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Abstract

Theproblem ofvelocity selection ofreaction-di�usion frontshasbeen widely investigated.W hile

them ean �eld lim itresultsarewellknown theoretically,thereisa lack ofanalyticprogressin those

cases in which 
uctuations are to be taken into account. Here,we construct an analytic theory

connectingthe�rstprinciplesofthereaction-di�usion processtoan e�ectiveequation ofm otion via

�eld-theoreticargum ents,and wearriveattheresultsalready con�rm ed by num ericalsim ulations.

PACS num bers:05.40.-a,05.45.-a,03.70.+ k
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Reaction-di�usion frontpropagation in nonequilibrium system sisa topic thathasbeen

receiving an increasingattention recently.Thenum erouspossibleapplicationsofthetheory,

as can be system s like 
am es [1], bacterialcolonies [2]or population genetics [3], is of

course one ofthe reasons ofthisrecent interest. One ofthe m ostcom m on approaches to

thisproblem hasbeen the use ofdeterm inistic reaction-di�usion equations,like the Fisher

equation [3].Thisequation,thatcom bineslogisticgrowth with di�usion,isoneofthem ost

im portantm athem aticalm odelsin biology and ecology [4]. In one spatialdim ension,the

Fisherequation reads

@tU = D @xxU + aU � bU
2
: (1)

Onecan think thisequation asthem ean �eld description ofareaction-di�usion processofa

singlespeciesofrandom walkersA undergoingthereactionsofbirth A ! A + A atrateaand

annihilationA+A ! ;atrateb=2.Theanalysisofthisequationisstraightforward.Consider

the boundary conditions U ! b=a when x ! �1 and U ! 0 when x ! 1 . Thus the

linearly stablephaseb=a invadesthelinearly unstablephase0.Assum ing a stationary front

pro�leU(x,t)=U(x-vt)=U(z)and shifting variablesx !
p
D =ax,t! t=a and U ! (a=b)U

weget

U
00+ cU

0+ U � U
2 = 0; (2)

wherec= v=
p
D a.Thevelocity ofthefrontiscontrolled by itsedge,thism eans,theregion

ofthefrontthatiscloserto theunstablephaseU = 0.W ecan thuslinearizeEq.(2)around

thisvalueto get

U
00+ cU

0+ U = 0: (3)

Theonly physically acceptablesolution to thisequation is

U(z)� e
� 
z

; (4)

and substituting Eq.(4)into Eq.(3)wegetthat

c= 
 +
1



; (5)
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foran arbitrary 
. Itisclearthatthe range ofvelocitiesisthusc� 2,and itwasshown

thatthem inim alvelocity isselected in thelong tim elim it[5].W ecan thusconcludethat,

in thislim it,v = 2
p
D a.

W e willnow show thatthispicture changesstrongly when internal
uctuationse�ects,

dueto the�nitnessand discretnessofthereactants,aretaken into account.

II. T H E FIELD T H EO RY

W ewillconsidera singlespeciesparticlesA undergoing thereactionsA ! A + A atrate

� and A + A ! ; atrate�.Further,wesupposetheparticlesA perform ing a random walk

in a onedim ensionallatticewith latticespacing b.Theexactdescription oftheproblem is

given by thefollowing m asterequation:

dP(fnig;t)

dt
=
X

i

�
dP(fnig;t)

dt

�
�
�
�
D

+
dP(fnig;t)

dt

�
�
�
�
�

+
dP(fnig;t)

dt

�
�
�
�
�

�

; (6)

with

dP(fnig;t)

dt

�
�
�
�
D

=
D

b2

X

feg

[(ne + 1)P(:::;ni� 1;ne + 1;:::;t)� niP(:::;ni;ne;:::;t)]; (7)

where feg denotes the set ofnearest-neighbor sites adjacent to i and D is the di�usion

constant,

dP(fnig;t)

dt

�
�
�
�
�

= �[(ni� 1)P(:::;ni� 1;:::;t)� niP(:::;ni;:::;t)]; (8)

and

dP(fnig;t)

dt

�
�
�
�
�

= �[(ni+ 2)(ni+ 1)P(:::;ni+ 2;:::;t)� ni(ni� 1)P(:::;ni;:::;t)]: (9)

For sim plicity we willchoose an uncorrelated Poisson distribution as initialcondition for

ourm asterequation:

P(fnig;t= 0)= e
� N (0)

Y

i

n
ni
0i

ni!
; (10)

where N (0) =
P

i
n0i. W e can m ap this m aster equation description ofthe system into

a quantum �eld-theoretic problem . Thisconnection was�rstproposed by Doi[6],further

elucidated by Peliti[7]and adeep generalization ofitcan befound in thein
uencing article
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by Cardy and T�auber[8].W ecan writethistheory in term softhesecond-quantized bosonic

operators:

[a
y

i;aj]= �ij; [ai;aj]= 0; [a
y

i;a
y

j]= 0; aij0i= 0; (11)

whosee�ectisto createorto annihilateparticlesatthecorresponding latticesite:

a
y

ij:::;ni;:::i= j:::;ni+ 1;:::i; (12)

aij:::;ni;:::i= nij:::;ni� 1;:::i; (13)

wherewehavede�ned thestatesas:

jfnigi=
Y

i

(a
y

i)
nij0i: (14)

Thuswecan de�nethetim e-dependentstatevectoras:

j�(t)i=
X

fnig

P(fnig;t)jfnigi; (15)

and claim thatitobeystheim aginary tim eSchr�odingerequation

d

dt
j�(t)i= �H j�(t)i; (16)

with theham iltonian

H =
X

i

0

@ �
D

b2

X

feg

a
y

i(ae � ai)� �[1� (a
y

i)
2]a2i + �[1� a

y

i]a
y

iai

1

A : (17)

Note that we recover Eq.(6) ifwe substitute Eq.(15) and Eq.(17) in Eq.(16). The tim e

dependentexpectation valueofan observableO isgiven by:

hO (t)i=
X

fnig

O (fnig)P(fnig;t): (18)

To com putethisquantity in the�eld-theoreticform alism weneed to introducetheGlauber

state:

hSj= h0j
Y

i

e
ai; hSj0i= 0: (19)
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Notethatthisstateisa lefteigenstateofthecreation operatorwith eigenvalue1,im plying

thatforany norm al-ordered polynom ialoftheladderoperatorsonehas

hSjQ(fa
y

ig;faig)= hSjQ(f1g;faig): (20)

Thuswecan writeexpectation valueEq.(18)as

hO (t)i= hSjO (faig)j�(t)i: (21)

W ecan writethisexpectation valueascoherent-statepath integral:

hO (T)i=

R Q

i
D  ̂iD  iO (f ig)e

� S[ ̂i; i;T]

R Q

i
D  ̂iD  ie

� S[ ̂i; i;T]
; (22)

wheretheaction isgiven by

S[̂ i; i;T]=
X

i

�Z T

0

dt

�

 ̂i(t)
@

@t
 i(t)+ H i(f ̂i(t)g;f i(t)g)

��

: (23)

Perform ing thecontinuum lim it:

X

i

! b
� 1

Z

dx;  i(t)! b (x;t);  ̂i(t)!  ̂(x;t);

X

feg

[ e(t)�  i(t)]! b
3
@2

@x2
 (x;t); (24)

wegettheaction:

S[̂ ; ;T]=

Z

dx

�Z T

0

dt

�

 ̂(x;t)

�
@

@t
� D

@2

@x2

�

 (x;t)

��0[1�  ̂(x;t)2] (x;t)2 + �[1�  ̂(x;t)]̂ (x;t) (x;t)

�i

; (25)

where�0 = b�.

III. P ERT U R B AT IO N T H EO RY

In orderto study perturbatively this�eld theory we willperform a change ofvariables

to rend theaction Eq.(25)dim ensionless:

t!
t

�
; x !

r
D

�
x;  ̂ !  ̂;  !

�

�
 ; (26)
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thisway weget:

S( ̂; )= �
� 1

Z

dxdt

�

 ̂(x;t)

�
@

@t
�

@2

@x2

�

 (x;t)

�[1�  ̂(x;t)2] (x;t)2 + [1�  ̂(x;t)]̂ (x;t) (x;t)

�

; (27)

where �� 1 =
p
D �

�0
. W e willuse from now on som e standard results involving functionals

and functionalintegralsin �eld theory,they can beseen forinstance in [9].Thefunctional

Z (̂�;�)with externalsourcesis:

Z (̂�;�)=

Z

D  ̂(x;t)D  (x;t)e
�

1

�(S+
R
dxdt[̂�(x;t) (x;t)+  ̂(x;t)�(x;t)]): (28)

Using the steepest-descent procedure,we know thatthe functionalintegralEq.(28)in the

lim it� ! 0 isdom inated by thesaddlepoints:

�S

� (x;t)
= �̂(x;t); (29)

�S

� ̂(x;t)
= �(x;t): (30)

Eqs.(29,30)intheabsenceoftheexternalsources(� = �̂ = 0)arethem ean-�eldequationsfor

thereaction-di�usion process.W ewillstudy perturbatively thefunctionalintegralEq.(28)

in a neighborhood ofthe \classical�eld",say,the solutions ofthe saddle-point equations

(29,30): c; ̂c.Thuswewillusetheexpansion:

 =  c +
p
��; (31)

 ̂ =  ̂c+
p
��̂; (32)

and expanding theaction in powersof� we�nd:

S( ̂; )� � ̂ � �̂ = S(̂ c; c)� � ̂c� �̂ c+

�

2

Z

dx1dx2dt1dt2

"

�2S

� (x1;t1)� (x2;t2)

�
�
�
�
 =  c

�(x1;t1)�(x2;t2)+

�2S

� ̂(x1;t1)� ̂(x2;t2)

�
�
�
�
�
 ̂=  ̂c

�̂(x1;t1)̂�(x2;t2)+

2
�2S

� ̂(x1;t1)� (x2;t2)

�
�
�
�
�
 =  c; ̂=  ̂c

�̂(x1;t1)�(x2;t2)

3

5 + O (�3=2): (33)

Itisvery im portantto note atthispointthatitisthe edge ofthe frontthatleadsto the

m arginalstability criterium ,say,to the velocity selection. And the edge ofthe front is
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characterized by a low occupation num ber,so we can neglectthe term sproportionalto �2

and �̂2,thatre
ectthepresence ofm orethan oneparticleatthecorresponding site,aswe

considerthiseventto be unlikely ifwe go farenough in the edge. W e can see thisclearly

ifwe rem ind that � and �̂ are the eigenvalues ofthe annihilation and creation operators

respectively,and thisway any ofthem squared re
ectsthepossiblepresenceoftwo particles

in thesam eplace.

Thefunctionalintegralatthisorderbecom es:

Z (̂�;�)� Z0(̂�;�)

Z

D �̂D �e
�
R
dx1dx2dt1dt2

�
2
S

� ̂ c(x1;t1)� c(x2;t2)
�̂(x1;t1)�(x2;t2)

; (34)

where

Z0(̂�;�)= e
�

1

�
[S( ̂c; c)� �̂ c�  ̂c�]; (35)

and therefore:

Z (̂�;�)= N Z0(̂�;�)

"

det
�2S

� ̂c(x1;t1)� c(x2;t2)

#� 1

: (36)

Thenorm alization factorN is�xed by thecondition Z(0;0)= 1.

Theconnected generating functionalW (̂�;�)= �lnZ (̂�;�)atthisorderisthen:

W (̂�;�)= W0(̂�;�)+ �W1(̂�;�)+ O (�2); (37)

where

W 1(̂�;�)= �

2

4trln
�2S

� ̂c(x1;t1)� c(x2;t2)

�
�
�
�
�
�̂;�

� trln
�2S

� ̂c(x1;t1)� c(x2;t2)

�
�
�
�
�
�̂= �= 0

3

5 : (38)

Letusnow perform theLegendretransform ation

�(�̂;�)=

Z

dxdt[�(x;t)̂�(x;t)+ �̂(x;t)�(x;t)� W 0(̂�;�)� �W1(̂�;�)]+ O (�2): (39)

Atone-loop orderthe1PIfunctionalis:

�(�̂;�)= S(̂�;�)+ ��1(�̂;�)+ O (�2); (40)

with:

�1(�̂;�)= tr

"

ln
�2S

��̂(x1;t1)��(x2;t2)
� ln

�2S

��̂��

�
�
�
�
�̂= �= 0

#

: (41)
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W ecan interpretthe1PIfunctionalasan e�ective action thatwilllead usto new e�ective

equationsofm otion:

��

��
= 0; (42)

��

��̂
= 0: (43)

In ourparticularcase,action (27)gives:

�2S

��̂��
= (@t� @xx + 1)�2 + (4�̂� � 2�̂)�2; (44)

where�2 = �(x1 � x2)�(t1 � t2).W econcludetherefore:

�1(�̂;�)=

Z

dxdthx;tjln

h

1+ (@t� @xx + 1)� 1(4�̂� � 2�̂)

i

jx;ti=

Z

dxdthx;tj(@t� @xx + 1)� 1(4�̂� � 2�̂)jx;ti; (45)

where we have m ade use ofthe low occupation num ber approxim ation forthe front edge

and a powerseriesexpansion ofthelogarithm .Ifweevaluatethem atrix elem entweget:

�1 = C

Z

dxdt(4�̂� � 2�̂); (46)

wheretheconstantC isgiven by:

C =
1

(2�)2

Z

dp

Z

dw
1

�iw + p2 + 1
=

1

(2�)2

Z

dp

Z

dw

Z

dt�(t)e � (p2+ 1)t
e
iw t=

1

(2�)2

Z

dp

Z

dt�(t)e � (p2+ 1)t

Z

dwe
iw t

=
1

(2�)2

Z

dp

Z

dt�(t)e � (p2+ 1)t2��(t)=
1

4�

Z

dp=
1

2b0
; (47)

where we have used the fact that �(0) = 1=2 (this property ofthe Heaviside � function

can befound m orerigourosly proven in [9])and thattheintegraloverthewholem om entum

spaceisthevolum eofthe�rstBrillouin zone,whereb0 isthedim ensionlesslatticespacing.

Thusthee�ective action reads:

�(�̂;�)= S(̂�;�)+ �
1

2b0

Z

dxdt(4�̂� � 2�̂)+ O (�2); (48)

and thenew equationsofm otion Eqs.(42,43)are:

(@t� @xx)� + 2�̂�2 � 2�̂� + � + �
1

2b0
(4� � 2) = 0; (49)

� (@t+ @xx)�̂ � 2(1� �̂
2)� + (1� �̂)̂� + �

1

2b0
(4�̂) = 0: (50)
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Ifwe rem ind thatthe �eld � represents the expected value ofthe frontdensity,and that

we are everywhere supposing thatwe are on the frontedge,thisquantity should be sm all

enough toconsider�� neligible.Thisway wegetthat�̂ = 1+ 2�=b0 solvesequation Eq.(50).

Substituting thisresultin Eq.(49)and taking into accountthatb0 =
p
�=D bweget

@t� = @xx� + � � 2�2 +
�

�
: (51)

Note that in this case,contrary to the m ean �eld approach,a positive phase propagates

into an (in�nitesim aly) negative phase,som ething that is clearly unphysical. This is the

determ inisticexpression ofthecom pactsupportpropertyofthefront,i.e.,thefrontbecom es

identically zero ata �nitevalueofx.Actually,thisproperty hasbeen rigourosly proven for

thiskind offronts[10].In thisregim e,since there are no particles,no reaction ispossible,

only di�usion from adjacentsitesisallowed,leading to theaction:

Sdiff =

Z

dx

Z

dt[̂�(@t� @xx)�]: (52)

Since thisaction isquadratic,itisthe e�ective action to any order,and thisim pliesthat

thee�ective equation ofm otion forthefrontpropagation at�rstorderin �=� is

@t� = @xx� +

�

� � 2�2 +
�

�

�

�(�): (53)

Thislastderivation deservesa furtherexplanation.Itm ay besurprising to thereaderthat

Eq.(51)perform ssuch an unphysicalbehaviour,butitisactually whatonewould expecta

priori.Indeed,theanalysisofan e�ectiveaction com m only yieldsa shiftofthe�xed points

oftheoriginalone,thatiswhathashappened here.Thissuggeststhatthecorrectphysical

interpretation ofthe problem should have been the corresponding to a m oving boundary

one. Thisis,atthe beginning,we should have had into accounttwo di�erentactions,one

forthespacefullofparticlesand onefortheem pty space,and study thepropagation ofthe

boundary between them . Thispreserves the physicalm eaning allalong the derivation. It

m ightbedesirableto solvethisproblem withoutsplitting itinto two parts,som ething that

m aybecould bedoneby using stochasticdi�erentialequations[12,13].

9



IV . FR O N T P R O PA G AT IO N A N D V ELO C IT Y SELEC T IO N

To study how the frontpropagatesletusperform the change ofvariables� = u � �=�.

Atleading order,Eq.(53)becom es:

@tu = @xxu + (u � 2u2)�

�

u�
�

�

�

: (54)

Clearly,�eldsu and � propagateatthesam espeed.Eq.(54)washeuristically proposed and

studied by Brunetand Derrida [11],and we willsum m arize the m ain conclusions oftheir

work.W ewillconsiderthatforsu�ciently longtim esthefrontwillconvergetoastationary

shape,thisis,u(x;t)= u(x� ct)= u(z),and Eq.(54)becom es

u
00+ cu

0+ (u � 2u2)�

�

u �
�

�

�

= 0; (55)

where c isthe dim ensionlessfrontspeed. W e can distinguish between three regionsin the

frontedge,in the�rstone,theequation ofm otion isgiven by

u
00+ cu

0+ u � 2u2 = 0; (56)

in thesecond one,the�eld issm allenough thatwecan linearizeto get:

u
00+ cu

0+ u = 0; (57)

and in thethird oneu < �=�,so weget

u
00+ cu

0= 0: (58)

W eim poseasboundary conditionsthecontinuity ofthe�rstderivativebetween thebound-

ariesofthe three di�erentregions. Itcan be shown [11]thatthisleadsto a dim ensionless

velocity

c= 2�
�2

ln
2
(�=�)

(59)

at�rstorderin �=�.Thefrontvelocity with thecorresponding dim ensionsisthus:

v =
p
D �

�

2�
�2

ln
2
(�=�)

�

: (60)

This correction has already been con�rm ed in num ericalsim ulations [11,12,13],and it

showsa very slow convergence to them ean-�eld velocity in thelim it�=� ! 0.Thisshows

thatthediscretnessofthereaction processstrongly shiftsthevelocity to a slowerone.
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Asa�nalrem ark,wewould liketounderlinethatthecuto�derived isnotaparticularity

ofthelow dim ensionaltopology oftheproblem .Indeed,ifoneconsidersthed-dim ensional

problem and perform s allthe calculations shown here for the particular case d = 1,one

arrivesatthedim ensionlessequation:

@t� = r
2
� +

�

� � 2�2 +
�

�

�

�(�); (61)

locally describing the edge ofthe front. The reason ofthisindependence between the ap-

pearance ofthe cuto� in the reaction term and the dim ensionality ofthe system isdue to

the physicalorigin ofthe cuto�. Itappearsasa consequence ofthe physicalfactthatfar

enough in therightspatialdirection (thedirection ofpropagation ofthefront)therem ustbe

no particles.Thisis,ofcourse,totally independentofthespatialdim ension ofthesystem .

However,the e�ect ofthe cuto� on the dynam ics ofthe front does strongly depends on

thedim ensionality.In onedim ension,wehaveobserved a strong shifton thevelocity ofthe

front,whilein twodim ensionsthee�ectiseven strongerand thepresenceofthecuto�isthe

only responsiblefortheform ation ofdi�usiveinstabilities[14].Itwould bevery interesting

to analizethee�ectsofthecuto� in dim ensionsaboved = 2,to see ifnew phenom enology

developsorcontrary thereisa return to them ean �eld.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In this work,we have derived from �rst principles a �eld theory ofreaction-di�usion

particles,and we have used itto study reaction-di�usion propagating fronts. Thiskind of

frontshasbeen traditionallystudied usingdeterm inisticreaction-di�usion equations,likethe

Fisherequation,thatconsideran in�nitenum berofparticles.W eperform ed aperturbation

expansion in theratiobetween theannihilation and thebirth rates,thatseparatesthem ean

�eld regim e from the realdiscrete process,and studied the �rst order corrections to the

equation ofm otion. A cuto� in the reaction term ,a m echanism that has already been

heuristically proposed,appeared in a naturalway within ourform alism ,and leaded usto

thevelocity correctionsalready found in num ericalsim ulations.

Our�rst-principlesanalitically derived theory also allowed usto understand the funda-

m entalreasons that lead to the velocity shift. It is the com pact support property ofthe

front,i.e.,thefactthatthe�eld isidentically zerofarenough in thespatialaxiswhatcauses
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such a dram atice�ectin a pulled frontlikeours.

It is also interesting to com pare this work to a form er one in the sam e direction [15]

which triesto derive a cuto� in the reaction term ,albeitfora di�erentsystem . The m ain

di�erence between both worksis,underourpointofview,thatwhile thisarticle concerns

a system in the continuum space,the otherdeals with a lattice. This di�erence becom es

fundam entalsince the calculations were perform ed using Stratonovich stochastic calculus,

valid in thelattice,butill-posed in a continuum space[16].

M any questions are stillto be answered. Di�erentreaction shem es are to be explored,

also,the opposite lim it (the annihilation rate large com pared to the birth rate) is only

conjectured [13],butnotanalitically found. Ofcourse,higherdim ensionality ofthe front

isa very interesting problem ,wherenew phenom enology doesappear,asshown by Kessler

and Levine [14].W ehopethatthisand form erworkswillencouragethereaderto attem pt

to solvetheseand di�erentproblem sthatappearin thissubject.
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