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A bstract. TheLangevin equation forthepaircontact processw ith di usion PCPD)

2A! 3A,2A ! ; can bem apped by a ColeH opftransform ation to a K ardarP arisi-
Zhang equation in a potential which has been discussed previously in the context
of non-equilbriim wetting. Using this transform ation the phase transition in the
PCPD m anifests itself as a degpinning transition at the borderline of a region of phase
coexistence, supporting the confcture that the PCPD belongs to the DP universality
class.

1. Introduction

O ne of the m apr challenges In non-equilbbrium statistical physics is the classi cation
of phase transitions from uctuating phases into absorbing states [L{3]. T is believed
that the critical behavior of absorbing phase transitions can be associated with a nite
num ber of universality classes. So faronly few universality classesare m ly established,
them ost in portant onesbeing directed percolation O P) ], the parity-conserving P C)
class [,4], votertype transitions [4,8], and the generalepidem ic process Q,(Q]. Searching
for further universality classes the pair contact proocess w ith di usion ®CPD)

2A ! 3A wih rate

2n ! ; wih rate 1)

di usion of lndividual particlkes wih rmate D ;
also called annihilation— ssion process, is currently one ofthem ost prom ising candidates
as it exhbits a continuous phase transition with an unusual type of critical behavior
w hich hasnot been seen before. T hese excsptional propertiesm ay be related to the fact

that the PCPD is a binary spreading process, ie., two particles have m est In order to
generate o spring or annihilate.

T he unusual critical behavior of binary soreading processes was rst observed by
G rassberger in 1982 [11}]. The problem was then rediscovered 15 years later by Howard
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and Tauber [12], who proposed a bosonic el theory for the 1+ 1-din ensional PCPD
which tumed out to be unrenom alizable. M ore recently Carlon et al [L3] investigated
a Yermm ionic’ Jattice m odel of the PCPD model, n whith the occupancy per site is
restricted by an exclusion principle. Their paper trigerred a serdes of num erical and
analytical studies [14{28] and released a debate conceming the asym ptotic critical
behavior at the transition. Currently several viewpoints are being discussed, stating
that the PCPD

(i) representsa new universality classw ith a unigue set of criticalexponents [14,23,

6],

(i) representstwo di erentuniversality classes depending on the di usion rate 15,27],

(1)) can be interpreted as a cyclically coupled DP and annihilation process [1§],

(Iv) m ay be regarded as a m argihally perturbed D P process w ith continuously varying
critical exponents 2],

(v) may cross over to DP after very Iong tin e R§,28].

Each of these explanations has been supported to a di erent extent by physical
argum ents, mean eld approaches, DM GR m ethods, and state-ofthe-art sin ulations.
T he surprising variety of view points dem onstrates that the PCPD isa highl non-trivial
process and that the resolution of these open questions is an exciting challange of non—
equilbbrium statistical physics.

T he purpose of these notes is to point out that the Langevin equation ofthe PCPD
is related to the problem ofnon-equilbrium wetting, leading to conclusions in favor ofa
slow crossover to D P .However, Iwould lke to em phasize that the argum ents presented
here are partly speculative and need to be substantiated. T herefore these notes do not
present fully validated results, rather they are intended as a basis for further research
and discussions.

2.W hy DP?

Currently m ost authors believe that the PCPD represents a new universality class.
D epending on the m odel under consideration, it is cbserved that the asym ptotic scaling
regin e is only reached after a Jong tin e of 10* :::10° M onte C arlo steps. T he estin ates
for = =, seam to be close to 021, whik the dynam ic exponenent z  1:7 is clearly
an aller than 2, indicating superdi usive spreading at criticality.

T his con cture, how ever, poses a fundam entalproblkm . A s shown in Refs. [1§,24],
binary spreading processes are characterized by two di erent m odes (or sectors) of
Foreading, nam ely, a high-density m ode dom inated by selfvreproducing and anniilating
pairs of partickes, and a low-density m ode of solitary di using particles. T he interplay
of the two m odes in a critical binary spreading process is illustrated in F i. 1, where
pairs and solitary particles are represented as red and blue pixels, respectively. P lotting
x=L'7 versus log;, t the gure covers four decades in tim e. A s can be seen, patches of
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Figure 1. Typical spatio-tem poralevolution of a binary soreading process starting
from an initialseed ( gure taken from Ref. [16]).

high activity (red) are connected by lines ofdi using solitary particles (olue). O bviously
this interplay is present on all scales up to 10° tin e steps.

The problem arises precisely at this point: Even after 10° tin e steps the solitary
particles perform sin ple random walks over large distances. However, such a random
walk is always characterized by the dynam ic exponent z = 2, while the process as a
whole spreads superdi usively wih z < 2. Therefore, the e ective di usion constant
for solitary particles has to vary slightly under rescaling, m eaning that a cluster such
as in Fig.d cannot be scaling-nvariant. T herefore it seem s that the process is still far
away from the asym ptotic scaling regin e, even after 10° tin e steps.

Another hint can be found in the paper by Noh and Park RZ], who m easured the

life tin e distrbution F ( ) of solitary particles n a critical binary spreading process,

nding an approxin ate power-aw behavior F ( ) with an exponent = 225(5).

Since this distribution decays faster than 2, their resul would in ply that the m ean
life tim e

R]:"() d
_ g d @)
F()d

is nite, ntroducing a non-trivial tin e scale in the criticalPCPD . T he existence of such
a typical life tim e indicates that the true asym ptotic criticalbehaviorm ay only be ssen
on extrem ely large scales, where is virtually invisble. T his scaling regin e m ay be far
beyond the accessble range of today’s num erical sin ulations.

O bserving that the num erical estin ates for the critical exponents seam to m ove
In the direction of DP values wih increasing num erical e ort, I suggested that a
very slow crossover to DP should not be muld out RJ]. Very recently Carlon and
Barkem a R§] supported this point of view by a quantitative M onte Carlo and density
m atrix renom alization group study. In the present notestheD P hypothesis is supported
in a com pltely di erent way by relatingthe PCPD to a non-equilbbrium wetting process.
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H owever, asm entioned before, som e ofthe argum ents presented in the follow Ing are still
goeculative so that the hypothesis of an asym ptotic D P behavior should be regarded as
one out ofm any possible scenarios.

3. Langevin equation for the PCPD

In Ref. [I2] the Langevin equation for the (d+ 1)-dinensional PCPD was derived
rigorously by Introducing a bosonic operator form alism and perform ing the continuum
lin it. U sing a sin pli ed notation this Langevin equation reads

@Et e;t) = b)) c e+ Dr? e+ &t egh); €)

where (x;t) is a coarsegrained particke density and (¢;t) denotes a white G aussian
noise w ith the correlations

h &0 &5)i= 2 ‘& = & v: )

The four term s on the rhs. of Eq. @) can be Interpreted as Pllows. D ividing the
discrete lJattioce ofthe PCPD into boxes which are m uch Jarger than the lattice spacing
but much an aller than the systam size, &;t) m ay be understood as a coarsegrained
average density of particles in a box at position z. A ssum Ing the particles In each box
to be uncorrelated, the interplay of the binary reactions2A ! 3A and 2A ! ; ladsto
a quadratic tem b 2 (x;t), where b is essentially detemm ined by the di erence 2 of
the two reaction rates. For so-called ‘Yerm ionic’ m odels w ith an exclision principle we
added a cubictem ¢ 3 (x;t) by hand which prevents the particle density in the active
phase from diverging. M oreover, there is a di usion term and a noise eld accounting
for density uctuations.

N ote that the am plitude of the noise in Eq. 3) isproportionalto thedensity (x;t).

T his type ofnoise, which isknown asm ultplicative noise in the literature (seeeg. R9)),

can be m otivated as follow s. Since the noise accounts for uctuations of the particle

density In each box, it is prin arily generated by the binary reactions 2A ! 3A and

2A ! ; so that number of noisegenerating sites In each box w ill be proportional to

2 (¢;t). Thus, according to the central lin it theorem , the totalnoise generated in the
box is G aussian and its intensity is expected to be proportionalto (¢;t).

Analyzing the Langevin equation by sin pl powercounting one can com pute the
mean el critical exponents and the upper critical din ension (see eg. B]). Neglcting
di usion and noise, the hom ogeneous stationary solution is = lb=c, hence the mean

eld critical point islb, = 0. A coording to the standard scaling theory of absorbing
phase transitions, Invariance under rescaling yields the m ean— eld crtical exponents

=1 T =L =2 )
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and the upper critical din ension
d.= 2: (6)

Ford > d. the coe cient scales to zero, m eaning that the noise w illbe irrelevant on
large scales so that the criticalexponents are given by theirm ean eld values ). In fact,
recent high-precision sim ulations in two spatial din ensions P0] con m this prediction
forvarious values ofthe di usion rate. In d < d. dim ensions, however, uctuation e ects
lead to a non-trivial critical behavior. For this reason the present study is restricted to
the (1+ 1)-dimn ensional case.

Let us rst recallthem ain results of Ref. [[4]. For the unrestricted PCPD , where
the cubic tem is absent, the bare coe cient b and the noise am plitude are related to
the reaction rates in Eq. (1) by

b= 2 ; =2 : 7

Rem arkably, in the unrestricted PCPD the critical poInt is alwaysk. = 0, even in the
presence of uctuation e ectsbelow the upper crticaldin ension. This in plies that the
noise am plitude = 3 =4 ispositive at criticality so that the transition is characterized
by Yeal noise in the sense of Ref. [12]. M oreover, the average partick density at the
critical point was found to be constant. R egarding num erical sin ulations we note that
this cbservation ubiquitously requires the Langevin equation to be iterated In the Tto
sense, ie., the density-dependent prefactor of the noise has to be evaluated kefore the
update is carried out. U sing the Stratonovich schem e one would have to introduce an
additional linear drift term e;t) mEg. (B8).

In the inactive phase b < 0 the annihilation process2A ! ; dom inates so that (t)
decays algebraically. In this case the noise am plitude is expected to becom e negative in
the renom alization group sense, ie., the system crosses over to ‘m aghary’ noise after
som e time. Forb > 0, however, the particle density grow s w ithout lim it and diverges
exponentially.

4. The PCPD as a non-equilibbrium wetting process

Follow ing Ref. BU]we perform a C olH opf transform ation
hegt)= o &b 8)

whith mapsEqg. @) to
h i

@ 2
a:h<x;t) = be PEY 4 @0 4D r?h(x;t) D rhx;t) + @b (9)

where (¢;t) isa non-m ultplicative real G aussian noise w ith the sam e correlations as in
Eq. ). Note that the constant drift tem s a consequence of the o interpretation
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in Egs. @)-@). Itroducing the notations = 2D,a= h( h)’i, and v = a
this equation m ay be rew ritten as a KP Z equation

V h ;)] h i
— +

gh 6;t) = D r %h (x;t) + 3 rhx;t) 4 et (10)

a
@t h ¢z;10)
In a potential

e

V h] = be® wh; (11)

2

which hasbeen studied recently in the context of non-equilbrium wetting B1{33]. Note
that the constant a hasbeen de ned In such a way that it com pensates the average drift
caused by the KP Z nonlinearity so that vy can be regarded as the average velocity ofa
freely evolving interface.

Let us now tum to the question how the order param eters are related In both
cases. The order param eter of the PCPD is the density of particles (¢;t). A coording
to Eq. {§) the corresponding order param eter in the wetting process is

;) = exp[ h;9)]: 12)

Since it is known from num erical sim ulations of the PCPD that higher m om ents of
the density " (t) scale n the same way as (t), we m ay approxin ate the exponential
function by a step function

(
1if0<h 1

=pl hl 0ifh>1 a3

which { In am odelw ith discrete heights { isessentially the density of sites at zero height
Ng ;) = hesno s (14)

C om paring non-equilbriim wetting and the PCPD we therefore expect both quantities

¢z;t) and ng (2;t) to exhibit essentially the sam e type of asym ptotic scaling behavior.
Roughly soeaking, the sites where the interface touches the substrate can be regarded
as the active sites ofthe PCPD .

5. Interpretation of the phase transition in the unrestricted PCPD

In the case of the unrestricted PCPD , where m ultiple occupancy per site is allowed, the
cubic term In Eq. () vanishes so that the eld theory ofRef. [12] applies. A sm entioned
before it was show n that the transition takesplace atb= 0 even below the upper critical
din ension. M oreover, the density of particles at criticality was found to be constant.

Interpreting the PCPD as a wetting process these results are easy to understand.
In the inactive phaseb< 0 the potentialV h]l= bke® may be regarded asa Iowerwall
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Figure 2. Unrestricted case: Fom ofthe potentialV h] forc= vp = 0 and b= 1.
In the nactive phase b < 0 the interface roughens close to a potential wall. In the
active phase b > 0 the interface is pulled downwards by an exponentially increasing
foroce, corresponding to a quickly diverging particle density in the PCPD .

representing a hard-core substrate on which the wetting layer is deposited (see Fig.3).
Asshown in B0,31]the presence ofa lowerwall leads to a continuous wetting transition
w ith a critical point where the propagation velocity vy of a freely evolving interface is
zero. Apparently the m apping ensures that after renom alization this velocity vanishes
autom atically, ie., the unrestricted PCPD ism apped onto the phase transition line of
the corresponding wetting problem . Therefore, starting with a at interfaceat h = 0
(corresponding to a fully occupied lattice in the PCPD ) the interface is neither pinned
nor does it propagate uniform ly, rather i roughens close to the wall

In the active phase a > 0 the potential is sin ply tumed upside down so that an
exponentially Increasing force pulls the interface dow nw ards, corresoonding to a rapidly
increasing particle density in the PCPD (see Fiy.3). Therefore, in the unrestricted
PCPD the transition resuls from a changing sign in the potential, tuming the repulsive
force Into an attractive one, hence the transition takesplace exactly ath. = 0. O bviously
thism echanian works in any dinm ension and does not depend on uctuation e ects.

6. Interpretation of the phase transition in the restricted PCPD

Adding a cubic term with ¢> 0 in the Langevin equation @) the particle density in the
active phase doesno lIongerdiverge. Such a cubictem em erges, eg., In Yem ionic’ lattice
m odelsw ith an exclusion principle, wherem ultiple occupancy per site is forbidden. The
cubic temm can also be m plam ented in m odels w ith unrestricted occupancy per site by
choosing the update rule In such a way that the e ective ssion rate decreases w ith
increasing particke density P6].

A Ythough the restricted PCPD still exhdbits a phase transition, its physical
properties are very di erent:

In contrast to the unrestricted case the particle density at criticality is no longer
constant, instead it decays slow Iy, probably asa power law w ith strong corrections.
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=

Figure 3. Restricted case: Fom ofthepotentialV h]fora= b= 1. Theexponential
Increase forh < 0 resem bles the repelling hard-core substrate while the potentialwell
acoounts for an attractive short-range force between substrate and wetting layer. T he
velocity ofa freely evolving interface vy is con pctured to be positive (see text), giving
a slightly negative linear slope for large h.

v, v, .
0 0 growing phase
growing phase
equilibrium equilibrium
wetting (A=0) wetting (A=0)
/ i /
0 — 0 : =
second order phase transition first order transition
bound phase bound phase
A A
0 0
b < b* b > b*

Figure 4. W etting process for c> 0. Left panel: If the attractive short range force
isweak enough (o< b ) the second-order w etting transition rem ainsuna ected. R ight
panel: Ifb > b the transition becom es rst-order (red line). M oreover, or < 0 a
phase coexistence region (PC) em erges. T he size of this region depends on the value
ofb. At the upper boundary (green line) a second-order phase transition takes place.
W e confcture that this transition is related to the phase transition in the PCPD .

In the active phase two di erent stationary states coexist, nam ely, the absorbing
state W ith O orl particles) and a uctuating statew ith a nite density ofparticlkes.

M apping the restricted PCPD to a wetting process we expect that the presence of a
cubic term does not change the sign of the renom alized noise am plitude, ie., right at
the transition we are stilldealing w ith Yeal’ noise so that the C oleH opftransform ation
rem ains valid. A s shown in Fig. 3 the cubic tem gives rise to an additional potential
well at zero height. This potentialwellm ay be interpreted as an attractive short-range
foroe between substrate and wetting layer 3Z,33]. As a main resul it was observed
that such a force, if strong enough, m ay tum the continuous wetting transition into a
discontinuous one. M oreover, In those parts ofthe phase diagram , w here the coe cient
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Figure 5. M echanism ensuring the stability of the bound phase in the phase
coexistence region. Left: Ifa large island is introduced by hand it st grow s quickly
until the edges reach a slope from where on the negative K P Z-nonlinearity suppresses
further growth. Depending on b the island is then "eaten up" at the outem ost
sites, shrinking linearly with tim e until it eventually disapears. R ight: C orresponding
sim ulation of a one-din ensional interface (taken from Ref. {_3-2_:]) .

ofthe KPZ nonlinearity is negative, an extended region em erges, where the bound and

the m oving phase coexist. The m ain m otivation of the present notes is to relate this

type of phase coexistence In the wetting process w ith the aforem entioned coexistence of
uctuating and absorbing states in the corresponding PCPD .

The phass coexistence observed In non-equilbrium wettihg works as follows.
Kesping ¢ > 0 xed the param eter b controls essentially the depth of the potential
well. If b is su ciently an all the transition is not a ected, ie., it is still continuous
and takes place at v = 0 (see kft panel of Fig. 4). However, if the potential well is
desp enough, ie., ifbexceaeds a certain critical threshold b , the transition becom es st
order and a phase coexistence region em erges in those parts of the phase diagram where

< 0, as shown in the right panel ofF ig. 4. W ithin this region the short—range force is
strong enough to bind the interface to the substrate although a fieely evolving interface
faraway from the wallwould already advance w ith the velocity vy > 0.

The m echanisn , which ensures the stability ofboth phases in the them odynam ic
lim i, can be understood as follows (see Ref. 2]): If the interface detaches partly
from the substrate due to a Jarge uctuation, i st advances because ofvy > 0. The
island continues to grow until its edges reach a certain critical slope, from where on
the negative KP Z-nonlhearity suppresses further growth. The resulting pyram idial
island then shrinks Jaterally at constant pace and eventually disapears (sseFig.§). The
velocity at which the island shrinks ism axin alat the wetting transition line vo = 0 and
tends to zero at the upper boundary of the phase coexistence region. O bviously, this
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m echanisn requires to be negative. W e note that in Eq. (I0) this is indeed the case.

R egarding the C ole-H opftransfom ation we now postulate that orc> 0thePCPD
corresoonds to a wetting process for which the velocity ofa freely evolving interface vy is
positive. O nly then the absorbing state ofthe PCPD , which corresoonds to a com pletely
detached interface far away from the wall, is them odynam ically stable. T he postulate
Vo > 0 should em erge from a renom alization group calculation, probably due to a shift
of the noise am plitude when the cubic term is Introduced. It im plies that the restricted
PCPD corresponds to a point above the horizontal wetting transition line in Fig. 4.
D epending on the valie ofb { the critical param eter ofthe PCPD { thispomt is located
either Inside the phase coexistence region or above. W e conecture that the coexistence
region corresoonds to the active phase ofthe PCPD and that the phase transition takes
place at its upper boundary (the green line in Fig.4).

7. C ritical properties at the borderline of phase coexistence

A pproaching the upper boundary of the phase coexistence region the attractive short-
range force becom es so weak that the velocity at which the islands shrink tends to zero.
Consequently the average size of the islands In the stationary state ncreases, whereas
the typical slope of their edges rem ains alm ost the sam e.

A schem atic illustration ofa typical interface con guration In the coexistence region
close to the upper boundary is shown in Fig.'§. As can be seen, the particle density
= e " in the corresponding PCPD is indeed proportional to the density of interface
sites at zero height. To understand the critical properties of the PCPD , it is therefore
essential to analyze the dynam ics of bottom Jayer sites In the corresponding wetting
problem at the upperboundary ofthe coexistence region. F ig.7] show s a spatio-tem poral
plot of the wetting m odel describbed In Appendix A, where the bottom layer sites are
represented asblack pixels. If the previous assum ptions are correct, these pixels should
display essentially the sam e criticalbehavior as the active sites ofthe PCPD . T herefore,
the question arises to what extent the crtical dynam ics of the black pixels is universal.

A possble answer is given in a recent preprint by M unoz and P astor-Satorras [34].

C onsidering the problem of synchronization transitions in extended coupled m aps they

are kd to exactly the sam e Langevin equation as in Eq. @0). D iscretizing spacetim e

and analyzing the criticalbehavior at the upper boundary of the coexistence region they

nd num erical evidence of a directed percolation transition. T his observation, together

w ith the postulates of the present work, would In ply that forb > b the transition of
the onedin ensional PCPD belongs to the DP class.

U sing the Janguage ofnon-equilbrium wetting the conclision by M unoz and P astor—
Satorras seem s to be reasonable. T he evolution of the interface is in fact dom inated by
the dynam ics of sites at zero height. A sin D P, they can spontaneously generate o soring
and disappear. T he Jarge islandsbetween those sites do not m ediate e ective long-range
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Figure 6. Cartoon of a state in the active phase close to criticality. Top row :
Typical interface pro l of the wetting layer. Bottom row : Corresoonding density
pro e = e " i thePCPD .The peaks represent spots of high particle density.
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Figure 7. Simualtion corresponding to the cartoon shown in Fig. :_6 @) Spacetime
plot ofthe sites at zero height (black pixels), visualizing the spatio-tem poralevolution
ofthepeaksih F J'g.-_é . o) Interface con guration at the last tin e step ofthe sin ulation.

Interactions, instead they seam to follow passively the dynam ics at the bottom layer,
adjasting their size quickly whenever their base grow s or shrinks. O nce the interface
detaches com pltely, it advances w ith constant velocity vo > 0, m eaning that the PCPD
has entered the absorbing state.

In addition the authors ofRef. B4] nd a regin e of rst-order transitions. H owever,
such a regin e can only exist in those parts of the phase diagram where is positive.
In the present case, where is negative, the transition belongs either to the class of
muliplicative noise o< b ) ortoDP (> b ), ssparated by a tricriticalpoint atb= b
(see Ref. B2]). Nevertheless one m ay observe a transient rst-order behavior for < 0,
which crosses over to DP after very long tin e.
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8. Conclusions

In these notes I have propsed a relation between the di usive pair contact process and
non-equilbriim wetting, arriving at the follow Ing conclusions:

(1) Roughly speaking the particles in the PCPD corresoond to Interface sites and zero
height in the corresponding wetting problem .

(i1) The transitions in the unrestricted (osonic) and the restricted (ferm ionic) PCPD
rely on fundam entally di erent m echanian s: In the unrestricted case the transition
In the corresponding wetting process is caused by a sin ple change of sign in the
potential, whereas in the restricted case the transition em erges at the borderline of
a region of phass-coexistence.

(iil) Referring to recent simulation results by M uroz and Pastor-Satorras one can
conclude that forb> b the phase transition In the one-din ensionalPCPD belongs
to DP universality class, whereas for b < b it belongs to the usual continuous
wetting (muliplicative noise) universality class. T hus there m ay be an open door
for the scenario of two universality classes depending on the m odels param eters.

Various question arise:

(i) W here is the counterpart of the di usive background of solitary partickes?
T his is probably the weakest point of the continuum approach discussed here. O b—
viously the continuum description does not acoount for single particles. Here it
would be usefuil to study the di erence between discrete and continuum m odels in
m ore detail, as it hasbeen done In the context of synchronization transitions.

(i) D oes the wetting m odel reproduce the algebraic decay inactive phase?
N o, Instead one obtains an exponential decay. This failure m ay be related to the
fact that the PCPD crosses over from Yeal’ to ‘m agihary’ noise when it enters
the anniilation-dom inated regin e. By contrast the noise in the wetting m odel is
always real.

(i) Suppose that the PCPD kebngs to the DP class, why isd. = 2 and not 4 ?
Ford > 2 the nonlinear temm in the KPZ equation is irrelevant (unless it is very
large) and thus the phase coexistence region in the wetting problem no longer
exists. Hence the DP regim e cannot be accessed n d > 2 and the m odel 2lls into
the universality class ofm ultiplicative noise.

C karly the ideas presented in these notes are still speculative. F irstly, it is assum ed
that the Langevin description ofthe PCPD (including the cubic tem ) is valid and that
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Figure A 1. D ynam ic rules of the wetting m odel introduced in f_3-§'] At the bottom
layer (not shown here) evaporation is forbidden and the deposition rate g is replaced by
am odi ed deposition rate gy which takesthe short-range interaction betw een substrate
and surface layer Into account.

the noise at crticality is G aussian and real. M oreover, it is assum ed that the Cole-
H opftransfom ation can be applied as usual. F inally, we postulate that the param eters
renom alize in such a way that or ¢ > 0 the velocity of a freely evolving interface is
positive. A 11 these assum ptions have to be veri ed. However, in my opinion the m ain
problem of the continuum description is the m issing notion of “olitary particles’. A s
single particles play an in portant role n the PCPD in restarting avalanches of high
activity, it m ay well happen that one of the m ain features of the m odel, nam ely, the
discrete nature of the particke densiy, is lost by introducing the Langevin equation.
N evertheless it is interesting to see that both problem s, the PCPD and non-equilibbrium

wetting, are closely related and I hope that these notesm ay stin ulate further research
In this direction.

A cknow ledgm ent: Twould like to thank D .M ukam el for fruitiil discussions.

Appendix A .A m inim alm odel for non-equilibbrium wetting

T he probably sin plest m odel for non-equilbbrium wetting, which m ay be regarded as
a realization of Egs. (10)-{1), has been introduced som e tine ago in Ref. 32]. The
m odelisde ned asa restricted solid-on-solid deposition-evaporation process ofa grow ing
Interface in which the substrate is in plem ented as a hard-core wall at zero height. The
dynam ic rules involve three di erent elem entary processes (see Fig.A 1), nam ely,

— deposition of atom s on the substrate at rate ¢,

— deposition of atom s on top of islands at rate g,

— evaporation from the edges of islands at rate 1, and
— evaporation from them iddl of plateaus at rate p.

T he reduced grow th rate y at the bottom layer acoounts for the attractive shortrange
force between substrate and wetting layer and detem ines the depth of the potential
well.

T he phase diagram ofthe m odelw ithout attractive force ¢ = g is shown in the eft
panel of F . _A-_é . The m oving phase and the bound phase are ssparated by a second—



The PCPD and non-equilbborium wetting

14

15— 15 L L
i moving phase [ phase coexistence region

1F <0 EW i i

q

0,5 ) - ]
DP
L pinned phase

) I R R R o) I N R
0 0,5 1 15 2 0 05 1 15 2

p Y

Figure A 2. Phase diagram of the wetting m odel introduced in {32]. Left: W ithout
attractive force (1e., g = q) thewetting transition is continuous (thin line). T he dotted
line indicateswhere e ectively vanishes. Forp= g= 1,whereboth lines intersect, the
dynam ic rules obey detailed balance and the interface evolves according to a Edwards—
W ikinson equation in a potential EW ), while forp = 0 the transition is determm ined
by a directed percolation process at the bottom layer © P).R ight: Introducing a short
range force by lowering ¢ the transition m ay becom e rst order (pold line). The rst
order line ends in a tricriticalpoint (TCP).

order transition line, where the velocity of a freely evolving Interface vanishes. The
line has two special points. Forp = 0 the m odel exhibits a special critical behavior
since the transition is driven by a DP process at the bottom layer, as discussed in
Refs. B5{37]. Another special transition point is Iocated at p = g = 1, where the
dynam ic rules and are sym m etric under re ection h ! h so that the nonlneartem in
the KP Z equation vanishes, corresponding to an EdwardsW ikinson EW ) equation in
a potential. Com paring the velocities of a horizontal and an arti cially tilted interface
it is possible to detem ine a line where the e ective coe cient of the nonlinear tem
vanishes (shown as a dotted line in Fig.A J). A s expected this line intersects the phase
transition line atp= g= 1.

Introducing an attractive short-range force between substrate and surface layer by
lowering ¢ the critical poInt . (o) is not changed, ie., the transition line rem ains the
sam e. However, ifq, is an aller than a certain threshold g, (p) the transition m ay becom e

rst order (pold line In the right panelofF ig.A2). The rstorderlineendsin a tricritical
point (denoted as TCP) which m oves along the phase transition line as ¢ is varied. In
those parts of the phase diagram , wherep < 1 (ie. < 0), a phase coexistence region
an erges above the transition lne.

T he param eter g controls the grow th rate and m ay be associated w ith vy, while ¢
detemm ines the strength of the short range force which is related to the param eter b in
the Langevin equation. T he param eter p can be used to controlthe e ective value of ,
the coe cient of the nonlinear term In the KPZ equation.
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