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Abstract
Theproblm ofvelocity selection of reaction-di usion frontshasbeen w idely investigated. W hilke
themean eld lim it results are wellknow n theoretically, there is a Jack of analytic progress in those
cases In which wuctuations are to be taken into account. Here, we construct an analytic theory
connecting the rstprinciplesofthe reaction-di usion processto an e ective equation ofm otion via

eld-theoretic argum ents, and we arrive at the resuls already con m ed by num erical sin ulations.
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I. NTRODUCTION

R eaction-di usion front propagation In nonequillborium system s is a topic that has been
receiving an Increasing attention recently. T he num erous possible applications of the theory,
as can be systems ke ames [L], bacterial colonies R] or population genetics B], is of
course one of the reasons of this recent Interest. O ne of the m ost comm on approaches to
this problem has been the use of detemm inistic reaction-di usion equations, lke the F isher
equation [3]. Thisequation, that com bines Jogistic grow th w ith di usion, is one of them ost
in portant m athem atical m odels in biology and ecology B]. In one spatial din ension, the

F isher equation reads
QU = D @yU + aU LU”’: @)

O ne can think this equation asthem ean eld description ofa reaction-di usion process ofa
single species ofrandom walkersA undergoing the reactionsofbirth A ! A+ A atratea and
annihilation A+ A ! ; atmtel=2. The analysisofthisequation is straightforward. C onsider

the boundary conditions U ! b=a when x ! 1 andU ! Owhenx ! 1 . Thusthe
linearly stable phase b=a nvades the lnearly unstable phase 0. A ssum Ing a stationary front
P
pro kU x,t)=U xvt)=U (z) and shifting variabls x ! D=ax,t! tkaandU ! @=b)U
we get
u®+ g%+ u u?l=0; @)

P
where c= v= D a. The velocity ofthe front is controlled by is edge, thism eans, the region
of the front that is closer to the unstable phase U = 0. W e can thus Inearize Eq.{2) around
this value to get

U%+ 0%+ U = 0: 3)
T he only physically acosptable solution to this equation is
U@ e % )
and substituting Eq.() into Eq.@) we get that

c=  +—=; ©)



for an arbitrary . It is clear that the range of velocities is thus ¢ 2, and it was shown
that the m inin al velocity is selected in the long tim e lin it §]. W e can thus conclude that,
i this I i, v= 2 D a.

W e willnow show that this picture changes strongly when intemal uctuations e ects,

due to the nimess and discretness of the reactants, are taken into account.

II. THE FIELD THEORY

W e w ill consider a single species particles A undergoing the reactionsA ! A + A at rate

andA + A ! ; atate . Further, we suppose the partickes A perform ing a random walk
In a one dim ensional lattice w ith lattice spacing b. T he exact description of the problem is
given by the follow Ing m aster equation:

P (frigit) _ X P (fnugi | P (fnigit) | P (fnigit)
dt dt dt dt

i D

w ith

dP (fn;g;t) X

& [he + 1)P (::yn; 1Iy;ne+ 15050 niP (ynigneg 59); (7)

D
D }szeg

where feg denotes the sst of nearest-neighbor sites adpcent to i and D is the di usion
constant,

dp (fnig;t)

ot = [n; 1P (yn; 1;u5t) niP (yngast]; 8)

dp (fnig;t)

& = [+ 2)M;+ 1)P (5n;+ 25250 nym; 1P (png;aybl: )
For sin plicity we w ill choose an uncorrelated Poisson distribution as Initial condition for

ourm aster equation :

n;
Noi

P (fnig;jt= 0)=e ¥ © ; 10)

l'lj_!

P
where N (0) = ;Npi. W e can map this master equation description of the system into
a quantum eld-theoretic probkm . This connection was rst proposed by D oi [], further
elucidated by Peliti [}] and a desp generalization of it can be found in the in uenchg articlke



by Cardy and T auber [B]. W e can w rite this theory In temm s of the second-quantized bosonic

operators:

Tiasl= s Bija;l= 0; 1;all= 0; a; Pi= 0; 11)

17
whose e ect is to create or to annihilate particles at the corresponding lattice site:

al Juyng;ad= Juyng+ 1;nd; 12)

a; Juyni;nd= n; Juyng 1 nd; 13)

where we have de ned the states as:

Y
Fnigi= @)™ Pi: (14)

i
Thuswe can de ne the tin edependent state vector as:

X
J i= P (fnig;t) ¥nigi; s)

fnig

and clain that it cbeys the In agihary tim e Schrodinger equation

d
S ©i= H30OL (L6)
w ith the ham iltonian
0 1
X D X
B= @ o & a) L @R+ L akah: a7
i feg

Note that we recover Eq.{§) if we substitute Eq.@5) and Eq.{’]) n Eq.fl4). The tine

dependent expectation value of an cbservable O is given by:

X
0 (i= O (Fnyg)P (Fnig;t): 18)

fnig

To com pute this quantity in the eld-theoretic form alism we need to introduce the G lauber
state:

hS9= h0j &%;  hsPi= 0: (19)



N ote that this state is a keft eigenstate of the creation operator w ith eigenvalue 1, In plying

that for any nom alordered polynom ial of the ladder operators one has
IS J0 (fajg;fa;g) = KSIQ (Flg;fa;g):
Thus we can w rite expectation valie Eq.{1§) as

0 )i= K590 (Fayg) J Oi:

W e can w rite this expectation value as coherent-state path integral:
RQ

%Dn D ;0 (£ ig)e S[i; 1iT]

o T)i= ; ~ ~
iD .D e S [ a7 1iT]
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w here the action is given by
x 2

SI™y uT1= a

@ ~
— H, (€ ; ;f s
®© ot ;0 + H i ;g (e]e)]

Perform ing the continuum Iim it:

N 7
I bt odx; 0! b &); e T&i;
X 3@2
[ ;1! b@ x;9;
feg
we get the action:
s’ 'T]—Z dx ZTdt " & L
r o . I @t @X2 I'

1

ol T &Pt LT &nlT & &H

where 0=b .

ITT. PERTURBATION THEORY

20)

22)

23)

24)

@5)

In oxder to study perturbatively this eld theory we will perform a change of variables

to rend the action Eq.£5) din ensionless:

r

I t I b o N 1
t! —; x ! —X; ! ; V-

26)



thisway we get:

2 @ @2
/\- = 1 ~ . .
S(; ) dxdt ;%) e x;t)
I "&0% &2+ 1 Ten]T & & @7)

p__
where 1 = 2D

. Wewilluse from now on some standard results nvolring functionals

and functional ntegrals in  eld theory, they can be seen for nstance in B]. The functional
Z (~; ) wih extemal sources is:
Z

R
A 1 ~ ~
7, (/\; ) — D (X;t)D (X,'t)e (S+ dxdt[* x7t) &+ X0 (X;t)]) . (28)

U sing the steepest-descent procedure, we know that the functional integral Eq.28) in the

Iimi ! O isdom inated by the saddle points:
5. N xi0; 29)
(x;1) Y
S
—F— =  &;9): (30)
®;t

Egs.£29;30) in the absence ofthe externalsources ( = * = 0) arethem ean— eld equations for

the reaction-di usion process. W e w ill study perturbatively the fiinctional integral Eq.[28)
In a neighborhood of the \classical eld", say, the solutions of the saddlepoint equations
©9,30): ¢; .. Thus we willuse the expansion:

- P @1)
fe Ty (32)

and expanding the action in powersof we nd:

N I R N
Z 2g
— dxdx,dty dt e ) +
> 1dx,dtdi t)  oin) c xi1;8) &)
s
~ ~ cx5h) T &) +
®1;6) &) s
N 3
2s _
2 i) &eit)2 + 0 () 33)

“eit) Geit) .-

Tt is very in portant to note at this point that it is the edge of the front that lads to the

m arginhal stability crterium , say, to the velocity selection. And the edge of the front is



characterized by a low occupation number, so we can neglect the tem s proportionalto 2

and *?, that re ect the presence ofm ore than one particle at the corresponding site, aswe
consider this event to be unlkely if we go far enough In the edge. W e can see this clearly
ifwe ram ind that and * are the eigenvalues of the annihilation and creation operators
respectively, and thisway any ofthem squared re ects the possibl presence of two particlkes
In the sam e place.

T he functional ntegral at this order becom es:

Z R 2
7 (A; ) ZO(A; ) DAD e dxldxzdtldtzmA(Xlitl) (Xzitz); (34)
where
ZO(/\; )= el[S(Ac; c) "¢ Ac ]; (35)
and therefore:
" #
ZS !
Z(~; )=NZ(®; ) det— (36)
cXiit)  c&oit)
T he nom alization factor N is xed by the condition Z (0;0) = 1.
T he connected generating functionalW (*; )= =hZ (*; ) at this order is then:
W (% )=Wo(*; )+ W (Y )+ 0¢); 37)
where
2 3
2s 2s
Wi(h; )= 4trh — trin — 5: (38)
c&iith) c&X2it) . c&iity)  cB2it) . _
Let usnow perform the Legendre transfom ation
Z
(" )= dxdtl &0 &D+ MY KD Wo(N; ) W (N )1+ 0 () (39
At one-loop order the 1P I functional is:
(r=sCa+ G +v o (40)
with:
nw #
~ ’s s
107 )=t h— In — : @41)
i) it) ~ g



W e can interpret the 1P I finctionalas an e

ective action that will Jead us to new e ective

equations ofm otion:
— = 0; 42)
R = 0: (43)
In our particular case, action @7) gives:
2 AN AN
— = @ QG+ 1)+ @ 2°) 2; (44)
where ,= (& %) @ ©).W e oconclude therefre:
Z h i
(7 )= dxdthk;tin 1+ @ Qe+ 1) '@ 27) ;=
Z
dxdthx;tj @ G+ 1) @~ 27) k;ti; 45)

where we have m ade use of the Iow occupation num ber approxin ation for the front edge

and a pow er series expansion of the logarithm . Iff we evaluate the m atrix elem ent we get:

Z
1=C dxdt@”  2%); 46)
w here the constant C is given by:
Z Z 1 1 Z Z Z
C = do dw = dp dw dt e O DMt
@2 ) P w+ pP+ 1 @2 ) P ©
1 Z Z Z

5 dP e PHDE Gy elit

Z Z 1
= dp dt ©e V2 @ =— dp= —; @7
2 ) o (©) (t) 4 i8] 2 47)
where we have used the fact that (0) = 1=2 (this property of the Heaviside function

can be found m ore rigourosly proven in [3]) and that the integralover the whole m om entum
soace is the volum e ofthe st B rllouin zone, where by is the dim ensionless lattice spacing.
T hus the e ective action reads:

Z

A A l A A
; )=5"; —  dxdt@ 2 0 (%); 48
(7)) (; )+ o £( )+ 0 (%) (48)

and the new equations ofm otion Egs.{@243) are:
A A 1
@ G) + + 2bo( ) (49)
A A\ AN l A

xx 2@ ”* 1 —@") = 0: 50
@+ Gux) ( ) + ) 2bb( ) (50)



Ifwe ram ind that the eld rpresents the expected value of the front density, and that
we are everyw here supposing that we are on the front edge, this quantity should be an all
enough to consider  neligble. Thisway we get that” = 1+ 2 =l solves equation Eq.({50).
Substituting this result n Eq.@9) and taking into acoount that by = P =D bwe get

@ = Qe + 224 —: (1)

Note that In this case, contrary to the mean eld approach, a positive phase propagates
Into an (In niesin aly) negative phase, som ething that is clearly unphysical. This is the
determm inistic expression ofthe com pact support property ofthe front, ie., the front becom es
dentically zero at a nite value of x. A ctually, this property hasbeen rigourosly proven for
this kind of fronts [10]. In this regim e, since there are no particles, no reaction is possble,

only di usion from ad-pcent sites is allowed, leading to the action:
Z Z
Saire =  dx  dtl @  Gu) I: (52)

Since this action is quadratic, it is the e ective action to any order, and this in plies that

the e ective equation ofm otion for the front propagation at rstorderin = is
G = @ + 2%+ = () (53)

T his lJast derivation deserves a further explanation. It m ay be surprising to the reader that
Eq.61) perform s such an unphysical behaviour, but it is actually what one would expect a
priori. Indeed, the analysis ofan e ective action com m only yields a shift ofthe xed points
of the original one, that is what has happened here. T his suggests that the correct physical
Interpretation of the problem should have been the corresponding to a m oving boundary
one. This is, at the beginning, we should have had Into acoount two di erent actions, one
for the space full of particles and one for the em pty space, and study the propagation ofthe
boundary between them . This preserves the physical m eaning all along the derivation. It
m Ight be desirabl to solve this problem w ithout splitting it into two parts, som ething that
m aybe could be done by using stochastic di erential equations L2, 13].



IV. FRONT PROPAGATION AND VELOCITY SELECTION

To study how the front propagates ket us perform the change of vardiables = u =
At kading order, Eq.(63) becom es:

Qu= @, u+ @ 2u?) u — : (54)

Clarly, edsu and propagate at the sam e speed. Eq.(4) was heuristically proposed and
studied by Brunet and D errida {11], and we will summ arize the m ain conclusions of their
work. W ew ill consider that for su ciently long tin es the front w ill converge to a stationary
shape, this is, u (x;t) = u(x cb) = u (@), and Eq.(54) becom es

u?+ a4+ U 2u2) 0; (55)

c
|
[

where c is the dim ensionless front speed. W e can distinguish between three regions in the

front edge, In the rst one, the equation ofm otion is given by
W+ a®+u 2u?= 0; (50)

In the second one, the eld is an all enough that we can linearize to get:

w4+ a’+ u= 0; B7)
and In the third oneu< = ,soweget
u?+ a’= 0: (58)

W e In pose asboundary conditions the continuiy ofthe rst derivative between the bound-

aries of the three di erent regions. It can be shown [11)] that this leads to a din ensionless
velocity

c=2 — (59)
h* (=)
at rstorderin = . The front velocity w ith the corresponding dim ensions is thus:
o 2
v=D 2 — (60)
(=)

This correction has already been con med in num erical simulations {1, 12, 13], and it
show s a very slow convergence to themean— eld velocity n the lmit = ! 0. This shows
that the discretness of the reaction process strongly shifts the velocity to a slower one.

10



Asa nalrem ark, we would lke to underline that the cuto derived is not a particularity
of the Iow dim ensional topology of the problem . Indeed, if one considers the d-din ensional
problem and perfomm s all the calculations shown here for the particular case d = 1, one

arrives at the din ensionless equation:
G =1’ + 2%+ —  (); (61)

locally describing the edge of the front. The reason of this independence between the ap—
pearance of the cuto 1n the reaction tem and the dim ensionality of the system is due to
the physical origin of the cuto . Ik appears as a consequence of the physical fact that far
enough in the right spatialdirection (the direction ofpropagation ofthe front) therem ust be
no particlkes. This is, of course, totally independent of the spatial dim ension of the system .
However, the e ect of the cuto on the dynam ics of the front does strongly depends on
the din ensionality. In one din ension, we have observed a strong shift on the velocity of the
front, whilke in two din ensions the e ect iseven stronger and the presence ofthe cuto isthe
only reponsble for the form ation ofdi usive nstabilities f14]. T would be very interesting
to analize the e ects of the cuto in din ensions above d = 2, to see if new phenom enology

develops or contrary there is a retum to themean eld.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have derived from rst principles a eld theory of reaction-di usion
particles, and we have used it to study reaction-di usion propagating fronts. T his kind of
frontshasbeen traditionally studied using determm inistic reaction-di usion equations, like the
F isher equation, that consider an in nite num ber ofparticles. W e perform ed a perturbation
expansion In the ratio between the annihilation and the birth rates, that ssparates them ean

eld regim e from the real discrete process, and studied the rst order corrections to the
equation of motion. A cuto in the reaction tem, a m echanian that has already been
heuristically proposed, appeared In a naturalway w ithin our form alisn , and leaded us to
the velocity corrections already found in num erical sim ulations.

Our rstprincples analitically derived theory also allowed us to understand the fiinda—
m ental reasons that lead to the velocity shift. It is the com pact support property of the
front, ie., the fact that the eld is dentically zero far enough In the spatialaxiswhat causes

11



such a dram atic e ect n a pulled front lke ours.

Tt is also interesting to com pare this work to a form er one in the sam e direction {15]
which tries to derive a cuto in the reaction tem , albeit for a di erent system . The m ain
di erence between both works is, under our point of view , that whilke this article concems
a system in the continuum space, the other deals with a lattice. This di erence becom es
fiindam ental since the calculations were perform ed using Stratonovich stochastic calculus,
valid in the lattice, but illposed in a continuum space [4].

M any questions are still to be answered. D i erent reaction shem es are to be explored,
also, the opposite lim it (the annihilation rate lJarge com pared to the birth rate) is only
conctured (3], but not analitically found. O f course, higher dim ensionality of the front
is a very interesting problem , where new phenom enology does appear, as shown by K essler
and Levine [I4]. W e hope that this and form er works w ill encourage the reader to attem pt

to solve these and di erent problem s that appear In this sub fct.
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