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E xact jpint density-current probability function for the asym m etric exclusion process
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W e study the asym m etric exclusion process w ith open boundaries and derive the exact form of
the pint probability fiinction for the occupation num ber and the current through the system . W e
further consider the therm odynam ic lin it, show ing that the resulting distrdbbution is non-G aussian
and that the density uctuations have a discontinuity at the continuous phase transition, whilke the
current uctuations are continuous. T he derivations are perform ed by using the standard operator
algebraic approach, and by the introduction of new operators satisfying a m odi ed version of the

origihal algebra.

PACS num bers:

K eyw ords: exclusion process, current uctuations, large deviations, open system s, stationary non-equilibrium

steady states

D ue to the lack of a general theory of non-equilbriim
steady-states, a ot of the resesarch in this area focuses
on the study of sin ple m odels. O f special interest are
stochastic interacting particle m odels l, I], and one
hopes that m any of the Interesting qualitative character—
istics of these sin pli ed m odels are generic for a larger
class of system s. A system that has received a ot of
the attention is the partially asym m etric exclision pro—
cess PASEP). Firstly thism odel is non-trivial, display—
Ing steady-state phase transitions, yet sin ple enough to
be integrable I,i,l,l], and further i m aps onto cer-
tain growth models 1],  models tra ¢ ow [l], and
it is believed to describe the large scale dynam ics of
the noisy burgers equation l, ., .] and the KPZ
equation , ]. There has been much progress in
the analytical treatm ent of the PASEP, giving rise to
host of exact results descrbbing it’s steady state prop-—
erties I, I, l, I, ., ., ., ]. At the heart of the
distinction betw een non-equilbriuim and equilbrium sys—
tem s lies the ability of non-equilbrium system s to carry
currents. So far, the results conceming the currents in
di erent special cases of the PASEP i,.,.,.] are
mainly for system s w ith periodic boundaries or in nite
geom etries w ith special initial conditions. In this letter
we consider a nite system with open boundaries, but
specialize the treatm ent to the one dim ensional asym —
m etric exclision process A SEP ). It consists of a lattice
of size L, wih site lJabel 1 running from Xft to right.
Every site on the lattice can be occupied by no more
than one particle. G wven that the right neighboring site
of an occupied site is em pty, the occupying particle w ill
Jmp to the empty site wih a rate 1. If the rst site
on the lattice is unoccupied, particles are in gcted at this
boundary w ith rate . Further given that we have a par-
ticle at the last site of the lattice, it is ejfected w ith the
probability rate . No further transitions are allowed.
W e will here lim i our considerations to the case where
we can view the boundary rates as deriving from parti-
cle reservoirs. W e therefore take 0 < = 5 < 1 and

0 < =1 right < 1, where s and right are the
particle densities of the reservoirs. T hism odel has been
exactly solved ] (see F igure Ml or the phase diagram ) 1
the sense that the steady-state probability of any given
m icroscopiccon guration can (in principle) be calculated
by applying a given set ofalgebraic rules. Even so, these
calculations quickly becom e very cum bersom e as the sys—
tem size is increased. Thus we here w ish to extract gen—
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FIG .1l: Phase diagram ofthe one dim ensionalexclision pro—
cess. The dashed line indicates the rst order transition line,
w hile the dash-dotted lines indicates the continuous transition
lines.

eralinform ation about the system directly from the alge—
braic rules, w ithout explicitly calculating them icroscopic
weights. Since the algebraic rules are Instrum ental to

our later developm ent we here give a very brief recap on

their de nition. The starting point is to represent any
m icroscopic con gurations In term s of a string of non—
com m uting operatorsD and E , corresponding to a par-
ticle and a hole respectively. It can then be shown that
the steady-state probability distribution can be w ritten

In tem s ofthis operator string and two vectors, h jand

j i, according to

P (fnig)= @, ) 'h X )X @) X fg i @)

Here the operator X (n;) equalsD if there is a particle
atsite 1 h;= 1), and E if site 1 is unoccupied (n;= 0).
The state ndependent factorz; = h jDO + E )" jien-
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sures the proper nom alization. For B to hold true, the
operators and vectors m ust further satisfy the algebraic
rules

1 1
L “h3 Dii= =34 @)

where we have In plicitly assum ed that the nomm aliza-
tions of the vectors j i and h jare such thath ji= 1.

T he algebraic rules ) are now allthat is needed to cal-
culate P, (fnig), resulting in a polynom ial of degree L

In 1= and 1= .

In moving from a m icroscopic to a m acroscopic view
of the system we will here concentrate on the average
density and current throughout the bulk. W e derive the
exact pint probability fiinction for the average bulk cur-
rent and densiy for any system size. First we de ne the
total activity wihin the system as the number of buk
bonds that can facilitate a transition of a particle in the
inm ediate future, ie. the totale ective buk transition
rate. Thebuk current is then de ned asthe activity di-
vided by the system size. For any given state the activiy
equals the num ber ofpairs ofneighboring sites that hasa
particle to the keft and a hole to the right. To get a han-
dle on the activity, J, of a m icroscopic con guration of
N particles we choose to represent such a con guration
by a sequence of J ob fcts of the orm D PIE B3, possibly
padded w ith E ’s to the left and D ’s to the right. D oing
this we can w rite any m icroscopic steady state m easure
as

Pss (fl’l]_g) =

(ZL )1hj:_'.h0(DplEhl) pﬂ:EhJ)DPOji;

by appropriately choosing the num bers fpy;hyg and J.
It further follow s that the above expression is unique if
ho;po 0 and the rest satisfy hy;p; 1.W ecan now in
principle calculate the pint probability distribution for
N and J by sum m ing the above overa]lhj’s and p5’s con—
sistent w ith a speci cnum berofparticles ( “jj= Py =N)

and a given system size N + §=Ohj = L). Choosing

to enforce these constraints w ith contour-integral repre—
sentations of the K ronecker delta, the expression for the
pint particleactivity probability finction can be w ritten
as

dzd z 1
PL (N;J)ZZ (2 {)22N+1£4N+1
CziC»
|
LN
1 . ® XN o
—— hj (zD )P (zE ¥ ji: ()
z )z ) oo 1 .

HereC, (C.) isa directed contour that encircle the pole
at the origin ofthe com plex z (z) plane once in the pos—
itive direction, with Fj< (Jzj< ). The xst step
tow ard explicitly calculating ) is through considering
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P P
the properties of the operators o (zD )P and n (ZE .
Surprisingly i tums out 1] that a slight m odi cation
of the above operators

DO L1 @+ 2))D @D )";
h=0
L 1
EC L0 @+ 2)E (zE ¥;
p=0
satisfy the \relaxed" operator algebra
DE’=D°+E% ;2 V)

The relaxed eigenvectors and eigenvalies are further
given by

1

1
D%i=3is+ ) hE’==hj+ (£Y);
w ih
odef z odef z
1 (@z+ z) 1 @+ z)

T he fact that these eigenvalues are com plex is ofno con—
cem since we consider only nite polynom ials In the n—
verse elgenvalues. Any resul is thusuniquely extendable

Into the com plex plane through analytic continuation.
We can now rewrite ll) n term s of the prin ed oper
ators, and start using the relaxed operator algebra to

transform the expression. T he result of any such m anip—
ulation would be the sam e, up to term s of order z¥ and

2z ¥ |, as if the operator algebra would have been exact.

T he extra tem s have no e ect under the contour Inte—
gralin ) since the poles at the origins are both of order
equalorlowerthan N andL N . (Thecassford = 0is

trivial) Thus, using the relaxed algebra to perform any
m anjpulation within [l is equivalent to using an exact

algebra. T herefore we can w rite

dzd z 1
PL (N;J):Z (2 {)22N+1J%N+1J
CziC.
ZJOO
N
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This expression is the main result of this ltter, and
since all quantities In i are known exactly, i yields
both the exact nite system size orm of P, © ;J), as
well as the asym ptotic form in the large system size
Iim it. %yl rst calculating the generating functional
G()= o "Z, ] which has recently been de-
rived in a di erent m anner in [_]]), the above further
yields a double contour integralexpression for the gener-
ating functionalofN and J [1]. Below we present exact

and asym ptotic results forP, N ;J).



Finite system s: The integralin W) iseasily calculated
w ith the help Cauchy’s Integral theorem . A llwe need to
do isto calculate the coe cient ofthe term proportional
to (z z)? i the Laurent-series expansion ofthe ntegrand
in W).ForJ = OwehaveZ, = 1and thus

N

1
P, N;0)=— (1=)
L
which is obviously correct since the inactive state must
havel, N eampty sitesollowedby N  lled sites. ForJd
1 weuse the exact form ofthe nomn alization function 1],

. X R Xtoq R 1oL 1 1)!
L T Ll % 1k 7 LT T
=1 k=0 L@ Db
to write
xJ X3 LE I NJT
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Through the above we now have the exact form of the
soughtafter pint probability finction for any system
size. The om is illustrated in Figurell.

The themm odynam ics lim it: W e here retum to W).
U sing the asym ptotic form of the nom alizing fiinction
given In [l], we perform a steepest descent calculation
to get the asym ptotic results. W e consider the di erent
phases individually. D ue to the particlke-hole sym m etry
P, ®W;J)=P, (@ N;J) i isonly necessary to ex—
plicitly consider the case <

First tuming to the m axin alcurrent phase we con-—
sider M) and drop allpre—factors that are independent of
N and J (thisw illbe done throughout) to w rite

I
47 dzd z 1
PL (N;J) J3=2 (2 {)2 ZN J+1 X N J+1
C.iC,
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T he asym ptotic behavior of these integrals is n principle
straight forward to calculate. In practice though, i tums
out to be quite cum bersom e since one has to determ ine
which ofthe saddlk points and low er order poles give the
dom nant contributions. W e can shortcut this through
only considering the asym ptotic form In some nite re-
gion around the peak of the distribbution. From 1] we

a=.75, f=.75

y "’iiiiiiiii* =.25, 3=.25
D
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1]
I ;
I ’l’l’,',’,.

FIG.2: Each row contains a surface and a contour plot of
the exact probability distribution for the values of and
indicated, and with = N=L and j= J=L. The rst three
row s ilustrate the behavior of the probability distribution as
the system goes along the lne of =  through the critical
pointat = = 5, while the last three graphs illustrate the
behavior as the system goes through the rst order transition
at = = 025. Overlaid in the contour plots (dashed line)
is the curve j = (1 ) which de nes the set of possbl
asym ptotic average values of and j throughout the system s
di erent phases (not at the rst order transition line). The
system size isL = 40.

know that the average density and current is and
Independent. T hus, the lower order poles cannot dictate
the asym ptotic behavior around the peak valie of the
probability distrdbbution, and instead this m ust be set by
the saddlk points

zZ = I z =1 I =N=L; j= J=L:
A saddlepoint approxim ation thus results n
1 L
0wy s s P ®

where we for simplicity have dropped all the sub-—
dom nant pre-factors. Even though the extent of the re—
gion of validity of ) is unknown, it should be pointed
out that the size of this region is nite (as long as the



system isaway from any phase boundaries) and indepen—
dent of system size. In the rst row ofF igurcll we show
the resulting dom inating asym ptotic plots.

FIG.3: The two rows display a surface and a contour plot
of the leading behavior of the asym ptotic probability distri-
bution. T he calculations were perform ed at the Injction and
epction rates indicated and at a system of size L = 40 (to
m ake the result com parable to Figurcll) .

Now tuming to the low -current phases we have

. dzd z 1
PL (;j) @ {)2 ZN J+1 Z N J+1
CziC.
2 1+ z z 1

@ 20( zr i@ z )9rL’

The sam e argum ents as applied in the m axin alcurrent
phase now gives us the asym ptotic probability distribu-—
tion around the peak. Again it is the saddle points

J 1 J
z = — (1 ; z = ——
( ) 1

that dom nate. T he resulting dom inant form is

P, IN;J)

(7)

T he above resul, valid for the low-density phase, is di-
rectly transferable to the high-density phase through the
use of the particle hole sym m etry m entioned above. A
realization of the asym ptotically dom inating part in the
low -density phase is shown in the second row ofF iqurell.

Tt is clear from the asym ptotic form s that the prob—
ability distrdbution is non-G aussian in all phases. This
is consistent w ith the view that long—range correlations
are a generic feature of non-equilbrium system s [1]. In
general, as a phasetransition line is approached the bor-
der of the region of validity of the asym ptotic form s [l
and ) must approach the peak. It should be fiurther
pointed out that as the continuum transition is passed,
the asym ptotic form s ) and W) indicates that there w ill

bea nite jump in the connected density-density correla—
tor. Com paring this to equilbrium system s, these tran—
sitions correspond to proper second order transitions.

In conclusion we note that it would be very interest—
ng to exam Ine if the sam e \trick" of Introducing a re—
laxed algebra could som ehow be applied to the PASEP.
T his egpecially since this m odel interpolates between a
equilbriim and non-equilbrium steady state. Tt would
further be interesting to derive the full asym ptotic form
of the probability distribution since su ciently close to
a phase transition, any nite system will reach a point
at which the region of validity of the above asym ptotic
form s shrink to the size of the typical uctuations. In
this region the system crosses over to a situation where
the asym ptotic uctuations are govemed by the tails ex—
cluded in the above developm ent.
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