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T he phase transitions of the recently introduced 2A !

3A, 4A ! ; reaction-di usion m odel

G Odor, PRE 69 036112 (2004)) are explored In two dim ensions. This m odel exhibits site oc—
cupation restriction and explicit di usion of isolated particles. A reentrant phase diagram in the
di usion —creation rate space iscon m ed in agreem ent w ith clusterm ean- eld and one-din ensional
results. For strong di usion a m ean— eld transition can be observed at zero 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 of the 2A ! 3A,

2A ! ; modelcharacterized by = 1=2 also appears for non—zero branching rates.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he classi cation of universality classes of nonequilib—
rium system s is one of the m ost in portant tasks of sta—
tistical physics [1,2]. M any of the known system s can
be m apped onto som e reaction-di usion type ofm odels,
the behavior of them are the studied intensively in the
past decades [3,4]. In these system s partice @A) cre-
ation, annihilation and di usion processes com pete and
by tuning the control param eters phase transition m ay
occur from an active steady state to an inactive, absorb—
Ing state of zero density. Fora long tim e only the critical
\directed percolation" (D P) type ofuniversality classhas
been known [B]. Later other classes were discovered re—
lated to certain conservation law s or sym m etries [6{9], to
long-range interactions [L0{12], to boundary conditions
[13{16] or to disorder [17{21]. These ndings are allin
agream ent w ith the concepts of universality in equilb-
rium system s.

An extraordinary fam ily ofm odels has triggered a long
debate am ong specialists recently R2{42]. The comm on
behavior ofthese m odels is that for a particle production
and annihilation at least tw o particles are needed (hence-
forth they are called binary system s) and these reactions
com pete w ith the di usion of isolated particles. Since for
reactions at least a pair is needed w hile isolated particles
can diuse only these m odels can also be regarded as
coupled system s R7]. The representative of this class is
the s0 called di usive pair contact process PCPD ) w ith
reactions?2A ! 3A,2A ! ; PR4]. Thebiary naturewas
found to be relevant in case of reactions of m ultispoecies
B3] too.

T he criticalbehavior of such m odelshasbeen found to
be di erent from all previously known classes (however
there is still an ongoing debate on the precise values of
critical exponents). The lack of symm etries, conserva-—
tion law s etc. have been m otivating skeptician against
the existence of a non-DP class transition and recently

som e studies suggested D P classbehaviorw ith extrem ely
strong correction to scalings [44{46]. Field theoretical
analysis R3] on the other hand indicate that the absence
of the m ass term corresponding to direct channel to the
absorbing state @ ! ;) should be responsble for this
\anom alous" behaviorw ith respect to expectationsbased
on equilbriim statistical physics. T here is an other in —
portant di erence between binary system sand D P :there
isno rapidiy symm etry

x;0) ! x; B ;

between the eld ( ) and the response eld ( ) varables
In the corresponding eld theoreticaldescription contrary
the case of the DP process. Furthem ore the lack of this
relation is not the consequence of a symm etry breaking

eld of som e boundary (ke the t = 0 boundary wih
longranged correlated order param eter eld in case of
pair contact process PCP) [16]) or som e disorder, but
i is not there in the de nition of these hom ogeneous,
binary systems?®.

A nother odd feature is that bosonic (site unrestricted)
and site restricted versions of these m odels show com —
pktely di erent behavior. W hile site restricted m od-
els Investigated num erically exhlbit the above continu—
ous phase transition, the bosonic versions do not have
steady state, but above an abrupt transition the density
of particles diverges quickly R3,43]. The eld theoreti-
calrenom alization group RG ) analysis 23] predicts an
upper critical dim ension d. = 2, with logarithm ic cor-
rectionsat d= 2 forthisclass PCPD ). Simulations [32]
have con m ed them ean— eld scaling in two din ension in
caseofthe2A ! 4A,2A ! ; binary production m odel.

T he site m ean— eld solution of general,

(z;t) ! x; t) = @)

nA! +kA; mA! @ DA; @)

models wWithn> 1,m > 1,k> 0,1> 0Oandm 1 0
resulted in a serdes of di erent universality classes de—
pending on n and m [47]. This show s that above d.

!Noh et al. clain that in their generalized PCPD m odela long-range m em ory is generated by the di using isolated particles

41]
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n and m are relevant param eters detem ining the
type of continuous phase transitions. In particular for
then = m symm etricalcase the density ofparticlesabove
the criticalpoint ( . > 0) scales as

/3 cJi @)

wih MF = 1,while at the critical point it decays as

/t @)
with M¥F = MF= “j’ljF = 1=n [B8,47] here "M F" de-
notesm ean— eld value). O n the otherhand forthen < m
asymm etric case continuous phase transitions at zero
branching rate .= 0 occurw ith

MF = 1=m n); M7 =1=@ 1) )

Forn > m the mean- eld solution provides rst order
transition.

By going beyond sie mean- eld approxin ations it
tums out that the above classi cation is not com pletely
satisfying. In a previous paper [@0] I investigated the
2A ! 3A,4A ! ; modelby clister m ean— eld approxi-
m ations and sim ulations in 1d and showed that the dif-
fusion plays an Im portant rol: it introduces a di erent
critical point besides the one at = 0 branching rate
wih eg. (5) exponents. The non-trivial critical point,
obtained for low di usion rate exhibits the universalbe-
haviorofthe 2A ! 3A,2A ! ; PCPD) model owing
to the generation of the e ective 2A ! ; reaction via:

20! 3A ! 4n ! ; [48].
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FIG.l. Phasse diagram ofthe2A ! 3A ! 4A ! ; model

Stars correspond toN = 2,boxestoN = 3,bulletstoN = 4
and tranglestoN = 5 clusterm ean— eld approxin ations. D i~
am onds denote 1d, + signs 2d sim ulation data, where PCPD

class transitions are found. T he lines serve to guide the eye.
Atthe = 0 line asymm etric, eq. (5) type m ean- eld transi-
tion occurs.

In this work I continue the study of thism odel In 2d
and show, that sin ilar phase transition structure and
criticalbehavior can be obtained. T his is som ew hat sur-
prising, sinhce one m ay expect that the di usion is less
relevant In higher dim ensions due to is short interaction
range. A very recent study usihg exact m ethods (9]
showed that the particle density uctuation and den-
sity correlation function are di usion dependent in the
bosonic PCPD model ford > 2. In this work I give
num erical evidence for di usion dependence in a site re—
stricted, binary modelin d= 2.

II.THE 2A ! 3A,4A! ;M ODEL

T his binary production reaction-di usion m odel is de—
ned by the rules:

2A ! 3A w ith rate
! with rate =1
A; S ;A with rate D : (6)

HereD denotesthedi usion probability and isthepro—
duction probability of the particles. T he site occupancy
is restricted to 0 or 1 particle. In 0] the cluster m ean—

eld approxin ations were determ ined on 1d lattices for
N = 1;2;:5 cluster sizes. The corresponding reentrant
phase diagram is shown on Fig. 1. Although clister
m ean— eld approxim ations based on d > 1 lattices m ay
result In transition points at other locations, the univer—
sal features are expected to be the same. Therefore T
com pare the sim ulation resultsw ith this approxin ation.
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FIG.2. Sinulation results for the steady state density at
di usionsD = 0:5,0:35,0:1, 0:05 (solid lines from top to bot—
tom ) and N = 5 level cluster m ean- eld approxin ation data
forD = 035, 005 (dashed lines from top to bottom ). The
insert show s the region near = 0 magnied.



A . Sin ulation results

I perform ed sinulations in two dinensions n L =
1 7 10° Inear sized system s wih periodic bound—
ary conditions. The sinulations were started from fully
occupied lattices. O ne elem entary M onte C arlo step con—
sists of the follow ing processes. A particke and a num ber
X1 2 (0;1) are sekected random ly; if x; < D a site ex—
change is attem pted w ith one of the random ly selected
em pty nearest neighbors (an). The tin e is updated by
1=n, where n is the total num ber of particles. A parti-
cle and a number x, 2 (0;1) are selected random ly. If
Xy < and if the num ber of nn particles is 1 or 2 or
3, one new particle is created at an em pty site selected
random ly. If x, and the num ber of nn particls is
greater than 2 four random ly selected neighboring parti-
cles are rem oved. The tin e (t) is updated by 1=n again.
T he density of particles was Hliowed up to ty ax 107
M onte C arlo steps (throughout the whole paper the tin e
ism easured by M onte Carlo steps M CS)).

As one can see on Fig2 simulation data and the 5-
point approxim ations t qualitatively well. Tn both cases
for weak di usion rates (r D < 01 In 2d simula—
tions) reentrant phase transitions occur with . > O,
while for strong di usions a single phase transition at

< = 0 branching rate can be found. T he transition lines
ofthe clusterm ean- eld approxin ations do not converge
tow ards the sin ulation line as in 1d (see Fig.l), but the
2d M C curve occurs at lower di usions. But this is not
surprising, since the clister m ean- eld calculations are
perform ed on 1d lattices.
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FIG . 3. Density decay times t°° i the two-din ensional
2A ! 3A,4A ! ; modelatD = 0:05. D i erent curves cor-
respond to = 02715, 02708, 02704, 027, 02695, 0269,
02685, 0268, 02677, 02675, 02673, 026715, 0267, 02665,
026 (top to bottom ). The insert shows the corresponding
Jocal slopes.

I explored the scaling behavior In m ore detailat D =

0:05 di usion near the rightm ost transition ofFig. 2 (@t
027). By approaching . from the active phase the
t)£=? curvesbend down rapidly for Jong tin es (beyond
10°M CS).Howeverthisproved tobea nite sizee ect
: the break-down ofthe density curves can be elin inated
by increasing L . T he Jargest system Icould simulate had
a linear size L = 7000. In this case no rapid and prem a-—
ture curvatureswas observed ort< 2 10°M CS.Asone
can seeon Fig3 for > 02673 allcurves veer up, whilke
for < 02673 they veer down. A clar straight line {
Indicating scaling w ith the expected logarithm ic correc—
tion { can notbe seen clearly. Even the = 02673 curve
show s som e up and down curvatures in the last decade
of the sim ulations. However as can be seen on the local
slopes gure (see nsert ofFig.3) de ned as:

n[ ©= (=m)]
t) = ; 7
eff (0) ) (7)
Where Tused m = 2) the transition is around the ex—
pected m ean—- eld value of the PCPD class: = 05

R3,47]. O ther cuxves exhibi strong curvatures for long
tines, ie. or > 02673 they veer up (active phase),
while for < 02673 they veerdown (absorbing phase).
T he steady state density in the active phase near the
critical phase transition point is expected to scale as
a)/ 3 cJ . Using the Jocal slopes m ethod one
can get a precise estin ate for and see the corrections
to scaling
n @74 In @;ia1)
ef f ([31) ] ]1’1( s 1) . (8)
The steady state behavior at the . > 0 transition for
D = 0:05 was investigated usihg . = 02673 2) from
the density decay analysis. H ere the local slopes tend to
efr = 0:98(2) without show Ing any relevant correction
to scaling (see Fig4). This agrees w ith the m ean—- eld
valie ofthe PCPD modelagain R3,47].
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FIG.4. <ff as the function of ¢ In the two din en—
sional2A ! 3A,4A ! ; modelnearthe .= 02673 critical

point orD = 0:05. The solid line show s a linear tting.



O nem ay expect the sam e kind of transition all along
the . > 0 transition line. Indeed sinulations showed
that the density decays in a sin ilar way at transitions
with D = 0:01, 005, 0:09.

To see the transition near . = 0 (horizontal axis on
Fig.l) Idetem ined the steady state valueof (1 ; ) for
several -satD = 0:05 di usion. The steady state den—
sity was determm ined by running the sin ulations in the
active phase near = 0, by averagihg over 100 sam —
pls in a tin e window follow ing the levelo is achieved.
The sn allest value I tested was = 10 °, when I had
to goup to t = 107 MCS to reach a steady state (on
a L = 2000 sized system ). By looking at the data it
is quite obvious that the transition isat . = 0 as the
cluster m ean- eld approxin ations predicted.

The e ective orderparam eter exponent F ig.5) tends
to = 0505(G)as ! 0 corroborating the clusterm ean—

eld prediction: eq.(5). A ssum ing a correction to scaling
of the form

eff = at 9)

tting resultsin ; = 05 ascan be reado from Figb5 .
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FIG .5. orf asthe function of °® in the two din ensional
2A ! 3A,4A ! ; modelnearthe .= 0 phase transition at

D = 0:05. The solid line show s a linear tting.

IIT.CONCLU SION S

In conclusion I have investigated the O — ) phase di-
agram ofthe two dimensional?2A ! 3A,4A ! ; model
w ith site restriction and explicit particle di usion. Ex—
tensive sin ulations gave num erical evidence that a reen—
trant phase diagram em erges as In one dim ension and
predicted by clusterm ean— eld approxin ations A0]. This
som ew hat surprising resultsm ean that di usion playsrel-
evant role even In d = 2 dimension. For high di usion
ratesonly am ean— eld transition at = 0branching rate
can be found, while for low di usion an other transition
type at . > 0 appears. T his Jatter transition show s the

m ean— eld characteristics of the PCPD m odel because
thee ective 2A ! ; reaction (via2A ! 3A ! 4A ! ;)

becom es relevant. The understanding of this di usion
dependence is a challenge for eld theory. Sin ilar reen—
trant phase diagram has been observed in case of the
unary production, triplt annihilation model @ ! 2A,
3A ! ;) Blland in a varant ofthe NEK IM m odel B2].
In all cases the di usion com petes w ith particle reaction
processes, and the bare param eters should som ehow form

renom alized reaction rates which govem the evolution
over long tim es and distances. An interesting question is
w hether this scenario extends above d = 2 dim ensions as
the clusterm ean— eld approxim ation predicts. A very re—
cent non-perturbative RG study [B3] nds sin ilar phase
diagram in caseoftheA ! 2A,2A ! ; modelford 3
din ensions. T hat work points out that non-perturbative
e ects arise and there is a threshold ( =D ), (d) above
which DP,whikbelow i a type (5) m ean— eld transition
at .= 0 appears.

T he sim ulations also showed that at the . > 0 tran—
sition the nite size e ects and corrections to scaling are
very strong. I had to go up to 7000 7000 sized sys—
temsand ty ax = 2 10° M CS to see the appearance of
the expected m ean— eld scaling w ith exponents = 035,

= 1. Show ing clear scaling form ore than a decade w ith
the predicted logarithm ic corrections R3] is beyond the
socope of this study, yet these sin ulation results fora 2d
binary system are by far the largest scale ones published
so far. On contrary the scaling at the . = 0 critical
pomntisclearwih = 0505 (5) and correction to scaling
exponent ; = 0:5.
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