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Abstract

W e investigate shock fomm ation In an asymm etric exclision process w ith creation and annihi-
lation of particles in the buk. W e show how the continuum m ean- eld equations can be studied
analytically and hence derive the phase diagram s ofthem odel. In the large system -size 1im it direct
sin ulations of the m odel show that the stationary state is correctly descrbed by the m ean— eld
equations, thus the predicted m ean eld phase diagram s are expected to be exact. T he em ergence
of shocks and the structure of the phase diagram are discussed. W e also analyse the uctuations
of the shock position by using a phenom enological random walk picture of the shock dynam ics.
T he stationary distribbution of shock positions is calculated, by virtue of which the num erically

determ ined nite-size scaling behaviour of the shock w idth is explained.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he analysis of selfdriven particle-m odels is a central issue of non-equilbrium statistical
m echanics [1, 14,13, 14, 13]. These m odels show a variety of generic non-equilbbrium e ects,
In particular In low din ensions. A though the behaviour is generally rather com plex, som e
m odels are sin ple enough to be analysed in great detail. In rare cases it is even possble
to ocbtain exact resuls for the stationary state [,159]. A very prom inent exam ple of such a
m odel is the asym m etric exclusion process A SEP ) which com prises particles hopping In a
preferred direction under the constraint that they cannot occupy the sam e lattice site. E xact
solutions for the stationary state exist forperiodic [1,16] and open boundary conditions [i,18]
and di erent update schemes [9, 110, [11]. Therefore this m odel has been used In order to
develop m ore general concepts for system s far from equilbrium , eg. a freeenergy form alism
[12]. Varants of the m odel have also allowed the study of shocks which are discontinuities
In the density of particles over a m icrosoopic distance [L3].

The ASEP and related m odels are not only of academ ic interest, but have a num ber
of In portant applications, eg. as sinpli ed tra cmodels [l4]. Here we are Interested In
a variant of the ASEP, which is m otivated by biological trangport processes In living cell
system s, where particle non-conservation in the buk of the system is allowed [14] (see also
za)).

An Inportant feature of living cells is their ability to m ove and to generate forces [15,
16,117]. On am icroscopic kevel these forces are m ostly generated by m otorproteins [14,[19],
which are able to perform directed m otion along one-din ensional paths or Jlam ents.

M any di erent m otor proteins can be distinguished [18], but they have a few comm on
properties: a head, which can couple to a lam ent, where it perform s a directed stochastic
m otion; and a tail, which isattached to a speci ¢ Joad, which has to be trangported through
the cell. The ocoupling of the m otor protein heads to the lam ent is reversble, thus the
m otor proteinsw ill attach to the Ilam ent, perform stochastic directed m otion for som e tin e
and eventually detach from the Jament. The typical distance between attachm ent and
detadhm ent of the m otor protein to the Jlam ent depends on the particular type of lam ent.

To a rst approxin ation the m otion of m any m otor proteins along a Jlam ent can be
m odelled by the asym m etric exclision process. An inm portant feature, which isnot described
by the A SEP, is the attachm ent and detachm ent of the m otorprotein heads. This feature



has been incluided in a recent m odel by Pam eggiani et al [14] (see also R8]), which can
be viewed as a grand-canonical counterpart of the A SEP in the sense that in the buk the
particle num ber is not conserved.

Foropen boundary conditions, how ever, the situation isdi erent. In this case, ifthe rates
of attachm ent scale correctly with system Jlength, one observes a subtle interplay between
the kft, right and buk particke ressrvoirs. Iffwe x the attachm ent and detachm ent rates
then there are whole regions of the phase diagram (spanned by the densities of the boundary
reservoirs) where one cbserves the localisation of shocks in the bulk ofthe system . Thisisin
contrast to the A SEP, w here shocksm ove w ith constant velocity and are generally driven to
the boundary of an open system . T he shock has zero velocity only on the phase boundary
w here two phases of di erent density co—exist. Even in this case the shodk is not localised
since it di usively explores the whole system .

T he physical origin of the shock localisation in the present m odel and a discussion of
the phase diagram , In particular the phase where shodks appear, are the sub fcts of this
article. W e shallshow how thephasediagram can be predicted through sim ple considerations
pertaining to a continuum m ean eld description which only retains rst order term s ie. the
phase diagram can be predicted through the study ofa sinpl rst-order nonlinear partial
di erential equation. G oing beyond the mean lvel, in the shodk phase we describe the
dynam ics ofthe shock by a random walker w ith space-dependent hopping rates. In thisway
the localisation of the shock can be understood.

T he article is organised as follow s. In the next section we give the de niion ofthem odel
and introduce the stationary solution In case of periodic boundary conditions. In section
we Introduce the mean eld equations for the open system and discuss their solution by
m eans of characteristics. Then we discuss the stationary solutions on themean eld level
and com pare themean eld results to M onte Carlo sin ulations. F uctuations of the shock
positions are analysed in section [Vl and nally som e concluding rem arks are given in the last
section.

ITI. MODEL

W e consider a one-din ensional open chain of N sites, which can eitherbeenpty ( ;= 0)
or be occupied w ith one particle (; = 1). Particles can jump to the neighbouring site if



it isempty. In addition, the bulk sites are coupled to particle reservoirs, ie. particks are
attached w ith rate !, and dekted with rate ! . The particle reservoirs at the boundaries
are di erent from thebuk. At the rst site particks are attached w ith rate and deleted
wih rate !y, whike at the Jast site particles attach w ith rate !, and are dekted w ith rate

[14]. By a rate r i ismeant that in in nitesim al tin e interval dt the probability of the

event occurring is rdt. Schem atically the dynam ics can be w ritten as follow s:
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where 1 (0) corresoonds to an em pty (occupied) site and  in plies that the update is inde-
pendent of the state.
T he dynam ics at the left hand boundary (site 1) is insertion of particles

o ! 1 4)

and at the right hand boundary (site N ) is rem oval of particles

1 ! O0: ©)

T he exact equation forthe evolution ofthe particle densitiesh ;iaway from theboundaries

(1< i< N ) isgiven by

dh ;i
dt

=h;,@ )i h;i@ 4)i+ !ahl i !phii; ©)

where h:::i denotes the statistical average. At the boundaries the densities evolve as:

dh,i

= h,@ i+ H i lphai;
ot 1 ( 2) 1 philj; (7)
dhyi . i .
at = hN 1(1 N)l+ !Ahl N 1 th: (8)

F irst consider the steady state on a periodic system Where siteN + 1 isidenti ed w ith site
1 and [@[H) do not apply). A ssum Ing transhtional invariance, [@) issatis ed by hii=

where

og= !a=Ua+ !p): ©)



W e refer to the density [@) as the equilbrium density as it is the density obtained in the
Langm uir absorption m odel R0]. Furthem ore, i can be veri ed that the steady state of
the system is given by a product m easure w ith density of particles .

W e can apply particlke-hole sym m etry in order to sin plify the discussion of them odel. Tn
the case of open boundary conditions, the system of equations [B{8) is nvariant under the

sin ultanecus exchanges $ ,! . $ !p,1i$ L dand ;$ 1 I

ITT. M EAN FIELD EQUATIONSAND CHARACTERISTICS

In the Jarge N lim it we can m ake the continuum mean eld approxin ation to (8). F irst

we factorise correlation functions by replacing h ; (1 w1)iwih h; ;i@  h;i) 21] then

we sst
1@ 1 e’
hji= —— + — s s 10
' ® Sex meew 40
K esgping krading order termm s in 1=N , one obtains
@ @
—= (@1 2)—+ ;N K @+K)1; 11)
@ @x
where = t=N and
K = !A=!D . (12)
For the open system we shallbe interested in the scaling lim it where
A — !AN and D — !DN (13)

are niteasN ! 1 .Theboundary conditionsbecome k= 0)= and = 1)= 1 ).
To understand the rst-order di erential equation (IIl) one can study the characteristics

22], which are de ned for a quasi-linear equation,

a; ; )@—+b(X; ; )@—= cx; ;)i (14)
@ @x
by the equations
dX b e o o« o
g (X, ’ ) d_: C(><I 4 ) . (15)
d ax; ;) d ax; ;)

Roughly speaking, characteristics are curves along which inform ation about the solution

propagates from the boundary conditions of the partial di erential equation. Bassd on



characteristics, Lighthill and W hitham [R3] developed the theory of kinem atic waves for
equations w ith m ass conservation and showed how kinem atic shock waves arise. Here we
generalise this picture to equation [[Jl) where the num ber of particles is not conserved.

In the present case the characteristics are given by

@x
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@
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Equations [[A[7) are to be interpreted as kinam atic waves 23], which propagate changes
In thedensity, moving with speed 1 2 but with the density ofthe wave itself changing
with tin e. In the absence of creation and annihilation of particles the density of the wave
is constant in tin e and the waves propagate In straight lines. However In the presence of
creation and annihilation of particles the waves will ©llow a curve in the x{t plne. For
exam ple, consider a density uctuation starting at the keft boundary wih Q)= < 1=2
and < K=(1+ K). Initially the uctuation w ill propagate to the right with speesd 1 2
w ith itsdensity increasing and speed decreasing. IfK=(1+ K ) < 1=2 ie. K < 1 thedensiy
will approach = K=+ K ) and the uctuation will propagate to the right with a xed
goeed. However ifK =(1+ K ) > 1=2, after som e tin e the density ofthe uctuation w ill reach
= 1=2 and the uctuation w ill cease to propagate. Sin ilarly, a kinem atic wave starting at
the right boundary wih (1)=1 where < 1=2and < 1=(1+ K ) willtravel to the
left with decreasing density and decreasing speed.

W hen two characteristic lines cross, m ultivalied densities are in plied, therefore the de-
scription [M) by a rst order di erential equation breaks down. However Lighthill and
W hitham showed that thee ect isthat a shodk, ie. a discontinuity between the densities ;
and ,, arises at the m eeting points of the two characteristics and this discontinuity travels
w ith soeed vy . This speed is determm ined by balance of m ass current to be 23]

V. = 2 (1 2) 1 (@ 1) _ 1 ) L 18)
2 1

In the present case, although them ass isnot conserved, them ass current betw een through
the shock still in plies that its velocity isgiven by [I[8). Thus or < 1=2, < 1=2we have
the possbility of a shodk form ing then being driven to a position where the m ass current
through it is zero and the shock rem ains stationary. In the next section we shall show how

this picture isbome out by solving the steady state m ean— eld equation.



Iv. STEADY STATE SOLUTION

Setting the tim e derivative of [[l) to zero yields

@

1 2)—
( )@X

p K @l+K)I=0 19)

This is a st order ordinary di erential equation, which In principle can be solved ana—
Iytically. The only di culy is the occurrence of shocks in the solution. To construct the

solution we Integrate from the ft boundary ( 0)= )to ndapro k 1&x):
Z e
1 1 1 2
X = — d ——M8M (20)
D K @1+ K)
1 K 1 K @+K)
= —————— 2(; )+ n ; @1)
p @+ K) 1+ K) K 1+ K)

and integrate from the right boundary ( 1)= 1 )to ndapro ke . &) through

1 K 1 K +K)( )
1 x= —— 21 L)+ n : (22)
b L+ K) 1+ K) K (@@1+K),

To determ ine the ullpro le across the system we have generally to m atch these two pro les
at a shock whose position is to be determm ined.

A. ThecaseK =1

F irst we consider the special case of K = 1, ie. where the attachm ent and detachm ent

processes have equal rates. T he steady-state m ean— eld equation {I9) reads
@
e 1= )= 0; @3)
@x

w here a = p . This can be solved explicitly by a piecew ise linear trial function
leading to the condition: either (x) = const= = % or (x) hasslope . Note that this
solution in plies that higher derivatives in eq. [[0) vanish exactly.

First we consider the param eter regine < 1=2, < 1=2, where shock fom ation is
possbl. In order for the shodk’s position to be stabl ie. for it not to be driven out ofthe
system the shock’s speed, as determ ined by [I8), should be zero. T hus the densities at the
discontihuity should be related by ,Xg) = 1 1(Xs) and this detem ines the position of

the shock xg:

Xs =

24)

N
N
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FIG.1l: Density h;i (left) and ow hj;i= h;( #1)1 (right) pro s or = 02, = 03,

K =1,and = 0d.FortheMC resultswe sest x = =N . T he continuum m ean- eld theory resuls
are com pared to M onte Carlo M C) sin ulations of di erent systam sizes. T he agreem ent between

MF and M C resuls is in proved for larger system sizes.
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FIG .2: Sameas g.[, buttheparameters = 02, = 0:1,K = land = 20 arcused. Forthis

larger value of = 2:0 shock form ation is preem pted by reaching the density g = 1=2 see Q.
T he height of the shock isgiven by

= r(xs) l(xs) =1 (+ ) c : 25)

T he Jast equation can be used In order to discuss the param eter dependence of the m odel.
If ispositiveand 0< x4 < 1,we nd indeed a shock, which connects two dom ains w ith

linear density dependence, as illustrated In  g.[l. For > . one does not observe shock

form ation, but a section 2~ < x < 1 lz—z,where = 2 (e g.D).

In the ASEP the line = is a phase boundary where shodks, between a high density



region coexisting w ith a low density region, exist: M ean eld theory predicts the shock isat
x = 1=2 although the exact solution show s that the shock is actually delocalised and yields
a lnear density pro ke [1]. In the present case, although the shodk’s position is x = 1=2
when = , the rok of this line changes and one does not ocbserve a phase transition in
crossing it.

M oreover linear density pro ls, which are cbserved for + + = 1, do not signify
phase coexistence as for the A SEP, but indicate a vanishing height of the shock ( = 0).
A Iso note that a strictly lnear pro ke isodbserved only In the Im N ! 1 in contrast to
the the disorder Iline ofthe ASEP Which is recovered In case of = 0) where the constant

density solution isvalid for nite system s aswell
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FIG.3: Sameas g.[, buttheparameters = 08, = 02,K = land = 0% areused. The

average densities at the st site are indicated by sym bols.

Next we discuss the case > 1=2 and < 1=2. In this param eter regin e the density

pro ke is given by

1
x)=max 1 1 x); 5 forx > 0: (26)
Equation [28) in plies a singularity at x = 0 shce the boundary condition is (0) = . For

nite system s the singularity at x = 0 is softened as shown In gure g.[3. The behaviour
for > 1=2 and < 1=2 can be obtained from particle-hole symm etry.



Finally In them axin alcurrent regine thedensity pro inthelimitL ! 1 isgiven by

AW Co

forx=0
x)= §1=2 Pro< x< 1 @27)
1 forx= 1:

ie., apart from the two singular points x = 0 and x = 1, the density is constant.

0.5

Q 05 g

FIG .4: Phasediagram forK = 1 and < 1=2. Indicated are the high— H) and low density (L)

phase, the shock phase (S), the m axin al current phase M ), and coexistence between a m axin al
current and low— (LM ) or high-density HHM ) dom ain. The LM H -phase indicates the presence of
three dom ains. A linear density pro l is observed at the transition line between the LM H and S

phase.

The above results lad to the phase diagram shown In g.[d. Three phases can be
distinguished, where the density pro le does not reach the equilbriim ;: The high and
Iow density phase, where only a single dom ain exists In the system , the shock (see g.[l
for the corresponding density pro k) region, where high and low density dom ain coexist.

Then there are four phases, where the density pro ke has a section of constant density:

10



The m axin al current phase M ) is cbtalned for > 1=2 and > 1=2. If > 1=2 and
1=2> > 1= we observe coexistence between a section of density 1=2 at the keft and
a lnear pro ke as shown in g.[d. This phase is indicated by HM ) in the phase diagram ,
the corresponding low density phase by (LM ). Finally a section of constant density m ay
coexist w ith a high—and low density section LM H) (see g.[d). W e cbserve allphases only
if < 1=2.Forl1=2< < 1 thehigh-and low density phases vanish, while for > 1 the
fom ation ofa shodk is exclided. OurM C analysis illustrates the validity ofthemean eld
resuls for large system . This is In contrast to the case = 0, where eg. or = the

exact density pro even mnthelm it N ! 1 isdi erent from themean eld resuls.

B. ThecaseK 6 1

In the case K & 1 the equilbrium densiy is di erent from = 1=2. Therfore it is
In possible to observe a m axin al current phase, because the bulk particle reservoirs destroy
any m axin alcurrent dom ain. The absence of the m axin al current phase orighates In
[TA[T7) : For the kinem atic wave to be stationary one requires both [TA[T1) to be zero ie.
a buk density satisfying both = 1=2 and = -X-. It is also inportant to notice that

K+1

the solution of the mean eld equations is not piecew ise lnear, ie. higher order tem s of
eq. [I0) do not vanish. W e now analyse themean eld equations orK > 1 in m ore detail.
The corresponding results for K < 1 can be obtained from partickehole symmetry. W e

consider ssparately the reginewhere < 1=2 and < 1=2 and the com plem entary regin e.

Case < 1=2and < 1=2

Forlow valuesof and we expect the existence ofa high-and low -density phase aswell
as the fom ation of shocks w ithin a certain density regin e as for the special case K = 1.
T he transition lines can be obtained by analysing the shock position, which is determm ined
from the condition ,= 1 1. The shock ssparates a region where the density is given by
[21) and a region where the density is given by [27).

For Iow the solution (2J) may propagate all the way to the right boundary. If the
density at the right boundary satis es (1) < () = any shock willbe driven out and
the system willbe dom lnated by ;. Thiswillbe referred to as a Iow density region @D).

11
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FIG .5: Density pro lescbtained from M onte C arlo sin ulations ofthem odel for
K =3

=02, = 0%,
p = 0d and N = 100, 1000, 10000. T he fill line gives density pro les obtained from the

continuum mean eld theory, equations 2II) and P2) with sstequalto 1/2.

T he transition line between LD and S regions is given by the condition

1) =
K 1 K @1+ K)
p A+ K) = 2( ) + In (28)
1+ K) K 1+ K)
Sin ilarly for large the solution . m ay propagate allthe way to the keft boundary where
itsdensity is (). A shock between , and
r(O) > 1 1(0) = l

1 will be driven to the left hand boundary if

. This will be referred to as the high density region HD).The
transition line between HD and S regions is given by the condition

r(0)=l
p @+ K) =

K 1
2 (

+

K
K

l+K)@
@+K)@d

)
1+ K)

: (29)
)
Cases > 1=2or > 1=2

For > 1=2 or > 1=2 second-order tem s (eg. tem s involving @ 2 =@x?) have to be

retained in [[Jl) for steady state solutions to exist. H owever the e ect is, for exam pk in the
case < 1=2;

> 1=2 at the right hand boundary, that over a nie distance (oxder 1=N in

term s of the varable x) the second order tem s w illm atch the density w ith that in plied by

r- Thusthe e ect is that there isno shock and > 1=2m ay for the purposes of the phase
diagram m ay be e ectively considered as

= 1=2. T g.[H com parison ofdirect sin ulations
ofthemodelwhen > 1=2 wih density pro ls ocbtained from the continuum theory W ith

e ectively considered as 1/2) indicate the validity ofour approach for in the lJargeN Iim it.
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FIG.6: Mean- eld phasediagram for p = 01 K = 3: (right). The phase boundaries between
the Iow density (L), shock (S) and high density (H) phases are calculated by using R28) and [29).
Our results are in excellent agreem ent w ith the ndings of [14] who analysed num erically the

second-orderm ean  eld equations.

For nite N, nite size e ects can partially be ncluded by considering second-order
tem s In the m ean— eld description. D eviations between second-order m ean— eld and the
exact resuls are due to the uctuations of the shock, which are not correctly described by
m ean- eld theory and have to be treated separately. This will be done in the follow Ing
section. H owever at this stage we note that the shodk is indeed localised and that the w idth
of the shock growth subextensively, ie. the shock ischarp nthe lm N ! 1 .

P hase diagram

Our analysis or K € 1 leads to the phase diagram shown in g.[d. W e distinguish only
three phases, ie. the high— and low -density phase as well as a the fomm ation of shocks in
an Interm ediate param eter regim e. Com pared to the case K = 1 the num ber of phases is
considerably reduced, due to the absence of a m axim al current phase as discussed above.

A s the shodck is sharp the uctuations of the shodk, which we treat In the next section,
do not a ect the phase boundaries. T herefore we expect that the true phase diagram ofthe

m odel is represented by g.[d.

13



V. DYNAMICSOF THE SHOCK

A qualitative understanding of the shock dynam ics can be easily obtained from m ass
conservation, ie. by m eans of the continuity equation. C om pared to the ASEP additional
source and sink tem s have to be introduced, re ecting the on-site input and output of
particles. This hasbeen done In a recent work by Popkov et al. R4], who generalised the

dom ain wall picture to m odels w ith particlke in—and output, where the continuiy equation
is given by:

e ®xvy e, ] ) -
et T ad00T a0 i) o et 0)

By inserting the known rlation j( )= (@ ) they recovered eq. (). The in portance of

the analysis by m eans of the hydrodynam ic equation is given by the fact, that this approach
can be used for generalm odels ifthe ow-density relation is known [24].

0.8 ‘ ‘ : ; 0.3 . :
CMF —— flow left

N=100, MC - flow right --------

N=1000, MC p

0.6 - N=10000, MC
N=100, DW --------

| N=1000, DW -------
N=10000, DW -~

04 r

0.25 |-

p(x)

i)

0.2

FIG.7: Left: Density pro les in com parison w ith the DW predictions. T he chosen param eters are
=02, =03, =02andK = 1.Right: Flow pro ke ofthe kft (solid lne) and right dom ain

(dashed line) for sam e set of param eters. T he arrow s indicate the bias of the random walker.

A step beyond the mean eld kevel is provided by interpreting the shodk as a random

walker. Forthe ASEP on the lne = the shock dynam ics can bem odelled as an unbiased

random walk R5]and this allow s one to calculate its di usion constant. M oreover one can

generally consider kinem atic shock wave dynam ics as a biased random walker R4,127]. In

the present case we m odel the shock by a random walker w ith the site-dependent hopping
rates

wi(d) = , wy ()= —; (31)

14



where w, W,) denotes the hopping rate to the kft (dght), 3 @ (3 (D)) the ux in the low
(high) density dom ain at site iand (i) the height ofthe shock at position i. M odelling the
shock dynam ics as a random walk wih re ecting boundary conditions allow s us to derive
analyticalexpressions for the stationary distribution ps (i) ofshock positions. T he stationary
distribution ps (i) has to ful 1the condition

w,(Dps D) = wi(@+ Dps @+ 1): (32)

One can solve this discrete equation explicitly, but it is sin plest to prooeed by m aking a
continuum approxin ation. W e expand the probability distrdbution to rst oxder in 1=N , as
in eg. [I0), and use the stationarity condition to cbtain the di erential equation:

0 W (X)
y&®+Nyk) 1 =0; 33)

w1 (X)

where v (x) = p&x)w; (X). The solution of this equation is given by
Z
p &) 1 * W (x°) 0

= = N 1 — dx 34
p &) N Fe—— exp . G (34)

R
whereN = Olp(x)dx. E xplicit expressions ofthe distribution can be given n casesofK = 1

which willbe discussed in detail. For this case we get the unnom alised distribution

N (1+ )

N 1 ) 1

= _ ' l_ C(x xs)? .
px) x + X e ; (35)

where C = 4N YTt The G aussian is ocbtained from a logarithm ic expansion of the

exponent, which is ustied in the Im N ! 1 [29].
U sing the random walk picture, the density pro Xk can be obtained from the shock dis—

tribution p k) through R7]
z Z

X

® = &) p&)dx’+ x) p&IHdx’: (36)

0 b4
T he G aussian approxin ation ofp (x) leads to the follow Ing form ofthe density pro ke
" S ! #

N
(X)_E 1+ erf 2 i+ a ) x Xg) + x+ 37)

In order to check the validity of this sin ple phenom enological picture we com pare the an—
alytic predictions [34) for di erent density pro ls in the (S) phase with results of M C
sim ulations B0]. Fig.[d shows that the DW predictions are in good agreem ent w ith the M C
results, and the accuracy ofthe DW description in proves for larger systam sizes.

From [37) i ©llow s that the w idth ofthe shock scales asN wih = 1=2 aswas found

num erically in [L4].
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VI. CONCLUSION

T hem odelstudied by Pam eggiani, Franosch and Frey [14] can be interpreted asa generic
m odel for the collective behaviour ofm olecularm otors. T he physics of them odel is govemed
by the com petition of di erent particle reservoirs and the stationary ow of the selfdriven
particles. In the case of periodic boundary conditions, one easily veri es that the stationary
state ofthe process isdescribed by a product m easure. M ore interesting features are ocbserved
In the case of open boundary conditions. Here, when the rates for attachm ent and deletion of
particles in the bulk are appropriately scaled w ith system size, Jocalisation ofa shock arises
between the region of the system controlled by the left boundary and the region controlled
by the right boundary.

M ost of the features of thism odel can be explained by a m ean— eld analysis, which we
believe to be correct in the lim it of lJarge system size. T his is supported by gs1,2,3,5 where
direct sin ulations for the density pro les converge for lJarge systam sizes to ourm ean— eld
predictions. In view of this we believe the m ean— eld phase diagram s gs 4,6 are In fact
exact.

By considering the characteristics of the mean eld equations the fom ation and locali-
sation ofthe shock can be explained: T he characteristic solutions propagating from the left
and right boundaries are m atched at the shock whose position is xed by the condition that
the m ass current through the shodk is zero. In the presence of a shodk, the leading nite—
size corrections are due to the uctuations of the shodk position, which can be described by
m apping the dynam ics of the shock to a random walk with site dependent hopping rates.

Apart from the importance of the ASEP with creation and annihilation of particles in
the buk as a generic m odel for m olecular m otors it is of goecial interest for the general
form alisn of non-equilbbrium statisticalm echanics. In particular one can Interpret the buk
non-oconservation of particles as exchange of particles with a buk reservoir R8]. In this
way the m odel can be thought of as a grand-canonical counterpart to the ASEP. A s the
A SEP and its variants can be analysed in detail, they m ight help us to understand aspects
ofdi erent ensambles In the context of non-equilbbrium statistical m echanics.
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data is of the order of the line width.
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