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A bstract. W e present an exact m apping between two sim ple spin m odels: the

Fredrickson-Andersen (FA) m odeland a m odelof annihilating random walks with

spontaneouscreation from thevacuum ,A + A $ 0.W ediscussthegeom etricstructure

ofthem apping and itsconsequencesforsym m etriesofthem odels.Henceweareable

to show that the upper criticaldim ension ofthe FA m odelis two,and that critical

exponentsareknown exactly in alldim ensions.Theseconclusionsalso generaliseto a

m apping between A + A $ 0 and thereaction-di�usion system in which the reactions

are branching and coagulation,A + A $ A. W e discuss the relation ofour analysis

to earlierwork,and explain why the m odels considered do notfallinto the directed

percolation universality class.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0601529v1
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Theonespin facilitated Fredrickson-Andersen (FA)m odel[1,2]hasbeen ofinterest

recently asa sim ple m odelthatexhibits dynam icalheterogeneity [3,4,5,6,7]. This

m odelhasa dynam icalcriticalpointatzero tem perature thatisnotcharacterised by

the divergence ofany static lengthscale. As such, it represents a possible m odelof

structuralglasses,in which dynam icallengthscalesseem to belarge,butno largestatic

lengthscaleshavebeen found [3].

An im portant advance was m ade by W hitelam et al. [4]. They showed that

the m aster equation ofthe FA m odelcan be cast in a �eld-theoretic form alism that

resem blesa sim ple reaction-di�usion system with branching and coagulation proceses.

The dynam icalcriticalpointoccurswhen the density ofthe di�using defectsvanishes.

The propertiesofthe system nearthe �xed pointcan then bestudied by the powerful

m ethodsoftherenorm alisation group.TheanalysisofRef.[4]indicated that
uctuation

e�ects are im portant below four dim ensions and that the m odelis controlled by the

directed percolation (DP)�xed point[8]between two and fourdim ensions.

In this article we follow Ref. [4] in writing the FA m odel in a �eld theoretic

language.Theoverallpictureofa zero tem peraturedynam ical�xed pointthatcontrols

the low tem perature scaling rem ains robust. However, we show that a som ewhat

hidden sym m etry ofthe FA m odelm eans that the �xed point governing the scaling

isGaussian abovetwo dim ensions,and identicalto thatofannihilation-di�usion below

two dim ensions.HencetheDP �xed pointisnotrelevantto theFA m odel.

W edeterm inethecriticalpropertiesoftheFA m odelby m eansofan exactm apping

to a m odelofdi�using defectsthatappearin pairsfrom thevacuum ,and annihilatein

pairs:wereferto thisastheAA (appearand annihilate)m odel.Them apping holdsin

alldim ensionsand atalltem peratures.In onedim ension theAA m odelisa (classical)

Isingchain with particularsinglespin dynam ics;aboveonedim ension itism orefam iliar

asthe reaction-di�usion system A + A $ 0. The criticalpropertiesofthe AA m odel

were derived by Cardy and T�auber[9];by using ourm apping we can then apply this

derivation to theFA m odel.Them apping also allowsusto identify an (exact)duality

sym m etry oftheFA m odel,which itinheritsfrom theparitysym m etry oftheAA m odel.

These sym m etries are m ostsim ply expressed in term softhe m asteroperatorsforthe

stochastic processes,which can also be interpreted asHam iltoniansforquantum spin

m odels[10,11,12].

W ewillshow thatthem apping from FA to AA m odelsisa speci�ccaseofa m ore

generalrelationship between thereaction-di�usion processesin which thereactionsare

A + A $ 0 on theonehand and A + A $ A on theother.(Notethepresence ofboth

forward and reverseprocessesin thesereactions.) Ourconclusion willbethatthesetwo

system s are controlled by the sam e �xed point,and that their criticalexponents are

thereforeidentical.

Theform ofthepaperisasfollows.W ede�netheFA and AA m odelsin Section 1.

Both arem odelsofhard coreparticles,buthave generalisationsin which particlescan

sharethesam elatticesite;wealso de�nethesem odels(which wereferto as‘bosonic’).

The m apping between the FA and AA m odels is determ ined by their sym m etries: it
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hasquitea rich geom etricalstucture,which wediscussin Section 2.In Section 2.2 itis

shown thatthesam em appingalsoconnectsthem oregeneralreaction-di�usionprocesses

A+ A $ A andA+ A $ 0.Ananalagousm appingalsoexistsbetween thecorresponding

bosonicm odels(Section 3).In Section 4 westudy thecriticalpropertiesofthevarious

m odels. W e also verify the scaling in three dim ensions,where the di�erencesbetween

ourpredictionsand those ofRef.[4]are clearest,by num ericalsim ulation. Finally,we

sum m ariseourresultsin Section 5.

1. T he m odels

1.1.M odelde�nitions

In thissection weintroduceseveralm odelsthatwewillconsiderin therem ainderofthe

paper. W e de�ne them in term s ofm icroscopic dynam icalrules,before outlining the

m ethodsby which werepresenttheirm asterequationsand correlation functions.

W e begin with the one-spin facilitated Frederickson-Andersen m odel[1]. This is

referred to sim ply as ‘the’FA m odelin what follows;m ore generalFA m odels with

facilitation by severalspins,which exhibitm ore cooperative behaviour[2],willnotbe

covered here. W e de�ne the m odelin term s ofN binary variables,ni 2 f0;1g,on a

hypercubic latticein d dim ensions.TheHam iltonian forthesystem istrivial:

E =
X

i

ni: (1)

W ereferto a site with n = 1 eitherasan up-spin orasa ‘defect’;siteswith n = 0 are

thoughtofasdown spins or‘em pty’. The spins can 
ip with M etropolis ratesifand

only ifatleastoneoftheirneighboursisin theup state.Thatis,fornearestneighbours

iand j,wehave

0i1j ! 1i1j; ratec;

1i1j ! 0i1j; rate1:
(2)

Sincewehavedetailed balancewith respectto theHam iltonian E ,the(dim ensionless)

rate c param etrisesthe tem perature according to c = e�� ,with � = 1=T asusual. It

also setstheequilibrium density

hniiFA ;eq = neq �
c

1+ c
: (3)

W ehaveintroduced thenotation h� iFA ;eq foran equilibrium dynam icalaverage.

To avoid confusion,we note thatthere are otherversionsofthe FA m odelin the

literature. In the originalm odel[1]as described here the rate for
ipping a spin iis

proportionalto thenum berofitsup-spin neighbours.An alternativede�nition chooses

theratefor
ippingspin itobeindependentofthenum berofneighboursin theup state,

aslong asthere isatleastonesuch neighbour[13].W edo notbelieve thatthischoice

m akes any di�erence to the criticalbehaviourofthe system ,butourexactm appings

apply only to theoriginalm odelasde�ned above.
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W e can also de�ne a variantofthe FA m odelin which the occupationsni arenot

restricted to binary values,butm ay be any non-negative integers. W e referto thisas

thebosonicFA m odel,sincethenatural�eld theory fordescribing ithasbosonic�elds.

Thism odelhastransition rates

ninj ! (ni+ 1)nj; rate~cnj;

(ni+ 1)nj ! ninj; rate(ni+ 1)nj:
(4)

Here and throughout,param eters for the bosonic m odels are distinguished by tildes

from those forthe hard core ones. The bosonic m odel(4)obeysdetailed balance with

respectto thestationary stateP(fnig)=
Q

i
e�~c ~cni=ni!,so thestationary statedensity

is

hniifFA ;eq = ~c: (5)

The bosonic stationary state is again a Gibbs distribution with Ham iltonian E and

tem peraturede�ned by ~c= e�� .However,in contrastto thehard corecaseitincludes

an a prioriphasespaceweightfactor
Q

i
1=ni!,asappropriateforboson statistics.

W ewillestablish a m apping between theFA m odeland anotherm odelofdi�using

defects. In thism odel,defectsappearin pairsoutofthe em pty state,and annihilate

in pairs into it;they also di�use freely across the lattice. W e refer to this m odelas

the AA m odel,since the defectsappearand annihilate. Both the AA and FA m odels

can beinterpreted asreaction-di�usion processes.TheAA m odelhasexplicitdi�usion,

com bined with reversibleannihilation A + A $ 0.(W efollow thestandard nom enclature

ofreaction-di�usion m odelshere,with A referring to oursinglespeciesofparticles,i.e.

defects.) Them odelisde�ned forbinary variables:fornearestneighboursiand j,

1i0j ! 0i1j; rate
c0;

1i1j ! 0i0j; rate
;

0i0j ! 1i1j; rate
c02;

(6)

wherewechoose

c
0=

p
1+ c� 1

p
1+ c+ 1

; 
 =
(1+

p
1+ c)2

2
=

2

(1� c0)2
: (7)

Thism odelalso obeysdetailed balance with respectto the trivialHam iltonian,E ,at

a tem perature param etrised by c0. Note that,once a trivialoverallscale forthe rates

hasbeen rem oved,there are in principle two dim ensionlessrates,and the requirem ent

ofdetailed balance with respect to E only �xes one ofthese,nam ely the ratio ofthe

ratesforappearance and annihilation. Fornow,we do notletthe di�usion rate vary

independently and instead tie
 toc0.Them appingbetween theFA and AA m odelswill

then connectm odelswith thesam evalueofthesingleparam eterc.Thetwo-param eter

generalisation oftheAA m odelwith an arbitrary di�usion constantalso hasa m apping

to a generalised FA m odel,aswediscussin Section 2.2.Fornotationalconvenience we

study theabove‘standard’AA and FA m odels�rstin whatfollows.
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Finally,thereisalso a bosonicvariantoftheAA m odelwith rates

ninj ! (ni� 1)(nj + 1); rate ~
~c0ni;

ninj ! (ni� 1)(nj � 1); rate ~
ninj;

ninj ! (ni+ 1)(nj + 1); rate ~
~c02;

(8)

wherewetake ~c0= ~c=4 and ~
 = 2.Thestationary statedensitiesin theAA m odelsare

hniiA A ;eq = n
0
eq �

c0

1+ c0
; hniigA A ;eq = ~c0: (9)

Note thatin the lim itofsm allc,the relation (7)between c0 and c becom esc0 = c=4,

and thusidenticalto theoneforthebosonicm odels.M oregenerally,thehard coreand

bosonic m odels should becom e e�ectively equivalent at low densities where m ultiple

occupany ofsitesisvery unlikely.W ewillexploitthiscorrespondence frequently.

1.2.Operatorform sforthe m asteroperators

It is convenient to write stochastic averages for system s such as those de�ned above

in an operatorform alism [14]. Thisisa standard technique,so we largely restrictthis

section to de�nitionsofthequantitiesthatwewilluselater.

W hen considering thebosonicversionsoftheFA and AA m odelsweusea bosonic

algebra with creation and annihilation operators on each site: [ai;aj]= [a
y

i;a
y

j]= 0;

[ai;a
y

j] = �ij. The state fnig is then associated with the vector
Q

i
(a

y

i)
nij0i,where

j0iisthe vacuum state which hasallsitesem pty;the setofall2N state probabilities

P(fnig;t)ism apped tothevectorj (t)i=
P

fnig
P(fnig;t)

Q
i
(a

y

i)
nij0i.Theindividual

probabilitiescan beretrieved viaP(fnig;t)= h0j
Q

i
(a

ni
i =ni!)j (t)i,and sincethey m ust

sum to unity onehash~ej (t)i= 1 where

h~ej= h0j
Y

i

eai (10)

isa ‘projection state’thatim plem entsthesum overallpossiblesystem con�gurations.

The m aster equation can then be written in operator form as @tj (t)i = � Lj (t)i,

where L isknown asthe Liouvillian orsim ply the m aster operator. The o�-diagonal

elem ents � h0j
Q

i
(a

n0
i

i =n
0
i!)L

Q

i
(a

y

i)
nij0iof� L give the ratesfortransitionsfrom state

fnig to fn
0
ig,while the diagonalelem entsfollow from the requirem enth~ejL = 0.Since

the m aster equation is linear,itcan be solved form ally asj (t)i = e�Lt j (0)i. Ifwe

specify the initialstate asfnig we can read o� from thisthe probability ofm aking a

transition to statefn0ig in som etim eintervalt:

Pfn0
i
g fnig

(t)= h0j

"
Y

i

a
n0
i

i

n0i!

#

e�Lt

"
Y

i

(a
y

i)
ni

#

j0i: (11)

Expectation valuesoverthestochasticdynam icscan alsobeexpressed in asim pleform ;

forexam ple,theaverageofsom efunction f(fnig)attim etbecom es

hf(fnig)i=
X

fnig

f(fnig)P(fnig;t)= h~ejf(fn̂ig)e
�Lt j (0)i; (12)
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where n̂i= a
y

iaiisparticlenum beroperatorforsitei.Sim ilarexpressionscan bewritten

forcorrelationsfunctionsinvolving two orm oretim es,asillustated below.

The hard core m odels with their binary occupation variables ni have sim ilar

relationsbuthere the statesare generated by operatorss+i and s
�
i � (s+i )

y in a spin-
1

2
algebra,with (s+i )

2 = (s�i )
2 = 0 and s

+
i s

�
i + s

�
i s

+
i = 1. The state vector is now

j (t)i =
P

fnig
P(fnig;t)

Q

i
(s+i )

nij0i,and conversely P(fnig;t) = h0j
Q

i
(s�i )

nij (t)i.

Conservation ofprobability requireshej (t)i= 1 with theappropriateprojection state

now being

hej= h0j
Y

i

(1+ s
�
i ): (13)

Transition probabilitiesand single-tim eaveragestaketheform s

Pfn0
i
g fnig(t)= h0j

"
Y

i

(s�i )
n0
i

#

e�Lt

"
Y

i

(s+i )
ni

#

j0i; (14)

and

hf(fnig)i= hejf(fn̂ig)e
�Lt j (0)i; (15)

respectively,where now n̂i = s
+
i s

�
i . Occasionally itwillbe usefulto write states and

operatorsin notation analogousto Paulim atricesand spin vectors.Choosing a basisat

each siteas

j#ii� j0ii=

 

1

0

!

; j"ii� j1ii=

 

0

1

!

; (16)

onehasforexam ple

s
+
i =

 

0 0

1 0

!

i

; n̂i=

 

0 0

0 1

!

i

: (17)

In principle one should write in thisexpression a directproduct
N

j6= i
Ij with identity

operatorsatallothersites,butforease ofpresentation we drop thishere and below,

along with sitesubscriptsiwheretheseareclearfrom thecontext.Ourordering ofthe

basisstates,while thereverse oftheusualconvention forspins,facilitatescom parisons

with otherwork on reaction-di�usion system s[12].Italsoem phasisestheanalogytothe

bosoniccase,wheretheonly naturalorderingofthebasisstatesisin orderofincreasing

occupancy.

Itrem ainsto givetheform softhem asteroperatorL forourm odels.Theirm atrix

elem entsare easily derived from the relevanttransition ratesasexplained above. One

�nds:

LFA =
X

hiji

�
(s+i � 1)s�i s

+
j s

�
j s

+
i (s

�
i � c)+ (i$ j)

�
; (18)

~LFA =
X

hiji

h

(a
y

i � 1)a
y

jaj(ai� ~c)+ (i$ j)

i

; (19)

LA A = (
=2)
X

hiji

�
(s+i � 1)s�i (s

+
j + 1)s�j s

+
j (s

�
j + c

0)s+i (s
�
i � c

0)+ (i$ j)
�
; (20)
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~LA A = (~
=2)
X

hiji

h

(a
y

i � 1)(a
y

j + 1)(aj + ~c0)(ai� ~c0)+ (i$ j)

i

; (21)

wherethesum srun overallnearestneighbourpairs.TheoperatorsLFA and LA A forthe

hard corem odelshavebeen written in asuggestiveform thatem phasisestheconnection

with theirbosoniccounterparts ~LFA and ~LA A.

Before leaving thissection,we note thatthe stationary statesofourm odelshave

sim pleclosed form sin thequantum form alism ,viz.

jci=
Y

i

1+ cs
+

i

1+ c
j0i and j~ci=

Y

i

e~c(a
y

i
�1) j0i (22)

forthe hard core and bosonic case,respectively. The latterisdistinguished by a tilde

asusual.Correlationsin the stationary state then also take a rathersim ple form .For

tim est1;:::;tk thatarein increasing orderwehave

hni1(t1)ni2(t2):::nik(tk)iFA ;eq = heĵnike
�L FA (tk�t k� 1)n̂ik� 1

� � � n̂i2e
�L FA (t2�t 1)n̂i1jci: (23)

The AA m odelhasan identicalrelation with LFA replaced by LA A and c replaced by

c0,and for the bosonic m odels one m erely has to substitute for the m aster operator,

projection and stationary statevectorstheirbosonicequivalents.

2. Sym m etries and m appings for hard core particles

2.1.Detailed balance,parity and duality sym m etries

Having setup theoperatorform alism fordynam ics,wenow investigatesom eproperties

oftheM asteroperatorsforthesem odels.W e�rstconsiderthee�ectsofdetailedbalance,

which tells us that the operator Le�� Ê is Herm itian (or m ore speci�cally sym m etric,

sinceallm atrix elem entsarereal).Here Ê =
P

i
n̂i isthe(Herm itian)operatorforthe

energy.M ultiplying by e�Ê =2 from theleftand rightshowsthatalso

H = e�Ê =2Le�� Ê =2 (24)

isHerm itian.Thisism oreusefulthan Le�� Ê sinceitisrelated to theLiouvillian L by

a sim ilarity transform ation and so hasthesam eeigenvalues.FortheFA m odelwecan

writeexplicitly e�� Ê =2 =
Q

i
hi(c),wherehi(� )isthesinglesiteoperator

hi(x)= x
1=2
s
+

i s
�
i + s

�
i s

+

i =

 

1 0

0 x1=2

!

: (25)

For the AA m odel we only need to replace c by c0. The Herm itian form s of the

Liouvilliansarethen

H FA =

"
Y

i

h
�1
i (c)

#

LFA

"
Y

i

hi(c)

#

; H A A =

"
Y

i

h
�1
i (c0)

#

LA A

"
Y

i

hi(c
0)

#

: (26)

Theirexplicitform sm akeitevidentthatthey areindeed Herm itian:forexam ple

H FA =
X

hiji

�
(s+i �

p
c)s�i s

+
j s

�
j s

+
i (s

�
i �

p
c)+ (i$ j)

�
; (27)
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and H A A issim ilarly obtained from LA A in (20)by replacingthecoe�cients� 1and � c0

by �
p
c0.

The above sim ilarity transform ation to a Herm itian form ofthe Liouvillians is

convenient since it m akes m anifest the sym m etries and conserved quantites of the

system s. The m apping between FA and AA m odels relies on the fact that the

Herm itian operatorsH FA and H A A arerelated bytheexactunitary(or,m orespeci�cally,

orthogonal)transform ation

H FA = U
�1
H A AU; (28)

where

U =
Y

i

ui; ui=
1

p
1+ c0

h

1� 2{
p
c0s

y

i

i

=
1

p
1+ c0

 

1
p
c0

�
p
c0 1

!

;

with s
y

i = (s+i � s
�
i )=2{asusual.Equation (28)isthekey relation from which m ostother

results forthe hard core m odelsare derived;itiseasy to verify by directcalculation.

TheoperatorU hasa sim ple geom etricalinterpretation:itisjusta rotation aboutthe

y-axisofthespin sphere,asillustrated in Figure1 below.

From (28)wehavedirectlyasim ilaritytransform between thecorrespondingm aster

operatorsfortheFA and AA m odels:

LFA = V
�1 LA AV; (29)

with

V =
Y

i

vi; vi=

p
1+ c0

2

r
c

c0
hi(c

0)uih
�1
i (c)=

1

2

 

1+
p
1+ c 1

1�
p
1+ c 1

!

:

W ehaveexploited thefreedom tointroducean arbitrary prefactorintovitoensurethat

both itscolum nsadd up to unity,i.e.

(h0ji+ h1ji)vi= h0ji+ h1ji: (30)

Forthe whole transform ation V thisim pliesthatthe projection state (13)isinvariant

underm ultiplication by eitherV orV �1 from the right,hejV = hejV �1 = hej. So (29)

autom atically m apsa probability-preserving Liouvillian onto anotherone.

Various relations between correlation functions in the two m odels can now be

established. In addition to (30) one uses the analogous property for application of

vi to thesteady statevectoron theright:

vi
j0ii+ cj1ii

1+ c
=
j0ii+ c0j1ii

1+ c0
; (31)

and hence V jci= jc0iforthesteady state(22).Forthe sim plestconnected correlation

function onehasthen,using thede�nition (23)and them apping (29),

h[ni(t)� neq][nj(0)� neq]iFA ;eq

= hej(̂ni� neq)e
�L FA t(̂nj � neq)jci;

= hejV �1 [V (̂ni� neq)V
�1 ]e�L A A t[V (̂nj � neq)V

�1 ]V jci: (32)
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Equation (30)im pliesthattheleftm ostfactorofV �1 can beabsorbed intotheprojection

state,whiletherightm ostfactorV justchangesctoc0in thesteady statevector.Given

thatthenum beroperatorstransform as

V n̂iV
�1 = vîniv

�1
i =

1

1+ c0

 

c0 1

c0 1

!

; (33)

oneveri�esalso that

(h0ji+ h1ji)vi(̂ni� neq)v
�1
i =

2
p
1+ c

(h0ji+ h1ji)(̂ni� n
0
eq); (34)

and

vj(̂nj � neq)v
�1
j

j0ii+ c0j1ii

1+ c0
=

2
p
1+ c

(̂nj � n
0
eq)

j0ii+ c0j1ii

1+ c0
; (35)

so thatoverall

h[ni(t)� neq][nj(0)� neq]iFA ;eq =
4

1+ c



[ni(t)� n

0
eq][nj(0)� n

0
eq]
�

A A ;eq
: (36)

It is then a trivialextension to show that for arbitrary connected stationary state

correlation functionsofa singletim edi�erence,
* � lY

r= 1

(nir(t)� neq)

�� mY

r= 1

(njr(0)� neq)

�+

FA ;eq

=

�
4

1+ c

� (l+ m )=2
* � lY

r= 1

(nir(t)� n
0
eq)

�� mY

r= 1

(njr(0)� n
0
eq)

�+

A A ;eq

: (37)

However,adirectgeneralisation tostationarystatecorrelationsinvolvingm orethan one

tim e di�erence,orout-of-equilibrium quantities depending on m ore than one tim e,is

notpossible.Thisisbecausethetransform ation (33)ofthenum beroperatorproduces

a non-diagonaloperator which does not directly correspond to a physicalobservable.

Only where the transform ed operator is applied either to the projection state on the

left,asin (34),orthe steady state on the right,asin (35),can such a link be m ade;

otherwisem orecom plicated relationsresult[15].

The m ost usefulaspect ofthe m apping (29) is that it willenable us to reveal

sym m etries ofthe FA m odelwhich are ‘inherited’from sym m etries ofthe AA m odel.

Speci�cally,itisclearfrom thedynam icalrulesoftheAA m odelthattheparity ofthe

totalnum berofparticlesin thesystem isconserved.M athem atically,wehavethat

LA A =

"
Y

i

2szi

#

LA A

"
Y

i

2szi

#

; (38)

where szi = n̂i�
1

2
= 1

2

�
�1 0

0 1

�
. Geom etrically,the operator

Q

i
2szi sim ply produces a

rotation of� radiansaboutthez-axisofthespin sphere.

SincetheFA and AA m odelsarerelated by asim ilarity transform ation,therem ust

beasym m etry oftheFA m odelthatisequivalenttotheAA parity sym m etry.Applying

thetransform ation (29)to equation (38),wearriveat

LFA = W
�1 LFAW ; (39)
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szAA FA

z2s

sx

W’

U

Figure 1.Thegeom etricalstructureofthem apping U and thesym m etriesoftheFA

and AA m odels,in term s ofthe Herm itian operators H A A and H FA . Points on the

spin sphererepresentstatese� i�=2 cos(�=2)j"i+ ei�=2 sin(�=2)j#iwhere� and � arethe

usualpolarand azim uthalangles.Theblack dotsm ark theposition on thespin sphere

ofthezero eigenstatesoftheoperators;theseare
N

i
(j#ii�

p
c0j"ii)fortheAA m odel,

and
N

i
(j#ii+

p
cj"ii)and

N

i
j#ii forthe FA m odel.Since these statesfactoriseover

sitesi,the �gurecan be read notjustschem atically asrepresenting the entireN -spin

system ,but also literally as showing the spin spheres for a single site. The rotation

U isaboutthe y-axisofthe spin sphere (which pointsinto the paper):itm apsH A A

onto H FA .The rotation
Q

i
(2sz

i
)of� radiansaboutthe z-axism apsH A A onto itself.

Applying them apping U givestheduality transform ation W 0= U � 1(
Q

i
2sz

i
)U ,which

isa rotation of� radiansaboutthedashed axisand m apsH FA onto itself.In term sof

the transform ationsin the m ain text,W 0 issim ply the im age W afterm apping LFA

onto H FA :we show W 0 heresince itsgeom etricalstructureissim pler.

with

W = V
�1

"
Y

i

2szi

#

V =
Y

i

wi; wi= v
�1
i (2szi)vi=

1
p
1+ c

 

� 1 � 1

� c 1

!

:

Note thatW �1 = W ,asexpected fora sym m etry deriving from the parity sym m etry

in the AA m odel. To understand m ore closely the e�ect ofW note �rst that,in the

AA case,the rotation
Q

i
2szi m aps the steady state vector jc0i /

N

i
(j0ii+ c0j1ii)to

thevector
N

i
(j0ii� c0j1ii)wheretheprobabilitiesofallstatesfnig containing an odd

num berofparticlesacquirea negativesign.Thesum and di�erenceofthesetwo states

givesthephysicalsteadystatesforinitialconditionscontainingan even and odd num ber

ofparticles,respectively.In theFA case,W alsom apstwosteadystatesontoeach other:

W
N

i
(j0ii+ cj1ii)/ j0i=

N
i
j0ii.Thesym m etry thuslinksthe‘conventional’steady

state,which isreached forany nonzero initialnum berofparticles,to the vacuum ,i.e.

the em pty state;the latter is trivially a steady state since the kinetic constraints of

the FA m odelforbid any transitionsinto oroutofit. So while the originalsym m etry

in the AA m odelconnectssteady statesthatare basically equivalent,with associated

‘dom ainsofattraction’ofequalsize,the inherited sym m etry ofthe FA m odelrelates

two very di�erentsteady states,with one having a dom ain ofattraction containing all

con�gurationsexceptfortheem pty one.
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The above relations between the FA and AA m odels, and their corresponding

sym m etries,can also be understood in term s ofthe associated Herm itian operators.

They then havesim plegeom etricinterpretations,asshown in Figure1.

In the following we willcontinue to refer to ‘the’steady state ofthe FA m odel

asthe one with nonzero particle density. The sym m etry (39)then allowsusto relate

the dynam ics in this steady state to that in near em pty con�gurations. This im plies

relationsbetween the associated correlation functions. Proceeding asin (32),one has

forexam ple

h[ni(t)� neq][nj(0)� neq]iFA ;eq

= hejW �1 [W (̂ni� neq)W
�1 ]e�L FA t[W (̂nj � neq)W

�1 ]W jci;

= h0j[W (̂ni� neq)W
�1 ]e�L FA t[W (̂nj � neq)W

�1 ]j0i: (40)

Herewehaveused thatapplication ofW tothesteady statevectorjcion therightgives

a m ultipleofthevacuum state.Thesam eiseasily checked fortheoperation ofW �1 on

theprojection statehejon theleft;theassociated proportionality factorscancelbecause

ofoverallnorm alisation.Thetransform ation ofthenum beroperatorsis

W (̂ni� neq)W
�1 = wi(̂ni� neq)w

�1
i =

1

1+ c

 

0 � 1

� c 1� c

!

=
� cs

+

i � s
�
i + (1� c)̂ni

1+ c
;

so that

h[ni(t)� neq][nj(0)� neq]iFA ;eq = h0j

�

�
s
�
i

1+ c

�

e�L FA t

 

�
cs

+

j

1+ c

!

j0i: (41)

Up totheoverallnum ericalfactorc=(1+ c)2,therighthand sideisofsam eform as(14):

itistheprobability ofatransition between particularinitialand �nalstates,containing

asingleparticleon sitesjand irespectively.Thisrelation generalisesstraightforwardly

to correlation functionsinvolving m orethan two spatialpoints:wehavethat
* "

lY

r= 1

(nir(t)� neq)

#"
mY

r= 1

(njr(0)� neq)

#+

FA ;eq

=
(� 1)l+ m cm

(1+ c)l+ m
h0j

"
lY

r= 1

s
�
ir

#

e�L FA t

"
mY

r= 1

s
+

jr

#

j0i; (42)

wheretherighthand sideisagain oftheform (14)and givesthetransition probability

between an initialstate with m particlesand a �nalstate with lparticles. W hile this

relation m ay not be fam iliar,it is closely related to the duality sym m etry ofthe DP

�xed point[8]. The latterism ore usually expressed in term softhe dynam icalaction:

seeSection 4.

In sum m ary,weseethatthetransform ation V m apstheparitysym m etry oftheAA

m odelonto an (exact)duality sym m etry ofthe FA m odel. The m apping thusexposes

a hidden sym m etry which would noteasily be recognised by looking atthe FA m odel

alone.
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2.2.M odelswith additionaldi�usive processes

The discussion so far has considered the FA and AA m odels,both de�ned in term s

of a single param eter c. W e now generalise our argum ents to m odels with extra

di�usive processes. This willshow that our m apping applies m ore broadly between

reaction-di�usion m odelswith,respectively,reversiblecoagulation (i.e.coagulation and

branching)and reversibleannihilation (i.e.annihilation and appearance)processes.The

generalised m odelswillalso allow usto elucidate the connection between ourm apping

and related earlierstudies.

Considersupplem enting theFA m odelby an additionalprocess

0i1j ! 1i0j; rateD : (43)

In particle language thisisdi�usion ofa particle A to a vacantsite,while the original

processes(2)areA ! A + A (branching)and A + A ! A (coagulation).Thisgeneralised

FA m odelcan thereforealso beviewed asthereaction-di�usion m odelA + A $ A.

Thenew di�usion term in them asteroperatorcan bewritten as

Ldi� = D
X

hiji

(s+i � s
+

j )s
�
i s

�
j s

+

j s
+

i (s
�
i � s

�
j );

= � 2D
X

hiji

�
s
x
is

x
j + s

y

is
y

j + s
z
is

z
j � 1=4

�
; (44)

where sxi = (s+ + s� )=2 and, as before, s
y

i = (s+i � s
�
i )=2{ and szi = n̂i � 1=2 =

(s+i s
�
i � s

�
i s

+

i )=2.W erecognisein(44)theHeisenbergm odel:seeRef.[10]forasum m ary

of the links between the properties of stochastic system s and their corresponding

quantum spin Ham iltonians.

Forourpurposesitisim portanttorecognisethatLdi� hasnonzerom atrix elem ents

only between statescontainingequalnum bersofparticles;itisthereforeinvariantunder

transform ation with
Q

i
hi(x) { so thatthe associated Herm itian operatoris identical

to Ldi� { and undertheparity transform ation
Q

i
2szi.Dueto itsHeisenberg form ,Ldi�

is also left invariant by any globalspin rotation,and in particular by U. Com bining

these properties,invariance under V and W then also follow. Hence the structure of

thepreceding subsection isallpreserved forthegeneralised m odels:thegeneralised FA

m odelwith di�usion rateD ,branching ratecand coagulation rate1 m apsvia V onto

a generalised AA m odelwith rates

1i0j ! 0i1j; rate
c0+ D ;

1i1j ! 0i0j; rate
;

0i0j ! 1i1j; rate
c02;

(45)

where 
 and c0 depend only on c,as de�ned in (7). W e note thatallgeneralised FA

m odelshaveconjugateAA m odels,butthatAA m odelsinwhich therateforthedi�usive

processislessthan 
c0cannotbem apped to FA m odelswith positiverates.

Atthispoint,we m ake contactwith two earlierstudies. Krebsetal.[11]studied

theabovegeneralised m odelsatzero tem peraturebutwith nonzero D .Consistentwith

this,their m apping between the m odels is the lim it ofour m apping V for c;c0 ! 0.
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Henkelet al. [12]im plicitly had the fullm apping V , but considered it only in the

contextofone-dim ensionalsystem sthatare solvable by free ferm ions. The AA m odel

then reducesto the Glauber-Ising chain (theirm odelIV)and the relevantgeneralised

FA m odelhasD = 1 (theirm odelII).Henkeletal.did notcom m entthatthem apping

appliesto alldim ensionsand to arbitrary valuesofthedi�usion constant.

W eillustratetherelation between ourwork and Refs.[11]and [12]in Figure2.W e

param etrise the FA (A + A $ A) m odels by the ratio ofbranching and coagulation

ratescand theratio ofdi�usion and coagulation ratesD .In theAA case,appropriate

dim ensionlessparam etersaretheratio ofappearanceand annihilation ratesc02 and the

ratio ofdi�usion and annhilation ratesD 0= c0+ D =
.Allgeneralised FA m odelsm ap

onto generalised AA m odelswith c0< 1 and D 0� c0.Thestandard FA m odelisD = 0,

givingD 0= c0,whilethepurecoagulation/annihilation m odelsofRef.[11]correspond to

c= c0= 0.Thefreeferm ion condition ofRef.[12],�nally,isthelineD = 1 which m aps

onto the Glauber-Ising line D 0 = (1+ c02)=2. (The Glauber-Ising chain has di�usion

rate1=2 and annihilation rate(1+ c02)�1 ,giving thestated ratio.)

To seetheexplicitlink between ourm apping and thatofRef.[12],onenotesthat

theirfree-ferm ion quantum Ham iltonian isdirectly in theform oftheLiouvillian LA A for

theAA m odelifitsparam etersarechosen asD 1 = D 2 = 1,h1 = h2 = (1� c02)=(1+ c02),

�1 = 2=(1+ c02)and �2 = �1c
02.Henkeletal.[12]then show thattheFA Liouvillian can

beobtained by thesim ilarity transform ation LFA = B LA AB
�1 ,with B =

Q
i
bi and

bi=

 p
a 0

0 1=
p
a

!  

cosh� sinh�

sinh� cosh�

!  

b 0

0 1=b

!

: (46)

Following through theiranalysisgivesa = e{�=2c�1=2 ,b= e�{�=4 c01=4 and � = {�,where

tan2� =
p
c. The lattercondition can also be written astan� =

p
c0,so that� isin

factthe rotation angle associated with ourm apping U. Inserting these valuesone has

bi/ v
�1
i (with proportionality factor[(1+ c)=4]1=4)asexpected by com parison with our

Equation (29). W e note thatHenkeletal. associate particleswith down spinsrather

than up spinsashere.However,becausethey also usetheopposite(i.e.,conventional)

ordering ofthe two localbasis vectors j"i and j#i,the m atrix representations ofall

operatorsarethesam e.

To sum m arise,we showed in thissection thatthe FA and AA m odelshave quite

a rich geom etric structure underlying their sym m etries and the relations between

them . These relationsfurtherextend to a generalm apping between reaction-di�usion

m odelswith coagulation and branching (A + A $ A)and annihilation and appearance

(A + A $ 0). W e expect the critical behaviour (at sm all particle densities, i.e.

low tem perature) of these m odels to be determ ined by their sym m etry properties.

However, the hard core constraint that allows only one particle per site m akes an

explicitrenorm alisation groupanalysisofsuch criticalpropertiesawkward.W etherefore

show nextthatthe bosonic m odels,where thisconstraintisrem oved,have analogous

sym m etriesand m appingsbetween coagulation and annihilation m odels.
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c

DLPC
1 D

ff

c’

D’

1FA

DLPAAA

MU

1/2 1

ff

Figure 2. Sketch ofthe m apping between the two-param eterfam iliesofgeneralised

FA (A + A $ A) and AA (A + A $ 0)m odels. G eneralised FA m odels (with non-

negative c) m ap onto generalised AA m odels with 0 � c0 < 1 and c0 � D 0. The

standard FA m odels with D = 0 m ap to m odels on the standard AA line c0 = D 0.

The lines c = 0 and c0 = 0 correspond to di�usion-lim ited pairannihilation (DLPA)

and di�usion-lim ited paircoagulation (DLPC)respectively [11].In onedim ension the

m odelsaresolvableby freeferm ionson thelinesm arked ‘�’.Theselinesaregiven by

D = 1 and D 0 = (1+ c02)=2,and the m apping transform sthem into each other[12].

In the region m arked M U the m apping isunphysical:such generalised AA m odelsdo

nothaveFA counterpartswith positiverates,though itseem sunlikely thatthiswould

havephysicalconsequencesforthe behaviourofthe corresponding AA m odel.

3. B osonic m odels

Thebosonicm odelsintroduced in Section 1havesim ilarpropertiestothosediscussed for

hard core(spin)m odelsin theprevioussection.TheLiouvilliansagain haveHerm itian

analoguesde�ned by H = e�Ê =2Le�� Ê =2.Theenergy operatorisnow Ê =
P

i
a
y

iai,so if

wede�nethebosonicversion ofhi(x)as

~hi(x)= x
a
y

i
ai=2; (47)

then

~H FA =

"
Y

i

~h�1i (~c)

#

~LFA

"
Y

i

~hi(~c)

#

; ~H A A =

"
Y

i

~h�1i (~c0)

#

~LFA

"
Y

i

~hi(~c
0)

#

: (48)

~H FA hasthesam eform as(19)exceptthatthenum ericalconstants1and ~carereplaced

by
p
~c,i.e.

~H FA =
X

hiji

[(a
y

i �
p
~c)a

y

jaj(ai�
p
~c)+ (i$ j)]; (49)

and ~H A A isobtained sim ilarly from (21). Thisisanalogousto the hard core case,but

easierto see forthe bosonic m odelssince the transform ation by hi(x)sim ply rescales

particlecreation and annihilation operators,according to the�rstoftherelations

e�a
ya
F(a;ay)e��a

ya = F(e�� a;e�ay); (50)

e�a+ �a
y

F(a;ay)e��a��a
y

= F(a� �;a
y+ �): (51)
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One expects that at low particle densities neq = c=(1 + c) � c the constraint ofat

m ostsingleoccupancy in thehard coreFA m odelwillbeirrelevant,so thatitbecom es

equivalentto the corresponding bosonic m odelwith ~c= c;the sam e argum entapplies

to the hard core and bosonic AA m odels. This physicalreasoning [4]can be further

supported by a large-S expansion ofthehard corem odels(Appendix A).

W e now discussthe m appingsbetween the bosonic m odelsand theirsym m etries.

Them ain conclusion isthatthestructureofthehard corem odelsispreserved in their

bosoniccounterparts.Thebasicm apping between thetwo bosonicHerm itian operators

is

~H FA = ~U �1 ~H A A
~U; (52)

with theunitary operator

~U =
Y

i

~ui; ~ui= e(ai�a
y

i
)
p
~c=2
: (53)

This is easy to verify, bearing in m ind that ~c0 = ~c=4 and ~
 = 2: from (51), the

transform ation by ~U shifts allai and a
y

i in
~H A A by �

p
~c=2 = �

p
~c0. Ifone uses a

basisofbosoniccoherentstatesthen them apping isa translation in thecom plex plane

thatparam etrisesthese states. Thisisthe analogue ofthe rotation ofthe spin sphere

generated by ui,consistent with the intuition (Appendix A)that the bosonic m odels

e�ectively ‘
atten’thespin sphereonto thecom plex planeofcoherentstates.

Com bining ~ui and ~hi wehavea relation between theLiouvillians,

~LFA = ~V �1 ~LA A
~V ; ~V =

Y

i

~vi; ~vi= ~hi(~c
0)~ui~h

�1
i (~c)= 2�a

y

i
aie(ai�~ca

y

i
)=2
; (54)

where the explicit form ofvi follows using (50) and (51). These relations also show

thatthe transform ation by V issim ply a com bined shiftand rescaling ofthe bosonic

operators

~V �1
ai
~V =

1

2

�

ai�
~c

2

�

; ~V �1
a
y

i
~V = 2

�

a
y

i�
1

2

�

: (55)

The m apping between the two Liouvillians again relates the parity sym m etry ofthe

bosonicAA m odel,

~LA A = (� 1)
P

i
a
y

i
ai ~LA A(� 1)

P

i
a
y

i
ai; (56)

to theduality sym m etry ofthebosonicFA m odel

~LFA = ~W �1 ~LFA
~W ; ~W = ~V �1 (� 1)

P

i
a
y

i
ai~V : (57)

One�ndsexplicitly

~W = ~W �1 =
Y

i

(� 1)a
y

i
aieai�~ca

y

i; (58)

and theduality sym m etry transform sthebosonicoperatorsas

~W �1
ai~W = ~c� ai; ~W �1

a
y

i
~W = 1� a

y

i: (59)
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Them appings ~V and ~W allow usto establish theanaloguesof(37)and (42).The

�rstoftheserelatessteady statecorrelationsin thebosonicFA and AA m odelsvia
* � lY

r= 1

(nir(t)� ~c)

�� mY

r= 1

(njr(0)� ~c)

�+

fFA ;eq

= 2l+ m

* � lY

r= 1

(nir(t)� ~c0)

�� mY

r= 1

(njr(0)� ~c0)

�+

gA A ;eq

: (60)

Here the ir m ustlabelsitesthatare alldistinctfrom each other,asdo the jr,though

the two setsm ay contain sitesin com m on with each other.The prefactoron the right

agreeswith thelow density lim itoftheonein (37),supporting ourintuition aboutthe

equivalence ofhard coreand bosonicm odelsin thisregim e.

Theduality sym m etry ofthebosonicFA m odelresultsin
* � lY

r= 1

(nir(t)� ~c)

�� mY

r= 1

(njr(0)� ~c)

�+

fFA ;eq

= (� 1)l+ m ~cm h0j

"
lY

r= 1

air

#

e�
~L FA t

"
mY

r= 1

a
y

jr

#

j0i: (61)

Thisagain relatessteady state correlationsto transition probabilitiesbetween speci�c

initialand �nalstates;theprefactorapproachestheonein (42)forc= ~c! 0.

Followingourdiscussion inSection 2.2,oneexpectsthatthestructureofthebosonic

m apping willbepreserved ifan extra di�usiveprocessisadded to both m odels.Thisis

easily veri�ed. Itisalso im m ediate to show thatthe m apping isunchanged ifwe add

on-site branching and coagulation processes,aslong aswe retain detailed balance for

the whole m odel. These processesthen m ap to on-site appearance and annihilation in

thegeneralised AA m odel.(Recallthatourstandard bosonicFA and AA m odelshave

processesthatalwaysacton pairsofsites.)

The sim ilarities between Eqs (47-61) and (25-39) show clearly that the bosonic

m odelshave the sam e structure asthose with hard core exclusion. In the nextsection

we consider the criticalproperties ofthese bosonic m odels; from our argum ents the

criticalproperties ofthe hard core m odels should be identical,and we check this by

com paring ourpredictionsto num ericalsim ulation.

4. C riticalproperties

W ehaveshown thattheFA and AA m odelsarelinked by an exactm apping.Now,both

m odelshavescalingbehaviouratsm alldefectdensitiesthatischaracterised by the�xed

pointofa renorm alisation group (RG)
ow. In Section 4.1 we use the m apping ofthe

previous section together with known results to show that the FA m odelhas upper

criticaldim ension dc = 2;thisconclusion also appliesto the generalised FA m odel,i.e.

thereaction-di�usion m odelA + A $ A.Thecriticalscalingisthen characterised bythe

well-known m ean-�eld (Gaussian)exponentsin d > 2;we also derive exactexponents



M appingsbetween reaction-di�usion and kinetically constrained system s 17

below dc that coincide with known results in one dim ension. Our results di�er from

earlierstudiesin two and threedim ensions:in Section 4.2 wethereforeusesim ulations

to con�rm the predicted m ean-�eld scaling in d = 3. In Section 4.3 we derive som e

analyticalresults for the scaling lim it ofcorrelation functions in d > 2. Finally we

discuss in Section 4.4 the scaling ofthe persistence function since data for this were

used in Ref.[4]tosupporttheargum entthatnon-m ean-�eld 
uctuation correctionsare

signi�cantin threedim ensions.

4.1.Renorm alisation group analysis

The critical properties of the bosonic AA m odel were established by Cardy and

T�auber [9]: in their notation the m odelcorresponds to k = 2,� > 0,�m = 0. W e

write the generating functionalfordynam icalcorrelationsin the stationary state asa

path integralon thelattice

ZA A =

Z

D [f’itg;f’
y

itg]e
�
R
dtf[

P

i
’
y

it
@t’it]+ LA A [f’itg;f’itg]g (62)

where ’it and ’
y

it are tim e-dependentconjugate�eldsateach site i.The ‘Lagrangian’

LA A[f’itg;f’
y

itg]isobtained from LA A by replacingai! ’itand a
y

i ! ’
y

it.and depends

on allthe�eldsata singletim e.

Taking the continuum lim it,the lattice �elds f’itg are prom oted to a �eld �xt

depending on spatialposition x and tim et.Thegenerating functionalbecom es

ZA A =

Z

D [�xt;�
y

xt]e
�S A A [�xt;�

y

xt
] (63)

where the functionalSA A isknown asthe dynam icalaction. Including gradientterm s

up to second ordergives

SA A[�;�
y]=

Z

ddxdt�
y

xt@t�xt

+�0(�
y

xt� 1)(�xt� �
0)(1+ l

2
0r

2
=2)(�

y

xt+ 1)(�xt+ �
0) (64)

wherewehaveneglected boundary term s;�0isthesteady statedensity (proportionalto

~c0),l0 isthem icroscopiclengthscale(latticespacing)and �0 isa barecoupling constant

thatsetsthem icroscopictim escale.Thedim ensionsof�0 are[tim e]
�1 [length]d;the�eld

�y ischosen to bedim ensionlessand � hasdim ension of[length]�d .

W hiletheabovefactorised form fortheaction wasusefulfortheexactm appingsof

theprevioussections,theRG calculation requiresustoseparatetheterm sin theaction

thatcorrespond to di�erentphysicalprocesses.W ewrite

SA A[�;�
y]=

Z

ddxdt

n

�
y

xt(@t� �0�
0
l
2
0r

2)�xt+ �0[(�
y

xt)
2 � 1](�2xt� �

02)+ LA A ;1

o

(65)

where

LA A ;1 = (�0l
2
0=2)[�

y

xt�xtr
2
�
y

xt�xt+ (r �xt)
2 + (�0r �

y

xt)
2] (66)

(we continue to ignore boundary term swhen integrating by partsoverspatialdegrees

offreedom ). Physically,we recognise the �rst term in (65) as a di�usive propagator
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fortheexcitationsand thesecond term aslocalappearanceand annihilation processes.

Theterm scontained in LA A ;1 willbeirrelevantin theRG sensesincetheironly e�ectis

to enforce the factthatappearance and annihilation ofexcitationstake place on pairs

ofadjacentsitesand noton single sites. (In term softhe RG calculation these term s

m odify the spatialstructure ofterm sin the action thatare already present,butthey

arenotresponsiblefornew term s,orforany singularbehaviour.) W ethereforeneglect

LA A ;1 and arriveattheaction considered in Ref.[9]forthecase(k = 2,� > 0,�m = 0)

described above.

W enow follow Ref.[9]in renorm alisingthisdynam icalaction.Theparitysym m etry

ofthebosonicAA m odelis

SA A[�xt;�
y

xt]= SA A[� �xt;� �
y

xt]; (67)

and m ustnotbeobscured by m aking any shiftofthe�elds[9].Thesym m etry isclearly

preserved underthe RG 
ow so only term sin the action with thissym m etry need be

considered. Powercounting then showsthatthe uppercriticaldim ension willbe two.

Aboved = 2,therefore,thecriticalexponentshavetheirm ean-�eld values

(z;�;�)d> 2 = (2;1=2;1): (68)

Here we have de�ned � by the scaling ofthe steady-state density lim t! 1 hni(t)i� �0�,

and � by the correlation length scaling � � �0�� . (The notation a � bm eansthata is

proportionalto b in the scaling lim it,i.e.close to the criticalpoint at�0 = 0.) Note

thatin Ref.[9]these exponentswere de�ned in term softhecontrolparam eter� � �02

and thus di�er by factors oftwo from ours. Our convention is m ore appropriate for

com parison with the FA m odel,where the steady-state particle density isthe natural

controlparam eter.W ealso notethatthefree propagatorand hence the baredi�usion

constantD 0 (theconstantm ultiplying theterm �yr 2� in theaction)depend explicitly

on �0.In the usualRG analysisD 0 issetto unity,so we de�ne theexponentz via the

scaling oftypicalrelaxation tim escales� m easured in unitsofD�1
0 ,

D 0� � �
z � �

0�z�
: (69)

The scaling ofthe tim es� in absolute unitsisthen governed by an exponentdi�erent

from z:D 0 / �0gives

� � �
z
=D 0 � �

0�1�z�
: (70)

W enextshow thatbelow d = 2 theexponentsareexactly

(z;�;�)d< 2 = (2;1=d;1): (71)

Thisisconsistentwith theexactscalingin onedim ension and alsowith thenaivescaling

estim ate � � c�1�2=d fortheFA m odel[2].In Ref.[9],� and � were given only to �rst

orderin a loop expansion:in ournotation theresultswere

z= 2; � = d�; � = 2=y� = 1=d+ O (2� d)2; (72)

ford < 2. Here y� = 2d+ O (2� d)2 isthe scaling dim ension ofthe coupling � � �02.

(Therelation � = d� com esfrom thescaling relation � = z�=� where� istheexponent
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forthedecay ofthedensity afteraquench tocriticality,which equalsd=2[9].) However,

wecan determ iney� exactly sincedetailed balance�xesthesteady-statedensity to the

value ~c0/ �0,so that� = 1.Thuswehavetheexactresult� = 1=d,or

y� = 2d; (73)

and the exponents (71) are exact. Equation (73) can be con�rm ed by sum m ing the

geom etricseriesofloop correctionsthatcontributeto thescaling dim ension y�.

Proceeding to thebosonicFA m odel,the(unshifted)dynam icalaction is[4]

SFA =

Z

ddxdt�
y

xt@t�xt+ �0(�
y

xt� 1)(�xt� �)(1+ l
2
0r

2
=2)�

y

xt�xt; (74)

where � / ~c is the steady state density and �0 is the bare coupling (with dim ension

[tim e]�1 [length]d);l0 isthem icroscopic lengthscale asbefore.The property ofdetailed

balancem anifestsitselfasan invarianceoftheaction,

SFA[�xt;�
y

xt]= SFA[��
y

x;�t ;�
�1
�x;�t ]: (75)

This ofcourse has an analogue in ourearlier operatornotation,where we recognised

detailed balance as the fact that ~LFA exp(� �Ê ) is Herm itian. Since exp(� �Ê ) =

~c
P

i
a
y

i
ai,this im plies exp(� ~LFAt)= ~c�

P

i
a
y

i
ai exp(� ~L

y

FA
t)~c

P

i
a
y

i
ai which is the prom ised

analogueof(75)[recall(50)and notethatfy(a;ay)= f(ay;a)].

The duality sym m etry asitisnorm ally stated forsystem swith a DP �xed point

(butnotnecessarily with detailed balance)is[8]

SFA[�xt;�
y

xt]= SFA[�(1� �
y

x;�t );1� �
�1
�x;�t ]: (76)

Likedetailed balancethisinvolvestim ereversal;in term softheLiouvillian itrelates ~LFA

to itsconjugate ~L
y

FA
. To arrive atthe duality m apping forthe FA m odel,we com bine

thepreceding two sym m etriesoftheaction to obtain

SFA[�xt;�
y

xt]= SFA[� � �x;t;1� �
y

x;t]: (77)

In term s ofoperators,this sym m etry now relates ~LFA directly to itself,without any

conjugation.A com parison with (59)revealsthatitcorrespondsdirectly to ourearlier

transform ation ~W from (57).

Both detailed balanceand duality sym m etriesarepreserved underrenorm alisation

ifallterm sin the action are retained. Itisthen crucialto follow Ref.[9]in choosing

a basis for the RG equations that re
ects this fact. The solution is to m ake the

transform ation de�ned by ~V in theprevioussection and to writeasin (55)

 xt=
1

2

�

�xt�
�

2

�

;  
y

xt= 2

�

�
y

xt�
1

2

�

: (78)

Hencewecan writethedynam icalaction in term softhesenew �elds:

SFA[ ; 
y]=

Z

ddxdt 
y

xt@t xt

+�0( 
y

xt� 1)( xt� �=4)(1+ l
2
0r

2
=2)( 

y

xt+ 1) xt+ �=4) (79)

This is identical in form to SA A as given in Equation (64), and so the FA m odel

renorm alises exactly as the AA m odel, consistent with their correlation functions
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obeying thesim plerelation (60).Thesigni�canceofthebasisused isthattheresulting

RG equations respect both the detailed balance and duality sym m etries of the FA

m odel. Ifone m akes any transform other than (78),using for exam ple the standard

shift� = �y� 1 asin Ref.[4],then thesesym m etriesareobscured and oneisled to the

conclusion thattheFA m odeliscontrolled by theDP �xed pointbetween two and four

dim ensions.

4.2.Sim ulationsshowing Gaussian scaling in d = 3

W enow con�rm ouraboveexactpredictionsofm ean-�eld (Gaussian)criticalexponents

in d > dc = 2 by equilibrium sim ulations ofthe FA m odelin d = 3. W e explain

how the duality relation (41)together with an appropiately adapted continuous tim e

M onteCarlo(M C)algorithm allow ustoprobeciticalpropertieswellbeyond theregim e

accessed in previous work. A com parison ofourdata with analyticalscaling form sis

also given.

A convenientobservableforextractingtherelaxation tim escalingisthenorm alised

two-pointsusceptibility �2(t)= h�E (t)�E (0)i=h�E (0) 2iwhere�E = E � hE idenotes

the 
uctuation ofthe energy away from itsequilbrium value. Since we only consider

the stationary state dynam ics ofthe FA m odelin this section,we drop the subscript

‘FA,eq’on the averages. Substituting the sim ple form (1)ofthe energy function and

using translationalinvariance,�2(t)can berecastin theform

�2(t)=
X

i

hni(t)nj(0)i� n2eq

neq(1� neq)
=
X

i

h0js�i e
�L FA ts

+

j j0i; (80)

with j an arbitrary reference siteand neq = hnii,Equation (3).Thesecond equality in

(80)followsfrom the duality relation (41). Itshowsthatthe stationary state average

de�ning �2(t)hasa dualcounterpartin the dynam icsnearthe em pty state. Thisisa

trem endouslyusefulfact:instead ofhavingtosim ulatean equilibrium system containing

hundredsoreven thousandsofdefectswesim ply initialisewith a singledefectatsitej.

According to (80),�2(t)isthen given by the probability thatthisstate evolvesunder

FA dynam icsinto one containing again a single defect(atan arbitrary site i),thatis

any con�guration with E = 1.

To m easure with sim ilar e�ciency a dynam ically growing lengthscale in the FA

m odel one can consider the m ean squared displacem ent associated with two-point

correlations,

r
2
�(t)=

1

�2(t)

X

i

jjx(i)� x(j)jj2
hni(t)nj(0)i� n2eq

neq(1� neq)
: (81)

Herex(i)denotestheposition vectorofsitei,and jisagain an arbitrary referencesite;

we setthe lattice constantto unity so thatx(i)2 Z
d.Note thatdue to norm alisation

thislengthscale can exceed the equilibrium dynam icalcorrelation length,which would

conventionally be extracted from the m axim um of�2(t)r
2
�(t). As in (80) we apply

the duality (41) to m ap the stationary state average in (81) onto h0js�i e
�L FA ts

+

j j0i,
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and perform sim ulations ofthe dualproblem rather than the tim e-consum ing direct

equilibrium sim ulations.

The duality m apping increases the e�ciency of an M C algorithm to such an

extent that the lim iting constraint in practicalsim ulations is system size rather than

com putationalspeed. Although we initialise with just a single defect,its trajectory

underFA dynam icsexploresthe sim ulation box and m ustnotbe biased by �nite size

e�ects. For conventional,lattice based algorithm s the required system size N = L d

can then quickly exhaustthe available m em ory ofstandard com puters(say 1Gb). To

overcom ethisproblem weused acoordinate-based variantofM C.Instead ofstoringthe

occupation num bersni ofN lattice sitesiwe keep track ofthe actualcoordinatesxa

ofeach defecta in the‘virtual’sim ulation box f1;2;:::;Lgd.Them em ory e�ciency of

thisapproach againsta latticebased codeisO (M =N )ifthereareM defects.Henceit

isusefulforsim ulationsofproblem swith low defectconcentration,forinstance,direct

equilibrium sim ulationsatlow neq orthedualdynam icsneartheem ptystate.Inanalogy

tolatticebased codes[16,17]onecan setup a‘reverselookup schem e’wherecontinuous

tim e M C stepshave O (1)com putationalcom plexity. Thisisaccom plished by storing

thelistofdefectcoordinatesfxag
M
a= 1 in ahash table.Sotheproblem ofwhetheranysite

x(i)in thevirtualsim ulation box isoccupied by a defectcan bedecided in O (1)tim e,

justasfora lattice based code. Thiscoordinate-based continuous-tim e M C approach

ism em ory e�cientwhile yielding com putationalspeedscom parable to a lattice based

code.Thisallowsusto exploitfully thesim pli�cationsa�orded by (80)and (81).

Sim ulation resultsforbranching ratesc= 10�3 ;10�4 ;10�5 and 10�6 are shown in

Figures3 and 4 below.W ehave used a form ally in�nitevirtualsim ulation box so that

via (80) and (81) we are probing the equilibrium dynam ics ofthe FA m odelin the

therm odynam iclim it.In otherwords,ourresultsareguaranteed to befreeof�nitesize

e�ectsand can be com pared directly to the scaling predictions(69)and (70).Forthis

com parison werecallthatatsm alldefectdensitiesthebosonicand hard coreFA m odels

have sim ilar behaviour,so that � / ~c � c is proportionalto c. Since we know that

� = 1 exactly,itissu�cientto show thatz = 2 and z� = 1 to dem onstrate Gaussian

scaling. W e �rst verify the dynam icalcriticalexponent z = 2 which im plies for the

growing length scaler�(t),

r�(t)� (D0t)
1=z � (ct)1=2: (82)

Forallvaluesofcconsidered thedata in Figure3 show a lineardependenceofr2�(t)on

ct,overup toeightdecadesin ct;in factourdataarefully consistentwith r2�(t)= 2dD 0t

where d = 3 and D 0 = c=2. This value ofD 0 con�rm s the expected scaling D 0 � c;

we return below to a derivation ofthe prefactorin D 0 = c=2.Itshould be em phasised

thatthe kind ofspatio-tem poralscaling used here determ inesthe dynam icalexponent

directly from itsde�nition;m easuring the ratio between exponentsforthe correlation

length and relaxation tim e isa valid procedure only ifthe di�usion constantisslowly

varying atcriticality.

Considernextthesim ulation data for�2(t)shown in theinsetofFigure4.Scaling
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Figure 3. Sim ulation data (sym bols) for equilibrium dynam ics in the d = 3 FA

m odelwith branchingratesc= 10� 3;10� 4;10� 5 and 10� 6 obtained from acoordinate-

based continuous-tim eM C algorithm applied to thedualform ofr2
�
(t),Equation (81).

Resultsareaveragedover107;106;105 and 5� 104 sam ples,respectively.Thedynam ical

lengthscale increases according to a di�usive law r2
�
(t) = 2dD 0t and with di�usion

constantD 0 = c=2(fulllineand sym bols).Errorbarsaresigni�cantly sm allerthan the

sym bol-sizeexceptwherethey areshown explicitly (dataforc= 10� 6 with ct< 10� 3).

Thedashed linerepresentsDP scaling ofthedynam icallengthscaleasdiscussed in the

m ain text;itisinconsistentwith the data.

argum entspredictthat�2(t)should beauniversalfunction oft=�,with � therelaxation

tim e.From (70)weexpectforGaussian exponents

�(c)� c
�1�z� = c

�2
: (83)

Collapseofdata for�2(t)underthisprescription isshown in Figure4.W hilethereare

stillnoticeable pre-asym ptotic contributionsatc= 10�3 the data forc= 10�4 and in

particularc = 10�5 ;10�6 seem to have converged to the �nalscaling form of�2(t)to

within ournum ericalaccuracy. To con�rm the criticalscaling in m ore detailwe next

give a theoreticalanalysisthatpredictsthe precise shape of�2(t)in the criticallim it

c! 0.

4.3.Scaling analysisfortwo-pointfunctionsin d > 2

W e now show thatthe c ! 0 lim itofthe equilibrium two-pointsusceptibility forFA

m odelsin d > 2 dim ensionsis

�2(t)= exp(� �dc
2
t); (84)
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Figure 4. Sim ulation data obtained from the dualrepresentation (80)ofthe two-

point susceptibility �2(t) and with the sam e param eters as in Figure 3. The inset

shows�2(t)versust. Ateach c data are collected up to tim est= 0:5=c2,thatisup

to t= 0:5� 1012 forthe lowestc.The m ain plotdem onstratesdata collapsewith the

G aussian scalingoftherelaxation tim e� � c� 2.Thefulllinerepresentsouranalytical

prediction forthe c! 0 scaling of�2(t),Equation (84);there are no �tparam eters.

Errorbarsarelargestforthedata atc= 10� 6;even thereweestim atea relativeerror

below 1% .

where �d = d[Pd(2;0;:::;0)+ 2(d� 1)Pd(1;1;0;:::;0)],and Pd(x) is the probability

thata pairofrandom walkerswith initialseparation x willneverm eet: thisfunction

isconsidered in Appendix B.Equation (84)isconsistentin particularwith thescaling

expectation that �2(t) should be a function of t=� with � � c�2 . In d = 3 and

substituting thesurvivalprobabilities(B.6)and (B.7)onehas�3 � 5:80961.Theexact

c ! 0 scaling form (84)forthisdim ensionality isshown in Figure 4 and isin perfect

agreem entwith oursim ulation data.Therem ainderofthissubsection isdevoted to the

derivation of(84);wereturn to m oregeneraldiscussion in Section 4.4.

A system aticanalysisofthedynam icsin thecriticallim itc! 0 requiresa careful

distinction between the tim escales involved. W e willneed unscaled tim e tas wellas

thescaled tim evariablesx = ctand y = c2twhoseO (1)increm entscorrespond to tim e

intervals�tofO (c�1 )and O (c�2 ),respectively. Fortim e intervals�t= O (1)the lim it

c ! 0 is clear: the rate c for branching processes 1j0k ! 1j1k,where k is a nearest

neighbour (NN) ofj,then vanishes. Only the coagulation processes 1j1k ! 1j0k or

1j1k ! 0j1k can then take place,each occuring with rate unity,and the lifetim e of

excited stateslike1j1k thatcontain two (orm ore)NN defectsisO (1).
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The dynam ics over intervals with �x = O (1),i.e. �t= �x=c = O (c�1 ),is rather

di�erent. Processesinvolving branching eventsare then possible. However,aftersuch

an initialevent the rate for reverting to the originalstate is O (1), while the rate

for an additionalbranching event is O (c). This im plies that the probability for the

latter to occur �rst is O (c). Since the rate for the �rst branching event is already

O (c), the e�ective rate for a sequence of two branching events is then O (c2). On

ourO (c�1 )tim escalesthistypeofprocesscan beneglected,and we need only concern

ourselveswith processesinvolvingasinglebranchingevent.Onepossibleprocessisthen

1j0k ! 1j1k ! 0j1k,with j;k NNs. Itsrate isc� 1

2
,c being the branching rate and

1

2
the probability forthe particular,subsequentcoagulation (ratherthan 1j1k ! 1j0k,

which would takeusback to theinitialstate).Theprobability forthisprocessto occur

during theinterval�tistherefore1
2
c�t= 1

2
�x.Notethatasthelifetim eofexcited states

isO (1)asargued above,we have vanishing probability O (c)of�nding the system in

an excited state 1j1k atany given m om entin tim e. Therefore,in the lim itc! 0,the

interm ediateexcited step ofourprocessbecom esinvisibleand wehavee�ectivedi�usion

1j0k ! 0j1k with probability
1

2
�x.

The second type ofprocessallowed on the O (c�1 )tim escale isthe excitation ofa

defectata sitethathasm orethan oneNN defect,followed by a cascadeofcoagulation

eventsleading to anothercon�guration wherealldefectsareisolated.Consider�rstthe

casewherethenew defect,atsitek (say),hastwoNN defectsatsitesjand l,sothatour

processleadsfrom 1j1k1l to 1j0k0l or0j1k0l or0j0k1l.Thecorresponding probabilities

are 1

4
�x;1

2
�x;1

4
�x,respectively: afterthe initialexcitation (probability 2c�t= 2�x)at

sitek,thereisa probability of1/2 thatthedefectatsitek,which hastwicethedown-


ip rateofthoseatjand l,willnot
ip down �rst.(Ifitdoes,wehavereturned to the

originalcon�guration and can ignore the process.) There isthen probability 1/2 that

j will
ip before l,and probability 1/2 foreach ofthe rem aining defects to 
ip �rst,

resulting in theoverallprobabilitiesgiven above.

Tosum m arisethedynam icson theO (c�1 )tim escale,wehavedi�usion 1j0k ! 0j1k

with rate 1

2
per intervalofrescaled tim e x. The processes 1j0k1l ! 1j1k1l ! :::

discussed above can then be represented consistently asproduced by a di�usion event

followed by(inthelim itc! 0)instantaneouscoagulation.Forinstance,1j0k1l! 1j0k0l

am ounts to di�usion 0k1l ! 1k0l (with rate 1

2
) followed by coagulation 1j1k ! 1j0k

(which has probability 1

2
of occurring before 1j1k ! 0j1k), giving the overall rate

1

2
� 1

2
= 1

4
obtained above. One can check thatthe sam e decom position into di�usion

and instantaneouscoagulation also holdsforprocessesinvolving an initialexcitation at

a sitewith m orethan two NN defects.

Ourdiscussion so farleadsto the following conclusions. Clearly any single-defect

state s+j j0i is blocked on the O (1) tim escale. Therefore �2(t) = 1 and r2�(t) = 0 in

equilibrium and for O (1) tim es,according to the dualrepresentations (80) and (81).

But on the O (c�1 ) tim escale the defect di�uses away from its starting site j. This

stillpredicts �2(t) = 1 since di�usion conserves the num ber ofdefects E = 1. The

quantityr2�(t)in dualrepresentation,ontheotherhand,now m easuresthem ean squared
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displacem ent ofa single,di�using defectwhich isgiven by r2�(t)= 2dD 0t. Ourresult

thatthe di�usion rate is 1

2
in tim e unitsofx = cttellsusthatD 0 = c=2. Thisisthe

exactlow-density scalingofD 0 and precisely whatwefound in oursim ulations;com pare

Figure3.

Letusnow turn todynam icson theO (c�2 )tim escale,correspondingto�y = c2�t=

O (1).During such a tim eintervalthereisnow a nonzero probability fortheoccurence

ofprocessesinvolving two successive branching events,whereonedefectis�rstexcited

next to an existing one and another defect is then created on a NN site to either of

theothertwo.In orderto determ inethefateofthisdefecttriple1j1k1l weconsiderits

evolution on thefasterO (c�1 )tim escale.Thisargum entisanalogousto theoneabove,

where a defect pair is created on the O (c�1 ) tim escale but we have to look at O (1)

tim esto determ ine itsrelaxation.In furtheranalogy we note thatan arbitrarily sm all

butnonzero increm ent�y on theO (c�2 )tim escalecorrespondsto an in�niteincrem ent

�x = �y=cofO (c�1 )tim e asc! 0.The following possibilitiesthen arise:because NN

defectscoagulateinstantaneously on theO (c�1 )tim escalethereisa probability of1

2
for

im m ediate relaxation 1j1k1l! 1m where m = j ork orl. Subsequently the defect1m

di�useswith di�usion rate 1

2
fora tim e�x ! 1 ,m oving arbitrarily farfrom itsinitial

position.W ith therem aining probability of1

2
an instantaneousrelaxation ofthem iddle

defecttakesplace,1j1k1l! 1j0k1l.Thedefects1j and 1lcan now di�useindependently

for an e�ectively in�nite interval�x ofO (c�1 )-tim e;ifthey do not coagulate in the

process,their distance grows without bound and we can say the originaldefect has

branched irreversibly.W ederivein Appendix B the‘survivalprobability’Pd(x)forthis

outcom e;herex = x(l)� x(j)istheinitialseparation ofthedi�using defects.

W ecan now assem ble theprobability ��tthatduring a tim e interval�t= �y=c2 a

singledefectirreversibly branchesintotwodefects.Startingfrom asingledefectthereis

aratecforbranchingon agiven NN site.Since(on ahypercubiclatticein ddim ensions)

thereare2d such states,theoverallbranching rateis2dc.Theprobability fora second

branching event on a neighbouring site to take place before eitherofthe two possible

relaxationsbacktoasingledefectisc=2.A clusteroftwoNN defectshas4d� 2NN sites,

two ofwhich lead to a linearand 4(d� 1)to an angled defecttriple1j1k1l.Altogether

the rate forcreation ofa lineartriple is2dc2 while itis4d(d� 1)c2 foran angled one.

In eithercase,weneed to m ultiply by theprobability 1

2
ofthem iddledefectk relaxing

�rst,leadingtoapairofnextnearestneighbour(NNN)defects.In term softheeventual

survivalprobabilitiesPd(x)ofthispairwethusobtain

� = d[Pd(2;0;:::;0)+ 2(d� 1)Pd(1;1;0;:::;0)]c
2
: (85)

Thisisa nontrivialresult.To clarify itsintuitivem eaning,notethatweareconsidering

initially a singledefects+j j0i.Thefollowing trajectoriesarethen possibleduring a tim e

interval�t= �x=c = �y=c2 on the O (c�2 ) scale: (i)no branching occurs. The defect

di�uses with rate 1

2
for a tim e �x = �y=c ! 1 in the c ! 0 lim it. The defect at

the beginning and end ofthe interval�tare then com pletely decorrelated. (ii) W ith

probability d(2d� 1)c2�t= d(2d� 1)�y thedefectbranchesinto a pairofNNN defects.
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Again,on the O (c�1 ) tim escale this pair has an in�nite tim e �x available to di�use

through the system . (ii.a)There isa �nite probability thatthe paircoagulatesduring

thisdi�usive m otion.In thiscasewe havewithin thetim einterval�ta ‘bubble’in the

space-tim ediagram ofthedefecttrajectories[3],wheretheinitialdefectseparatesinto

two butthese re-coagulateshortly afterwards.The tem poralextentofthisbubble,i.e.

the tim e during which the two defects exist,is O (c�1 ). The probability ofdetecting

such abubbleon theO (c�2 )tim escaleisthereforevanishingly sm allin thelim itc! 0.

Thisisin analogy to excited statesbecom ing invisible on theO (c�1 )tim escale.Hence

the trajectories (i) and (ii.a) cannot be distinguished on the O (c�2 ) tim escale. (ii.b)

Thedefectsm ay di�useforever(�x ! 1 )withoutencountering each other;thism eans

thatthetrajectory branchesirreversibly on theO (c�2 )tim escale.Dueto theexistence

ofbubbles the probability for this event, ��t, is renorm alised relative to the ‘bare’

probability d(2d � 1)c2�tfor an initialbranching event. Each defect in the resulting

pairhastravelled an in�nitedistanceduring �tand so com pletely decorrelatesfrom the

initialdefect.

W ecan now m ake predictionsforthe dynam icson theO (c�2 )tim escale.Firstwe

note thatin d = 1;2 the survivalprobabilitiesPd(x)vanish,see Appendix B. Hence

� = 0 and defecttrajectoriesdo notbranch on theO (c�2 )tim escale.However,in d > 2

the Pd(x)are�nite,and hence so is�d = �=c2.Now �2(t)isjustthe probability that

thenum berofdefectshasnotincreased during thetim eintervalt,which m eansthatno

irreversible branching processeshavetaken place.The rateforoccurrence ofthelatter

being �,itfollowsthat�2(t)= exp(� �t)= exp(� �dc
2t).Thiscom pletesourderivation

ofEquation (84).

One can go furtherand extractthe probability pt(E )ofhaving E � 1 attim e t.

Since each irreversible branching eventproducesin�nitely separated defects,these will

then continueto branch independently in thesam eway.Thus,ifE defectsarepresent,

therateforgenerating an additionaloneby irreversiblebranching isE �.Thisgivesthe

m asterequation

@tpt(E )= (E � 1)� pt(E � 1)� E � pt(E ): (86)

Thiscan besolved straightforwardly,forexam pleby Z -transform ,to give

pt(E )= e��t
�
1� e��t

�E �1
: (87)

The num ber ofdefects thus has an exponentialdistribution;the m ost likely outcom e

isE = 1 atany tim e and hasprobability pt(1)= �2(t)= e��t . The average num ber

ofdefects,on the otherhand,growsexponentially ashE it = e+ �t.W e have checked in

oursim ulationsthefullform ofpt(E )(datanotshown),and found excellentagreem ent.

The exponentialincrease in the num ber ofdefects lim its the tim e range that can be

conveniently sim ulated;thelowestvalueof�2(t)thatcan bem easured reliably isofthe

orderoftheinverse ofthem axim um num berofdefectsoneisprepared to track.
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4.4.Persistence functionsand discussion ofearlierdata

In order to characterise a dynam ical �xed point in the presence of a tim e-reversal

sym m etry,we m ustdeterm ine threeindependentexponents.Onesuch setis(z;z�;�).

Our sim ulations as well as the scaling analysis have con�rm ed the RG prediction

that z = 2 and z� = 1; further,� = 1 is known rigorously from detailed balance.

Consequently thescaling oftheFA m odelin d = 3 isGaussian.

In Ref. [4], the authors found that the directed percolation (DP) �xed point

is relevant to the FA m odel in three dim ensions and at low tem peratures. This

conclusion seem sunsatisfactory:we �nd no evidence for
uctuation correctionsin our

sim ulation data.Further,and m oreim portantly,theDP �xed pointischaracterised by

a diverging static lengthscale �:fora processin theDP universality class,oneexpects

hni(0)nj(0)iD P � hni2D P to be a scaling function ofjjx(i)� x(j)jj=� where � diverges

atcriticality. On the otherhand,detailed balance with respectto the non-interacting

energy function (1) tells us that hni(0)nj(0)iFA � hni2FA / �ij in the FA m odel. The

absence ofthis diverging lengthscale in the FA m odelindicates that the underlying

physics is di�erent from that ofthe DP �xed point. Finally,we note that the exact

result� = 1 arisesnaturally from ourRG treatm ent:thissituation would appearm ore

satisactory than theargum entofRef.[4]thattheexponentsz and � should begiven by

theirDP valueswhile � isindependently �xed to the non-DP value � = 1 by detailed

balance.

W earguethattheconclusionsofRef.[4]regardingtheDP �xed pointareartefacts

ofan RG treatm entthatdoesnotrespectthe presence ofdetailed balance and ofthe

duality sym m etry ofthe FA m odel;see also the com m ents after Equation (78). To

rem edy this,we have shown explicitly that writing the action as in (79) allows one

to perform the RG analysis in a way that preserves these sym m etries. W e attribute

the apparent 
uctuation e�ects in the data for the relaxation tim e ofRef.[4],which

were derived from the persistence function P(t),to a com bination ofpre-asym ptotic

corrections in c and possible �nite size e�ects. It should be em phasised that pre-

asym ptotic correctionsare substantial: oursim ulations for�2(t)show thatbranching

ratesofc = 10�3 are stilltoo large to see the true criticalscaling. Sim ilarcom m ents

apply tothepersistencefunction:wedo�nd Gaussian scalingasshown in Figure5,but

to seethisclearly requiresvery sm allc.Notethatin orderto obtain data forc= 10�5

and c = 10�6 we used virtualsim ulation boxesofsize 6403 and 20003,respectively z.

Thesecannotbereached by conventionallattice-based codesso thatthedataofRef.[4]

were ofnecessity taken from sm aller system s, with potentially signi�cant �nite size

e�ects. Although the DP exponents zD P = 1:9 and �D P = 0:58 in d = 3 [8]di�er

z W hile ourcoordinate-based M C algorithm isextrem ely m em ory e�cient(in a 2000 3 lattice and at

c= 10� 6 there are on averageonly 8000 defects)keeping track ofthe persistence statusisa problem

forlargelattices.W eassociatesinglebitswith thepersistencestatusofeach latticesiteso thatwecan

track persistence in lattices up to 10003 using a m em ory block of125M b. At c = 10� 6 we split the

20003 virtualsim ulation box into eight10003 blocksbutonly track persistencein fourofthem to lim it

the m em ory requirem entto 500M b.
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Figure 5. Sim ulation data (sym bols)forthe equilibrium persistence function P (t)

in thed = 3 FA m odelwith branching ratesc= 10� 3;10� 4;10� 5 and 10� 6.Them ain

panelshows data collapse for G aussian scaling ofthe relaxation tim e � � c� 2. The

insetdem onstratesthatthe data are inconsistentwith DP scaling �D P � c� 2:105.W e

used the coordinate-based continuous-tim e M C algorithm to m easure P (t) in direct

equilibrium sim ulations;since P (t)ise�ectively a correlation function ofeventsata

continuous range oftim es,the duality relations for two-tim e correlations cannot be

used.The sizeofthe virtualsim ulation box is643;2003;6403 and 20003,respectively,

which should be su�cient to avoid �nite-size e�ects. Results are averaged over

1000;100;10 and 3 repeats,again in orderofdecreasing c. W e expectrelative errors

ofno m orethan 1% in the data shown.

only slightly from the Gaussian ones,ourdata clearly allow usto rule them out: the

dashed line in Figure 3 representsDP scaling ofthe dynam icalcorrelation length and

is inconsistent with our data. The inset in Figure 5 dem onstrates sim ilarly that the

persistence functions P(t) do not collapse when plotted against t=�D P with the DP

scaling �D P � c�2:105 ;a rather sim ilar picture { thus not shown { is obtained when

plotting thetwo-pointsusceptibility �2(t),Figure4,againstt=�D P.

W e conclude thatthe DP �xed pointisirrelevantforthe FA m odel,forthe sam e

reason that it is irrelevant for the AA m odel and for parity conserving m odels of

branching and annihilating random walks:thesem odelspossessextra sym m etriesthat

m ustbepreserved in RG calculationsand,in thecaseoftheFA m odel,lead toGaussian

scaling. This conclusion parallelsthatofCardy and T�auber [9],who showed thatan

early paper[18]on the parity conserving reaction-di�usion system (A ! 3A;2A ! 0)

had produced a sim ilarerroneousconclusion thattheuppercriticaldim ension wasfour

and theexponentsthoseofDP.
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5. C onclusion

To sum m arise,we showed in Section 2 that the FA and AA m odels with hard core

exclusion sharethesam ecorrelation functions(atequilibrium ,and considering a single

tim e-di�erence). This was established by m eans ofan exact m apping at the levelof

the m aster equation. An im portant generalisation which includes additionaldi�usive

processes dem onstrated thatthe sam e m apping connects m ore generally the reaction-

di�usion m odels with reversible coagulation A + A $ A and reversible annihilation

A + A $ 0. Further,we showed in Section 3 thatthe bosonic versionsofthe FA and

AA m odelsareappropriatee�ectivetheoriesforthelow tem peraturelim itsofthehard

corem odelsandhaveanalogoussym m etriesandrelationsbetween each other.Finally,in

Section 4wediscussed thecriticalpropertiesofthebosonicm odelsusingrenorm alisation

group argum ents. Im plem enting the m apping atthe levelofthe �eld-theoretic action

showed thatthe FA (and m ore generally A + A $ A)m odelrenorm aliseslike the AA

(orA + A $ 0)m odel.W e�nd thatthedirected percolation �xed pointisirrelevantto

theFA m odel,because ofthepresence ofdetailed balance and ofan additionalhidden

sym m etry inherited from theparitysym m etry oftheAA m odel.Instead,theA + A $ A

m odeland itsspecialcase,the FA m odel,have uppercriticaldim ension two;detailed

balance togetherwith the two exactly known scaling exponentsissu�cientto �nd all

exponentsexactly also in d < 2.

From the point ofview ofreaction-di�usion system s and, m ore generally, non-

equilibrium stochastic m odels,the m ost signi�cant outcom e ofthis work isthe result

thata hidden sym m etry suppresses
uctuationsin theA + A $ A m odeland lowersits

uppercriticaldim ension to dc = 2. The m apping to A + A $ 0 can,however,also be

used to m orequantitativepurposes.Forexam ple,itenablesoneto calculatenew exact

resultsfortwo-tim enon-equilibrium correlation and responsefunctionsin d = 1;wewill

reporton these shortly [15]. The resultsofsuch an analysisare instructive also m ore

generally with regard to non-equilibrium 
uctuation-dissipation relationsforactivated

dynam ics[6].In facttheFA m odelisan alm ostparadigm aticexam pleofsuch dynam ics,

given thatany evolution away from a m etastable statecontaining only isolated defects

requiresthetherm alexcitation ofadditionaldefects.

From a di�erent angle, one m ay ask what our results have to say about the

usefulness of the FA m odel for capturing the qualitative behaviour of structural

glasses [2,3,4]. W e have seen that in the physically relevant case ofthree spatial

dim ensions, 
uctuation e�ects at low defect densities are of a classical(m ean-�eld,

Gaussian) nature. Nevertheless, the m odels willstillexhibit a degree ofdynam ical

heterogeneity. Violations of the Stokes-Einstein relation [5] m ay also persist, but

will be at m ost by a constant (rather than diverging) factor as c ! 0; this is

consistent with sim ulation results [19]. In sum m ary,‘glassy’e�ects willbe present,

butprobably ratherweak. This isconsistent with the factthatFA m odels also have

relatively benign,Arrhenius-typeincreasesofrelaxation tim escalesatlow tem perature:

� � c�2 � exp(2=T)in d > 2 as we saw above. These m odels are therefore suitable
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at best for m odelling for what are known as strong glasses. For fragile glasses with

theirsuper-Arrheniustim escaledivergences,m odelswith facilitation by m orethan one

spin { or with directed constraints { willinevitably have to be used. Their m uch

m orecooperativedynam ics[2]continuesto m akethem physically attractivem odelsfor

understanding non-trivialaspectsofglassy dynam ics.
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A ppendix A .Large-S expansion

Toseem athem atically theequivalencebetween thebosonicand hard corem odelsin the

lim itofsm allparticledensities,onecan replacethespin-1/2 operatorsofthehard core

caseby theirspin-S analoguesand perform a form allarge-S expansion,valid forstates

with sm alldensity. Forexam ple,we can de�ne a new M asteroperatorby generalising

LFA from (18)to S > 1=2,asfollows:

LSFA =
X

hiji

�
S + Sz

j

2S
(S+

i �
p
2S)

S � Szi

2S
(S�

i �
p
2Sc)+ (i$ j)

�

; (A.1)

whereSz
i etcareoperatorsin thespin-S algebra.In thespin-halfcasewehaveS = 1=2,

(S + Sz
j)=(2S)= s

+

j s
�
j ,(S � Szi)=(2S)= s

�
i s

+

i and so recoverim m ediately LSFA = LFA.

The M asteroperatorLSFA describesa system in which thenum berofparticleson

each site is restricted to the range 0 � ni � 2S;the particle num ber operators are

n̂i = Sz
i + S. Con�gurations fnig are m apped onto kets

Q

i
(S+

i =
p
2S)nij0i where j0i

isthe em pty state asbefore;since n̂ij0i= 0 isequivalentto Sz
ij0i= � Sj0ithisstate

is,in spin language,fully polarised in the (� z)direction. Probabilitiesfortransitions

between statesin som etim eintervaltarethen given by

Pfn0
i
g fnig(t)= h0j

"
Y

i

1

�S;n0
i

�
S
�
ip
2S

� n0
i

#

e�L SFA t

"
Y

i

�
S
+

ip
2S

� ni
#

j0i(A.2)

where we have introduced the coe�cients � S;n = (2S)�n h0j(S�
i )

n(S+

i )
nj0i for ease of

writing.These obey therecursion �S;n+ 1 = �S;n(n + 1)[1� n=(2S)],yielding explicitly

�S;n = n!(2S)!=[(2S � n)!(2S)n].From (A.2),conservation ofprobability requiresthat

h0j

"
Y

i

2SX

ni= 0

1

�S;n0
i

�
S
�
ip
2S

� n0
i

#

LSFA = 0 (A.3)

which can be veri�ed by direct calculation. W e identify this left eigenstate as the

projection state; it is analogous to hej and h~ej for hard core and bosonic m odels,

respectively.
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Using S
+

i (S
+

i =
p
2S)nj0i =

p
2S(S+

i =
p
2S)n+ 1j0i and S

�
i (S

+

i =
p
2S)nj0i =

p
2S �

n[1� n=(2S)](S+i =
p
2S)n�1 j0ioneeasily checksthatthem icroscopicratesin them odel

de�ned by L SFA are

ninj ! (ni+ 1)nj; ratecnj[1� ni=(2S)];

(ni+ 1)nj ! ninj; ratenj(ni+ 1)[1� ni=(2S)]
2

(A.4)

Theseobey detailed balancewith respectto thestationary state

P(fnig)/
Y

i

cni

�S;ni
: (A.5)

W ehavede�ned afam ily ofinterpolatingm odelswith increasing S thatallow usto

graduallyrem ovethehardcoreconstraints.W ewillnow usealarge-S expansion toshow

thatthem odelswithoutconstraintscoincidewith thebosonicm odelsde�ned above.As

long asthereisno qualitativechangein behaviouron increasing S wethereforeexpect

the bosonic m odelsto be suitable e�ective theories forthe low tem perature (sm allc)

behaviourofthehard coreones.An exam pleofa qualitativechangethatwould render

the large-S expansion invalid is a transition to a quantum disordered state as S is

reduced [20]: there isclearly no such singularbehaviourhere. Indeed,in ourcase the

stationary states (A.5)ofthe m odels are known forgeneralS. Bearing in m ind that

�S;0 = �S;1 = 1,they areallofe�ectively thesam eform ifcissm allso thatonly states

with ni= 0;1 havesigni�cantprobability.

Ourclaim thattheaboveinterpolatingm odelbecom esequivalenttothebosonicone

in thelim itS ! 1 can becon�rm ed directly from (A.4):aslong ascissm allso that

therelevantvaluesofni stay sm allcom pared to 2S,thelarge-S lim itofthe transition

ratesgivesthebosonicm odel(4).Correspondingly,thestationary state(A.5)becom es

thebosoniconein thislim itsince�S;n ! n!.

M ore form ally,one can establish the large-S lim it ofour interpolating m odelby

lookingattheHerm itian version oftheLiouvillian.Usingdetailed balancethisisde�ned

asH SFA = [
Q

i
c�̂n i=2]LSFA[

Q

i
cn̂i=2]orexplicitly

H SFA =
X

hiji

�
S + Sz

j

2S
(S+

i �
p
2Sc)

S � Szi

2S
(S�

i �
p
2Sc)+ (i$ j)

�

(A.6)

Then wecan usetheHolstein-Prim akov representation [21]

S
z
i = a

y

iai� S; S
+
i = a

y

i(2S � a
y

iai)
1=2 (A.7)

and takethelarge-S lim itby approxim ating2S� a
y

iai= 2S� n̂i� 2S everywhere.This

assum esagain thatcissm allenough so thatallrelevantstateshave particle num bers

ni � 2S ateach site. In spin language,allthe statesofinterestare then localised on

a sm allpartofthe surface ofthespin sphere,and thenon-trivialstructure ofthespin

algebra can beneglected in favourofa sim plebosoniconevia S+

i �
p
2Sa

y

i.Taking the

S ! 1 lim itasexplained,weget

H SFA ’
X

hiji

[a
y

jaj(a
y

i �
p
c)(ai�

p
c)+ (i$ j)]: (A.8)
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Thiscoincideswith theHerm itian form (49)oftheLiouvillian ofthebosonicFA m odel

asclaim ed,with the expected correspondence ~c= c. An exactly analogousprocedure

can beapplied to constructa fam ily ofm odelsthatinterpolatessm oothly between the

hard core and bosonic AA m odels. W e therefore expectthatthe bosonic FA and AA

m odelswillbe appropriate e�ective theories fortheirhard core counterpartsatsm all

particledensities.

A ppendix B .R andom w alk survivalprobabilities

For the scaling analysis ofequilibrium correlation functions given in Section 4.3 we

required particularrandom walksurvivalprobabilities;thesearederived inthefollowing.

Considera pairofdi�using defects. W e can think ofthese asrandom walkerson a d-

dim ensionalhypercubiclatticeZd;whenevertheyoccupyNN sites,wheretheirpositions

have distancejjx2 � x1jj= 1,they coagulateinstantaneously.W eareinterested in the

probability Pd(x)thatthe walkers survive to in�nite tim e,i.e.never coagulate. This

survivalprobabilitydependson thespatialdim ensionalitydand on theinitialseparation

x = x2 � x1 ofthewalkers.Thedistancevectorx2 � x1 also perform sa random walk,

with twice the e�ective di�usion constant. The problem is therefore to calculate the

probability Pd(x)thatarandom walkerstarting from position x willneverreach oneof

theNN sitesoftheorigin.Ifwepicturethesesitesasabsorbing,then Q d(x)= 1� Pd(x)

isthe probability thatthe walker isabsorbed eventually;forabsorption atthe origin

itself,thesequantitiesarewellknown.

The key insightisthat,in its�rststep,the walkerrandom ly m ovesto one ofthe

NN sitesofx;we write these asy 2 N (x). The absorption probability starting from

x istherefore the average ofthose thatwould be obtained when starting from any of

theseNN sites:

Q d(x)=
1

2d

X

y2N (x)

Q d(y): (B.1)

The only exception to thisrelation isthe case where x itselfisalready an absorption

siteso thatQ d(x)= 1.W ecan correctforthisby adding a source term atthese sites;

the latterthen hasto be setatthe end ofthe calculation to give the correctvaluesof

Q d(x)atthe absorption sites. Since alllattice directionsare equivalent,all2d source

term swillbeequaland wecan write

Q d(x)=
1

2d

2

4v�x;N (0)+
X

y2N (x)

Q d(y)

3

5 : (B.2)

FortheFouriercom ponentsQ k =
P

x
Q d(x)e

�{k�x thisgives

Q k = v

P

�
cosk�

d�
P

�
cosk�

= v

�

� 1+ d

Z 1

0

d� e�� (d�
P

�
cosk� )

�

; (B.3)
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where� = 1;:::;d labelsthelatticedirections.The second,integralform oftheresult

m akesthereverse Fouriertransform sim ple:

Q d(x)= v

"

� �x;0 + d

Z 1

0

d� e�d�
Y

�

Ix� (�)

#

; (B.4)

where the In are m odi�ed Besselfunctions,In(�)=
1

2�

R
2�

0
dk cos(nk)e� cosk. Choosing

v to ensure thatQ d(x)= 1 forx 2 N (0)then givesforx 6= 0,

Q d(x)= 1� Pd(x)=

R
1

0
d� e�d�

Q

�
Ix� (�)

R
1

0
d� e�d� Id�10 (�)I1(�)

: (B.5)

W e rem ark that for x = 0 one �nds,by retaining the �x;0 term ,that Q d(0) = 1 as

itm ustbe:starting from the origin,already the �rstm ove reachesan absorption site.

Given the derivation of(B.5),itisnottoo surprising thatthe resultissim ilarto that

forthe standard case ofabsorption atthe origin,where one �ndsthe sam e expression

butwith thedenom inatorreplaced by
R
d� e�d� Id0(�).

In dim ensions d = 1;2 the originalpair ofwalkers always coagulate eventually,

regardlessoftheinitialseparation and thusPd(x)= 0.(Thiscan beseen form ally from

thefactthatboth thenum eratorand denom inatorintegralsin (B.5)aredom inated by

theirdivergenttails;thesehavex-independentprefactors,giving Q d(x)= 1.) In d > 2,

on theotherhand,Equation (B.5)yieldsa nonzero probability Pd(x)thatthewalkers

survive inde�nitely.Thetwo particularvaluesweneed in them ain textare

P3(2;0;0)= 1�

R
1

0
d� e�3� I20(�)I2(�)R

1

0
d� e�3� I20(�)I1(�)

� 0:50166; (B.6)

P3(1;1;0)= 1�

R1

0
d� e�3� I0(�)I

2
1(�)R1

0
d� e�3� I20(�)I1(�)

� 0:35872: (B.7)

The rather signi�cant di�erence between the num ericalvalues (B.6) and (B.7) has a

sim plereason:when starting atinitialseparation x = (1;1;0)thereare12possible�rst

m ovessinceeach walkerhas6 NN sitesto m oveto.Outofthese,4 lead to thewalkers

being on NN siteswhere they coagulate instantaneously,while forx = (2;0;0)only 2

m ovesproduce thisoutcom e. There are sim ilardi�erencesin subsequentm oveswhich

accum ulateto thenum bersgiven above.
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