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C riticalbehavior ofthe tw o dim ensional2A ! 3A,4A ! ; binary system

G�eza �O dor

Research Institute for TechnicalPhysics and M aterials Science,

H-1525 Budapest,P.O .Box 49,Hungary

The phase transitions ofthe recently introduced 2A ! 3A,4A ! ; reaction-di�usion m odel

(G .�O dor, PRE 69 036112 (2004)) are explored in two dim ensions. This m odelexhibits site oc-

cupation restriction and explicit di�usion ofisolated particles. A reentrant phase diagram in the

di�usion -creation ratespaceiscon�rm ed in agreem entwith clusterm ean-�eld and one-dim ensional

results.Forstrong di�usion a m ean-�eld transition can be observed atzero branching rate charac-

terized by � = 1=3 density decay exponent. In contrast with this for weak di�usion the e�ective

2A ! 3A ! 4A ! ; reaction becom es relevant and the m ean-�eld transition ofthe 2A ! 3A,

2A ! ; m odelcharacterized by � = 1=2 also appearsfornon-zero branching rates.

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

Theclassi�cation ofuniversality classesofnonequilib-

rium system sisone ofthe m ostim portanttasksofsta-

tisticalphysics [1,2]. M any ofthe known system s can

be m apped onto som e reaction-di�usion type ofm odels,

the behavior ofthem are the studied intensively in the

past decades [3,4]. In these system s particle (A) cre-

ation,annihilation and di�usion processescom pete and

by tuning the controlparam eters phase transition m ay

occurfrom an activesteady stateto an inactive,absorb-

ing stateofzerodensity.Fora long tim eonly thecritical

\directed percolation"(DP)typeofuniversalityclasshas

been known [5]. Laterother classeswere discovered re-

lated tocertain conservation lawsorsym m etries[6{9],to

long-range interactions [10{12],to boundary conditions

[13{16]or to disorder[17{21]. These �ndings are allin

agreem ent with the concepts ofuniversality in equilib-

rium system s.

An extraordinaryfam ily ofm odelshastriggered along

debate am ong specialistsrecently [22{42]. The com m on

behaviorofthesem odelsisthatfora particleproduction

and annihilation atleasttwoparticlesareneeded (hence-

forth they arecalled binary system s)and thesereactions

com petewith thedi�usion ofisolated particles.Sincefor

reactionsatleasta pairisneeded whileisolated particles

can di�use only these m odels can also be regarded as

coupled system s[27]. The representative ofthisclassis

theso called di�usivepaircontactprocess(PCPD)with

reactions2A ! 3A,2A ! ; [24].Thebinary naturewas

found to be relevantin caseofreactionsofm ulti-species

[33]too.

Thecriticalbehaviorofsuch m odelshasbeen found to

be di�erent from allpreviously known classes (however

there is stillan ongoing debate on the precise values of

criticalexponents). The lack ofsym m etries,conserva-

tion laws etc. have been m otivating skepticism against

the existence ofa non-DP class transition and recently

som estudiessuggested DP classbehaviorwith extrem ely

strong correction to scalings [44{46]. Field theoretical

analysis[23]on theotherhand indicatethattheabsence

ofthe m assterm corresponding to directchannelto the

absorbing state (A ! ;) should be responsible for this

\anom alous"behaviorwith respecttoexpectationsbased

on equilibrium statisticalphysics.There isan otherim -

portantdi�erencebetween binary system sand DP:there

isno rapidity sym m etry

�(x;t)! �  (x;� t) ;  (x;t)! � �(x;� t) : (1)

between the�eld (�)and theresponse�eld ( )variables

in thecorresponding�eld theoreticaldescriptioncontrary

thecaseoftheDP process.Furtherm orethelack ofthis

relation is notthe consequence ofa sym m etry breaking

�eld ofsom e boundary (like the t = 0 boundary with

long-ranged correlated order param eter �eld in case of

pair contact process (PCP) [16]) or som e disorder,but

it is not there in the de�nition ofthese hom ogeneous,

binary system s1.

Anotherodd featureisthatbosonic(siteunrestricted)

and site restricted versions ofthese m odels show com -

pletely di�erent behavior. W hile site restricted m od-

els investigated num erically exhibit the above continu-

ous phase transition,the bosonic versions do not have

steady state,butabovean abrupttransition thedensity

ofparticles diverges quickly [23,43]. The �eld theoreti-

calrenorm alization group (RG )analysis[23]predictsan

upper criticaldim ension dc = 2,with logarithm ic cor-

rectionsatd = 2 forthisclass(PCPD).Sim ulations[32]

havecon�rm ed them ean-�eld scalingin twodim ension in

caseofthe 2A ! 4A,2A ! ; binary production m odel.

Thesite m ean-�eld solution ofgeneral,

nA
�

! (n + k)A; m A
�

! (m � l)A; (2)

m odels(with n > 1,m > 1,k > 0,l> 0 and m � l� 0)

resulted in a series ofdi�erent universality classes de-

pending on n and m [47]. This shows that above dc

1
Noh etal.claim thatin theirgeneralized PCPD m odela long-range m em ory isgenerated by the di�using isolated particles

[41]
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n and m are relevant param eters determ ining the

type ofcontinuous phase transitions. In particular for

then = m sym m etricalcasethedensityofparticlesabove

the criticalpoint(�c > 0)scalesas

� / j� � �cj
�
; (3)

with �M F = 1,while atthe criticalpointitdecaysas

� / t
� �

; (4)

with �M F = �M F =�M F

jj
= 1=n [38,47](here "M F" de-

notesm ean-�eld value).O n theotherhand forthen < m

asym m etric case continuous phase transitions at zero

branching rate�c = 0 occurwith

�
M F = 1=(m � n); �

M F = 1=(m � 1) (5)

For n > m the m ean-�eld solution provides �rst order

transition.

By going beyond site m ean-�eld approxim ations it

turnsoutthatthe aboveclassi�cation isnotcom pletely

satisfying. In a previous paper [40]I investigated the

2A ! 3A,4A ! ; m odelby clusterm ean-�eld approxi-

m ationsand sim ulationsin 1d and showed thatthe dif-

fusion playsan im portantrole:itintroducesa di�erent

criticalpoint besides the one at � = 0 branching rate

with eq. (5) exponents. The non-trivialcriticalpoint,

obtained forlow di�usion rateexhibitsthe universalbe-

haviorofthe 2A ! 3A,2A ! ; (PCPD) m odelowing

to the generation ofthe e�ective 2A ! ; reaction via:

2A ! 3A ! 4A ! ; [48].
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FIG .1. Phase diagram ofthe 2A ! 3A ! 4A ! ; m odel.

Starscorrespond to N = 2,boxesto N = 3,bulletsto N = 4

and trianglestoN = 5clusterm ean-�eld approxim ations.D i-

am ondsdenote 1d,+ signs2d sim ulation data,where PCPD

class transitions are found. The linesserve to guide the eye.

Atthe� = 0 line asym m etric,eq.(5)typem ean-�eld transi-

tion occurs.

In this work Icontinue the study ofthism odelin 2d

and show, that sim ilar phase transition structure and

criticalbehaviorcan beobtained.Thisissom ewhatsur-

prising,since one m ay expect that the di�usion is less

relevantin higherdim ensionsdueto itsshortinteraction

range. A very recent study using exact m ethods [49]

showed that the particle density 
uctuation and den-

sity correlation function are di�usion dependent in the

bosonic PCPD m odelfor d > 2. In this work I give

num ericalevidence fordi�usion dependence in a site re-

stricted,binary m odelin d = 2.

II.T H E 2A ! 3A,4A ! ; M O D EL

Thisbinary production reaction-di�usion m odelisde-

�ned by the rules:

2A ! 3A with rate �

4A ! ; with rate� = 1� �

A; $ ;A with rate D : (6)

HereD denotesthedi�usion probabilityand � isthepro-

duction probability ofthe particles.The site occupancy

isrestricted to 0 or1 particle.In [40]the clusterm ean-

�eld approxim ationswere determ ined on 1d lattices for

N = 1;2;::5 cluster sizes. The corresponding reentrant

phase diagram is shown on Fig. 1. Although cluster

m ean-�eld approxim ationsbased on d > 1 lattices m ay

resultin transition pointsatotherlocations,the univer-

salfeatures are expected to be the sam e. Therefore I

com parethe sim ulation resultswith thisapproxim ation.
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FIG .2. Sim ulation results for the steady state density at

di�usionsD = 0:5,0:35,0:1,0:05 (solid linesfrom top to bot-

tom )and N = 5 levelclusterm ean-�eld approxim ation data

for D = 0:5,0:05 (dashed lines from top to bottom ). The

insertshowsthe region near� = 0 m agni�ed.
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A .Sim ulation results

I perform ed sim ulations in two dim ensions in L =

1 � 7 � 103 linear sized system s with periodic bound-

ary conditions. The sim ulationswere started from fully

occupied lattices.O neelem entary M onteCarlostep con-

sistsofthefollowing processes.A particleand a num ber

x1 2 (0;1) are selected random ly;ifx1 < D a site ex-

change is attem pted with one ofthe random ly selected

em pty nearestneighbors (nn). The tim e is updated by

1=n,where n is the totalnum ber ofparticles. A parti-

cle and a num ber x2 2 (0;1) are selected random ly. If

x2 < � and ifthe num ber ofnn particles is 1 or 2 or

3,one new particle is created atan em pty site selected

random ly. Ifx2 � � and the num ber ofnn particles is

greaterthan 2 fourrandom ly selected neighboring parti-

clesarerem oved.Thetim e (t)isupdated by 1=n again.

The density ofparticles was followed up to tm ax � 107

M onteCarlosteps(throughoutthewholepaperthetim e

ism easured by M onte Carlo steps(M CS)).

As one can see on Fig.2 sim ulation data and the 5-

pointapproxim ations�tqualitatively well.In both cases

for weak di�usion rates (for D < � 0:1 in 2d sim ula-

tions) reentrant phase transitions occur with �c > 0,

while for strong di�usions a single phase transition at

�c = 0 branching ratecan befound.Thetransition lines

oftheclusterm ean-�eld approxim ationsdo notconverge

towardsthe sim ulation line asin 1d (see Fig.1),butthe

2d M C curve occursatlowerdi�usions. Butthisisnot

surprising,since the cluster m ean-�eld calculations are

perform ed on 1d lattices.
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FIG .3. D ensity decay tim es t
0:5

in the two-dim ensional

2A ! 3A,4A ! ; m odelatD = 0:05. D i�erentcurvescor-

respond to � = 0:2715, 0:2708, 0:2704, 0:27,0:2695, 0:269,

0:2685,0:268,0:2677,0:2675,0:2673,0:26715,0:267,0:2665,

0:26 (top to bottom ). The insert shows the corresponding

localslopes.

Iexplored the scaling behaviorin m ore detailatD =

0:05 di�usion nearthe rightm osttransition ofFig.2 (at

� � 0:27).By approaching �c from the activephase the

�(t)t1=2 curvesbend down rapidly forlongtim es(beyond

� 106 M CS).Howeverthisproved tobea�nitesizee�ect

:thebreak-down ofthedensity curvescan beelim inated

by increasingL.Thelargestsystem Icould sim ulatehad

a linearsize L = 7000.In thiscaseno rapid and prem a-

turecurvatureswasobserved fort< 2� 106 M CS.Asone

can see on Fig.3 for� > 0:2673 allcurvesveerup,while

for � < 0:2673 they veer down. A clear straight line {

indicating scaling with the expected logarithm ic correc-

tion { can notbeseen clearly.Even the� = 0:2673curve

shows som e up and down curvatures in the last decade

ofthe sim ulations. Howeverascan be seen on the local

slopes�gure(seeinsertofFig.3)de�ned as:

�eff(t)=
� ln[�(t)=�(t=m )]

ln(m )
; (7)

(where I used m = 2) the transition is around the ex-

pected m ean-�eld value of the PCPD class: � = 0:5

[23,47]. O thercurvesexhibitstrong curvaturesforlong

tim es,i.e. for � > 0:2673 they veer up (active phase),

while for� < 0:2673 they veerdown (absorbing phase).

The steady state density in the active phase nearthe

critical phase transition point is expected to scale as

�(1 ) / j� � �cj
�. Using the localslopes m ethod one

can geta precise estim ate for� and see the corrections

to scaling

�eff(pi)=
ln�(1 ;�i)� ln�(1 ;�i� 1)

ln(�i)� ln(�i� 1)
: (8)

The steady state behavior at the �c > 0 transition for

D = 0:05 was investigated using �c = 0:2673(2) from

thedensity decay analysis.Herethelocalslopestend to

�eff = 0:98(2)withoutshowing any relevantcorrection

to scaling (see Fig.4). This agrees with the m ean-�eld

valueofthe PCPD m odelagain [23,47].
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FIG .4. �eff as the function of� � �c in the two dim en-

sional2A ! 3A,4A ! ; m odelnearthe �c = 0:2673 critical

pointforD = 0:05.The solid line showsa linear�tting.
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O ne m ay expectthe sam e kind oftransition allalong

the �c > 0 transition line. Indeed sim ulations showed

that the density decays in a sim ilar way at transitions

with D = 0:01,0:05,0:09.

To see the transition near �c = 0 (horizontalaxis on

Fig.1)Ideterm ined thesteady statevalueof�(1 ;�)for

several�-satD = 0:05 di�usion.The steady state den-

sity was determ ined by running the sim ulations in the

active phase near� = 0,by averaging over� 100 sam -

plesin a tim e window following the level-o� isachieved.

The sm allest value I tested was � = 10� 5,when I had

to go up to t = 107 M CS to reach a steady state (on

a L = 2000 sized system ). By looking at the data it

is quite obvious that the transition is at �c = 0 as the

clusterm ean-�eld approxim ationspredicted.

The e�ective order-param eterexponent(Fig.5) tends

to� = 0:505(5)as� ! 0corroboratingtheclusterm ean-

�eld prediction:eq.(5).Assum ing a correction to scaling

ofthe form

�eff = � � at
� �1 (9)

�tting resultsin �1 = 0:5 ascan be read-o� from Fig.5 .
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FIG .5. �eff asthefunction of�
0:5

in thetwo dim ensional

2A ! 3A,4A ! ; m odelnearthe �c = 0 phase transition at

D = 0:05.The solid line showsa linear�tting.

III.C O N C LU SIO N S

In conclusion Ihave investigated the (D -�)phase di-

agram ofthe two dim ensional2A ! 3A,4A ! ; m odel

with site restriction and explicit particle di�usion. Ex-

tensivesim ulationsgavenum ericalevidencethata reen-

trant phase diagram em erges as in one dim ension and

predicted byclusterm ean-�eld approxim ations[40].This

som ewhatsurprisingresultsm ean thatdi�usion playsrel-

evant role even in d = 2 dim ension. For high di�usion

ratesonly am ean-�eld transition at� = 0branchingrate

can be found,while forlow di�usion an othertransition

type at�c > 0 appears.Thislattertransition showsthe

m ean-�eld characteristics ofthe PCPD m odelbecause

the e�ective 2A ! ; reaction (via 2A ! 3A ! 4A ! ;)

becom es relevant. The understanding ofthis di�usion

dependence isa challenge for�eld theory. Sim ilarreen-

trant phase diagram has been observed in case of the

unary production,triplet annihilation m odel(A ! 2A,

3A ! ;)[51]and in a variantoftheNEK IM m odel[52].

In allcasesthe di�usion com peteswith particlereaction

processes,and thebareparam etersshould som ehow form

renorm alized reaction rates which govern the evolution

overlong tim esand distances.An interesting question is

whetherthisscenario extendsaboved = 2 dim ensionsas

theclusterm ean-�eld approxim ation predicts.A veryre-

centnon-perturbative RG study [53]�ndssim ilarphase

diagram in caseoftheA ! 2A,2A ! ; m odelford � 3

dim ensions.Thatwork pointsoutthatnon-perturbative

e�ects arise and there is a threshold (�=D )th(d) above

which DP,whilebelow ita type(5)m ean-�eld transition

at�c = 0 appears.

The sim ulationsalso showed thatatthe �c > 0 tran-

sition the�nitesizee�ectsand correctionsto scaling are

very strong. I had to go up to 7000� 7000 sized sys-

tem sand tm ax = 2� 106 M CS to see the appearance of

the expected m ean-�eld scaling with exponents� = 0:5,

� = 1.Showingclearscalingform orethan adecadewith

the predicted logarithm ic corrections[23]is beyond the

scope ofthisstudy,yetthese sim ulation resultsfora 2d

binary system areby farthelargestscaleonespublished

so far. O n contrary the scaling at the �c = 0 critical

pointisclearwith � = 0:505(5)and correction to scaling

exponent�1 = 0:5.
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