arXiv:cond-mat/0305136v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 7 May 2003

H ysteresis in one-dim ensional reaction-di usion system s
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W e Introduce a sin ple nonequilbrium m odel for a driven di usive system w ith nonconservative
reaction kinetics which exhibits ergodicity breaking and hysteresis in one dim ension. T hese phe—
nom ena can be understood through a description of the dom inant stochastic m any-body dynam ics
In tem sofan equilbrium single-particle problem , viz. the random m otion ofa shock In an e ective
potential. This picture also lads to the exact phase diagram of the system and suggests a new

generic m echanism for \freezing by heating".

PACS numbers: 05.70Ln, 64.60Ht, 02.50G a

T he closely related questions of phase coexistence, er—
godicity breaking and hysteresis in noisy one-din ensional
system s with short range interactions and nite local
state space (such asin spin system sorvertex m odels) are
Intriguing. In them alequilbbrium these phenom ena can-—
not occur as there isno localm echanisn that could lim it
the grow th of islands of a m inority phase inside a m a—
prity phase. Far from equilbrium one has found phase
separation and spontaneous sym m etry breaking in driven
di usive system sprovided that eitherabulk conservation
law , viz. particle num ber conservation i'}', :g:’, :_3:, :_4, 5], or
vanishing local transition rates i_é, :_7.] constrain the local
dynam ics. A s already noted in Ref. E}] the only known
exoeption to this rule, the errorcorrectingm odelby G acs
['8], is rather com plicated and stillnot w idely understood,

see also f_ﬁ].

Recently it has been dem onstrated that phase coex—
istence occurs in a one-din ensional driven di usive sys—
tem even in the presence of Langm uir kinetics A 0
which break the buk conservation law [L0]. Thism echa-
nism is Inspired by the process ofm otor proteinsm oving
along actin lam ents. Earlier thism odelwas Introduced
as a toy m odel reproducing stylized facts in lim it order
m arkets f_l-il;] T he form ation of a localized shock in this
system which separates a dom ain of low particle density
from a dom ain of high density has been studied subse-
quently I_l-gl, :_1-3'] H ow ever, the two di erent dom ains do
not represent tw o possible global steady states. T he pro—
cess is ergodic even in the them odynam ic Im i and no
hysteresis is possble.

Tt is the purmpose of this lktter to present a sinpl
nonequilbrium system with local non-conservative dy-—
nam ics and nite local state space which exhibits er-
godicity breaking and hysteresis in the them odynam ic
lim i, in the usual sense that in nite volum e the so—
pum tin e In two m etastable steady states Increases ex—
ponentially with system size. To be speci ¢ we investi-
gate the totally asym m etric exclision process (TASEP)
augm ented by nonconservative reaction kinetics. The
TASEP is a stochastic m odel of di using particles on
a onedin ensional lattice w ith a hopping bias In one di-
rection [_l-é_l] Each site from 1 to L is either empty or

occupied by one particle. In the buk particles (A’) hop
stochastically from site ito i+ 1 w ith unit rate, provided
that the target site is em pty. T he boundaries act as par-
ticle reservoirs w ith densities on the keft resp. ; on
the right: On site 1 particles are created wih rate ,
provided the site is em pty, which corresponds to a par-
ticle hopping from the left reservoir onto the rst site.
Particles on site I are annihilated w ith rate 1 4+, Cor—
resoonding to a particle hopping from the last site into
the right reservoir.

In our m odel particles also undergo the follow ing re—
action process: On a vacant site enclosed by two par-
ticles a particle m ay be attached wih rate !,, and a
particle enclosed by tw o other particlesm ay be detached
w ith rate ! 4. Thisprocess can be sym bolically w ritten as
A?A AAA andm ay be interpreted as activated Lang—
muirkinetics. W ithout the TA SEP dynam icsthe station—
ary density of this process is etther K = ! ,=(1, + !g)
or zero, with no correlations [_Ig»] As In previous work
we consider the physically interesting casewhen L ! 1
and these rates are proportional to 1=L [l-g, :_l-]_], :_ié, :_f:i;]
Hence we de ne renom alized rates

la= a=L; 'g= 4=L 1)

where , and 4 are kept constantwhileL ! 1 . For
other choices of the attachm ent/detachm ent A D ) rates
the dynam ics is either govemned by the TASEP (!, 4 <
O (1=L)) orby the AD process (!5, > O (1=L)).

W e nd a stationary phase diagram ofthem odelw ih
ve distinct phases Fig. :14') . The stationary density pro—
¥ ; isnot constant as a function of Jattice site i. Yet

som e of the phases are com parable to those of the usual
TASEP with open boundaries {6, 17]: in the high den-
sity phases HD 1/2) one nds ;> 1=2 whik In the low
density phase LD) ; < 1=2. In HD 1 the buk density
pro le is dependent on ., while i is Independent of
both boundaries in HD 2 as in them axin alcurrent phase
ofthe TASEP.On the other hand two additional phases
exist: () A coexistence phase which is characterized by
a stable shock position, ie., a jimp in the density pro-
ke which is Jocalized at a certain position in the buk of
the system . T he shock connects a low density dom ain to
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FIG.1l: Phasediagram for , = 07 and 4 = 01 wih two
high density phases D 1, HD 2), a low density phase (LD),
a coexistence phase and the nonergodic phase.

its left w ith a high density dom ain to its right as known
from related m odels studied previously {0, 12]. Notice
that in theusualTA SEP there is a coexistence line in the
phase diagram w ith a nonlcalized shock. In a di erent
param eter regin ewe nd a novelphase w ith an unstable
shock position in thebulk. In thisphaseboth the LD and
HD statesare stable (L ! 1 ) which in plies that er-
godicity isbroken in the therm odynam ic lim it. A lthough
for nite system s a transition between the two states is
possble, the m ean life tim e of each steady state is ex—
ponentially large in the system size L (see below ). W e
note that this is not a spontaneous sym m etry breaking
since there is no symm etry relating the two m etastable
states. This phase has no analog In the TASEP wih
open boundaries.

H ysteresis In this nonequilbbriim setting was observed
by measuring the spaceaveraged densiy  along the
curve of constant ;. = 045 while changing in such a
way that the system starting from the LD phase passed
through the nonergodic phase and ended up in the HD 2
phase. T hen the process of changing was reversed. A
relevant param eter in hysteresis phenom ena is the speed
of sweeping: in our sim ulations was changed by 10 *
In every k M C steps (k = 500;1500;5000). A tine av—
erage was not taken, wasmeasured in every k steps.
On Fjg.:j one can see the resulting hysteresis loops. W e
found that the hysteresis loop in ates wih increasing
soeed which is rem Iniscent of hysteresis n usual m ag—
netic system s.

To rationalize these observationswe st consider the
hydrodynam ic lin it on the Euler scal, ie.,wetakeL !
1 while the lattice constant is scaled by a = 1=L and the
tin e by t = tiatrice=L . Thus the spatial coordinate x =
=L becom es continuous. Follow iIng the line ofargum ents
of Ref. {i4] the hydrodynam ic equation for the density

FIG . 2: Hysteresis plot for L. = 2000,
+ = 045.

. = 077,
was changed by 10 4 in every 5000 (solid
line), 1500 (dashed line) and 500 (dotted line) M C steps. The

d=0ﬂ-l

hysteresis loop gets w ider as the speed of changing is in—
Ccreased.
takes the form
@ @
— O+ —3 =S (); 2)
ot x;t) @Xj( ) ( (
with theexact current ()= (1 ) ofthe TASEP and

the cubic source term

sO)= %@ ) 4’ @3)
resulting from the activated Langm uir kinetics. For the
stationary state Q. (x;t) = 0 holds and using @y ]j =

Qj=@ @ =@x we obtain

@
Vc()ﬁ=s(); “)
@x

w ith the collective velocity v, = @3=@ . This nonlinear
di erential equation can be Integrated analytically and
yieldsthe ow eld

1
n a - d]n -
a a K

x()=

w ith an integration constant c.

A s the di erential equation is of rst order and the
boundary condition xes the densiy at two positions,
follow Ing a line ofthe ow eld does not represent a so—
Jution oftheboundary problem in general. In the original
Jattice m odelthis inconsistency is resolved by the appear—
ance of a shock and/or boundary layers as described in
f_l-Z_;]. Apart from the discontinuities the stationary den-—
sty pro ke Plowsthe ow el ofeq. @)

In order to understand quantitatively the selection
of the stationary shock position which detem ines the
phase diagram ) and also to explain the phenom enon of
hysteresis from a m icroscopic view point we describe the
dom inant dynam icalm ode ofthe particle system in term s



ofthe random m otion c_>fthe shock. To thisend we gener-
alize the approach of [1§] and introduce space-dependent
hopping rates

9]
Wx! x+a =
r &) L %)
Wx+al x = jL—(X): (6)
r &) L &)

for jum ps of the shock over a lattice constant a. Here
the JndJoes L and R denote the solutions (lines of the
ow eld (5)) on the left resp. right ofthe shock. Sim ilar
hopping ratesareused In ﬂ&"] T he space-dependent hop—
ping rates umish usw ith the picture ofa random walker
In an e ective energy landscape E (x) inside a nite box.
T he energy landscape is generated by the interplay ofthe
particle current w ith the reaction kinetics. In thisway we
relate the orighal nonequilbrium m any-particle system
to an equilbrium sihgle-particle m odel. Let p x) be the
equilbriim probability of the shock being at position x.
T hen due to detailed balance
px+ a)

= &) =exp( Ex+a)t+E K): (7)

Wx! x+a

Wx+al x

w hich de nes the energy landscape.

The potential E (x) is m onotonically increasing (de-
creasing) function orthe HD (LD) phase Fig.d). This
In plies that although there are uctuations the shock is
always driven to the left (right) boundary. In the co—
existence phase there is a globalm Inimum in the buk
resulting in a stable shock position E ig. :_':";) at a m acro—
soopic distance from the boundardes. H ere the dynam ics
can be well approxin ated by a random walker in a har-
m onic potential which gives a G aussian distribution for
the shock position. Hencethe w idth of the shock distri-
bution :IS proportionalto L tlﬂ] which was also ound
in [10 -13 for the TASEP w ith Langm uir kinetics.

T he nonergodic phase is characterized by a globalen—
ergy m axinum in thebuk  ig.d), kading to an unstable
buk xed pointofthe shock. Thetwom inim a at the keft
and right boundary corresoond to the two stable station—
ary states. Starting w ith an initial condition close to one
of the m Inim a, the random walker w ill drift m ost lkely
Into this localm inin um and stay in itsvicinity foratine
ofthe orderofthem ean rstpassagetine before it tra—
verses to the otherm mimum . This leads to hysteresis.
Using a omula for themean rst passage tin e derived
by M urthy and K ehr E_l-S_S] one expects that grow sexpo—
nentially w ith the system size L . M oreover, one expects
the transition from one m ininum to the other to be a
random P oisson process w ith an average waiting tin e

T his sin ple oneparticke picture is well bome out by
M C sinulations. For judiciously chosen param eters it is
possble to perform simulationsup to tim esmuch larger
than .Usigmultispi coding 0] HrtheM C algorithm
rather good statistics becom e available for the waiting

FIG . 3: Examples for the energy landscape in four phases.
Notethat in theHD and LD phasesE (x) can be either convex
or concave
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FIG . 4: Snapshot of the tin e evolution of the scaled position
of the second class particle for L = 1000; = 02705; ;+ =

063; o= 05; 4= 0d. A position of the second class par-
ticle near the keft boundary (x  0) corresponds to the high
density state, while a position nearthe right boundary (x 1)
corresponds to the low density state.

tine (the tin e the system spends In one of the sta—
tionary statesbefore sw itching to the other) . For tracing
the position ofthe shock we use the second class particle
technique t_Z-]_:] W e m easured the position of the second
class partick as a function of tin e: a typical realization
is shown i Fig.4.

A sshown in Fig.§ the num erically determ ined cum ula-
tive distrdbution function ()= P ( < t) ofthe waiting
tine ishardly distinguishable from the expected expo—
nential distribution

=1 exp( =): ®)

W ith this picture of a m oving shock in m ind and us—
Ing the expression 615) it is also possble to derive the
exact phase transition lines de ning the phase diagram
presented above. Adapting the argum ents of I_l-gi] the
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FIG . 5: Num erically determ ined cum ulative distribbution of
the transition tin es from the upper state to the lower (solid
line) com pared to the er>I<por1entjal distrbution (dashed line)
with param eters as in 4. Sim ilar results are und or the
transition in the other direction, but w ith a di erent @5_]

analysis of the stability ofboundary layers yields a high
density phase for > 1=2. Because of a boundary
layer the buk solution of the density pro ¥ is inde-
pendent of , if , < 1=2. Thus i this region the
phase diagram is only ruled by . For 1=2 the
two lines in the phase diagram bounding the coexistence
phase and nonergodic phase resp. are detem ined by the
stationary shock position. Crossing the line separating
LD /coexistence phase and nonergodic/HD phase from
¥ft to right results n a change of the sign of @E (1)
from ! +. Crossing the other line separating co—
existence/HD phase and LD /nonergodic phase from left
to right resuls in a change of the sign of @,E (0) from

! + . The sign of the slope of the energy pro k, ie.,
the stability of the shock position can be analysed by
considering the average shock velociy

vs:]R(x) jL(X): ©)
r X) L &)
A shock position at the boundary is stabl when i is
driven toward the boundary, ie., vs (0) < 0 at the kft,
vs (1) > 0 at the right boundary. T hus the lines separat-
Ing the phases are calculated by com paring the values of
1 %) and R (x) at the positionsx = 0;1.

To conclude we have dem onstrated the existence of
hysteresis and broken ergodicity (in the them odynam ic
lim it) In a driven di usive system w ithout bulk conser-
vation law . W e stress that the two di erent stationary
distrbutions are not ordered states in which the acti-
vated Langm uir reaction kinetics would be dynam ically
suppressed. Surprisihgly, adding noise which is on av-—
erage spatially hom ogeneous (the nonconservative reac—
tion process) to a conservative spatially hom ogeneous
nonequilbriim system wih a nonvanishing particle cur-
rent leads to a spacedependent e ective potentialwhich
determm ines the stationary position of the shock. In the

absence ofthis noise, ie., in the usualTA SEP, the shock
perfom s an unbiased random walk and hence is unlo—
calized, whereas suitably chosen reaction kinetics m ay
create a variety of e ective potentials which localize the
shock. An increase In noise strength is usually associ-
ated w ith heating up a system whereas localization re—
duces the am ount of disorder, corresponding to cooling.
Thus we have identi ed a novel generic m echanian for
the phenom enon of freezing by heating. T he description
ofthe nonequilbrium m any-body dynam ics in term sofa
collective single-particle m ode m oving under equilbriim
conditions yields the exact stationary phase diagram as
well as the num erically veri ed Ipping process between
the m etastable states ofthe nite system . D etails of the
IJpping dynam ics w illbe presented elsew here EL§I]
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