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W e presentthe exactsolution for the fulldynam icsofa nonequilibrium spin chain and itsdual

reaction-di�usion m odel,forarbitrary initialconditions.Thespin chain isdriven outofequilibrium

by coupling alternating spins to two therm albaths at di�erent tem peratures. In the reaction-

di�usion m odel,thistranslatesinto spatially alternating ratesforparticlecreation and annihilation,

and even negative \tem peratures" have a perfectly naturalinterpretation. O bservables ofinterest

include the m agnetization,the particle density,and allcorrelation functionsforboth m odels.Two

generic typesoftim e-dependence are found: ifboth tem peratures are positive,the m agnetization,

density and correlation functions decay exponentially to their steady-state values. In contrast,if

one ofthe tem peratures is negative,dam ped oscillations are observed in allquantities. They can

be traced to a subtle com petition ofpair creation and annihilation on the two sublattices. W e

com m ent on the lim itations ofm ean-�eld theory and propose an experim entalrealization ofour

m odelin certain conjugated polym ersand linearchain com pounds.

PACS num bers:02.50.-r,75.10.-b,05.50.+ q,05.70.Ln

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

Nonequilibrium m any-body system s abound in the

physicaland lifesciencesand haverecentlyreceived m uch

attention (see e.g. [1,2,3]and referencestherein). De-

spite these e�orts, a com prehensive theoreticalfram e-

work is stilllacking: As yet,there is no equivalent of

G ibbsensem bletheory fornonequilibrium system s.Asa

consequence, in contrast to equilibrium statisticalm e-

chanics, m acroscopic observables cannot be com puted

withoutexplicitreferenceto theim posed dynam ics,gen-

erally described by a m asterequation,and m ostprogress

in the �eld is m ade by studying paradigm atic m odels

[2].In thiscontext,exactsolutionsofsim ple m odelsare

scarce,but very precious,since they can serve as test-

ing grounds for approxim ate and/ornum ericalschem es

and shed light on generalproperties ofwhole classesof

related m odels.Notsurprisingly,nontrivialsolutionsare

alm ostentirely restricted to one dim ension (1D;see e.g.

[2,3]),and havefocused on com pletely uniform lattices

with site-independentrates.Clearly,however,onewould

like to take into account m ore com plex situations,e.g.,

those with spatially varying coupling constantsorrates.

Arguably,one ofthe sim plest generalizations beyond a

com pletely uniform system isonewith alternating rates.

In the following, we consider a 1D kinetic Ising chain

(K ISC),coupled totwoalternatingtem peraturesand en-

dowed with G lauber-like dynam ics. O uranalysisofthis

m odelprovidesa fulldescription ofitsdualcounterpart,

nam ely a reaction-di�usion system (RDS),characterized

by spatially alternating annihilation and creation rates.

M em bers of these two classes { i.e., kinetic Ising and

reaction-di�usion m odels { are prototypicalnonequilib-

�Electronic address:m m obilia,schm ittm ,rkpzia @ vt.edu

rium system swhich havebeen thoroughly studied on ho-

m ogeneouslattices[2,3,4,5,6,7]. Yet,they stillo�er

surprises and novelbehaviors,when non-trivialspatial

ratesareinvestigated.

O ur m odelwas �rst introduced by R�acz and Zia [8]

who recognized that (stationary) two-point correlation

functionsare easily found exactly,even though spinson

alternating sites are coupled to di�erent tem peratures.

Schm ittm ann and Schm �user subsequently realized that

allstationary correlation functionsareexactly calculable

[9]. W hile thisinform ation isequivalentto the fullsta-

tionary solution,itsrepresentation asexp(� H e�)isnon-

trivial,involving a proliferation oflonger-ranged m ulti-

spin couplings[10].Finally,werecently reported theex-

actsolution foralldynam ic correlation functions,start-

ing from a very sim pleinitialcondition,i.e.,zero m agne-

tization and vanishing correlations[11].

In this article, we com plete these earlier studies by

dem onstrating how com peting site-dependentratesm ay

dram atically a�ect the dynam ics by giving rise to an

oscillatory approach toward the nonequilibrium steady

state. W e use a generating functionalapproach to ob-

tain the com plete solution for allcorrelation functions

with arbitrary initialconditions. W e focus speci�cally

on thedynam icalm agnetization and thespin-spin corre-

lationsand exploretheirlong-tim ebehavior.W ewillalso

considerthe dynam icsofdom ain wallsin the spin chain

which can be m apped onto a reaction-di�usion system .

Interpreting ourresultsin the languageofparticle anni-

hilation and creation,negative\tem peratures" acquirea

naturalphysicalm eaning,leading to unexpected oscilla-

tory dynam ics.From a m oretechnicalpointofview,we

areable to obtain a com pletesolution fortwo nontrivial

nonequilibrium m any-body system swhich providessom e

insightinto thesolvability oftwo wholeclassesofrelated

m odels.

Them apping to a reaction-di�usion system isofinter-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0412576v3
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estfortworeasons.O n thetheoreticalside,theequations

for densities and correlation functions in the RDS form

an in�nite hierarchy whose solution isnotatallappar-

entuntilonerecognizestheequivalentspin chain m odel.

Also,from an experim entalperspective,itiswellknown

thatdi�usion-lim ited reactionswith annihilationand cre-

ation ofpairs ofparticles are good m odels for the pho-

togrowthpropertiesofexcited states(solitons/antisoliton

pairs) in certain conjugated polym ers and linear chain

com pounds [12,13,14]. W e propose that spatially al-

ternating creation/annihilation ratesin these system s {

especially in M X chain com pounds { can be generated

with the help ofa laserwith spatially m odulated power

output.

Thisarticleisorganized asfollows:In thenextsection

weintroducethekineticspin chain and itsdualreaction-

di�usion system . Section III presents the com plete so-

lution ofthe spin chain. Som e technicaldetailsare rel-

egated to two Appendices. In Section IV,we m ap the

two-tem peraturespin chain ontoa reaction-di�usion sys-

tem with alternatingrates,whosedensity and correlation

functionsare com puted. W e analyze the conditionsun-

derwhich dam ped oscillationscharacterizetheapproach

to the steady state,and we com pare our exact results

to a sim ple m ean-�eld description.Section V isdevoted

to a briefdiscussion ofthe solvability ofrelated m odels,

with Section VIreserved forourconclusions.

II. T H E M O D ELS

W econsidertwo closely related nonequilibrium m any-

particle system s on a one-dim ensionallattice: (i) a ki-

neticIsingspin chain (K ISC)endowed with ageneralized

G lauber-likedynam ics;and (ii)a reaction-di�usion sys-

tem (RDS),with spatially periodicpairannihilation and

creation rates.Forconvenience,werestrictourselvestoa

periodiclattice(a ring)with an even num berofsitesand

study thetherm odynam iclim it.W eexpectourexactre-

sultsto be valid forthe generalcasesofodd num berof

sites and/or arbitrary boundary conditions,apart from

the usualcaveats.

SincetheRDS followsfrom thespin chain viaaduality

relationship,wefocusm ainly on thedetailed description

ofm odel(i).A spin variable,�j = � 1,denotesthevalue

ofthe spin at site j,with j = 1;2;:::L,and L an even

integer.Nearest-neighborspinsinteractaccording to the

usual Ising Ham iltonian: H = � J
P

j�j�j+ 1, where
J > 0 (J < 0) is the (anti-) ferrom agnetic exchange

coupling. O ur m odelis endowed with a nonequilibrium

generalization ofthe usualG lauber [5]dynam ics: spins

on even and odd sitesexperiencedi�erenttem peratures,

Te and To,which im pliestheviolation ofdetailed balance
[8,9,10].To bespeci�c,a con�guration f�1;�2;:::;�L g
evolvesinto a new one by random sequentialspin 
ips:

A spin �j 
ipsto � �j with rate

wj(f�g) � wj(�j ! � �j)

=
1

2
�

j
4
�j(�j� 1 + �j+ 1) (1)

where 
2i = 
e = tanh(2J=kbTe) and 
2i+ 1 = 
o =

tanh(2J=kbTo), on even (j = 2i) and odd (j = 2i+
1) sites. The tim e-dependent probability distribution

P (f�g;t)obeysthe m asterequation:

@tP (f�g;t)=

=
X

j

�
wj(f�g

j)P (f�gj;t)� wj(f�g)P (f�g;t)
�
(2)

where the state f�gj di�ers from f�g only by the spin


ip of �j. O ur m ain goal in this work is to com -

pute the tim e-dependent distribution P (f�g;t). To do

so,we com pute allcorrelation functionsh�j1 :::�jn it �P

f�g �j1 :::�jn P (f�g;t) and invoke the following rela-

tionship [5]:

2L P (f�g;t)= 1 +
X

i

�ih�iit+
X

j> k

�j�kh�j�kit+

+
X

j> k> l

�j�k�lh�j�k�lit+ ::: (3)

This expression illustrates that the knowledge of all

equal-tim ecorrelation functionsisequivalenttothecom -

plete knowledge of the distribution function P (f�g;t).
Recently,this im plication was exploited for the steady

state [9], and for the tim e-dependent situation yet re-

stricted to a particularly sim ple initialcondition [11].

The spin-
ip dynam ics ofthis Ising chain can be ex-

pressed in term s of the creation,annihilation and dif-

fusion of dom ain walls, i.e., pairs of spins with oppo-

site sign. For exam ple,
ipping �j in the localcon�g-

uration �j� 1 = �j = �j+ 1 = + 1 creates two dom ain

walls: �j� 1 = � �j and �j = � �j+ 1, located on the

bonds (j� 1;j) and (j;j+ 1). Sim ilarly,
ipping �j in
the localcon�guration �j� 1 = �j = � �j+ 1 = + 1 has

the e�ectofm oving the dom ain wallon bond (j;j+ 1)

by one lattice constantto the left,corresponding to do-

m ain walldi�usion.By identifying a dom ain wallwith a

\particle",A,ourspin-
ip dynam icscan be recastas a

reaction-di�usion m odel,and thetwo exam plestranslate

into ;;! AA and ;A ! A;,respectively.Them apping
from theK ISC into itsdualRDS isdescribed in detailin

Table1.

Clearly,the presence ofalternating tem peratures Te,
To in spin languagetranslatesinto alternating pairanni-
hilation and creation rates(1� 
e;o)=2 in the RDS.W e

canseeeasilythatlettingTe orTo vanish sim plyprohibits
paircreation entirely ateven orodd sites. Rem arkably,

we can derive an additional,and possibly rather unex-

pected, bene�t from this m apping: Assigning negative

valuesforthetem peraturesTe and/orTo m ay appearar-
ti�cialin the K ISC,butisperfectly naturalin the RDS:

For exam ple,Te < 0 sim ply corresponds to a creation

rate (1� 
e)=2 > 1=2 which is easily im plem ented in a

sim ulation.In otherwords,theRDS version isphysically

m eaningful,and readily accessible,on a m uch widerpa-

ram eterspace.
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TABLE I:Basic processesunderlying the K ISC (left)and RD S (m iddle)dynam ics

Spin 
ip ofsite j Reactions atbonds nextto site j Rates

+ � � �! + + � and � � + �! � + + A; �! ;A and ;A �! A; 1=2

+ � + �! + + + (j even) AA �! ;; (j even) (1+ 
e)=2

+ � + �! + + + (j odd) AA �! ;; (j odd) (1+ 
o)=2

+ + + �! + � + (j even) ;; �! AA (j even) (1� 
e)=2

+ + + �! + � + (j odd) ;; �! AA (j odd) (1� 
o)=2

III. C O M P LET E SO LU T IO N O F T H E K IN ET IC

SP IN C H A IN

In this section,we com pletely solve the dynam ics of

the K ISC.It was shown previously [15]that the gener-

ating function,and hencethe fulldistribution P (f�g;t),
ofa broad class ofIsing m odels can be com puted from

two very basic observables,nam ely:(i) the m agnetiza-

tion,m j(t) = h�jit for arbitrary initialcondition,and

(ii) a particular two-point equal-tim e correlation func-

tion, cj;k(t) = h�j�kit, the resultant from the special

initialconditions:m j(0)= cj;k(0)= 0 (seeAppendix A

fora m ore detailed discussion ofthisstatem ent). Here,

h� it �
P

f�g � P (f�g;t)denotesthe usualcon�gurational
average.In the following,we assem ble the necessary in-

form ation aboutthese two observables.

A . T he generalt-dependent m agnetization.

From ourearlierwork [11],werecallthatthem agneti-

zation m j(t)= h�jit ofthe K ISC obeysthe equation of

m otion, d
dtm j(t)=


j
2
[m j� 1(t)+ m j+ 1(t)]� m j(t)which

iseasily derived from the m asterequation,Eqn.(2).As

shown in [11],the generalsolution ofthis linear equa-

tion takes the form m j(t) =
P

k M j;k (t)m k(0);where
the\propagator"M j;k (t)can bewritten in term ofm od-

i�ed Besselfunctionsof�rstkind In(t)[16]:

M j;k (t)= e� t
r

j

k
Ik� j(�t);with � � (
e
o)

1=2 (4)

If 
e
o < 0, the propagator becom es M j;k (t) =

i(� 1)(k� j)=2 j
j=
kj1=2e� tJk� j(j�jt) [11],where Jn(t) is
a Besselfunction ofthe �rstkind,with dam ped oscilla-

tory asym ptotic behavior [16]. This translates into an

oscillatory decay ofthe m agnetization [11].

B . A specialtw o-point equal-tim e correlation

function.

The second fundam entalquantity,i.e.,the equal-tim e

spin-spin correlation function ck;j(t),with k > j,is al-
ready known from [11]. For our purposes,it su�ces to

consideran initialcondition with zerom agnetization and

zero initialcorrelations. W ith the boundary condition

h�j�kit = 1forj= k,thisbasiccorrelation dependsonly

on the distance between the two sites and their parity,

�(k);�(j)2 fe;og [11]:

ck;j(t) � c�(k);�(j)k� j (t)

=
�


�2
p

j
k (k� j)

Z 2t

0

d�

�
e� � Ik� j(��)(5)

where

�
 � (
e + 
o)=2: (6)

For long tim es,these settle into their stationary values

[8,9],independentofinitialconditions:

h�j�ki1 � ck;j(1 )=
�


p

j� 1
k� 1

!k� j; (7)

where

! �
�

1+
p
1� �2

; (8)

a quantity that reduces to the fam iliar tanh(J=kbT) in
the equilibrium Ising chain. The approach to these val-

uesisexponentialand m onotonic,ase� 2(1� �)tt� 3=2,pro-
vided 
e
o > 0. However,for 
e
o < 0,the approach

is oscillatory and dam ped by e� 2tt� 3=2 [11]. For later

reference,it is convenient to display the parity depen-

dence explicitly. Since translation invariance ensures

coek� j(t) = ceok� j(t), we need to distinguish three types

ofcorrelations. The sim plest display,which m anifestly

showsthe underlying sym m etries,is

0

@

ceek� j(t)
ceok� j(t)
cook� j(t)

1

A =

0

@
�
=
o
�
=�
�
=
e

1

A (k � j)

Z 2t

0

d�

�
e� �Ik� j(��):

(9)

Note thatthe lastfactorisofexactly the sam e form as

in the ordinary Ising chain coupled to a single therm al

bath,theonly di�erencebeingthegeom etricm ean ofthe

two 
’shereplaysthe roleof
 = tanh(2J=kbT).Before
turning to thegeneralcase,letusrem ind thereaderthat

Eqns. (5) and (9) give the tim e-dependent correlations

only fora system with no initialm agnetization and two-

spin correlations(e.g.,a random distribution).In partic-

ular,these form s,also used in the nextsections,should

notbe confused with the m ore generalcasesconsidered

in Appendix B.
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C . G enerating function and generalm ulti-spin

correlations.

In this section,starting from our knowledge ofm j(t)
and ck;j(t),we com pute the generating function ofthe

K ISC,following [15]. By construction,this generating

function allowsusto �nd allcorrelation functions,sub-

jecttoarbitrary initialconditions.A few additionaltech-

nicaldetailsareprovided in Appendix A.

The generating function is de�ned via 	(f�g;t) �

h
Q

j(1+ �j�j)it, where the f�jg are standard G rass-

m ann variables [15, 17]. In the therm odynam ic lim it,

L ! 1 ,itsim pli�esto

	(f�g;t) =

*
Y

j

 

1+ �j
X

k

�kM k;j(t)

! +

0

� exp

0

@
X

j2> j1

�j1�j2 cj2;j1(t)

1

A ; (10)

If the initial m agnetization and all initial correlations

vanish,the average h:::i0 on the righthand side ofEqn.

(10)reducesto unity,and onerecoversthebilinearform

for 	(f�g;t) which we already reported in [11]. Eqn.

(10)isoneofthekey resultsofthispaper.

G iven the generating function, all correlation func-

tions can be obtained by sim ple di�erentiation [11,15]:

h�j1 :::�jn it =
@n 	(f�g;t)
@�jn :::@�j1

�
�
�
f�g= 0

. As an illustration,we

com pute the equal-tim e spin-spin correlation functions,

fork > j:

h�j�kit =
@2	(f�g;t)

@�k@�j

�
�
�
�
f�g= 0

= ck;j(t)+ (11)

+
X

‘< m

h�‘�m i0 [M ‘;j(t)M m ;k(t)� M ‘;k(t)M m ;j(t)]

W e em phasize that this is a com pletely generalresult,

valid forany initialconditions,whetherhom ogeneousor

inhom ogeneous,translationallyinvariantornot.Thetwo

term sin (11)havesim pleinterpretations.W hilethesec-

ond term re
ectsthedecay oftheinitialcorrelations,the

�rst provides the buildup to the �nalstationary values

given above(7).Thus,weseeexplicitly how thestation-

ary spin-spin correlation function becom es independent

ofthe initialvalues.

Higher order correlations are can also be evalu-

ated but are rather com plex for generalinitial condi-

tions. For uncorrelated, non-m agnetized initialcondi-

tions,however,they sim plify signi�cantly [11]. For ex-

am ple, the 4-point function h�j1�j2�j3�j4it factorizes

into two-pointfunctions,according to h�j1�j2�j3�j4it =
cj2;j1(t)cj4;j3(t)� cj3;j1(t)cj4;j2(t)+ cj4;j1(t)cj3;j2(t) for

j4 � j3 � j2 � j1 [11]. Sim ilar factorizations

hold for all correlations. Their steady-state behav-

ior can be com puted directly from the m aster equa-

tion [9] or from the stationary lim it of the generat-

ing function, 	(f�g;1 ) = exp

�P

k> j�j�kck;j(1 )

�

.

Thanks to this sim ple form , the 2n-point correla-

tions factorize into a product of 2-point correlations:

h�j1�j2 :::�j2n � 1
�j2n i1 = h�j1�j2i1 :::h�j2n � 1

�j2n i1 ,

wherej2n > j2n� 1 > :::> j2 > j1.

Finally,following Refs [5,11],we can also derive the

unequal-tim espin-spin correlation functionsck;j(t0;t)de-
scribing how a spin on sitek attim e tiscorrelated with
the spin on sitej ata latertim e t+ t0:

ck;j(t
0;t) =

X

‘

M j‘(t
0)h�k�‘it

=
X

‘

M j;‘(t
0)ck;‘(t)+

X

‘

X

k1< ‘1

h�k1�‘1i0M j;‘(t
0)[M k1;k(t)M ‘1;‘(t)� M k1;‘(t)M ‘1;k(t)] (12)

As an illustration ofthese generalresults,in Appendix

B wespeci�cally com putethespin-spin correlation func-

tions for generaltranslationally invariant initialcondi-

tions.

IV . C O N SEQ U EN C ES FO R A

R EA C T IO N -D IFFU SIO N M O D EL W IT H

A LT ER N A T IN G R A T ES

In this section, our exact results will be translated

into thelanguageofthecorresponding reaction-di�usion

m odel. W e �rst associate a site |̂ on the duallattice

with every bond (j� 1;j) ofthe originalchain. Since

theparticlesoftheRDS areidenti�ed with dom ain walls

in the spin chain,they obviously reside on the duallat-

tice. Each site |̂can be occupied by atm ostone parti-

cle,described by an occupation variable n|̂ which takes

the value 0 (1) if the site is em pty (occupied). Since

a dom ain wallinvolvestwo neighboring spins,the m ap-

ping from spin to particlelanguageisnonlinear,nam ely,

n|̂ =
1

2
[1� �j� 1�j]. As before,we seek the probabil-

ity, P̂ (fng;t),to �nd con�guration fng at tim e t,and
its averages:the localparticle density �|̂(t) � hn|̂it �P

fng n|̂P̂ (fng;t)and the m -pointcorrelation functions,
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hn|̂1 :::n|̂m it �
P

fng n|̂1 :::n|̂m P̂(fng;t). To sim plify

notation,wecontinueto denoteaveragesby h� it forboth

spins and occupation variables, even though they are

controlled by di�erentstatisticalweights,P (f�g;t)and
P̂ (fng;t),respectively. In each case,it should be per-

fectly clear from the context which distribution is rel-

evant. The dynam ics ofour m odelis characterized by

sym m etricdi�usion ofparticles(with rate1=2)and pair
annihilation/creation ofparticleswith spatially alternat-

ing rates (1� 
j)=2. In this case,the two particlesare

created on the (duallattice) sites |̂ and |̂+ 1,by 
ip-

ping a spin on the (originallattice)site j. Since 
j can
be positive or negative,subject only to � 1 � 
j � 1

forallj ,two very distinctbehaviorsem erge: (i) when
both 
e and 
o are positive (corresponding to positive

\tem peratures"in thespin m odel),theannihilation pro-

cess always occurs with a larger rate than the creation

process, irrespective of whether j is even or odd; (ii)

when,e.g.,
o isnegativeand 
e positive,thesystem dis-

plays a m ild site-dependent frustration:at even sites j
(i.e., |̂ even and |̂+ 1 odd) annihilation is m ore likely

than creation,whereas the situation is reversed on odd

sites(where |̂odd and |̂+ 1 even).Aswewillseeshortly,

thisgivesriseto oscillatory dynam ics.

Before diving into the details,som e further rem arks

on physicalrealizationsofthism odelarein order.W hen

the rates are uniform (
e = 
o),it is wellknown that

such an RDS describes the dynam ics of photo-excited

solitons in conjugated polym ers or linear chain com -

pounds. M X chain com pounds,[Pt(en)2][Pt(en)Cl2]Y4,
whereY standsforClO 4 orBF4 and (en)forenthylene-
diam ine,are ofparticularexperim entalinterest[12,13].

In thesecom pounds,photogenerated solitonsaresolong-

lived that they can be experim entally studied. Irradia-

tion with continuouswave(non-pulsed)bluelightgener-

ates soliton-antisoliton pairs which can di�use apart or

annihilate. Their static and dynam ic properties are in

quantitative agreem ent with theoreticalm odels [4,18].

Since creation,annihilation,and hopping rates can be

controlled by tuningthelaserpower,webelievethatspa-

tiallyalternatingratessuch asourswillbegeneratedifan

M X chain com pound isexposed to a spatially m odulated

lightintensity.

Returningtoourm odel,ourgoalin thissection is�rst,

toderiveallcorrelation functionsfrom ourexactsolution

ofthe K ISC.W e willalso com m enton the validity ofa

sim plem ean-�eld theory which iswidely used fortheho-

m ogeneous(
e = 
o)case[18,19].Further,weshow that

particle hops in the RDS develop a peculiar directional

preference in the steady state,even though there is no

explicitbiasin the rates,boundary orinitialconditions.

Finally,weillustratehow oscillatorybehaviorsm ayresult

from a com petition ofthe underlying processes.

A . D ensity ofparticles in the R D S

Theobservableofm ostim m ediateinterestistheaver-

agedensity ofparticles,�|̂(t),in theRDS.Itsequation of
m otion can be derived easily from theassociated m aster

equation,resulting in:

2
d

dt
�|̂(t) = (2� 
j � 
j� 1)+ (
j� 1�|̂� 1(t)

+ 
j�|̂+ 1(t))� (4� 
j � 
j� 1)�|̂(t)

� 2[
jhn|̂n|̂� 1it+ 
j+ 1hn|̂n|̂+ 1it] (13)

It is worthwhile noting that this equation is the �rst

m em ber ofan in�nite hierarchy,connecting lower-order

correlations to higher-order ones. In general,such hi-

erarchiescannotbe solved directly,without recourse to

crude approxim ations. Here,the m apping to the spin

chain developsitsfullpower,allowing usto com pute all

correlation functionsforthe RDS.

The m apping from spins to particles im plies that

�|̂(t)� hn|̂i=
1

2
[1� h�j� 1�jit],so thatwecan justturn

to Eqn.(11)to read o� theanswer.To expressitfully in

RDS language,we also need to translate the initialcor-

relations,h�k�‘i0.Fork < ‘and any t(including t= 0),

we m ay write h�k�‘it = h�k�k+ 1�k+ 1�k+ 2:::�‘� 1�‘it =
h(1� 2nk̂+ 1)(1� 2nk̂+ 2):::(1� 2n‘̂)it [18,20]whencewe
obtain,forarbitrary initialcondition:

�|̂(t) =
1

2
f1� cj;j� 1(t)g

�
1

2

X

k̂< ‘̂

h(1� 2nk̂+ 1)(1� 2nk̂+ 2):::(1� 2n‘̂)i0

� [M k;j� 1(t)M ‘;j(t)� M k;j(t)M ‘;j� 1(t)] (14)

Since the \propagators" M i;j(t) decay exponentially as

t! 1 ,thesteady-statedensity isindependentofinitial

conditionsand spatially uniform :

�(1 )� �j(1 )=
1

2

�

1�
�


p

e
o

!

�

: (15)

In Appendix B,we explicitly evaluate Eqn. (14) for

a generic but sim ple initialcondition,characterized by

a uniform ,uncorrelated initialdistribution ofparticles,

with density�(0).Forsim plicity,wediscussonlyitslong-
tim e lim ithere,for�(0)= 1=2.W e observetwo distinct

kindsofbehaviors:

(i)W hen 
e
o > 0,the stationary density ofparticlesis

approached exponentially fast [except when 
e = 
o =

� 1,see (B15)],with inverse relaxation-tim e 2(1 � �) ,
and a subdom inantpower-law prefactort� 3=2:

�(t) =
1

2

�

1�
�


�

Z 2t

0

d�

�
e� �I1(��)

�

’ �(1 )+
t� 3=2e� 2(1� �)t

2
p
2��(1� �)

: (16)

Thislong-tim e behaviorisvery sim ilarto thatfound in

the usual(
e = 
o 6= � 1) pair di�usion,annihilation,

and creation processAA � ;; [4,18].
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(ii)For
o
e < 0,weobservea com petition between the

di�erentprocesses.Forexam ple,when � 1� 
o < 0 and

0 < 
e � 1,the annihilation (creation) reaction dom -

inates on even (odd) sites. As a result,the stationary

density isreached exponentially fastwith dam ped oscil-

lations:

�(t)=
1

2

�

1�
�


j�j

Z 2t

0

d�

�
e� �J1(��)

�

(17)

’ �(1 )� e� 2t
"
sin(2j�jt� �

4
)+ j�jcos(2j�jt� �

4
)

4(1+ j�j2)t
p
�j�jt

#

For initialdensities other than 1=2,as shown in Ap-

pendixB,onlytheam plitude,orthesubdom inantpower-

law prefactor,ofthe expressions(16,17)change. Since

theydepend on allparam etersofthem odel,includingthe

initialdensity,thedynam icsism anifestly nonuniversal.

B . T w o-point correlation functions ofthe R D S

A deeperunderstanding ofthetim e-dependentspatial

structures ofour RDS is provided by the m -point cor-
relation functions,hn|̂1 :::n|̂m it ofsuch a m odel. These

are related to the correlation functions ofthe dualspin

chain, via hn|̂1 :::n|̂m it = 2� m h(1 � �j1� 1�j1):::(1 �
�jm � 1�jm )it,and are therefore exactly known. It isin-

teresting to note that the m -point correlation function

for the RDS is a superposition ofall2n-point correla-
tion functionsforthe spin chain,with n = 1;2;:::;m .In
the following,we focus on the m ost directly observable

correlation, nam ely, the two-point function. To avoid

unnecessary technicalcom plicationswhich add little in-

sight,we speci�cally consider a system that is initially

hom ogeneously half-�lled with A particles,withoutany

initialcorrelations:�|̂(0)= 1=2 and hn|̂(0)nk̂(0)i= 1=4,

for |̂6= k̂. Such an initialcon�guration corresponds,in

theK ISC picture,to a system with initially neitherm ag-

netization norcorrelations.In thiscase,asweshowed in

[11],the generating function takesa rathersim ple bilin-

ear form which sim pli�esthe spin-spin correlations.

W ith thisinitialcondition,both thespin chain and the

RDS aretranslationallyinvariant,m oduloperiod 2.Asa

result,the two-pointcorrelationsC
�(̂k);�(̂|)

k̂� |̂
(t)� hn|̂nk̂it

between two sites |̂and k̂ (with k̂ > |̂) depend only on

the distance k̂ � |̂ and the parity �(̂k);�(̂|) 2 fe;og of

the two sites.W e therefore need to distinguish fourdis-

tinctcorrelation functions:Cee
k̂� |̂

(t),Ceo
k̂� |̂

(t),Coe
k̂� |̂

(t),and

Coo
k̂� |̂

(t). By virtue ofour m apping to the K ISC,these

are determ ined by the 2-and 4-point spin correlations

asexplained in Section III.C [from Eqns. (9)and (10)].

Exploiting translationalinvariance,the two-pointcorre-

lationsforthe RDS,for k̂ > |̂,then follow as:

hn|̂nk̂it =
1

4

h

(1� ceo1 (t))
2
� h�j�ki

2
t

i

+
1

4
h�j� 1�kith�j�k� 1it; (18)

Now we are ready to discuss ourresults. Firstofall,

weconsidera specialcase,nam ely,nearest-neighborcor-

relations.Ifk̂ = |̂+ 1,Eqn.(18)reducesto

hn|̂n|̂+ 1it =

(
1� 2ceo

1
(t)+ coo

2
(t)

4
= Coe1 (t);|̂even

1� 2ceo
1
(t)+ cee

2
(t)

4
= Ceo1 (t);|̂odd

(19)

Again,weshould em phasizethatthequantitiesceon (t),
ceen (t)and c

oo
n (t)which appearin thissection arethespin

correlations for a particular initialcondition (cf. Eqn.

(9)),in contrast to the m ore generalcorrelations com -

puted in Appendix B.

It is interesting to note that, generically, Coe1 (t) 6=

Ceo1 (t). O f course, after a little thought this becom es

less surprising,since hn|̂n|̂+ 1it involves the 4-spin cor-

relation h�j� 1�j�j�j+ 1it = h�j� 1�j+ 1it. So,if |̂is odd
(even),both j� 1 and j+ 1 areeven (odd),leading to a

contribution ofcee2 (t)vs.c
oo
2 (t),respectively.

For the generalcase, when k̂ and |̂ are not nearest

neighbors, this di�erence between Ceo
k̂� |̂

(t) and Coe
k̂� |̂

(t)

doesnotpersist.Ifk̂ iseven and |̂isodd,we�nd:

Ceo
k̂� |̂

(t) =
1

4

h

(1� ceo1 (t))
2
� [ceok� j(t)]

2

i

+
1

4
ceek� j+ 1(t)c

oo
k� j� 1(t) (20)

and for k̂ odd and |̂even,oneobtains

Coe
k̂� |̂

(t) =
1

4

h

(1� ceo1 (t))
2
� [ceok� j(t)]

2

i

+
1

4
cook� j+ 1(t)c

ee
k� j� 1(t) (21)

Thanks to the sim ple relation between even-even and

odd-odd spin correlations,Eqn. (9),the two right-hand

sidesarenow identical.

A sim ilar line of reasoning shows that Cee
k̂� |̂

(t) =

Coo
k̂� |̂

(t)forarbitrary separation k̂� |̂.Invoking thetwo-

spin correlationsagain,we m ay write

Cee
k̂� |̂

(t)= Coo
k̂� |̂

(t) (22)

=
1

4

h

(1� ceo1 (t))
2
� cook� j(t)c

ee
k� j(t)+ ceok� j+ 1(t)c

eo
k� j� 1(t)

i

In the following,we discussthe consequencesofthese

results. W e �rst consider the steady state. Recall-

ing our previous analysis ofthe spin correlations,Eqn.

(7), the stationary lim it of the density-density corre-

lations becom es very sim ple: Provided k̂ � |̂ > 1, we

�nd C
�(̂k);�(̂|)

k̂� |̂
(1 ) = 1

4
(1� ceo1 (1 ))

2
= �2(1 ). In

otherwords,thetwo-pointcorrelationsof non-nearest-

neighbor sites factorize into one-point functions, inde-

pendentofparity. Thiskind ofm ean-�eld-like behavior
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is typicaloffree ferm ion system s [4,18]. However,the

nonequilibrium natureofthism odelstillim posesitssig-

nature.Turningtothe nearest-neighbor correlations,we

�nd thatthissim ple factorization no longerholds{ ex-

ceptin thespecialcasewhere
e = 
o.M orespeci�cally,

we�nd

Coe1 (1 )= �2(1 )�
�

2e � 
2o

�� !

4�

�2
(23)

and

Ceo1 (1 )= �2(1 )+
�

2e � 
2o

�� !

4�

�2
(24)

Considering,e.g.,0 < 
o < 
e,we �nd that Ceo1 (1 ) is

enhanced overthem ean-�eld resultwhileCoe1 (1 )issup-

pressed. This can be understood easily: Since 
o < 
e
im pliesTe < To,energeticallycostlyspin 
ipsoccurm ore
frequently on odd sitesj,creating a particle pairon the
nearest-neighbordualsites(̂|+ 1;̂|).Clearly,these sites
form an (e;o) pair. M oreover,the rate for pair annihi-

lation is lower on (e;o) sites. Hence,particle pairs are

m ore likely to reside on (e;o) than on (o;e) sites. This
also im plies that (e;o) sites act as net particle sources,
while(o;e)sitesfunction assinks[10].Notsurprisingly,
therefore,we �nd Ceo1 (1 ) > Coe1 (1 ). By virtue ofthis

reasoning,itis also im m ediately apparentthatthis dif-

ferencecan only persistfornearest-neighborcorrelations.

The sam eargum entholdsfor
o < 0 < 
e.
A directconsequenceofCoe1 (t)6= Ceo1 (t)isthepresence

of a peculiar directionalpreference in the RDS. If we

considera particle on site |̂,we can ask forthe average

rate,R |̂(t),with which it willjum p to the left (i.e.,to

site |̂� 1)vs to the right,de�ned as R |̂(t)� 1

2
hn|̂(1�

n|̂+ 1)� n|̂(1� n|̂� 1)it. Here,the �rst(second)term is

the average rate for a particle on site |̂ to jum p to site

|̂+ 1 (̂|� 1).In ourcase,onem ightexpectthisdi�erence

to vanish sinceneitherbulk ratesnorboundariesim pose

a directionalbias. M oreover,to avoid a potentialbias

att= 0,we startfrom a translationally invariantinitial

condition with �(0)= 1=2 . Yet,since R |̂(t)/ Coe1 (t)�
Ceo1 (t),itism anifestly nonzero.Explicitly,we�nd:

R |̂(t)=

8
<

:

1

8

h

1�

o

e

i

cee2 (t) ,|̂even

1

8

h

o

e
� 1

i

cee2 (t) ,|̂odd :
(25)

which even persistsin the steady state:

R |̂(1 )=

(

(
2e � 
2o)
�
!
4�

�2
,|̂even

(
2o � 
2e)
�
!
4�

�2
,|̂odd :

Speci�cally,for
o < 
e,particleson an even (odd)site

jum p preferentially to the right (left). O fcourse,this

directionalpreferencevanishesassoon as
e = 
o.M ore-

over, even when it is nonzero, it does not generate a

m asscurrent.Counting thenet
ow ofparticlesbetween

sites |̂ and |̂+ 1,the naturalde�nition ofsuch a cur-

rentisJ |̂(t)=
1

2
h(1� n|̂)n|̂+ 1 � n|̂(1� n|̂+ 1)it.Clearly,

thisexpression reducesto a density di�erencewhich van-

ishes for alltim es provided the initialcondition is ho-

m ogeneous. For inhom ogeneous initialcondition,J |̂(t)
exhibitsnonzero transientsfor�nitetim esbutdecaysas

t! 1 .

Letus conclude this section with a few briefrem arks

about the validity ofthe m ean-�eld approxim ation for

this system . W e already noted thatit does notpredict

thenearest-neighborcorrelationscorrectly,exceptin the

specialcase
e = 
o.W enow show thatitalsogenerically

m issesthe stationary density.

W e begin by recalling Eqn. (13). Seeking a trans-

lationally invariant (m odulo 2) solution with �2|̂(t) =

�e(t),�2|̂+ 1(t) = �o(t) for all|̂,the m ean-�eld approx-

im ation corresponds to truncating two-point functions:

hn|̂(t)n|̂� 1(t)i’ �e(t)�o(t).Starting from a uniform ini-

tialdensity �(0),we�nd �e(t)= �o(t)� �M F (t),with

�M F (t) =
�p [�(0)� �m ]� �m [�(0)� �p]e

� t
p
4� (
e+ 
o)2

�(0)� �m + [�(0)� �p]e� t
p
4� (
e+ 
o)2

’ �p � �m

�
�(0)� �p
�(0)� �m

�

e� t
p
4� (
e+ 
o)2; (26)

where

�p;m =
1

2

"

1�
2


e + 
o
�

p
4� (
e + 
o)2


e + 
o

#

The stationary lim itisclearly �M F (1 )= �p which dif-

fersfrom ourexactresult,Eqn. (15),exceptif
e = 
o.
In other words, the rem arkable accuracy [18, 19] of

the m ean-�eld approxim ation forthe stationary state of

the uniform system (
e = 
o) appears to be an \acci-

dent" due to the fact that when rates are uniform the

steady state is a product m easure. W e also note that

the exact relaxation tim e to the steady state,�exact =
[2�

p

e
o]� 1,doesnotcoincidewith them ean-�eld pre-

diction,�M F = [
p
4� (
e + 
o)2]� 1. Forsuch dynam ic

quantities,the exactand the approxim ate results di�er

for any choice of
e and 
o. In particular, the m ean-

�eld theory alwayspredictsan exponentialdecay to the

steady state,com pletely m issing the possibility ofoscil-

latory behavior.

V . SO LVA B ILIT Y A N D R ELA T IO N SH IP W IT H

FR EE FER M IO N SY ST EM S

Thecrucialingredientforthesolvability oftheK ISC is

the quadratic spin dependence ofitsG lauber-like kinet-

ics. Thanks to this sim ple form ,the hierarchy ofequa-

tionsforthe correlation functionsisclosed:to solve the

equationsfortheN -spin correlation functions,oneneeds

to know only m -pointcorrelationswith m � n.
In RDS language,thedynam icsoftheparticlescan be

rewritten as a free ferm ion m odel,by de�ning a suit-

able quadratic (but non-Herm itian) \stochastic Ham il-

tonian". Following standard m ethods [3,4,18,21],we
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can rewritethem asterequation fortheRDS asa form al

im aginary-tim e Schr�odinger equation: (d=dt)jP (t)i =

� H jP (t)i.TheHam iltonian H isconstructed by associ-

ating theusualPaulim atrices��|̂ (�+|̂ )with thecreation
(annihilation)ofa particleatsite |̂:

� 2H =
X

|̂even

h

�+|̂ �
�

|̂+ 1 + ��|̂ �
+

|̂+ 1 + (1+ 
e)�
+

|̂ �
+

|̂+ 1 + (1� 
e)�
�

|̂ �
�

|̂+ 1 � 
e(�
�

|̂ �
+

|̂ + ��|̂+ 1�
+

|̂+ 1)� (1� 
e)
i

+
X

|̂odd

h

�+|̂ �
�

|̂+ 1 + ��|̂ �
+

|̂+ 1 + (1+ 
o)�
+

|̂ �
+

|̂+ 1 + (1� 
o)�
�

|̂ �
�

|̂+ 1 � 
o(�
�

|̂ �
+

|̂ + ��|̂+ 1�
+

|̂+ 1)� (1� 
o)
i

(27)

The key to the solvability ofthis Schr�odinger equa-

tion lies in the bilinear dependence ofthe Ham iltonian

on the Paulim atrices. This is due to the fact that the

spin-
ip rates(1)im plicitly ful�llthe free ferm ion con-

straint [3,4,18]. In RDS language,this condition re-

quiresthatthe sum ofthe particle di�usion ratesequal

the sum ofthe (local) annihilation and creation rates,

i.e.,1=2+ 1=2= (1+ 
j)=2+ (1� 
j)=2 with j2 fe;og in
ourcase. Ifthisrelation isviolated,H includesquartic

term s,oftheform
P

|̂�
�

|̂ �
+

|̂ �
�

|̂+ 1�
+

|̂+ 1,and theassociated

RDS can no longerbe solved exactly. Itcan,ofcourse,

be sim ulated,and for those cases investigated so far,it

appearsthatthequarticterm sareirrelevantforthelong-

tim e dynam ics [4,19]. It is also worth noting that the

free ferm ion constraintisnotparticularly arti�cial: the

sim plestm odelsforphotogenerated solitonsin M X chain

com poundssatisfy itquitenaturally [12].

Here we decided to invoke generating function tech-

niquesinstead ofdiagonalizing (27). In ourview thisis

them ostconvenientand system aticapproach tosolvesi-

m ultaneously both the K ISC and RDS,fortwo reasons.

First,the free-ferm ion approach requiresvarioustechni-

calsteps (e.g. introduction ofso-called pseudo-ferm ion

operators and a Bogoliubov-like transform ation) which

m ake the generaltreatm ent rather involved,especially

forarbitrary initialconditions[4,18].Further,thediag-

onalization of(27)yieldsonly correlation functionswith

an even num ber ofspins (see Section III and IV);the

calculation of correlations involving an odd num ber of

spins requires a dualtransform ation of(27) into a new

stochastic Ham iltonian which m ustalso be diagonalized

[20].

Letusalso m ention thatdam ped oscillatory decay has

been observed before in certain reaction-di�usion m od-

els [3]. However,those m odels,and hence the physical

m echanism s leading to the oscillations,are com pletely

di�erent from ours. As an exam ple,a di�usion-lim ited

fusion m odel[3]is de�ned by three processes: (i) bi-

ased di�usion: A; ! ;A with rate D (1+ �),;A ! A;
with rate D (1 � �) (with 0 < � � D ); (ii) biased fu-

sion: AA ! ;A with rate D (1 + 2�),AA ! A; with

rate D (1� 2�);and (iii)hom ogeneouspairproduction:

;; ! AA , with rate D . W ith this specialchoice of

rates,the equation ofm otion forthe density closesand

becom es solvable. In orderto observe oscillatory decay

ofthe particle density,the initialcondition m ustbe in-

hom ogeneous. For a hom ogeneousinitialcondition,the

density decays exponentially. In contrast,the equation

in our reaction-di�usion m odeldoes not close,and the

oscillatory behavior is generic: it occurs for any initial

condition,inhom ogeneousornot.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S.

To sum m arize,wehavepresented a fullexactsolution

for the dynam ics ofa non-equilibrium Ising spin chain,

with arbitrary initialcondition.Them odelischaracter-

ized by a generalization ofG lauber dynam ics: spins on

even/odd sitesare coupled to alternating tem peratures,

Te and To. W e obtain allcorrelation functions from a

generating functional. As an illustration,we have dis-

cussed the equal-tim e and the two-tim e spin-spin corre-

lation functions.

Identifyingdom ain wallsin thespin system with parti-

cleson theduallattice,them odelcan alsobeinterpreted

asa reaction-di�usion system .Particlesarecreated and

annihilated in pairs;the rates for these processesalter-

nate from even to odd sites.Thism apping opensup an

interesting extension ofparam eterspace:while negative

tem peraturesareunphysicalforthespin chain,thecorre-

sponding ratesareperfectly naturalin thecontextofthe

RDS.By expressing particle-particle correlationsas su-

perpositionsofspin-spin correlation functions,the RDS

becom esexactly soluble.Thisisnotentirely trivialsince

the BBG K Y [22]hierarchy for the RDS is not closed:

itssolution isfarfrom obviousunlessonerecognizesthe

connection to the spin chain.

For0 < 
e
o,energetically favorable spin 
ipsalways

dom inate overunfavorable ones,irrespective ofwhether

they occuron even orodd sites. In RDS language,pair

annihilation isalwaysm oreprobablethan paircreation.

As a consequence,we �nd that allquantities decay ex-

ponentially to theirsteady-state values. In contrast,for


e
o < 0,weobserve(dam ped)oscillatory behavior.Its

origin can betraced toa com petition ofpaircreation and

annihilation on even vsodd siteson the originallattice:

If,say,
o < 0,then paircreation dom inatesoverannihi-
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lation on odd sites while the relation is reversed on the

even sites. Hence,a given initialparticle density m ay

�rstdecrease,dueto annihilation processesand then re-

cover,as the available em pty sites are (partially) �lled

again by thestrongcreation process,and so on,untilthe

stationary density isreached.

Rem arkably, even in the absence of any bias in

the rates,boundary or initialconditions,particles still

\know" the di�erence between rightand left: For,e.g.,


o < 
e,particleson even (odd)sitesjum p preferentially
to the right (left). Even though this directionalprefer-

ence doesnotlead to a system atic particle current,itis

stillsom ewhatsurprising. However,once we recallthat

particlesarem ostoften created (annihilated)on pairsof

neighboring sites,with the odd site on the left (right),

we recognize that the directionalpreference is sim ply a

responseto thisdensity gradient.

Since exact solutions,especially ofa fullnonequilib-

rium dynam ics are rare, we hope that our m odelcan

serve as a testing ground for various generalizations or

approxim ations. The featuresreported here { exponen-

tialdecays,dam ped oscillations,and directionalprefer-

ence { should be generic for a whole class of genuine

out-of-equilibrium m odels.M oreover,they should beex-

perim entallyobservablein M X chain com poundsexposed

to spatially m odulated laserlight.
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A P P EN D IX A :T H E D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E G EN ER A T IN G FU N C T IO N

In this appendix we provide som e details for the derivation ofthe generating function (10),which is one ofthe

key resultsofthiswork.W efollow Aliev’swork and notation [15].Aliev established thatthegenerating functionsof

a very generalclassofdisordered G lauber-Ising spin chains,including ourcase,can form ally be expressed in term s

oftwo functionsM �

j;k(t)and two additionalquantitiesW �

j;k(t),which depend in a very involved fashion on M �

k;j(t).
Below,wewillseethatthesequantitiesareclosely related to physicalobservables,nam ely,them agnetization and the

two-pointcorrelations.Here,wefollow Aliev by noting thattheLaplacetransform ofM̂ �

j;k istheinverseofan L � L

band m atrix (s+ 1)11� 1

2
U � .Forourcase,theentriesofthism atrix can betaken from theratesand read explicitly

(L iseven):

�

(s+ 1)11�
1

2
U �

�

2j� 1;k

= (s+ 1)�2j� 1;k �

o
2
(�2j� 1;k� 1 + �2j� 1;k+ 1); (1 < j� L=2)

�

(s+ 1)11�
1

2
U �

�

2j;k

= (s+ 1)�2j;k �

e
2
(�2j;k� 1 + �2j;k+ 1) (1� j< L=2)

�

(s+ 1)11�
1

2
U �

�

1;k

= (s+ 1)�1;k �

o
2
(�2;k � �k;L )

�

(s+ 1)11�
1

2
U �

�

L ;k

= (s+ 1)�L ;k �

o
2
(�L � 1;k � �1;k) (A1)

G iven (A1),itiseasy to evaluatethe inverseof[(s+ 1)11� 1

2
U � ]j;k:

M̂ �

k;j =
1

L

r

k

j

LX

n= 1

ei(k� j)�
�
n

s+ 1� �cos��n
; (A2)

where �+n =
�(2n� 1)

L and ��n = 2�n
L ,with n = 1;2;:::;L. In the therm odynam ic lim it L ! 1 ,the two quantities

M̂ +

j;k and M̂
�

j;k coincidewhencewe sim ply have

M̂ �

k;j ! M̂ k;j =

r

k

j

Z 2�

0

d�

2�

ei(k� j)�

s+ 1� �cos�
: (A3)

Taking the inverseLaplacetransform of(A3),we recoverEqn.(4)forthe propagator.

Since the W �

j;k(t)can be expressed in term softhe M �

j;k(t),we m ay im m ediately conclude thatW
�

j;k(t)! W j;k(t)
asL ! 1 .According to Aliev,W j;k(t)issim ply thetwo-pointcorrelation function,h�j�k6= jit,fora particularinitial
condition,nam ely,m j(0)= 0 and h�j�k6= ji0 = 0.Forourcase,these correlationsweregiven in Eqn.(5).
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Forreadersfam iliarwith Aliev’swork [15],theserem arks�llin thegapsbetween Aliev’sform aland generalanalysis

and thespecialcaseweareinterested in here.Itfollowsthatthegenerating function ofourK ISC adm itsthecom pact

and explicitrepresentation ofEqn.(10)which encodesthe com plete dynam icsofthe system .

A P P EN D IX B :T R A N SLA T IO N A LLY -IN VA R IA N T IN IT IA L C O N D IT IO N S:T H E SP IN -SP IN

C O R R ELA T IO N FU N C T IO N S A N D T H E PA R T IC LE D EN SIT Y

In Section III.B,we have derived an exact expression,Eqn. (11),for the spin-spin correlation functions ofour

K ISC,valid forarbitrary initialconditions. Here,we im pose a naturalrestriction,nam ely,translationalinvariance,

on the initialconditions.Thanksto the sym m etry,Eqn.(11)sim pli�esconsiderably,aswewillshow now.

As we already pointed out in [11],for translationally invariant initialconditions,we only need to consider the

correlationsbetween spinsattwo even sites,two odd sites,and oneeven,one odd site.W e denote these by cee2n(t)�
h�2‘�2(‘+ n)it,c

oo
2n(t)� h�2‘� 1�2‘� 1+ 2nit,ceo2n� 1(t)= coe2n� 1(t)� h�2‘�2‘+ 2n� 1it = h�2‘+ 1�2‘+ 2nit. O fcourse,there is

no need to study n < 0 cases. Forthe specialcase ofzero initialm agnetization and correlations,these correlations

are already known [11]and are given by Eqn. (9). Here,we seek theirform in a m ore generalcase,starting from a

hom ogeneousinitialcondition.

Let us recall from [11] that in the translationally-invariant case the quantities a2n (t) �
1

2
[
ecoo2n (t)+ 
ocee2n (t)];a2n� 1 (t) � �ceo2n� 1 (t), obey the following sim ple equation: d

dtaj = � 2aj + �[aj� 1 +

aj+ 1]; j > 0 with the initialcondition a0 (t)= �
 and �
 � (
e + 
o)=2. The equationsofm otion ofthe K ISC [11]

also givethe following relationshipsam ong the correlators:coo2n(t)=

o

e
cee2n(t)+

�

coo2n(0)�

o

e
cee2n(0)

�

e� 2t:

The explicit expressionsfor the correlatorsfollow from (11),or by the m ethods ofim ages directly from an(t) =
an(1 )+ e� 2t

P

m � 0
[am (0)� am (1 )]fIn� m (2�t)� In+ m (2�t)g wherean(1 )= �
 !k and n � 0.From thede�nitions

ofan,we im m ediately infer:

cee2n(t) =

e

o
coo2n(t)�

�

e

o
coo2n(0)� cee2n(0)

�

e� 2t

=
a2n(1 )


o
+
e� 2t


o

X

m � 0

[a2m (0)� a2m (1 )]
�
I2(n� m )(2�t)� I2(n+ m )(2�t)

	

+
�e� 2t


o

X

m > 0

[ceo2m � 1(0)� ceo2m � 1(1 )]
�
I2(n� m )+ 1(2�t)� I2(n+ m )� 1(2�t)

	

�
e� 2t

2
o
(
ec

oo
2n(0)� 
oc

ee
2n(0)): (B1)

Following the sam estepsforceo2n� 1 = coe2n� 1,weobtain,for(n > 0):

ceo2n� 1(t) = ceo2n� 1(1 )+ e� 2t
X

m > 0

[ceo2m � 1(0)� ceo2m � 1(1 )]
�
I2(n� m )(2�t)� I2(n+ m � 1)(2�t)

	

+
e� 2t

�

X

m > 0

[a2m (0)� a2m (1 )]
�
I2(n� m )� 1(2�t)� I2(n+ m )� 1(2�t)

	
: (B2)

The expressions(B1)-(B2)illustrate thatthe tim e-dependence ofthe spin-spin correlation function depends non-

trivially on the initialcondition,and we m ay therefore anticipate non-universalbehavior.O fcourse,when 
e = 
o,
the expressions(B1),(B2)coincidewith those obtained by G lauber[5].

An interesting situation occurs when,say,
o is negative while 0 < 
e � 1,so that � = ij�j. Then,we have

I2n(2ij�jt)= (� 1)nJ2n(2j�jt)and I2n� 1(2ij�jt)= � i(� 1)nJ2n� 1(2j�jt),whereJn(x)�
R�
0

dq
� cos(xsinq� nq)isthe

Besselfunction of�rstkind [16].Further,when � = ij�j,the expressions(B1),(B2)becom e:

cee2n(t) =

e

o
coo2n(t)�

�

e

o
coo2n(0)� cee2n(0)

�

e� 2t

= �
a2n(1 )

j
oj
�
e� 2t

j
oj

X

m � 0

[a2m (0)� a2m (1 )](� 1)n+ m
�
J2(n� m )(2j�jt)� J2(n+ m )(2j�jt)
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+
j�je� 2t

j
oj

X

m > 0

[ceo2m � 1(0)� ceo2m � 1(1 )](� 1)n+ m
�
J2(n� m )+ 1(2j�jt)+ J2(n+ m )� 1(2j�jt)

	

�
e� 2t

2
o
(
ec

oo
2n(0)� 
oc

ee
2n(0)): (B3)

ceo2n� 1(t) = ceo2n� 1(1 )+ e� 2t
X

m > 0

[ceo2m � 1(0)� ceo2m � 1(1 )](� 1)(n+ m )
�
J2(n� m )(2j�jt)+ J2(n+ m � 1)(2j�jt)

	

�
e� 2t

j�j

X

m > 0

[a2m (0)� a2m (1 )](� 1)(n+ m )
�
J2(n+ m )� 1(2j�jt)� J2(n� m )� 1(2j�jt)

	
: (B4)

In the long-tim elim it,these expressionsexhibita dam ped oscillatory approach to the stationary state.

W e now turn to the equivalentRDS.As we have seen in Section IV.A ,the density ofparticlesis related to the

nearest-neighborspin correlations,ceo1 ,according to �(t)=
1

2
(1� ceo1 (t)).Here,ourgoalisto determ inethelong-tim e

behaviorofthis density fora hom ogeneous(but otherwise arbitrary)initialconcentration ofparticles�(0). In this

respect,theexpressions(B2)and (B4)arenotvery practicalasthey involvein�nitesum sofBesselfunctions.Atthis

point,forfurtherconvenience,itisusefulto introducefourauxiliary functionsde�ned asfollows(with 0 � � � 1):

F1(�;t) �
X

m > 0

�2m � 1 e� 2t
�
I2(m � 1)(2�t)� I2m (2�t)

	
= 2�(1+ �2)

Z �

0

dq

�

e� 2t(1� � cosq)sin2 q

1+ �4 � 2�2 cos2q
(B5)

F2(�;t) �
X

m > 0

�2m e� 2tfI2m � 1(2�t)� I2m + 1(2�t)g = 2�2
Z �

0

dq

�
e� 2t(1� � cosq)

�
sin2qsinq

1+ �4 � 2�2 cos2q

�

(B6)

G 1(�;t) � �
X

m > 0

�2m � 1 (� 1)m e� 2t
�
J2(1� m )(2j�jt)+ J2m (2j�jt)

	

= 2�(1+ �2)

Z �

0

dq

�
e� 2t cos(2j�jtsinq)

�
cos2 q

1+ �4 + 2�2 cos2q

�

(B7)

G 2(�;t) � �
X

m > 0

�2m (� 1)m e� 2tfJ2m + 1(2j�jt)� J1� 2m (2j�jt)g

= 2�2
Z �

0

dq

�
e� 2tsin(2j�jtsinq)

�
sin2qcosq

1+ �4 + 2�2 cos2q

�

(B8)

To establish these expressions,we have invoked the integralrepresentation ofthe Besselfunctions [16]and the

propertiesofgeom etric series. W ith these functionsand the help ofEqn. (14),the density ofparticlesin the RDS

m odelcan now be recastin com pactform .Two casesem ergenaturally:

� W hen 
e
o > 0 :

�(t)� �(1 )=
�


2�
[F1(!;t)+ F2(!;t)]�

1

2

h

F1(1� 2�(0);t)+
�


�
F2(1� 2�(0);t)

i

(B9)

� W hen 
e
o < 0 :

�(t)� �(1 ) =
�


2j�j
[G 2(1� 2�(0);t)� iG1(!;t)]�

1

2

�
�


j�j
G 2(!;t)+ G 1(1� 2�(0);t)

�

(B10)

� Thecase
e
o = 0 isspecialand givesriseto a purely exponentialtim e-dependence:

�(t)=
�


2
+

�
�
 � 2

4
+ �(0)

�

e� 2t (B11)

W e now proceed with the analysisofthelong-tim ebehavioroftheseexpressions.Again,we�rstconsiderthecase

where
e
o > 0 and then 
e
o < 0.

� W hen 
e
o > 0,the m ain contribution to the long-tim e behavior arises from the sm allq contribution in the

expression ofthefunctionsF1 and F2.Therefore,onem ay expand theintegrand ofF1 and F2 in Eqn.(B9).It
isalso essentialto pay dueattention to the initialcondition:
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1.W hen 0 < 
e
o < 1 and 0 < �(0)< 1 (also �(0)6= �(1 )),weobtain

�(t)� �(1 )’
1

4

"

�
!

�(1� !2)
�

�
1+

�

�

�
f1� 2�(0)g+ 2�(0)2

�(0)(1� �(0))

#

e� 2(1� �)t

�t
p
��t

: (B12)

2.W hen 0 < 
e
o < 1 and �(0)= 0,we �nd

�(t)� �(1 )’ �

�

1+
�


�
�

�
�
!

�(1� !2)

�
1

�t

�
e� 2(1� �)t

4
p
��t

: (B13)

3.W hen 0 < 
e
o < 1 with �(0)= 1,wehave

�(t)� �(1 )’

�

1�
�


�
+

�
�
!

�(1� !2)

�
1

�t

�
e� 2(1� �)t

4
p
��t

: (B14)

These results show that for 
e
o > 0, the density generically approaches its stationary value as

/ t� 3=2 e� 2(1� �)t,with som enontrivialam plitude.O nlyifthelatticeisinitiallycom pletelyem pty/occupied
by particles,the long-tim ebehaviorism odi�ed to / t� 1=2 e� 2(1� �)t (provided �


� 6= � 1).

4.The case where
e = 
o = 
 = � 1 iscriticaland we can check from (B9)thatonerecoversthe previously

known results[4,18]:

�(t)� �(1 )’



2
p
�t
: (B15)

In thiscase,itiswellknown [4,18]thatthe density ofparticlesapproachesthe steady state algebraically

slowly (/ t� 1=2).For
 = 1 (only pairannihilation),thestationary valueis�(1 )= 0;in contrast,we�nd

�(1 ) = 1 for 
 = � 1 (only pair creation). W e em phasize that for such a criticaldynam ics neither the

dynam icalexponentnorthe am plitude of(B15)depend on the initialcondition.

� W hen 
e
o < 0,itisdi�cultto directly analyze the long-tim e behaviorofthe oscillating function G 1 and G 2;

instead,weseek upperand lowerboundsfor� 6= � 1.W eobservethatthe denom inatoroftheintegrand in the

expressionsforG 1 and G 2 can bebounded asfollows:(1� �2)2 � (1+ �4 + 2�2 cos2q)� (1+ �2)2.Therefore,
weobtain forthe auxiliary functionsG 1 and G 2:

�

1+ �2
e� 2tJ1(2j�jt)

2j�jt
� G 1(�;t)�

�(1+ �2)

(1� �2)2
e� 2tJ1(2j�jt)

2j�jt
(B16)

2

�
�

1+ �2

� 2 e� 2tJ2(2j�jt)

2j�jt
� G 2(�;t)� 2

�
�

1� �2

� 2 e� 2tJ2(2j�jt)

2j�jt
: (B17)

If� = � 1,one has the exact expressions: G 1(1;t) = � G 1(� 1;t) = e� 2tJ0(2j�jt); G 2(1;t) = G 2(� 1;t) =
e� 2t

2j�jt J1(2j�jt):At long tim es and for �nite n, e� 2tJn(2j�jt) ’ e� 2t

p
�j�jt

cos
�
2j�jt� �

4
(2n + 1)

�
and therefore

the upper and lower bounds in Eqns. (B16) and (B17) display the sam e tim e-dependence. W ith the help of

Eqn.(B10),wethusdeduce:

1.W hen 0 < �(0)< 1 (and obviously �(0)6= �(1 )),

�(t)� �(1 )’ t� 3=2e� 2t
�

A cos

�

2j�jt+
�

4

�

+ B cos

�

2j�jt�
�

4

��

; (B18)

where A and B are som e am plitudes depending nontrivially on allthe param etersofthe system and on

the initialdensity.

2.W hen �(0)= 1,we obtain an explicitexpression forthe long-tim ebehaviorofthe density:

�(t)� �(1 )’
e� 2t

2
J0(2j�jt)’

e� 2t

2
p
�j�jt

cos

�

2j�jt�
�

4

�

: (B19)

3.W hen �(0)= 0,we also havean explicitexpression forthe long-tim ebehaviorofthe density:

�(t)� �(1 )’ �
e� 2t

2
J0(2j�jt)’

e� 2t

2
p
�j�jt

cos

�

2j�jt+
3�

4

�

: (B20)
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These resultsshow that,for
e
o < 0,the density displaysoscillationswhich are dam ped by a factort� �e� 2t,
where� = 3=2 forgenericinitialdensities�(0),with two exceptions:we have� = 1=2 ifthe system isinitially

com pletely em pty oroccupied.

O fcourse,following the sam e approach onewould be able to com pute every n� pointcorrelation functions,for
both,the K ISC and RDS.W hile perfectly straightforward,these com putationsbecom e rathertedious.
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