
thatthepathswhich havethegreatestsurvivalprobabil-
ity arethosewith thesm allestwidth (de�ned asthedis-
tancebetweentheextrem aofthepath),i.e.thesequences
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FIG .2:Survivalprobability P (S;tjx)given thatthe particle

isatsite x atearly tim esand with �L = �R = 0:5.

x(t) = (0;1;0;1;0;:::) and x(t) = (0;� 1;0;� 1;0;:::).
Thisresultgivessupportto thesupposition in section III
thatstaying still(i.e.a di�usion constantD 0 = 0)gives
rise to the greatest chance ofsurvival. W e also estab-
lished thisto be case fortwo-dim ensionalwalksup to a
tim e t= 12.
It is a sim ple m atter to use the algorithm presented

above to �nd the probability P (x;tjS) for the particle
to be atcoordinate x aftertim e tgiven thatithassur-
vived.Then,an application ofBayes’theorem yieldsthe
m ore telling quantity P (S;tjx),i.e.the probability that
the particle hassurvived to tim e tgiven thatitendsat
coordinatex.Theresultingdataareplotted in Fig.2and
oneseesquiteclearly thatthattheparticleism ostlikely
to surviveifitisatthe origin,atleastfortim est� 28.
This�gureprovidesfurtherweightto ourassertion that
staying stillisthe bestparticlesurvivalstrategy.
Asstated in the previoussection,onecan obtain esti-

m atesofvariousquantitiesatlatertim esifoneperform s
M onte Carlo sam pling over particle paths. In fact,we
produced histogram sofP (S;tjx)thisway and obtained
data very sim ilarto those shown in Fig.2 (exceptwith
poorer statistics). Hence we do not present them here.
Instead weconcentrateon thesurvivalprobabilitiesfora
rangeoftrap densitiesto com parewith theboundsgiven
by (22).
Firstweconsiderthecaseofequaltrap densitieseither

side ofthe origin and the case ofn = 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 �L = �R = 0:5 untila tim e t= 30000. Bear-
ing in m ind theform ofthebounds(22)itisappropriate

to plotthequantity �(t)= � lnQ (t)=
q

�2
�
D tagainstlog

tim e.In allthesim ulations,D = D 0= 1

2
and in thiscase,

�� = 0:5.Hencetheupperand lowerboundsin (22)con-
verge to the constant�(1 )= 4=

p
�. Fig.3 showsthat,

afteran initialtransient,�(t)doesfallwithin thebounds.
However,even atthelatetim esprobed in thesim ulation,
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ln(ρ2

Dt)
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2
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FIG .3: Single particle survivalprobability and boundswith

�L = �R = 0:5.
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FIG .4:Two particlesurvivalprobability taken from [16]and

boundswith �L = �R = 0:25.

�(t)stillseem sto be faraway from itsasym ptote.This
highlightsthefactthatthepredicted asym ptoticform for
theparticle’ssurvivalprobability(1)hasnotyetbeen ob-
served in sim ulation,even with sophisticated m ethodsat
ourdisposal.

Thedata forthecasen = 2 havebeen taken from [16]
and are plotted with ourboundsin Fig.4. Aswith the
case n = 1 we have from (22) that �(1 ) = 4=

p
� and

again the convergenceto asym ptopia isvery slow.

In Fig.5weplotthesingleparticlesurvivalprobability
for the case where the densities oftraps either side of
the origin are unequal. Speci�cally we have the cases
�+ =�� = 2;4;8 with �R = 0:5 in each case. Note that
the density used to scale the plotsisalwaysthe sm aller
ofthetwo,�� .Again weseethatthenum ericaldata lie
within the boundspredicted by Eq.(22).In thesecases,
however,the boundswe havepresented do notconverge
so wehaveno predictionsforthe lim iting valueof�(t).
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FIG .5: Single particle survivalprobability and boundswith

�+ =�� = 2;4and 8.Thesym bolson thesolid lines(represent-

ing thenum ericaldata)areincluded purely forthepurposeof

identifying each curve with the corresponding density ratio.

V . A N A LY T IC A L R ESU LT S IN G R EA T ER

T H A N O N E D IM EN SIO N

Theupperand lowerboundson Q (t)derived in d = 1
willbenow begeneralized to alld in therange1< d < 2
and to d = 2,thelattercaserequiring a slightly di�erent
treatm ent.Thecased > 2 willalso be discussed.

A . U pper B ound

Let the particle,with di�usion constant D 0,start at
the origin,and the traps,with di�usion constantD ,be
random ly distributed in spacewith density �.Asbefore,
weassert,on intuitive grounds,thatthe \beststrategy"
fortheparticleisto stay atrestattheorigin.W ith this
assum ption (which was veri�ed num erically for d = 2,
foralltim esup to t= 12,in the preceding section)the
survivalprobability forD 0= 0 providesan upperbound
on the survivalprobability forany D 0 > 0. LetQ 1(tjr)
be the probability thata given trap,starting a distance
r from the origin,hasnotyetvisited the origin attim e
t.Itobeysthe backward Fokker-Planck equation

@Q 1

@t
= D r 2

Q 1

= D

�
@2Q 1

@r2
+
d� 1

r

@Q 1

@r

�

; (33)

where we have exploited the sphericalsym m etry ofthe
problem . The boundary conditions are Q 1(tj0) = 0 for
alltand Q 1(tj1 )= 1 forallt,whiletheinitialcondition
isQ 1(0jr)= 1 forallr> 0.Sincethereisno length scale
in the problem ,Q 1(tjr)m usthavethe scaling form

Q 1(tjr)= f(r=
p
D t): (34)

Substituting this form into Eq.(33) gives an ordinary
di�erentialequation forf(x):

d2f

dx2
+
d� 1

x

df

dx
+
x

2

df

dx
= 0 ; (35)

with boundary conditions f(0) = 0, f(1 ) = 1. The
solution is

f(x)=

�

�

�
2� d

2

��� 1 Z x
2
=4

0

dss� d=2 e� s : (36)

Ford = 1 ourpreviousresult,f(x)= erf(x=2),isrecov-
ered.NotethatEq.(36)isonly valid ford < 2,sincethe
integraldiverges for d � 2. This regim e willtherefore
requirea di�erenttreatm ent.
Eq.(36)givesthe survivalprobability ofa stationary

particle in the presence ofa single di�using trap. Con-
siderN trapsin a largesphereofvolum e V centered on
theorigin.Each trap startsanywherein thevolum ewith
equalprobability.Theaverage,overthe initialpositions
ofthetraps,oftheprobability thatnoneofthetrapshas
yetreached the origin attim e tis

Q (t) =

�
1

V

Z

V

ddrf

�
r

p
D t

��N

=

�

1�
1

V

Z

V

ddr

�

1� f

�
r

p
D t

���N

: (37)

Taking the lim itN ! 1 ,V ! 1 ,with �= N =V held
�xed,gives

Q (t)= exp

�

� �

Z

ddr

�

1� f

�
r

p
D t

���

; (38)

where the integralis now over allspace. Inserting the
function f(x)from Eq.(36)and evaluating the integral
gives the �nalresult,which serves as an upper bound,
Q U (t),forthe problem with generalD 0> 0:

Q U (t)= exp[� ad�(D t)
d=2]; (39)

where

ad =
2

�d
(4�)d=2 sin

�
�d

2

�

: (40)

B . Low er B ound

O urstrategy forconstructing a rigorouslowerbound
followsthatem ployed in onedim ension.W econstructan
im aginary (d-dim ensional)sphereofradiuslcentered on
theorigin,and calculatetheprobability that(i)thereare
no trapsinside the sphereatt= 0 (ii)the particlestays
inside the sphere up to tim e t,and (iii) no traps enter
thesphereup to tim et.Asbefore,thesetoftrajectories
(ofparticle and traps)selected by these constraintsare
a subset ofalltrajectories in which no traps m eet the
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particle,so theprobability weightofthissubsetprovides
a lowerbound on Q (t). W e com pute these probabilities
in turn.
(i)Theprobabilitythatthesphereinitially containsno

trapsissim ply exp(� �Vdl
d),where Vd = 2�d=2=d�(d=2)

isthe volum eofa d-dim ensionalunitsphere.
(ii) The probability,Q P (tjr;l) that the particle stays

inside the sphereup to tim e tisobtained by solving the
backward Fokker-Planck Eq.(33),with D replaced by
D 0,subjecttotheboundaryconditionsQ P (tjl;l)= 0and
Q P (tjr;l)is analytic atr = 0,and the initialcondition
Q P (0jr;l)= 1 forr< l.The solution hasthe form

Q P (tjr;l)= r
�

1X

n= 1

cn exp(� D
0
k
2
nt)J� �(knr); (41)

whereJ� �(z)isa Besselfunction ofthe �rstkind,

� = (2� d)=2 ; (42)

and knl= zn isthe nth zero ofJ� �(z). The coe�cients
cn areobtained from theinitialcondition,buttheirpre-
cise values are of no interest here. Since the particle
startsatr = 0,we need Q P (tj0;l). Itsasym ptotic form
is

Q P (tj0;l)� exp(� z
2
1D

0
t=l

2): (43)

(iii) To com pute the probability,Q T (t),that no trap
enters the sphere up to tim e t (the target annihila-
tion problem ) we begin by calculating this probability,
Q 1(tjr;l),for a single trap. Then the probability that
none ofthe trapsenterthe sphere isgiven by a natural
generalization ofEq.(38),

Q T (t)= exp

�

� �

Z

r> l

ddrf1� Q1(tjr;l)g

�

: (44)

In contrastto the case l= 0 used forthe upperbound,
there is no sim ple scaling form analogous to (34) for
Q 1(tjr;l)becauselprovidesan additionallength scale.
The function Q 1(tjr;l) obeys the backward Fokker-

Plank equation (33), with boundary conditions
Q 1(tjl;l) = 0 for all t, Q 1(tj1 ;l) = 1 for all t,
and initial condition Q 1(0jr;l) = 1 for r > l. The
solution can be found by Laplace transform techniques.
The resultis[25]

Q 1(tjr;l)=
2

�

�
r

l

��
Z

1

0

dk

k
exp(� D k

2
t)G �(kr;kl);

(45)
where

G �(x;y)=
Y�(x)J�(y)� J�(x)Y�(y)

J2�(y)+ Y 2
� (y)

; (46)

and Y�(z)isa Besselfunctionsofthe second kind.
Before continuing, we can �rst sim plify Eq.(44) as

follows.Firstde�ne

F (t)=

Z

r> l

ddr f1� Q1(tjr;l)g ; (47)

where F (0) = 0 follows from the initial condition
Q 1(0jr;l)= 1 for allr > l. Then we use the backward
Fokker-Planck equation (33)to write

@tF = � D

Z

r> l

ddrr 2
Q 1(tjr;l)

= � D

Z

A

dA � r Q1(tjl;l)

= D Sdl
d� 1

@rQ 1(tjr;l)jr= l; (48)

where A is the surface ofthe sphere,dA is a surface
elem entdirected along the inward norm alto the sphere,
and

Sd =
2�d=2

�(d=2)
(49)

isthesurfaceareaoftheunitspherein d dim ensions.In-
tegratingtheresult(48)with respecttotim e,with initial
condition F (0)= 0,Eq.(44)takesthe form [22]

Q T (t)= exp

�

� �D Sdl
d� 1

Z t

0

dt0@rQ 1(t
0jr;l)jr= l

�

:

(50)
W eareinterested in thebehaviorofQ T (t)forlarget.At
thispointitisconvenientto discussseparately thecases
1< d < 2,d = 2,and d > 2.

1. The case 1 < d < 2

For 1 < d < 2,the function Q 1(tjr;l),given by Eq.
(45),hasthe large-texpansion [25]

Q 1(tjr;l) =

��
r

l

�2�
� 1

� �
�� �

�(1+ �)

+
�� 2�

�2(1+ �)

�2(1� �)

�(1� 2�)
+ � � �

�

; (51)

where � = 4D t=l2 and we recallthat � = (2 � d)=2.
Taking the derivative with respect to r,setting r = l,
inserting the resultinto Eq.(50),and evaluating the in-
tegralsovert0,givesthe probability,thatthe targethas
notbeen annihilated by a trap,

Q T (t)= exp[� ad�(D t)
d=2� bd�(D t)

d� 1
l
2� d+ � � � ]; (52)

wheread isgiven by Eq.(40)and

bd =
22d� 1�d=2�(d=2)

(2� d)�2(1� d=2)�(d)
: (53)

Note that,as with the case d = 1,the leading term is
independentofl.Thisphenom enon can beattributed to
the recurrenceofdi�usion in dim ensionsd < 2.
Finally weassem blethecontributions(i){(iii)aboveto

obtain a rigorouslowerbound on theasym ptoticbehav-
iorfor1< d < 2,

Q L(t) � exp[� ad�(D t)
d=2]� exp[� �Vdl

d

� z
2
1D

0
t=l

2 � bd�(D t)
d� 1

l
2� d]: (54)
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Asusual,fora given tim et� wechoosea sphereradiusl�

to optim izethelowerbound.Thedom inantl-dependent
term s for t! 1 are the �naltwo term s in the second
exponential. Ignoring constants oforder unity,we �nd
thatthe value ofl� thatgivesthe greatestlowerbound
is

l
� �

�
D 0

�D d� 1

� 1=(4� d)

(t�)(2� d)=(4� d) : (55)

Inserting thisinto (54)the second exponentialtakesthe
form

exp[� const(D0)(2� d)=(4� d)(�D d� 1)2=(4� d)td=(4� d)]: (56)

Theneglected �rstterm in thesecond exponentialin (54)
behavesasld � td(2� d)=(4� d),which isindeed negligible
com pared to td=(4� d) for large t (recalling that d > 1
here).
In sum m ary,the bestlowerbound behavesas

Q L(t)� exp[� ad�(D t)
d=2 + O (td=(4� d))]: (57)

Since d=(4� d)< d=2 for d < 2,the two bounds pinch
asym ptotically,to givethe exactresult

lim
t! 1

�
lnQ (t)

�(D t)d=2
= ad; 1� d < 2; (58)

wherewerecallthatad isgiven beEq.(40).Theconstant
�d in Eq.(1)isthereforegiven by

�d =
2�

�d
sin

�
�d

2

�

(4�D )d=2 ; 1� d < 2 : (59)

Note thatthe subdom inantterm in (57)decaysm ore
slowly relativeto the leading term asd ! 2,signaling a
changeofbehavioratd = 2.Notealsothatthecoe�cient
ad vanishes at d = 2,suggesting a slower decay than a
sim pleexponentialin twodim ensions.W enow show that
this expectation is correct,and determ ine the constant
�2 in Eq.(1).

2. The case d = 2

Ford = 2 the asym ptoticform ofQ 1(tjr;l)is[25]

Q 1(tjr;l)= 2ln
�
r

l

� �
1

ln�
+ O

�
1

ln2 �

��

; (60)

where� = 4D t=l2 asbefore.Inserting thisinto Eq.(50),
with d = 2,givestheprobabilitythatnotrap hasentered
the circleofradiuslup to tim e t:

Q T (t)= exp

�

�
4��D t

ln(4D t=l2)
+ O

�
t

ln2 t

��

: (61)

Following ourpreviousprocedure,the asym ptotic lower
bound isgiven by

Q L(t) � exp

�

�
4��D t

ln(4D t=l2)
+ O

�
t

ln2 t

�

� ��l
2 � z

2
1

D 0t

l2

�

; (62)

wherez1 isnow thesm allestzeroofJ0(z).Thedom inant
term sin theexponentialforlargetarethe �rstand last
term s.Extrem izing thisbound with respectto latsom e
�xed t� gives

l
� � z1

�
D 0

4��D

� 1=2

ln

�
�D 2t�

D 0

�

(63)

to leading order,and

Q L (t)� exp

�

�
4��D t

ln(�D 2t=D 0)
+ O

�
tln(lnt)

ln2 t

��

: (64)

Asfarastheupperbound isconcerned,Eq.(39)isnot
usefulin d = 2,sincea2 = 0.Thistellsusthattheprob-
ability that a trap willreach a speci�ed region ofzero
volum e(i.e.a speci�ed point)iszero in two dim 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 ethereforeassign theparticlea non-zero radius
a,but stilltreat it as stationary for the upper bound.
Thetrapswill,forthem om ent,continueto betreated as
pointparticles.W ith thede�nition thattrapping occurs
ifa trap enterswithin the particle’sradius(so thata is
an interaction range),ourupperbound isjustgiven by
the probability Q T (t),Eq.(61),but with lreplaced by
a,to give

Q U (t)� exp

�

�
4��D t

ln(4D t=a2)
+ O

�
t

ln2 t

��

: (65)

In the lim it t ! 1 ,the bounds converge to give the
asym ptotic result Q (t) � exp(� 4��D t=lnt) or,equiva-
lently

lim
t! 1

�
lntlnQ (t)

�D t
= 4� : (66)

Thisgivesthe constant�2 in Eq.(1)as

�2 = 4��D : (67)

As noted previously,the algorithm described in Sec-
tion IV can be used to sim ulate the trapping reaction
in any integerdim ension.Num ericalresultsforthe two-
dim ensionalsystem were presented in [16]and we com -
parethesedata with theasym ptoticresult(66)in Fig.6.
W e�nd thatthe deviation ofthenum ericalresultsfrom
the asym ptote is even m ore m arked in two dim ensions
than in one (see Fig.3). Part of the reason for this
is, presum ably, that the increased num ber of sites in
two dim ensions m eans that one cannot probe such late
tim es. A second,and perhaps m ore im portant,reason
isthe very large correctionsto scaling evidentfrom our
bounding argum ents. The relative size ofthe sublead-
ing term in Eq.(65) is O (1=lnt),while the subleading
term for the lower bound, Eq.(64), is even larger,of
relative size O (ln[lnt]=lnt). This suggests that conver-
gencetoasym ptopiawillbeextrem ely slow in twodim en-
sions. Note also that the particle’s survivalprobability
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FIG .6:Num ericaldata forthe two-dim ensionaltrapping re-

action taken from [16]. In the sim ulation,the trap density

� = 1=4 and the di�usion constants D = D
0
= 1=4. The

asym ptote given by Eq.(66)isplotted forcom parison.

wasfound to decay to � 10� 99 aftert= 1600tim esteps.
Thisem phasizesthe im portance ofdeterm ining the cor-
rections to asym ptopia in order to determ ine the form
ofthe survivalprobability in num erically (and,indeed,
experim entally)accessibleregim es.

3. The case d > 2

Thesam ebounding argum entscan beapplied equally
wellin d > 2.Them ain di�erencefrom d � 2 isthatthe
boundsno longerconverge,so itisnotpossibleto deter-
m ine�d exactly (exceptford verycloseto2| seebelow).
The basic idea isthe sam e asford � 2,exceptthatthe
particlesm ustbegiven non-zerosizes(or,equivalently,a
non-zero range ofinteraction). W e letthe particle have
radiusa,and thetrapsradiusb.A reaction isdeem ed to
haveoccurred ifthereisan overlap between the particle
and any trap,i.e.ifthe centers approach m ore closely
than a distance R = a + b,which is the range ofinter-
action.(Note,however,thatwecontinueto assum ethat
the trapsdo notinteractwith each other.In particular,
thereisno excluded volum einteraction between traps.)
Theupperbound isobtained from thetargetannihila-

tion problem with targetradiusR.Ford > 2,thesingle-
trap survivalprobability,Q 1(tjr;R),hasa non-vanishing
large-tlim itgiven by the well-known result

Q 1(1 jr;R)= 1� (R=r)d� 2 ; (68)

which is easily obtained from Eq.(33) on setting the
leftside to zero,and im posing the boundary conditions
Q 1(1 jR;R)= 0,Q 1(1 j1 ;R)= 1 on the resulting or-
dinary di�erentialequation. Inserting this form in Eq.
(50),with l= R,and evaluating the tim e integral,gives
an upperbound with the leading large-tbehavior

Q U (t)� exp[� (d� 2)Sd�R
d� 2

D t]: (69)

The lowerbound isobtained in a sim ilarfashion,fol-
lowing thepattern established ford � 2.O neconstructs
a notionalsphereofradiusl,centered on theinitialposi-
tion ofthe particle.Thebound isgiven by thesubsetof
trajectoriesin which (i)therearenotrapsinitially within
the sphere,(ii)the centerofthe particle rem ainswithin
a sphereofradiusl� a,so thatthe particle rem ainsen-
tirely inside the sphere ofradius l,and (iii) the center
ofevery trap rem ains outside a sphere ofradius l+ b,
so thatevery trap rem ainsentirely outsidethe sphereof
radiusl.
Theprobability of(i)isexp[� �Vd(l+ b)d].Theproba-

bilityof(ii)hastheasym ptoticform exp[� z21D
0t=(l� a)2],

where z1 is the �rst zero ofJ� �(z) = J(d� 2)=2(z). The
probability of(iii)isgiven,forlarge t,by Eq.(69)with
R replaced by l+ b.Assem blingthesethreecontributions
givesthe asym ptoticlowerbound

Q L(t) � exp[� (d� 2)Sd�(l+ b)d� 2D t� z
2
1D

0
t=(l� a)2

� �Vd(l+ b)d]: (70)

Thishasto be m axim ized with respectto l.Fort! 1 ,
the �rst two term s in the exponent dom inate,and the
�nalterm isnegligible.Settingl= a+ x,and m axim izing
with respectto x,givesthe equation

(d� 2)2Sd�D (x + R)d� 3 = 2z21D
0
=x

3
; (71)

where R = a + b as before. This equation cannot be
solved analytically for generald,so we concentrate on
two soluble cases| the physically interesting case d = 3,
and the lim itd ! 2+ .
For d = 3,we have Sd = 4� and z1 = �,giving x =

(�D 0=2�D )1=3 and

Q L(t)� exp[� 4��D Rt� 3(2�2�D
p
D 0)2=3t]: (72)

Com bining the two bounds, we obtain the asym ptotic
form Q (t)� exp(� �3t),asin Eq.(1),with the bounds

4��D R � �3 � 4��D R + 3(2�2�D
p
D 0)2=3 ; d = 3 :

(73)
It is worth noting that the second term on the right is
negligiblecom pared tothe�rstifD 0=D � �R 3,i.e.when
D 0=D issm allcom pared to the num beroftrapsperin-
teraction volum e.
Ford = 2+ �,Eq.(71)hasthe solution

x =
1

�

�
z21D

0

��D

� 1=2

; (74)

to leading order for � ! 0, giving the lower bound
Q L(t)� exp[� 2���D t]to leadingorderin �.In thesam e
lim it,the upperbound (69)hasexactly the sam e form ,
giving the resultQ (t)� exp(� �dt)with

�d = 2��D �+ � � � : (75)

Hencetheboundspinch to leadingorderin �,butnotfor
generald.
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To conclude this section,we consider again the case
wheren particlesstartfrom the origin,and wewantthe
probability that allsurvive untiltim e t. As noted in
thediscussion oftheone-dim ensionalcase,n only enters
in thecalculation ofthelowerbound,in the term giving
theprobability fortheparticletostay insidethenotional
box (d = 1),orsphere (d > 1),ofsize l. Thisprobabil-
ity behavesasexp(� constD0t=l2),so having n particles
sim ply requiresraising thisfactorto the powern,which
is equivalentto replacing D 0 by nD 0. Since the asym p-
totic form s we derive do not depend on D 0 for d � 2,
it follows that our results are independent ofn in this
regim e.Ford > 2,however,ourresultsdo depend on D 0

(see Eq.(73)). In thisregim e,therefore,the generaliza-
tion to arbitrary n isachieved through the replacem ent
D 0! nD 0.

V I. D ISC U SSIO N A N D SU M M A R Y

In thispaperwe have derived a num berofresultsfor
theasym ptoticsurvivalprobability ofa particledi�using
am ong random ly distributed di�using trapswith density
�.W eallow theparticleand trapstohavedi�erentdi�u-
sion constants,D 0 and D respectively. O urresultstake
the form s originally derived by Bram son and Lebowitz
[14],asexpressed in Eq.(1).W ith oneassum ption,sup-
ported by num ericalevidence,we have obtained exact
resultsforthecoe�cients� d in (1)fordim ensionsd � 2,
and an exactinequality fordim ensionsd > 2.These re-
sultsaregiven by Eqs.(18),(59),and (73).Ford � 2the
results for �d are independent ofthe di�usion constant
D 0 ofthe particle.
The resultsare obtained by deriving upperand lower

bounds for �d, and showing these coincide for d � 2.
W hilst our lower bound is rigorous,we had to assum e
that the particle’s survivalprobability for D 0 = 0 pro-
vides an upper bound on its survivalprobability when
D 0> 0 when thetrap distribution issym m etric.Indeed,
forthe d = 1 system with di�erentdensitiesoftrapsto
theleftand rightoftheparticle,itwasfound thatstaying
stillisnotthe particle’sbeststrategy.Instead,trajecto-
riesthatsurviveforlong tim estend to bethosein which
theparticledriftsto thesidewith thelowertrap density.
Thisem phasizesthe crucialrole ofthe sym m etry ofthe
trap distribution,an observation supported by perturba-
tive studies for a system with a �nite num ber oftraps
[15,26].
In allcasestheparticleand trapsareassum ed to m ove

in a continuous space,and to have zero size for d < 2.
Ford � 2 isisnecessary fortheparticleand/orthetraps
to havenon-zero size(otherwisethesurvivalprobability,
form otion on acontinuousspace,isoneforalltim e).W e
alsotakethetrapstoberandom lydistributed in spaceat
tim et= 0,with uniform density �.Thisraisestheques-
tion ofthe extent to which the results are \universal",
i.e.independentofthe m icroscopic detailsofthe m odel,
a question which wenow address.

W e argue that,for d � 2,the results do indeed have
a degree ofuniversality. In d = 1,the optim albox size
used to obtain thelowerbound on Q (t)islarge,l� t1=3,
as t ! 1 ,so the e�ect ofthe particle having a �nite
sizewhen con�ned to thisbox isnegligible.W ith a little
thoughtoneseesthatthesam eistrueforalld � 2.The
optim allength scaleforthelowerbound growswith tim e
as l� t(2� d)=(4� d) (d < 2) or l� lnt (d= 2),and the
resultsareindependentofthe particleand trap sizes,as
farastheleading-orderresultsareconcerned.Thesam e
is true of the upper bound| the �nite-size corrections
com ein atsubleading order.
Thedom inanceoflargelength scalesatlatetim es,for

d � 2,also suggeststhattheasym ptoticresultsareinde-
pendent ofwhether the m odelis de�ned on the contin-
uum (as here)or on a lattice,an assum ption im plicitly
m ade earlier when we com pared our theoreticalpredic-
tions to num ericalresults obtained from lattice sim ula-
tions. Ford > 2,howeverthe dom inantvalue oflthat
determ inesthelowerbound istim e-independent.There-
fore we expect a lack ofuniversality in this case. The
explicit dependence on the interaction range R in Eq.
(73)isa signature ofthise�ect. Note,however,thatto
leadingorderin �= d� 2,�d isindependentofR (seeEq.
(75))and weexpecttheresultto beuniversalto thisor-
der.Physically,thisisbecausethelength scalel= a+ x

divergesas�! 0 (seeEq.(74)).
A further universality question concerns universal-

ity with respect to the initial conditions. W e have
taken Poissonian initialconditions,where the probabil-
ity PN (V )ofhaving N trapsin a volum e V isgiven by
PN (V )= [(�V )N =N !]exp(� �V ) for any V . The lattice
sim ulations,wherethenum beroftrapson each sitehasa
Poissondistribution (with m ean �,say)hasthisproperty,
nam ely thenum beroftrapson m siteshasa Poisson dis-
tribution with m ean m �.W hetherthereisa largerclass
ofinitialconditionssharing the sam easym ptoticbehav-
iorisa question deserving furtherstudy.
W e concludeby discussing som erecentpapersrelated

to thepresentwork,and directionsforfuturework.The
coe�cient� d in Eq.(1)hasrecentlybeen calculatedusing
a diagram m aticm ethod [27]to �rstorderin (2� d).The
quotedresult,however,exceedsourrigorousupperbound
for�d (corresponding to the lowerbound forQ (t))by a
factor oftwo. This is because in [27]�d depends on D

and D 0 only through theirsum D + D 0 [28]whereasour
rigorousupper bound on �d depends solely on D . Itis
interesting to note thatin the related processA + B !

A where the single A particle acts as a trap for the B
particles,certain propertiesoftheB -particledistribution
can be expressed asfunctionsofD + D 0 [29]. However,
westressthatforthe A + B ! B reaction studied here,
the asym ptoticsare entirely governed by the B -particle
di�usion constantford � 2.
In a very recentwork [30]ourapproach,asoutlined in

[15],hasbeen generalized to di�usion on fractalsforthe
casewherethefractaldim ension ofthetraps’trajectories
isgreaterthatthe physicaldim ension (thiscondition is
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the analog ofthe condition d < 2 in the presentwork).
It should be noted,however,that in Ref.[30]the opti-
m allower bound on Q (t) is not obtained. For d < 2,
only the subdom inant corrections to the leading term s
area�ected,and the upperand lowerboundsstillpinch
asym ptotically. For d = 2,however,the approach used
in [30]yieldsboundsthatno longerconverge atlarge t,
so the exactresult(67)for�2 ism issed.
In thispaperand ourearlierwork [15]we noted that

the extantsim ulation data [16]failto reach the asym p-
totic regim e even though survival probabilities are so
sm allthatthey can only bem easured usingsophisticated
m ethods. Perhapsthe m ostim portantchallenge,there-
fore,is to obtain a better understanding ofthe correc-

tions to asym ptopia in order to m ake testable,quanti-
tative predictions. O ther directions for future work in-
clude exploring further the extent to which our results
are universal,and establishing rigorously the validity of
ourupperbound.
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