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ADbstract. W e present an exact m apping between two sinple soin models: the
Fredrickson-Andersen (FA) model and a m odel of annihilating random walks w ith
spontaneous creation from thevacuum ,A+ A $ 0. W ediscussthe geom etric structure
ofthe m apping and its consequences for sym m etries of the m odels. Hence we are able
to show that the upper critical din ension of the FA m odel is two, and that critical
exponents are known exactly in alldin ensions. T hese conclusions also generalise to a
m apping between A + A $ 0 and the reaction-di usion system in which the reactions
are branching and coagulation, A + A $ A . W e discuss the relation of our analysis
to earlier work, and explain why the m odels considered do not fall .nto the directed
percolation universality class.
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The one spin facilitated Fredrickson-A ndersen (FA ) m odel {I, 2] hasbeen of interest
recently as a sin ple m odel that exhibits dynam ical heterogeneity [, 4, 5,4, 7}]. This
m odel has a dynam ical crtical point at zero tem perature that is not characterised by
the divergence of any static lengthscale. A s such, it represents a possble m odel of
structural glasses, in which dynam ical lengthscales seem to be lJarge, but no large static
lengthscales have been found 1.

An inportant advance was made by W hitelam et al. §]. They showed that
the m aster equation of the FA model can be cast in a eld-theoretic formm alisn that
resembles a sin ple reaction-di usion system w ith branching and coagulation proceses.
T he dynam ical critical point occurs when the density of the di using defects vanishes.
T he properties of the system near the xed point can then be studied by the powerfiil
m ethods ofthe renom alisation group. T he analysis ofR ef. 4] indicated that uctuation
e ects are In portant below four din ensions and that the m odel is controlled by the
directed percolation O P) xed polnt B] between two and four din ensions.

In this articke we ©llow Ref. f] in writing the FA model in a eld theoretic
language. T he overall picture of a zero tem perature dynam ical xed point that controls
the low tem perature scaling rem ains robust. However, we show that a som ewhat
hidden symm etry of the FA m odel m eans that the xed point goveming the scaling
is G aussian above two din ensions, and identical to that of anniilation-di usion below
two din ensions. Hence the DP  xed point is not rlevant to the FA m odel.

W e detem Ine the criticalproperties ofthe FA m odelby m eans ofan exact m apping
to a m odel of di using defects that appear in pairs from the vacuum , and annihilate in
pairs: we refer to thisasthe AA (@ppear and annihilate) m odel. The m apping holds in
alldin ensions and at all tem peratures. In one din ension the AA m odel is a (classical)
Ising chain w ith particular singlke soin dynam ics; above one dinm ension it ism ore fam iliar
as the reaction-di usion system A + A $ 0. The critical properties of the AA m odel
were derived by Cardy and T auber {9]; by using our m apping we can then apply this
derivation to the FA m odel. The m apping also allow s us to identify an (exact) duality
symm etry ofthe FA m odel, which it inherits from the parity sym m etry ofthe AA m odel.
These symm etries are m ost sin ply expressed In tem s of the m aster operators for the
stochastic processes, which can also be interpreted as Ham iltonians for quantum spin
m odels {0, 11, 12].

W e will show that them apping from FA to AA models isa goeci c case ofam ore
general relationship between the reaction-di usion processes in which the reactions are
A+A S$S Oontheonehand and A + A $ A on the other. (N ote the presence of both
forward and reverse processes In these reactions.) O ur conclusion w illbe that these two
system s are controlled by the same xed point, and that their critical exponents are
therefore identical.

The form ofthe paper isas Pllows. W e de nethe FA and AA m odels In Section 4.
Both are m odels of hard core particlkes, but have generalisations In which particles can
share the sam e Jattice site; we also de ne these m odels which we refer to as bosonic’).
The m apping between the FA and AA m odels is detem ined by their sym m etries: it
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has quite a rich geom etrical stucture, which we discuss In Section 2. In Section 23 i is
show n that the sam em apping also connects them ore general reaction-di usion processes
A+A $ A andA+A $ 0.Ananalagousm apping also existsbetw een the corresponding
bosonicm odels (Section 3). In Section 4 we study the critical properties of the various
m odels. W e also verify the scaling in three din ensions, where the di erences between
our predictions and those of Ref. (] are clearest, by num erical sin ulation. Finally, we
sum m arise our resuls in Section 5.

1. The m odels

1.1.M odelde nitions

In this section we introduce severalm odels that we w ill consider in the rem ainder of the
paper. W e de ne them In tem s of m icroscopic dynam ical rules, before outlining the
m ethods by which we represent their m aster equations and correlation fiinctions.

W e begih with the one-pin facilitated Frederickson-A ndersen model [I]. This is
referred to sinply as the’ FA model n what follow s; m ore general FA m odels w ith
facilitation by several spins, which exhibit m ore cooperative behaviour BJ, will not be
covered here. W e de ne the model in term s of N binary varables, n; 2 £0;1g, on a
hypercubic lattice n d din ensions. The Ham iltonian for the system is trivial:

E = n;: @)

W e refer to a site with n = 1 either as an up-soIn or asa Yefect’; steswih n = 0 are
thought of as down spins or Bnpty’. The soins can i with M etropolis rates if and
only ifat least one of their neighbours is In the up state. T hat is, for nearest neighbours
iand j, we have

Oj_lj ! 1ilj; rate ¢; (2)
lilj ! Oilj; rate 1:
Since we have detailed balance w ith respect to the Ham iltonian E , the (din ensionless)
rate c param etrises the tem perature accordingtoc= e ,wih = 1=T asusual. It
also sets the equillbbrium density
c

3)

Midenes = Deg

W e have Introduced the notation h i ,q for an equilbrium dynam ical average.

To avoid confusion, we note that there are other versions of the FA m odel In the
literature. Tn the originalm odel fij] as described here the rate for jpping a spin i is
proportional to the num ber of its up-spin neighbours. An alemative de nition chooses
the rate for Ipping soin itobe ndependent ofthe num ber ofneighbours in the up state,
as Iong as there is at least one such neighbour [13]. W e do not believe that this choice
m akes any di erence to the critical behaviour of the system , but our exact m appings
apply only to the originalm odel as de ned above.
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W e can also de ne a variant of the FA m odel In which the occupations n; are not
restricted to binary values, but m ay be any non-negative integers. W e refer to this as
the bosonic FA m odel, since the natural eld theory for describing it hasbosonic elds.
Thism odelhas transition rates

nin; ! i+ 1)ny; rate eny; @)

n;+ 1)ny ! nins; rate (n; + 1)nj:

Here and throughout, param eters for the bosonic m odels are distinguished by tildes
from those for the hard core ones. T he bosonic m odel ('.fl) obeys detailed balance w ith
respect to the stationary state P (fnig) = ;e &'*=n;!, s0 the stationary state density
is

hn;ig, oq = ©)
The bosonic stationary state is again a G bbs distrlbbution with Ham iltonian E and
tem perature de ned by e= e . However, In contrast to the hard core case it includes
an a prioriphase space weight factor |, 1=n;!, as appropriate for boson statistics.

W e w illestablish a m apping between the FA m odeland anotherm odel ofdi using
defects. In this m odel, defects appear In pairs out of the em pty state, and annihilate
In pairs into it; they also di use freely across the lattice. W e refer to this m odel as
the AA m odel, since the defects appear and annihilate. Both the AA and FA m odels
can be interpreted as reaction-di usion processes. The AA m odelhas explicit di usion,
com bined w ith reversbl annihilation A+ A $ 0. W e ©llow the standard nom enclature
of reaction-di usion m odels here, w th A referring to our singlke species of particks, ie.
defects.) Them odel is de ned for binary variables: for nearest neighbours i and j,

lin ! Oilj; rate C?;

1j_lj ! Oin; rate ; (6)
Oin ! lilj; rate C;u,'

where we choose
S JE— <
0 1+c 1 @+ 1+ ¢ 2 @)
c= P> = = :
I+c+ 1’ 2 R

Thism odel also obeys detailed balance w ith respect to the trivial H am iltonian, E , at
a tem perature param etrised by . Note that, once a trivial overall scale for the rates
has been ram oved, there are In principle two din ensionlss rates, and the requirem ent
of detailed balance with respect to E only xes one of these, nam ely the ratio of the
rates for appearance and annihilation. For now, we do not kt the di usion rate vary
independently and instead tie  to &@. Them apping between the FA and AA m odelsw ill
then connect m odels w ith the sam e value of the single param eter c. T he two-param eter
generalisation ofthe AA m odelw ith an arbitrary di usion constant also has a m apping
to a generalised FA m odel, as we discuss in Section 2.2. For notational convenience we
study the above standard’ AA and FA models rst in what follow s.
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F inally, there is also a bosonic variant ofthe AA m odelw ith rates

nn; ! @ 1@y+1); mate~ény;
nny ! 0y 1)@y 1); rate~nny; @)
niny ! @it 1)@y + 1); rate ~&;

where we take €= &4 and ~ = 2. The stationary state densities in the AA m odels are

: _ .0 0
Myiaa jeq = Ngy

midg, . = € 9)

1+ cO;
Note that i the lin it of snall ¢, the relation (1) between ¢ and c becomes & = =4,
and thus identical to the one for the bosonicm odels. M ore generally, the hard core and
bosonic m odels should becom e e ectively equivalent at low densities where muliple
occupany of sites is very unlkely. W e w ill exploit this correspondence frequently.

1.2. Operator form s for the m aster operators

Tt is convenient to write stochastic averages for system s such as those de ned above
in an operator form alisn [14]. This is a standard technique, so we largely restrict this
section to de nitions of the quantities that we w ill use later.

W hen considering the bosonic versions of the FA and AA m odels we use a bosonic
algebra with creation and anniilation operators on each site: Bi;a;51= Bj;ajl= 0;
bijall = 5. The state fnyg is then associated with the vector — |, @])" i, where
Pi is the vacuum state which has all s:tesPen pty; the set of all 2V state probabilities
P (fnig;t) ism apped to the vector § ()i= fnig5 (fnig;t) i(aii’)“ij[)j_. T he Individual
probabilities can be retrieved via P (fn;g;t) = h0j | @;'=n;)3j ©1i,and since they must
sum to unity one has k?}j t)i= 1 where

hej= h0j & (10)
isa broction state’ that In plem ents the sum over allpossible system con gurations.
The m aster equation can then be written In operator form as @.j ©)i = Lj ©i,
where L is kngwn as the Lijouvillian or sin ply the m aster operator. The o -diagonal

0
ekements h0j i(ari1i=r1g!)L i(ali’)niji)i of L give the rates for transitions from state
fn;g to fngg, w hile the diagonal elem ents follow from the requirem ent he . = 0. Since
the m aster equation is linear, it can be solved formally as j ()i = e** § (0)i. Ifwe
goecify the initial state as fni;g we can read o from this the probability ofm aking a
transition to state fnlg in som e tin e ntervalt:
" # " #
Yy LY |

Padg mig®@=103  —5 e @)™ Pi: (11)

E xpectation values over the stochastic dynam ics can also be expressed In a sin ple fom ;

for exam ple, the average of som e function f (fn;g) at tin e t becom es
X

hf (fn;g)i= f (fn;9)P (Fnig;t) = hef (FAig)e™ 3 0)i; 12)
fnig
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wherefi; = aja; isparticle num ber operator for site i. Sin ilar expressions can be w ritten
for correlations finctions nvolving two orm ore tim es, as illustated below .

The hard core models wih their binary occupation variables n; have sim ilar
relations but here the states are generated by operators s! and s; €)Y ;n a pin-
2 algebray, w ith 1) = (5,)> = 0Oand s{s; + 5, 5] = 1. The state vector is now
J i= o P (Engit) 6™ PL, and conversely P (fnigit) = M0F (s, )™ ©1i.
C onservation of probability requireshej (t)i= 1 wih the appropriate progction state

now being
Y

hej=h0j @1+ s;): 13)
T ransition probabilities and sjng%e—t:'m e avefges Eake the ﬁ)#:m s
Y Y

0

Prdy mig =103  (5,)% e** )™ Py (14)

hf (fn;g)i= hef (fMigle™" 3 (0)i; 15)

respectively, where now f; = s s, . O ccasionally it will be usefil to w rite states and
operators In notation analogous to Paulim atrices and spin vectors. Choosing a basis at

each site as | |

¥ Pi= - 5 TL o gi= a6)
one has for exam ple
s; = 1 ; n; = 0 : @7)
N
In principle one should w rite in this expression a direct product 6155 w ith identity
operators at all other sites, but for ease of presentation we drop this here and below,
along w ith site subscripts iwhere these are clear from the context. O ur ordering of the
basis states, while the reverse of the usual convention for soins, facilitates com parisons
w ith otherwork on reaction-di usion system s [12}]. T also em phasises the analogy to the
bosonic case, w here the only natural ordering of the basis states is In order of increasing
occupancy.
It rem ans to give the form s of them aster operator L for ourm odels. T heirm atrix

elem ents are easily derived from the relevant transition rates as explained above. O ne
nds:

X
Lpa = si Ds sg s, si sy, o+ G$ J); (18)
hiji ,
X h i
Lea = @ 1)%8-3' @ o+ @S J); 19)
hiji
X
Laa = ( =2) (i Dg i+ Dsysis;+ADsi s G+ @GS 9 (20)
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x h i

Taa = (~=2) @ DE+DEs+ @ &+ d$ J) ; (1)
hiji

w here the sum s run over allnearest neighbourpairs. The operatorsLyy and L, forthe

hard corem odels have been w ritten in a suggestive form that em phasises the connection

w ith their bosonic counterparts Iyy and I'aa -

Before leaving this section, we note that the stationary states of our m odels have

sin ple closed om s in the quantum form align , viz.
. Y 1+ st Yy e
i= ——Pi and F= e Pi @2)
, 1+ c N
for the hard core and bosonic case, resgpectively. The Jatter is distinguished by a tilde
as usual. Correlations in the stationary state then also take a rather sin ple form . For

ms G0y () 0my )i eq = el e™ = &5 Va0 et ® T i @3)

The AA model has an identical relation wih Ly replaced by Lax and c replaced by
&, and for the bosonic m odels one m erely has to substitute for the m aster operator,
proection and stationary state vectors their bosonic equivalents.

2. Symm etries and m appings for hard core particles

2.1.Detnikd mlnce, parity and duality sym m etries

H aving set up the operator form alisn fordynam ics, we now investigate som e properties
oftheM aster operators forthesem odels. W e rst considerthee ectsofdetailed balance,

£~

which tells us that the operator Le F JsHeEJ)mItJan (or m ore speci cally symm etric,
sihoe allm atrix elm ents are real) . Here E = ;1 isthe Hem itian) operator for the
energy. M ultiplying by e *=2 from the left and right show s that also

~

H =ef2e E=2 (24)

isHemn iian. This ism ore usefilthan Le ® sihce it is related to the Liouvillian L by
a sin ilarity transfom ation and so has the sam e eigenvalues. For the FA m odelwe can
w rite explicitly e B2 = ;hi©,where h; () is the single site operator

I

i 1=2

- 1 0
h; x) = x'?sls, + 5,5 = 0 x : 25)

For the AA model we only need to replace ¢ by . The Hem itian form s of the
Liouvillians are thgn " 4 " 4 " 4

Y y Y Y Lo Y o
Hpa = h; © Lga h;© ; Han = h; ) Laa h; () : (26)

T heir explicit form sm ake it evident that they are indeed H em itian: for exam ple
X
Hea = (si

1

Q)s; s} 858} (s, lC)_c)+ as 9 ; @7)
hiji
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and %A_A is sin ilarly cbtained from L, In @Q0) by replacing the coe cients  land &
by A.

The above sin ilarity transform ation to a Hem itian form of the Liouvillians is
convenient since it m akes m anifest the symm etries and conserved quantites of the
systems. The mapping between FA and AA models relies on the fact that the
Hem itian operatorsH yy and H 54 are related by the exactunitary (or, m ore soeci cally,
orthogonal) transfom ation

Hea = U ' HanU; 28)
w here |
. p—
U ¥ ! hl 2]{08”1 ! B ¢
= Uij; U= P—— s, T P—— — ;
! 1+ & 1+ & L 1 !

wihs! = (s §)=2{asusual Equation @8) isthekey relation from which m ost other
resuls for the hard core m odels are derived; it is easy to verify by direct calculation.
T he operator U has a sin pl geom etrical interpretation: it is just a rotation about the
y-axis of the spin sphere, as illustrated in F igure 1} below .

From 8§) wehave directly a sin ilarity transform between the corresponding m aster
operators for the FA and AA m odels:

Lea = V ' LaaV; 29)

w ith |
r -

l+pl+c 1
1 1+ c 1

&

- h; @uhl © 1
2 2

Qlal

W e have exploited the freedom to Introduce an arbitrary prefactor into v; to ensure that
both is colum ns add up to uniy, ie.

@03+ hlj)vi= h0j+ hlj: 30)

For the whole transform ation V this in plies that the profction state (13) is invariant
under m ultiplication by either V. orvV ! from the right, eV = hey/ ! = hej. So €9)
autom atically m aps a probability-preserving Liouvillian onto another one.

Various relations between correlation functions in the two models can now be
established. T addition to (30) one uses the analogous property for application of
v; to the steady state vector on the right:

Vij)li+ clli; _ Pi; + Cojlli; 31)
1+ c 1+ &
and hence V fri= i for the steady state ©2). For the sin plest connected correlation
function one has then, using the de nition @3) and the m apping €9),

hhi®  nglhs 0 ngliy, .
= ejlt;  ngle® Ty ng) T
=¥V ' V@O nV' e V@ ngV !V (32)



M appings between reaction-di usion and kinetically constrained system s 9

Equation (30) in pliesthat the leflm ost factorofV ! can be absorbed into the profction
state, while the rightm ost factorV -ust changes c to & in the steady state vector. G iven

that the num ber cperators transform as |

vav !t o= viav! = ! ¢ 1 ; 33)
! S T R
one veri es also that
2

03+ hlvi; ng)vy = P03+ HI) 0 )i (34)
and

@ P P S 2 o Pl S
so that overall
hh: ) gl 0 nglip, = pi g lhy ) ], v (36)

1+ c
It is then a trivial extension to show that for arbitrary connected stationary state
correlation fiinctions ofa single tim e di erence,

*

_|_
Yt w
0, © ng) 05 0) nyg)
r=1 r=1 . FA jeq +
4 (I+m )=2 Yl w
= Oy © ) sy 0) 1) : (37
l+c r=1 r=1 AR jeq

H ow ever, a direct generalisation to stationary state correlations nvolving m ore than one
tin e di erence, or out-ofequillbriim quantities depending on m ore than one tine, is
not possible. This is because the transfom ation (33) of the num ber operator produces
a non-diagonal operator which does not directly corresoond to a physical observable.
Only where the transformm ed operator is applied either to the profction state on the
kft, as in (34), or the steady state on the right, as In @5), can such a link be m ade;
otherw ise m ore com plicated relations result fi5].

The m ost usefill aspect of the m apping 9) is that i will enable us to reveal
symm etries of the FA m odelwhich are “nherited’ from symm etries of the AA m odel
Speci cally, it is clear from the dynam ical rules ofthe AA m odel that the parity of the
total num ber of partj%]es in ‘d#e system is o%nserved. M athem atically, we have that

Y Y

i i
i i

where s? = f1; £ =1 '° . Geometrically, the operatorQ ,2s? sinply produces a
rotation of radians about the z-axis of the spin sohere.

Since the FA and AA m odels are related by a sin ilarity transformm ation, there m ust
bea symm etry ofthe FA m odelthat isequivalent to the AA parity symm etry. Applying

the transform ation (29) to equation (38), we arrive at

Lepn = W ' LpaW ; (39)
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AA FA 74

DU%

e

Figure 1. The geom etrical structure ofthem apping U and the sym m etries of the FA
and AA models, in temm s of the Hem itian operators Haa and Hpa . Points on the
spin sphere represent statese ¥ “2 cos( =2)J'i+ & sin( =2)Fiwhere and arethe
usualpolar and azin uthalangles. The black dotslg? ark the o_s:iijon on the spin sphere
ofthﬁ Zero ejgens_tates Ofthﬁ operators; these are | (#i; i) orthe AA m odel,
and ,(#i+  cJ'i) and | F#i; for the FA model. Since these states factorise over
sites i, the gure can be read not just schem atically as representing the entire N -soin
system , but also literally as show ing the soin spheres for a single site. T he rotation
U is about the y-axis of(She soin sphere Which points into the paper): tmapsHaa
onto Hya . The rotation |, @sf) of radians about the z-axismaps Haa onto itself.
Applying them apping U gives the duality transorm ation W °= U ' (" ;2s})U, which
isa rotation of radiansabout the dashed axisand m apsHypa onto itself. In term s of
the transom ations in the m ain text, W ° is sin ply the Inage W after m apping Lea
onto Hya : we show W © here since its geom etrical structure is sin pler.

] # I
1 X z Y 1 Z 1 1 1
W =V 2s; V = Wi; Wi= V) @s))vi= p——
5 i 1+ ¢ c 1

Notethat W ! = W , as expected or a symm etry deriving from the parity symm etry
In the AA model. To understand m ore closely the e ect of W no rst that, in the
AA case, t%\]le rotation |, 2s? m aps the steady state vector i / JPi+ FiL) to
the vector (P4 &li;) where the probabilities of all states fn;g containing an odd
num ber of particles acquire a negative sign. The sum and di erence of these two states
gives the physical steady states for initial conditions containing an even and odd num ber
of%artjc]es, resoectively. In I\‘%he FA case,W alsom apstwo steady states onto each other:
W s P+ cjldy) / Pi= ; Pii. The symm etry thus links the tonventional’ steady
state, which is reached for any nonzero Iniial num ber of particles, to the vacuum , ie.
the em pty state; the latter is trivially a steady state since the kinetic constraints of
the FA m odel forbid any transitions into or out of it. So whilk the original sym m etry
in the AA m odel connects steady states that are basically equivalent, w ith associated
Yom ains of attraction’ of equal size, the Inherited sym m etry of the FA m odel r=lates
two very di erent steady states, w ith one having a dom ain of attraction containing all
con gurations except for the em pty one.
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The above relations between the FA and AA models, and their corresponding
symm etries, can also be understood In tem s of the associated Hem itian operators.
They then have sin pl geom etric interpretations, as shown in Figure d,.

In the follow ing we will continue to refer to the’ steady state of the FA m odel
as the one w ith nonzero particke density. The symmetry B9) then allow s us to relate
the dynam ics in this steady state to that in near em pty con gurations. This In plies
relations between the associated correlation fiinctions. P roceeding as in (34), one has
forexample

hih; €  nglh; 0)  nglip,

=tefl "W @ ngdW T RURTW @ ngW T W R

= 030 (1  ngW TR TR @y ngW T 1Pi: (40)
Here we have used that application ofW to the steady state vector Ti on the right gives
amultiple of the vacuum state. T he sam e is easily checked for the operation of W ! on

the profction state hejon the left; the associated proportionality factors cancelbecause
of overall nom alisation. T he transformm ation of the num be:: operators is

. 1 0 1 of s+ @0 on

Wl W D =i ng)wl = 1+ c c1l c 1+ ¢ 7
so that |

- . Sy L sat CS; .
hin; 0 nglhy 0)  nglip, ., = h0J 1+ c e ™ 1t o Pi: 41)

Up to the overallnum erical factor c=(1 + ¢)?, the right hand side isof sam e orm as {13):
it is the probability of a transition between particular initialand nalstates, containing
a single particle on sites j and i respectively. T his relation generalises straightforw ardly
to correlation functions Involving m ore than two spatial points: we have that

* n # " #+
y?! i
n; © nyg) s, 0) ng)
r=1 r=1 " ) # FA jeq, #
= ﬂho * s el rmat st :Dj-' 42)
L+ C)l+m J ir Je ’

r=1 r=1

where the right hand side is again ofthe form (14) and gives the transition probability
between an iniial state with m particles and a nal state w ith 1particlkes. W hike this
relation m ay not be fam iliar, it is closely related to the duality symm etry of the DP

xed point B]. The latter ism ore usually expressed in tem s of the dynam ical action:
see Section 4.

In summ ary, we see that the transform ation V m apsthe parity sym m etry ofthe AA

m odel onto an (exact) duality symm etry of the FA m odel. The m apping thus exposes
a hidden symm etry which would not easily be recognised by looking at the FA m odel
alone.
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2.2 .M odels with additionaldi usive processes

The discussion so far has considered the FA and AA m odels, both de ned In temm s
of a singlke parameter c. W e now generalise our argum ents to m odels wih extra
di usive processes. This will show that our m apping applies m ore broadly between
reaction-di usion m odels w ith, respectively, reversble coagulation (ie. coagulation and
branching) and reversible anniilation (ie.anniilation and appearance) processes. T he
generalised m odels w ill also allow us to elicidate the connection between ourm apping
and related earlier studies.
C onsider supplam enting the FA m odelby an additional process

Oilj ! lin; rate D : 43)

In particle language this is di usion of a particke A to a vacant site, w hike the original

processes () areA ! A+ A (pranching) andA+A ! A (coagulation). T hisgeneralised

FA m odel can therefore also be viewed as the reaction-di usion modelA + A $ A.
The new di usion term in the m aster operator can be w ritten as

X
Lgs =D (st %Jr)si s, sg si (s; 5);
hiji
X
= 2D sisy+ sis)+ s{st 1=4; 44)
hiji
where sf = (s + s )=2 and, asbefore, s = (s g)=2{and sf = n; 1=2 =

(sis; §s|)=2.W erecognise in {@4) theH eisenbergm odel: sseRef. I3] ora summ ary
of the links between the properties of stochastic system s and their corresoonding
quantum soin Ham iltonians.

Forourpurposes i is In portant to recognise that L4; hasnonzerom atrix elem ents
only between states opntaining equalnum bers of particles; it is therefore nvariant under
transform ation with ,h; (x) { so that the asgpociated Hem itian operator is identical
toLa: { and under the parity transform ation , 2sf. D ue to its H eisenberg form , Lg;
is also keft nvarant by any glbal soin rotation, and in particular by U. Combining
these properties, nvariance under V. and W then also follow . Hence the structure of
the preceding subsection is allpreserved for the generalised m odels: the generalised FA
m odelw ith di usion rate D , branching rate ¢ and coagulation rate 1 m aps via V onto
a generalised AA m odelw ith rates

1in ! Oilj; rate C9+ D;
lilj ! Oin ; rate ; 45)
0,0y ! Lily; rmte &

where and & depend only on ¢, as de ned in (7). W e note that all generalissd FA
m odelshave conjugate AA m odels, but that AA m odels in w hich the rate forthe di usive
process is less than & cannot be m apped to FA m odels w ith positive rates.

At this point, we m ake contact w ith two earlier studies. K rebs et al. {11] studied
the above generalised m odels at zero tem perature but w ith nonzero D . C onsistent w ith
this, their m apping between the m odels is the lim it of our m apping V. or ;P ! 0.
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Henkel et al. 12] in plicitly had the full m apping V, but considered i only In the
context of one-din ensional system s that are solvable by free form ions. The AA m odel
then reduces to the G lJauber-Ising chain (theirm odel IV) and the relevant generalised
FA modelhasD = 1 (theirm odelIl).Henkelet al. did not com m ent that the m apping
applies to alldin ensions and to arbitrary values of the di usion constant.

W e illustrate the relation between ourwork and Refs. 11]and 2] in Figure. W e
parametrise the FA @A + A $ A) models by the ratio of branching and coagulation
rates c and the ratio of di usion and coagulation ratesD . In the AA cass, appropriate
din ensionless param eters are the ratio of appearance and anniilation rates ¢ and the
ratio of di usion and annhilation ratesD °= &+ D= . A llgeneralised FA m odelsm ap
onto generalissd AA modelswith < 1andD? &. The standard FA modelisD = 0,
givingD °= &, while the pure coagulation/annilation m odels of R ef. f[1] correspond to
c= &= 0. The free form ion condition ofRef. [[4], nally, isthe lineD = 1 which m aps
onto the G lauberIsing lineD %= (1 + ®)=2. (The G lauberIsing chain has di usion
rate 1=2 and anniilation rate 1+ %) ! , giving the stated ratiov.)

To see the explicit Iink between ourm apping and that of Ref. {[2], one notes that
their free~fermm ion quantum H am itonian isdirectly In the form ofthe Liouvillian L, for
theAA modelifitsparametersarechosen asD; =D, = 1,h;=h,= @ &)=1+F),

1= 2=0+ F)and ,= ;P.Henkeletal [[2]then show that the FA Liouvillian can

be cbtained by the sin ilarity transform ation Ly = BLaaB ' ,with B = by and
| | |
by = P30 cosh  shh b 0 6)
0 l=p3 sinh oosh 0 1=b
Follow ing through their analysis gives a = el c'™@ ,b=e! ™ ™ and = { ,where
tan2 = pE. The Iatter condition can also bewritten astan = & sothat isih

fact the rotation angle associated w ith our m apping U . Inserting these values one has
by / v (v ih proportionality factor [(1+ c)=41"*) as expected by com parison w ith our
Equation (9). W e note that Henkel et al. associate particles w ith down spins rather
than up soins as here. H owever, because they also use the opposite (ie. conventional)
ordering of the two local basis vectors j"i and J#i, the m atrix representations of all
operators are the sam e.

To summ ariss, we showed In this section that the FA and AA m odels have quite
a rich geom etric structure underlying their symm etries and the relations between
them . These relations fiirther extend to a generalm apping between reaction-di usion
m odels w ith coagulation and branching @ + A $ A) and annihilation and appearance
A+ A $ 0). We expect the critical behaviour (@t small particle densities, ie.
low tem perature) of these m odels to be detemm ined by their symm etry properties.
However, the hard core constraint that allows only one particle per site m akes an
exp licit renom alisation group analysis of such criticalproperties aw kward. W e therefore
show next that the bosonic m odels, where this constraint is ram oved, have analogous
symm etries and m appings between coagulation and annihilation m odels.
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Figure 2. Sketch of the m apping between the two-param eter fam ilies of generalised
FA A+ A $ A)andAA @A + A $ 0) models. Generalised FA m odels (with non—
negative c) map onto generalised AA modelswith 0 < 1 and ® DO The
standard FA modelswih D = 0 map to models on the standard AA lne &® = D°.
The lInesc= 0and &= 0 corresoond to di usion-lim ited pair annihilation O LPA)

and di usion-lin ited pair coagulation (O LPC) respectively [11]. Tn one din ension the
m odels are solvable by free ferm ions on the lnesm arked ' /. T hese lines are given by
D =1andD%= 1+ c®)=2, and the m apping transfom s them into each other [_l-é]
In the region m arked M U the m apping is unphysical: such generalised AA m odels do
not have FA counterpartsw ith positive rates, though it seem sunlkely that thiswould
have physical consequences for the behaviour of the corresponding AA m odel.

3. Bosonic m odels

T hebosonicm odels introduced in Section 1, have sin ilar properties to those discussed for
hard core (spin) m odels In th? prevjo};ls section. T he Liouvillians again ha\E/;e Hem itian
analguesde nedby H = e ®?Le ®=2. Theenergy opermatorisnow E = ala;, s0 if
we de ne the bosonic version ofh; (x) as

B (x) = x5 @7)

ﬂlerl " # " # " # " #
Y . Y Y Lo Y .

Hpa = Ay © IFa Hil© Han = Ay (€©) Lra Hi) : 48)
H“Fpp hasthe sam e form as (19) exoept that the num erical constants 1 and ¢ are replaced
by e ie.

X _ P-

Hypa = (CH e)aja; (as o+ S I (49)

hiji
and H,, is obtained sim ilarly from (21). This is analogous to the hard core case, but
easier to see for the bosonic m odels since the transform ation by h; x) sinply rescales
particle creation and annihilation operators, according to the rst of the relations

e ¥3F @;a)e 27 =F [ a;ead’); (50)

e ¥F@g;a¥)e ?®?®* '=F @ A+ ) 1)
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One expects that at low particle densities ngg = =1 + ©) c the constraint of at
m ost singke occupancy in the hard core FA m odelw illbe irrelevant, so that it becom es
equivalent to the corresoonding bosonic m odelw ith €= ¢; the sam e argum ent applies
to the hard core and bosonic AA models. This physical reasoning 4] can be further

W e now discuss the m appings between the bosonic m odels and their sym m etries.
Them ain conclusion is that the structure of the hard core m odels is preserved in their
bosonic counterparts. T he basic m apping between the two bosonic H emm itian operators

is

Hea = U1 HaaU; (52)
w ith the unitary operator

U= ! B;; w; = e®® }j)péz: (53)

This is easy to verify, bearing in m ind that & = e=4pa_nd ~ =p2_: from {51), the
transform ation by U shifts all a; and aii’ In Han by &2 = . If one uses a
basis ofbosonic coherent states then the m apping is a translation in the com plkx plane
that param etrises these states. T his is the analogue of the rotation of the soin sohere

e ectively ‘ atten’ the spin sohere onto the com plex plane of coherent states.

Combining w; and H; we have a relation between the Liouvillians,
Y
D = VIDaaV; V= vy  w=HKul @©=2°2em=D? (54)
where the explicit om of v; ollows using $0) and (61). These relations also show
that the transformm ation by V is sin ply a combined shift and rescaling of the bosonic
operators
e

1 1
viav==>- a - ; vVviav=2 a = : (55)
2 2 2

The m apping between the two Liouvillians again relates the parity symm etry of the
bosonic AA m odel,

P y P y
Taa = (1) #3558, (1) +%%; (56)
to the duality symm etry of the bosonic FA m odel
P y
Trn = W ' T W ; W =v?!( 1) ::%7; (57)
One nds explicitly
Y
' . y
Ww=w?'-= ( 1% @y, (58)

and the duality sym m etry transform s the bosonic operators as
W'laW =c¢ aj; Wwlaw =1 4: (59)
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ThemappingsV and W allow us to establish the analogues of 37) and @42). The
rst of these relates steady state correlations in the bosonic FA and AA m odels via
* +

y! ¥

n;, © o n; O) ¢
r=1 ril #a e +
y?! D
=2t n,© 9 0y, © & : (60)
r=1 r=1 82 eq

Here the i, must label sites that are all distinct from each other, as do the j,., though
the two setsm ay contain sites In comm on w ith each other. T he prefactor on the right
agrees w ith the low density lin it of the one in 37), supporting our ntuition about the
equivalence of hard core and bosonic m odels in this regin e.

T he duality symm etry of the bosonic FA m odel resuls In

* +
Yt N
n;, © o n; O) ¢
=1 =1 " EA e n #
Yt b
= ( 1f"&" o a; e 'm°t al i (61)
r=1 r=1

This again relates steady state correlations to transition probabilities between speci c
initialand nal states; the prefactor approaches the one in @2) orc= e! 0.

Follow ing ourdiscussion in Section 2 3, one expects that the structure ofthe bosonic
m apping w illbe preserved if an extra di usive process is added to both m odels. This is
easily veri ed. Ik is also Inm ediate to show that the m apping is unchanged if we add
on-site branching and coagulation processes, as long as we retain detailed balance for
the whole m odel. These processes then m ap to on-site appearance and annihilation in
the generalised AA m odel. Recall that our standard bosonic FA and AA m odels have
processes that always act on pairs of sites.)

The sin iarities between Egs {47461) and £5339) show clearly that the bosonic
m odels have the sam e structure as those w ith hard core exclusion. In the next section
we consider the critical properties of these bosonic m odels; from our argum ents the
critical properties of the hard core m odels should be identical, and we check this by
com paring our predictions to num erical sim ulation.

4. C ritical properties

W e have shown that the FA and AA m odels are linked by an exact m apping. Now , both
m odels have scaling behaviour at sm all defect densities that is characterised by the xed
point of a renorm alisation group RG) ow . In Section 41 we use the m apping of the
previous section together with known results to show that the FA m odel has upper
critical dim ension d. = 2; this conclusion also applies to the generalised FA m odel, ie.
the reaction-di usion modelA + A $ A . The critical scaling isthen characterised by the
welbkknown m ean— eld (G aussian) exponents In d > 2; we also derive exact exponents



M appings between reaction-di usion and kinetically constrained system s 17

below d. that coincide with known results in one dim ension. O ur resuls di er from

earlier studies In two and three din ensions: in Section 4 4 we therefore use sin ulations
to con m the predicted mean- eld scaling n d = 3. In Section 43 we derive some
analytical results for the scaling lin it of correlation functions in d > 2. Finally we
discuss in Section 44 the scaling of the persistence function since data for this were
used in Ref. ] to support the argum ent that non-m ean— eld uctuation corrections are
signi cant In three din ensions.

4.1. Renom alisation group analysis

The critical properties of the bosonic AA model were established by Cardy and
Tauber [g]: in their notation the model correspondstok = 2, > 0, , = 0. We
w rite the generating fiinctional for dynam ical correlations in the stationary state as a
path integralon the ]%ttjoe

Zan = D agitlgle L CLe ik ian o o (62)
where ' 3 and '}, are tin edependent conjigate elds at each site i. The Lagrangian’
Laa " #9;£" jglisobtained from Laa by replacinga; ! " yanda) ! '} .and depends
on allthe eldsata single tine.

Taking the continuum lim i, the lattice elds f’ 4g are promoted to a eld ¢
depending on spatjalgosjtjon x and tin e t. T he generating fiinctionalbecom es

.Y
Zan = D[ 4 Lle®anleixl (63)

w here the functional S, is known as the dynam ical action. Including gradient temm s
up to second Zorder gives

Saa [ 7 ¥Y1=  d%xdt Y@ .

ool Dlxe A+ Er®=2)( L+ D (et 9 (64)

where we have neglected boundary tem s; © is the steady state density (oroportionalto

&), 1 is them icroscopic Jengthscale (lattice spacing) and | is a bare coupling constant

that sets them icroscopic tin escale. The din ensions of ( are kine]! [engthP;the ed
Y is chosen to be din ensionless and  has dim ension of flength]® .

W hile the above factorised form for the action was usefill or the exact m appings of

the previous sections, the RG calculation requires us to ssparate the temm s in the action

that oonesp%ld to di erent physical processes. W e w rite
n o
San [ ¥l=  d%xdt @ o Fr?) wt ol(3)? 1N F)+ Laaa  (65)

where

Lana= (0B=2)[ L wr? L wt @ %+ (% 17 (66)

(we continue to ignore boundary tem s when integrating by parts over spatial degrees
of freedom ). Physically, we recognise the rst tem in (63) as a di usive propagator
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for the excitations and the second temm as local appearance and annihilation processes.
The temm s contained in L 1 willbe imelevant in the RG sense since theironly e ect is
to enforce the fact that appearance and annihilation of excitations take place on pairs
of adpoent sites and not on singk sites. (In tem s of the RG calculation these temm s
m odify the spatial structure of term s in the action that are already present, but they
are not responsbl for new tem s, or for any singular behaviour.) W e therefore neglect
Laa ;1 and arrive at the action considered In Ref. E}] forthecase k=2, >0, , = 0)
described above.

W enow llow Ref. 9] in renom alising this dynam icalaction. T he parity symm etry
ofthe bosonic AA m odel is

San [ xt7 it]= Saa [ xtr it]; 67)

and m ust not be obscured by m aking any shift ofthe elds B]. The symm etry is clearly
preserved under the RG ow so only term s in the action w ih this symm etry need be
considered. Power counting then show s that the upper critical dim ension w illbe two.
Above d= 2, therefore, the critical exponents have their m ean— eld values

@i i o= @;172;1): (68)
Here we have de ned by the scaling of the steady-state density lim, ; ;)i ©,
and by the correlation length scaling O ., (Thenotation a bmeansthata is
proportional to b in the scaling lim i, ie. close to the crtical point at °= 0.) Note
that in Ref. [§] these exponents were de ned in tem s of the control param eter @
and thus di er by factors of two from ours. Our convention is m ore appropriate for
com parison w ith the FA m odel, where the steady-state particle density is the natural
control param eter. W e also note that the free propagator and hence the bare di usion
constant D ; (the constant multiplying theterm Yr 2 in the action) depend explicitly
on ° In theusualRG analysisD , is set to unity, so we de ne the exponent z via the
scaling of typical relaxation tim escales measured in units ofDOl ’

Do, z 0z (69)

The scaling ofthe tines  In absolute units is then govemed by an exponent di erent
from z: D,/ Cgives

Z=D 0 01z : (70)
W e next show that below d= 2 the exponents are exactly
@i 7 k2= (@j1=d;1): (71)
T his is consistent w ith the exact scaling in one din ension and also w ith the naive scaling
estin ate ¢?@ fortheFA model B]. nRef. 8], and weregiven only to st
order in a Joop expansion: n our notation the results were

z=2; =d ; =2=y=1=d+ 0 @ df; (72)

rd< 2. Herey = 2d+ O 2 df is the scaling din ension of the coupling @,
Therelation = d comesfrom thescalngrelation = z = where isthe exponent
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for the decay ofthe density after a quench to criticality, which equals d=2 Q].) However,
we can detemm lne y exactly since detailed balance xes the steady-state density to the
valled®/ 9 sothat = 1.Thuswe have the exact resut = 1=d, or

y = 2d; (73)

and the exponents (71) are exact. Equation (73) can be con med by summ ing the
geom etric serdes of Joop corrections that contribute to the scaling din ension y .
P ré)oeedjng to the bosonic FA m odel, the (unshifted) dynam ical action is E!]

SFA = ddth it@t Xt+ O( it 1)(xt )(l+ g—r 2:2) it xtr (74)

where / e is the steady state density and  is the bare coupling W ith din ension
ftin e]! fengthT); 1 is the m icroscopic Jengthscale as before. T he property of detailed
balance m anifests itself as an invariance of the action,

Sra [ xt7 it]: Sra [ i;t ’ ' Xt I (75)

This of course has an analogue in our earlier operator notation, where we recognised
dPetajJed balance as the fact that L”FAPexp( EA) is Hengntjan Since exp ( EA) =
c %%, this mpliesexp ( Ipat) = ¢ %% exp ( L, be i2ia which is the prom ised
analogue of (/5) [recall §0) and note that £¥ (a;a¥) = £ @;a)]l.

The duality symm etry as it is nom ally stated for systemswih a DP xed poInt
(but not necessarily w ith detailed balance) is R]

Sea [ xti 2el=Seal @ L)l 7 el (76)
L ike detailed balance this nvolves tin e reversal; In temm s ofthe Liouvillian it relates Iipa

to its conjugate EEA . To arrive at the duality m apping for the FA m odel, we combine
the preceding two sym m etries of the action to obtain

Sra [ xt7 it]: Sra [ x;t;l i;t]i (77)
In tem s of operators, this symm etry now reltes Iy, directly to itself, w ithout any
conjugation. A com parison with (59) reveals that it corresponds directly to our earlier
transfom ation W from 7).

Both detailed balance and duality sym m etries are preserved under renom alisation
if all term s in the action are retained. It is then crucialto ollow Ref. 8] 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 the previous section and to write as in  (65)

1 1
xt = 5 Xt 5 ’ i/t =2 it E : (78)
Hencewe canzwrjte the dynam icalaction in tem s of these new elds:

Sea [ 7 Y11= d%dt Y@

+ oo D =A)A+I?=22)( L+ 1) o+ =4) 79)

This is dentical in form to Spa as given In Equation €6:4), and so the FA m odel
renom alises exactly as the AA model, consistent wih their correlation functions
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obeying the sin ple relation (60). T he signi cance of the basis used is that the resulting
RG equations resoect both the detailed balance and duality symm etries of the FA
model. If one m akes any transform other than 78), using for exam pk the standard
shit = Y 1asinRef :_['4], then these sym m etries are cbscured and one is Jed to the
conclusion that the FA m odel is controlled by the DP  xed point between two and four
din ensions.

4 2. Sim ulations show ing G aussian scalingin d= 3

W enow con m our above exact predictions ofm ean— eld (G aussian) critical exponents
nd> d = 2 by equilbriuim sinulations of the FA model In d = 3. W e explain
how the duality relation (1) together with an appropiately adapted continuous tin e
MonteCarl (M C) algorthm allow usto probe citical properties well beyond the regin e
acoessed In previous work. A com parison of our data w ith analytical scaling fom s is
also given.

A convenient cbservable for extracting the relaxation tin e scaling is the nom alised
twopoint susceptibility , ()= hE ) E 0)i=h E (0) %iwhere E = E IE idenotes
the wuctuation of the energy away from its equibbriim value. Since we only consider
the stationary state dynam ics of the FA m odel In this section, we drop the subscript
FA &g’ on the averages. Substituting the sinpl orm (@) of the energy finction and
using translational nvariance, , (t) can be recast n the fom

o~ X min; 01 X W% e =t Pi; €0)

Neg I nyg) * J

with j an arbitrary reference site and ne; = In;i, Equation @). The second equality in
©0) Pllows from the duality relation (41). It shows that the stationary state average
de ning , (t) has a dual counterpart In the dynam ics near the em pty state. Thisisa
trem endously usefulfact: instead ofhaving to sim ulate an equillborium system containing
hundreds or even thousands of defects we sin ply initialise w ith a single defect at site .
According to 8Q), () is then given by the probability that this state evolves under
FA dynam ics Into one containing again a singlke defect (at an arbitrary site i), that is

i

any con guration with E = 1.

To measure wih sin ilar e ciency a dynam ically grow Ing lengthscale in the FA
m odel one can consider the mean squared digplacem ent associated wih twopoint
correlations,
LY g xgpmOmOi b
2 Neg 1 ng)

Here x (1) denotes the position vector of site i, and j isagain an arbitrary reference site;
we set the Jattice constant to unity so that x (i) 2 Z¢. Note that due to nom alisation
this lengthscale can exceed the equilbbrium dynam ical correlation length, which would
conventionally be extracted from the maximum of ,(t)r* ©). As in () we apply
the duality {@1) to map the stationary state average in @l) onto h0F; e® s i,

)=

(81)




M appings between reaction-di usion and kinetically constrained system s 21

and perform sinulations of the dual problem rather than the tin e-consum ing direct
equilbbrium sim ulations.

The duality m apping ncreases the e ciency of an M C algorithm to such an
extent that the lin iting constraint In practical sinulations is system size rather than
com putational speed. A though we initialise with jist a singl defect, its tra gctory
under FA dynam ics explores the sinulation box and must not be biased by nite size
e ects. For conventional, lattice based algorithm s the required system size N = L¢
can then quickly exhaust the availabl m em ory of standard com puters (say 1Gb). To
overcom e thisproblem we used a coordinatebased variant ofM C . Instead of storing the
occupation numbers n; of N lattice sites 1 we keep tradk of the actual coordinates x4
ofeach defect a in the Virtual sinulation box £1;2;:::;Lg%. Them em ory e ciency of
this approach against a lattice based code isO M =N ) ifthere are M defects. Hence it
is usefiil for sin ulations of problem s w ith low defect concentration, for instance, direct
equilbrium sin ulationsat Iow ney orthe dualdynam icsnearthe em pty state. Tn analogy
to lattice based codes {16,011 one can set up a Yeverse lookup schem €’ w here continuous
tine M C steps have O (1) com putational com plexity. This is accom plished by storing
the list of defect coordinates fx,gh_ ; in a hash tabl. So the problkm ofw hether any site
X (1) In the virtual sim ulation box is occupied by a defect can be decided n O (1) tine,
Just as for a lattice based code. This coordinatebased continuoustine M C approach
ismeam ory e cient whik yielding com putational speeds com parable to a Jattice based
code. This allow s us to exploit fully the sin pli cations a orded by B0) and @I).

Sinulation resuls for branching rates c= 102 ;10? ;10° and 10° are shown in
Figures 3 and 4 below . W e have used a form ally in nite virtual sin ulation box so that
via (80) and 1) we are probing the equilbbriim dynam ics of the FA model in the
therm odynam ic Iim it. In other words, our results are guaranteed to be free of nite size
e ects and can be com pared directly to the scaling predictions 69) and (70). For this
com parison we recall that at an alldefect densities the bosonic and hard core FA m odels
have sin ilar behaviour, so that / e C is proportional to c. Since we know that

= 1 exactly, it is su cient to show that z= 2 and z = 1 to dem onstrate G aussian
scaling. W e 1rst verify the dynam ical critical exponent z = 2 which inplies for the
grow Ing length scale r (),

r@© O () (82)

For all values of c considered the data In Figure :3 show a linear dependence of ° (t) on
ct, over up to eight decades in ct; in fact our data are filly consistent w ith r? () = 2dD ot
whered= 3 and Dy = 2. This value of D 3 con m s the expected scaling D 4 c;
we retum below to a derivation ofthe prefactor n D g = =2. Ik should be em phasised
that the kind of spatio-tem poral scaling used here determ ines the dynam ical exponent
directly from its de nition; m easuring the ratio between exponents for the correlation
length and relaxation tim e is a valid procedure only if the di usion constant is slow k7
varying at criticality.

C onsider next the sin ulation data for , (t) shown In the inset of F jgure:-fl . Scaling
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Figure 3. Sinultion data (symbols) for equilbriim dynam ics in the d = 3 FA

m odelw ith branching ratesc= 10 3;10 4;10 5 and 10 ® cbtained from a coordinate-
based continuoustin eM C algorithm applied to the dualform ofr? (t), Equation C_8-]_;) .
Results are averaged over10’;10°;10% and 5 10 sam ples, respectively. T he dynam ical
lengthscale increases according to a di usive law r? (t) = 2dD ot and with di usion

constantD g = =2 (fullline and sym bols). E rrorbars are signi cantly sm aller than the
sym bolsize except where they are shown explicitly (data orc= 10 ®with ct< 10 3).
T he dashed line representsD P scaling ofthe dynam ical lengthscale as discussed in the
m ain text; it is lnconsistent w ith the data.

argum ents predict that , (t) should be a universal function oft= ,wih the relaxation
tine. From {/Q) we expect for G aussian exponents

© ¢ =c?; 83)

Collpse ofdata for , (t) under this prescription is shown In Figure'4. W hik there are
still noticeable pre-asym ptotic contributions at c= 10° the data rc= 10? and nn
particular c= 10° ;10°® seem to have converged to the nalscaling form of , (t) to
w ithin our num erical accuracy. To con m the critical scaling In m ore detail we next
give a theoretical analysis that predicts the precise shape of , (t) In the crtical 1im it
c! O.

4 3. Saling analysis for two-point functions in d > 2

W e now show that thec ! 0 lin i of the equilbbriuim twopoint susosptibility for FA
models in d > 2 dim ensions is

)= exp( 4FB); (84)
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Figure 4. Simulation data obtained from the dual representation Q_i(_i) of the two—
point susceptbility , () and wih the sam e param eters as In FJgure-_i The Inset
shows ; (t) versust. At each c data are collected up to tines t = 0:5=c?, that isup
tot= 05 10'? forthe lowest c. The m ain plot dem onstrates data collapse w ith the
G aussian scaling ofthe relaxation tim e c 2. The fill line represents our analytical
prediction for the ¢! 0 scaling of ; (t), Equation Q_§z_j); there are no t param eters.
E rror bars are largest for the data at c= 10 6; even there we estin ate a relative error
below 1% .

where 4= dP4@;0;:::;0)+ 2(d  1)P34(1;1;0;:::;0)], and P4 (x) is the probability
that a pair of random walkers w ith Iniial ssparation x will never m est: this function

expectation that , ) should be a finction of = with ¢. md= 3and
substituting the survival probabilities @ .6) and B .]) onehas 3  5:80961. The exact
c! 0 scaling orm @4) for this din ensionality is shown in Figure4 and is in perfect
agreem ent w ith our sin ulation data. T he ram ainder of this subbsection is devoted to the
derivation of ©4); we retum to m ore general discussion in Section 4.4.

A system atic analysis of the dynam ics in the critical Iim it ¢! 0 requires a careful
distinction between the tim escales mvolved. W e will need unscaled tine t as well as
the scaled tine varablsx = ctand y = Ftwhose O (1) hcrem ents corresoond to tin e
intervals tofO (¢t ) and O (c? ), respectively. For tin e intervals t= O (1) the lim it
c ! 0 is clear: the rate ¢ for branching processes 150 ! 131y, where k is a nearest
neighbour NN) of j, then vanishes. Only the coagulation processes 151 ! 1;0¢ or
151 ! 031k can then take place, each occuring with rate unity, and the lifetim e of
excited states like 151 that contain two (ormore) NN defects isO (1).
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The dynam ics over intervals with x = O (1), ie. t= x=c= 0 (&), is rather
di erent. P rocesses nvolving branching events are then possbl. However, after such
an initial event the rate for reverting to the origihal state is O (1), whilke the rate
for an additional branching event is O (c). This in plies that the probability for the
latter to occur rst is O (). Since the rate for the rst branching event is already
O (©), the e ective rate for a sequence of two branching events is then O c®). On
our O (c! ) tin escales this type of process can be neglected, and we need only concem
ourselves w ith processes involving a single branching event. O ne possible process is then
150, ! 1351 ! 051k, wih j;k NNs. tsrate isc %, ¢ being the branching rate and
% the probability for the particular, subsequent coagulation (rather than 151, ! 150,
which would take usbadk to the Iniial state). T he probability for this process to occur
during the interval tisthereforezc t=1 x.Note that asthe lifetin e of excited states
is O (1) as argued above, we have vanishing probability O () of nding the system in
an excited state 11 at any given moment In tine. Therefore, n thelmit c! 0, the
Intermm ediate excited step ofour processbecom es Invisble and we have e ective di usion
150x ! 051k with probability 7 x.

T he second type of process allowed on the O (¢! ) tin escale is the excitation of a
defect at a site that hasm ore than one NN defect, followed by a cascade of coagulation
events leading to another con guration where alldefects are isolated. Consider rst the
case w here the new defect, at sitek (say), hastwo NN defects at sites j and 1, so that our
process leads from 151x1; to 15040, or 0514 0; or 050¢1,. T he corresponding probabilities
are 1 xj; Xj X, respectively: after the initial excitation (probability 2c t= 2 x) at
site k, there is a probability of 1/2 that the defect at site k, which has tw ice the down-

o rate ofthose at jand 1, willnot I down rst. (If i does, we have retumed to the
original con guration and can ignore the process.) There is then probability 1/2 that
jwil i before ], and probability 1/2 for each of the rem aining defects to I  rst,
resulting in the overall probabilities given above.

To summ arise the dynam icson the O (c! ) tin escale, we have di usion 150 ! 051k
wih rate % per interval of rescaled tine x. The processes 15041, ! 1511, !
discussed above can then be represented consistently as produced by a di usion event
Pllowed by (nthelimitc! 0) instantaneouscoagulation. Forinstance, 150,1; ! 150,0;
am ounts to di usion 0,1; ! 1,0, Wih rate %) followed by coagulation 151, ! 150
Which has probability % of occurring before 151 ! 051x), giving the overall rate
2 2 = 1 obtained above. One can check that the sam e decom position into di usion
and instantaneous coagulation also holds for processes involving an initial excitation at
a site w th m ore than two NN defects.

Our discussion so far keads to the follow ing conclusions. C learly any single-defect
state s} D1 is blocked on the O (1) tinescale. Therefore ,() = 1 and ¥ () = 0 In
equilbrim and for O (1) tines, according to the dual representations @Q) and @1).
But on the O (¢! ) tin escale the defect di uses away from its starting site j. This
still predicts 5, () = 1 since di usion conserves the number of defects E = 1. The
quantity r? () in dualrepresentation, on the otherhand, now m easures them ean squared
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displacem ent of a single, di using defect which is given by r? ) = 2dD ot. Our result
that the di usion rate is % In tine unitsofx = cttellsusthat Dy = 2. This is the
exact Jow -density scaling ofD ¢ and precisely what we found in our sim ulations; com pare
Figure 3.

Let usnow tum to dynam icson the O (c? ) tin escale, correspondingto y= & t=
O (1).During such a tin e nterval there isnow a nonzero probability for the occurence
of processes Involving two sucoessive branching events, where one defect is st excited
next to an existing one and another defect is then created on a NN site to either of
the other two. In order to detemm ine the fate of this defect triple 151 1; we consider its
evolution on the faster O (c! ) tim escale. This argum ent is analogous to the one above,
where a defect pair is created on the O (€' ) tin escale but we have to look at O (1)
tin es to detem ne its relaxation. In further analogy we note that an arbirarily an all
but nonzero increm ent y on the O (& ) tin escale corresponds to an in nite increm ent

x= y=cofO (¢ )tineasc! 0. The Hllowing possbilities then arise: because NN

defects coagulate instantaneously on the O (c! ) tin escale there is a probability of% for
inmediate relaxation 15141, ! 1, wherem = jork or L. Subsequently the defect 1,
di useswith di usion rate ; Pratine x! 1 ,moving abitrarily far from its initial
position. W ih the rem aining probability of% an instantaneous relaxation ofthem iddle
defect takesplace, 151x1; ! 150¢1,. Thedefects 15 and 1, can now di use independently
or an e ectively .n nite interval x of O (¢! )+tine; if they do not coagulate in the
process, their distance grow s w ithout bound and we can say the original defect has

outocom e; here x = x (1) X (J) is the Iniial ssparation of the di using defects.

W e can now assamble the probability  tthat during a tine interval t= y==a
single defect irreversbly branches Into two defects. Starting from a single defect there is
a rate c forbranching on a given NN site. Since (on a hypercubic lattice In d dim ensions)
there are 2d such states, the overall branching rate is 2dc. T he probability for a sscond
branching event on a neighbouring site to take place before either of the two possble
relaxationsback to a single defect isc=2. A clusteroftwo NN defectshas4d 2NN sites,
two ofwhich Jlead to a linearand 4(d 1) to an angled defect triple L1 1,. A Itogether
the rate for creation of a lnear tripke is 2dc? whik i is4dd 1)é for an angld one.
In either case, we need to m ultiply by the probability % of the m iddle defect k relaxing

rst, krading to a pair ofnext nearest neighbour (NNN ) defects. In temm s ofthe eventual
survival probabilities P 4 (x ) of this pair we thus obtain

=dPg;0;::5;0)+ 2d l)Pd(l;l;O;:::;O)]CZ: (85)

This isa nontrivial result. To clarify its intuitive m eaning, note that we are considering
Initially a single defect sg Pi. T he ollow ing tra ectories are then possble during a tin e
nterval t= x=c= y=con theO (c? ) scak: (i) no branching occurs. The defect
diusswith mate £ Pratine x= y=c! 1 imthec! 0 lini. The defect at
the beginning and end of the nterval t are then com pletely decorrelated. (i) W ih
probability d @d 1)é t=d@ed 1) y the defect branches nto a pair of NNN defects.
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Again, on the O (¢! ) tin escale this pair has an in nite tine x available to di use
through the system . (ila) There isa nite probability that the pair coagulates during
this di usive m otion. In this case we have w ithin the timne interval ta bubblk’ I the
spacetin e diagram of the defect tra pctories 3], where the initial defect separates into
tw o but these re-coagulate shortly afterwards. T he tem poral extent of this bubble, ie.
the tin e during which the two defects exist, is O (€' ). The probability of detecting
such a bubblk on theO (c? ) tin e scake is therefore vanishingly snallin thelm it c! 0.
This is in analogy to excited states becom ing invisble on the O (¢! ) tin escale. Hence
the trapctories (i) and (ila) cannot be distinguished on the O ? ) tinescale. (iib)
The defectsm ay di use forever ( x ! 1 ) without encountering each other; thism eans
that the tra fctory branches irreversbly on the O (c? ) tin e scale. D ue to the existence
of bubbles the probability for this event, t, is renom alised relative to the bare’
probability d@d  1)é& t fr an initial branching event. Each defect in the resulting
pairhas travelled an in nite distance during tand so com plktely decorrelates from the
nitial defect.

W e can now m ake predictions for the dynam ics on the O c? ) tinescale. First we

= 0 and defect tra pctories do not brandh on the O c? ) tinescale. However, nd > 2
the P4 (x) are nie,and hence so is 4= =¢.Now , @) is Just the probability that
the num ber of defects has not increased during the tim e Intervalt, w hich m eans that no
rreversible branching processes have taken place. T he rate or occurrence of the latter
being , i Pllowsthat , &) = exp( t)= exp( 4t). This com pletes our derivation
of Equation (84).

One can go further and extract the probability p. E ) of having E 1l attine t.
Sihce each irreversible branching event produces in niely ssparated defects, these will
then continue to branch independently In the sam e way. Thus, ifE defects are present,
the rate for generating an additional one by irreversble branching isE . Thisgives the
m aster equation

GpeE)=E 1) pE 1) E pE): 86)
This can be solved straightforwardly, for exam ple by Z -transfom , to give

¢ E1

prE)=e® 1 e : 87)

T he num ber of defects thus has an exponential distrdbution; the m ost lkely outcom e
iSE = 1 at any tine and has probability p. (1) = , &) = e * . The average num ber
of defects, on the other hand, grow s exponentially ashE i. = € “. W e have checked in
our sin ulations the full form ofp. € ) (data not shown), and found excellent agream ent.
T he exponential Increase in the number of defects lin its the tin e range that can be
conveniently sim ulated; the lowest value of , (t) that can bem easured reliably is ofthe
order of the nverse of the m axin um num ber of defects one is prepared to tradk.
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4 4. Persistence finctions and discussion of earlier data

In order to characterise a dynam ical xed point in the pressnce of a tim ereversal
symm etry, we m ust detem Ine three independent exponents. One such set is (z;z ; ).
Our sinulations as well as the scaling analysis have con med the RG prediction
that z = 2 and z = 1; further, = 1 is known rigorously from detailed balance.
Consequently the scaling ofthe FA modelin d= 3 isG aussian.

In Ref. [4], the authors found that the directed percolation OP) xed point
is relevant to the FA model in three dinensions and at low temperatures. This
conclusion seem s unsatisfactory: we nd no evidence for uctuation corrections in our
sim ulation data. Further, and m ore in portantly, the DP xed point is characterised by
a diverging static lengthscale : fora process in the DP universality class, one expects
m; O)n; 0)ipp nE, to be a scaling function of jx @) x (j)J& where diverges
at crticality. O n the other hand, detailed balance w ith respect to the non-interacting
energy function @) tells us that n; O)n;0)iga M, / i3 in the FA model. The
absence of this diverging lengthscale in the FA m odel Indicates that the underlying
physics is di erent from that ofthe DP xed point. Finally, we note that the exact
resul = 1 arises naturally from ourRG treatm ent: this situation would appearm ore
satisactory than the argum ent ofRef. ] that the exponents z and  should be given by
their DP valueswhike is independently xed to the non-DP value = 1 by detailed
balance.

W e argue that the conclusions ofRef. §] regarding the DP  xed point are artefacts
of an RG treatm ent that does not respect the presence of detailed balance and of the
duality symm etry of the FA model; see also the comm ents after Equation (78). To
rem edy this, we have shown explicitly that writing the action as n (79) allows one
to perform the RG analysis In a way that preserves these symm etries. W e attrbute
the apparent uctuation e ects in the data for the relaxation tine of Ref. [}, which
were derived from the persistence function P (t), to a combination of preasym ptotic
corrections In ¢ and possbl nite size e ects. It should be enphasised that pre-
asym ptotic corrections are substantial: our sinulations for , (t) show that branching
ratesof c= 10° are still too Jarge to see the true critical scaling. Sim ilar com m ents
apply to the persistence function: we do nd G aussian scaling as shown in F igure §, but
to see this clearly requires very sm allc. Note that in order to obtain data forc= 10°
and c= 10° we used virtual sinulation boxes of size 640° and 2000°, respectively i.
T hese cannot be reached by conventional Jatticebased codes so that the data ofRef. §]
were of necessity taken from amaller system s, wih potentially signi cant nite size
e ects. Although the DP exponents zpp = 19 and pp = 058 Ind= 3 Bldier
z W hile our coordinatebased M C algorithm is extrem ely m em ory e cient (in a 2000 ° lattice and at
c= 10 ° there are on average only 8000 defects) keeping track of the persistence status is a problem
for lJarge lattices. W e associate single bits w ith the persistence status of each lattice site so that we can
track persistence i lattices up to 1000° using a m em ory block of 125M b. At c¢= 10 ° we split the

2000° virtual sin ulation box into eight 1000° blocksbut only track persistence in our ofthem to lim it
the m em ory requirem ent to 500M b.
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Figure 5. Smulation data (symbols) for the equilbriim persistence fiunction P (t)
in thed= 3 FA modelw ith branching ratesc= 10 3;10 %;10 5 and 10 °. Them ain
panel show s data collapse for G aussian scaling of the relaxation tim e c?. The
inset dem onstrates that the data are inconsistent with DP scaling pp ¢ 271% . We
used the coordinatebased continuoustime M C algorithm to measure P (t) in direct
equilbriim simulations; since P (t) is e ectively a correlation function of events at a
continuous range of tim es, the duality relations for two-tin e correlations cannot be
used. T he size of the virtual sin ulation box is 64°;200%;640% and 20003, respectively,
which should be su cient to avoid nitesize e ects. Results are averaged over
1000;100;10 and 3 repeats, again In order of decreasing c. W e expect relative errors
ofno m ore than 1% in the data shown.

only slightly from the G aussian ones, our data clearly allow us to rule them out: the
dashed line In Figure § represents DP scaling of the dynam ical correlation length and
is lnoconsistent with our data. The inset in Figure § dem onstrates sin ilarly that the
persistence functions P () do not collapse when plotted against t=pp with the DP
scaling pop ¢1% ; 3 rather sim ilar picture { thus not shown { is obtained when
plotting the two-point susceptibility , (), Figure 4, against t= pp .

W e conclude that the DP  xed point is irrelevant for the FA m odel, for the sam e
reason that it is imrelevant for the AA model and for party conserving m odels of
branching and anniilating random walks: these m odels possess extra sym m etries that
m ust be preserved In RG calculations and, In the case ofthe FA m odel, lead to G aussian
scaling. This conclusion parallels that of Cardy and T auber ], who showed that an
early paper [18] on the parity conserving reaction-di usion system @A ! 3A;2A ! 0)
had produced a sin ilar erroneous conclusion that the upper critical din ension was four
and the exponents those ofDP.
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5. Conclusion

To summ ariss, we showed in Section ::2 that the FA and AA m odels with hard core
exclusion share the sam e correlation functions (at equilbrium , and considering a single
tin edi erence). This was established by m eans of an exact m apping at the level of
the m aster equation. An in portant generalisation which Inclides additional di usive
processes dem onstrated that the sam e m apping connects m ore generally the reaction—
di usion m odels with reversible coagulation A + A $ A and reversble annihilation

A+ A $ 0. Further, we showed in Section 3 that the bosonic versions of the FA and
AA m odels are appropriate e ective theories for the low tem perature lin its of the hard
corem odels and have analogous sym m etries and relationsbetw een each other. F nally, n
Section 4 we discussed the critical properties of the bosonic m odels using renom alisation
group argum ents. Im plem enting the m apping at the level of the eld-theoretic action
showed that the FA (@nd more generally A + A $ A ) m odel renom alises ke the AA

orA + A $ 0)model. W e nd that the directed percolation xed point is irrelevant to

the FA m odel, because of the presence of detailed balance and of an additional hidden
symm etry Inherited from the parity symm etry ofthe AA m odel. Tnstead, theA+A $ A

m odel and its soecial cass, the FA m odel, have upper critical dinm ension two; detailed
balance together w ith the two exactly known scaling exponents is su cient to nd all

exponents exactly also In d < 2.

From the point of view of reaction-di usion system s and, m ore generally, non—
equilbrium stochastic m odels, the m ost signi cant outcom e of this work is the result
that a hidden symm etry suppresses uctuationsin theA + A $ A modeland lowers is
upper criticaldin ension to d. = 2. Themappingto A + A $ 0 can, however, also be
usaed to m ore quantitative purposes. For exam ple, it enables one to caloulate new exact
results fortwo-tin e non-equilbrium correlation and response finctionsinh d= 1;wewill
report on these shortly [[5]. The resuls of such an analysis are instructive also m ore
generally w ith regard to non-equilbrium uctuation-dissipation relations for activated
dynam ics [§]. In fact the FA m odelisan aln ost paradigm atic exam ple of such dynam ics,
given that any evolution away from a m etastable state containing only isolated defects
requires the them al excitation of additional defects.

From a dierent angl, one may ask what our results have to say about the
usefiilness of the FA model for capturing the qualitative behaviour of structural
glsses B, 3, 4]. W e have seen that in the physically relevant case of three spatial
din ensions, uctuation e ects at low defect densities are of a classical (mean— eld,
G aussian) nature. Nevertheless, the m odels w ill still exhidbit a degree of dynam ical
heterogeneity. V iolations of the StokesE instein relation ] may also persist, but
will be at most by a constant (rather than diverging) factor as ¢ ! 0; this is
consistent with sinulation results [[9]. In summary, Ylassy’ e ects will be present,
but probably rather weak. This is consistent w ith the fact that FA m odels also have
relatively benign, A rrheniustype increases of relaxation tim e scales at low tem perature:

é exp(2=T) nd> 2 aswe saw above. Thes m odels are therefore suitable
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at best for m odelling for what are known as strong glasses. For fragile glasses w ith
their superA rrhenius tin escale divergences, m odels w ith facilitation by m ore than one
oIn { or wih directed constraints { will nevitably have to be used. Their much
m ore cooperative dynam ics ] continues to m ake them physically attractive m odels for
understanding non-trivial agpects of glassy dynam ics.
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A ppendix A . Large-S expansion

To seem athem atically the equivalence between the bosonic and hard corem odels In the
Iim it of an all particle densities, one can replace the gpin-1/2 operators of the hard core
case by their spin-8 analogues and perform a formm al large-S expansion, valid for states
w ith sn alldensity. For exam ple, we can de ne a new M aster operator by generalising
Lpa from @8) to S > 1=2, as ollow s:

P—s ¢

X s+s% |
— (S 2S) S;
2S 2S

Lsra = p230)+ @s 3 ; @l
hiji
where S etc are operators In the spin-§ algebra. In the spin-halfcaseswehave S = 1=2,
S+ 8%)=@S)= s; s;, 8 §)=@8)=s; s. and so recover inm ediately Legpp = Ly -
The M aster operator Lgry describes a system in which the num ber of particles on
each site is restricted to the range 0 ny 2S5 ; the particle number operators are
n; = Sf{+ S. Con gurations fn;g are m apped onto kets i(Si+= E)“i-pi where Pi
is the em pty state as before; shce 1;Pi= 0 isequivalent to SfPi= S Pi this state
is, In spin language, fully polarised In the ( z) direction. P robabilities for transitions
between states in some tin e J'nte§valt are then given by

# n #
Y l S ng . . Y S+ nj
angg fnig (t) = h0j = el s P Dia 2)
i Smi 25 i 25

where we have ntroduced the coe cients s, = (2S)™ h03j(S; )" (5] )" Pi for ease of
writing. These obey the recursion gsp+1= sn @+ 1) n=@29)], ykelding explicitly
sm=n!@S)E[@2S n)!@S}]. From @ 2), conservation of probability requires that
w #

Y X5 1 S, n{

h0j j— Lsga = O @A 3)
S;ng 2S

i ni=O
which can be veri ed by direct calculation. W e identify this left eigenstate as the
progction state; it is analogous to hej and hej for hard core and bosonic m odels,
resoectively.
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iy P— P P L P— . P
Using S; (S= 28)"Pi= 2S(/= 25)"*'Piand s, SI= 25)"Pi= 25

nfl n=@S )](SI = %)“ L i one easily checks that the m icroscopic rates in the m odel
de ned by Lgpa are

nin; ' it ny;  mteay I n=E@S)); @ 4)
i+ 1)ny ! nins; mten; s+ 1)L n=@S)F '
T hese obey detailed balance w ith respect to the stationary state
Y i
P (fniqg) / @ 5)

i Smi
W e have de ned a fam ily of Interpolating m odels w ith increasing S that allow usto
gradually rem ove the hard core constraints. W ew illnow use a Jarge-S expansion to show
that them odels w ithout constraints coincide w ith thebosonicm odelsde ned above. A s
Iong as there is no qualitative change in behaviour on increasing S we therefore expect
the bosonic m odels to be suitable e ective theories for the low tem perature (sn all ©)
behaviour of the hard core ones. An exam pk of a qualitative change that would render
the lJargeS expansion nvalid is a transition to a quantum disordered state as S is
reduced R(]: there is clearly no such sihgular behaviour here. ndeed, in our case the
stationary states @ §) of the m odels are known for general S. Bearing in m ind that
s = sa= 1,they areallofe ectively the sam e form ifc is an all o0 that only states
with n; = 0;1 have signi cant probability.

Ourclin that the above interpolatingm odelbecom es equivalent to thebosonic one
inthelimitS ! 1 canbecon med directly from @ 4): as long as c is sn all so that
the relevant values of n; stay am all com pared to 2S, the lJarge-S lin it of the transition
rates gives the bosonic m odel ) . C orrespondingly, the stationary state @& J) becom es
the bosonic one in this Iim it sihce 5, ! nl.

M ore fom ally, one can establish the lJargeS lim it of our interpolating m odel by
looking at ‘dée Hem itian version ofthe Liouvillian. U sing detailed balance thisisde ned

asHgpa = [ iCﬁ P gpa [ iCﬁizz]OfeXp]jCin
X Ss+s: , P—3s5 ¢ P o
Hgpa = T(Si 25¢) S; 2Sc)+ (1S 3J) @A 6)
niji

Then we can use the Holstein-P rim akov representation P11

s?=ala; S; s =ales da) @7

and take the large-S lim by approxin ating2S da;= 25 1 2S everywhere. This
assum es again that c is an all enough so that all relevant states have particle num bers
n; 2S5 at each site. In spin language, all the states of interest are then localised on
a an all part of the surface of the spin sphere, and the non-trivial structure of the spin
algebra can be neglkcted in favour ofa sin ple bosonic one via S gaii’ . Taking the
s! 1 ijitasexp]aj;ged,weget

P - P -
Hora ' Blaj@ ~o@ o+ s Ik @ 8)
hiji
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T his colncides w ith the Hem itian form {49) ofthe Liouvillian of the bosonic FA m odel
as clain ed, w ith the expected correspondence e = c. An exactly analogous procedure
can be applied to construct a fam ily ofm odels that Interpolates sm oothly between the
hard core and bosonic AA m odels. W e therefore expect that the bosonic FA and AA

m odels w ill be appropriate e ective theories for their hard core counterparts at an all
particle densities.

A ppendix B .Random walk survival probabilities

For the scaling analysis of equilbrium correlation finctions given in Section 4.3 we
required particular random walk survivalprobabilities; these are derived In the follow ing.
Consider a pair of di using defects. W e can think of these as random walkers on a d-
din ensionalhypercubic Jattioe 7 9; whenever they occupy NN sites, w here their positions
have distance Tk, x5 Jj= 1, they coagulate Instantaneously. W e are interested in the
probability P4 x) that the walkers survive to In nite tin e, ie. never coagulate. This
survivalprobability dependson the spatialdin ensionality d and on the Initial ssparation
X = X, x ofthewalkers. The distance vector x,  x also perfom s a random walk,
w ith twice the e ective di usion constant. The problem is therefore to calculate the
probability P4 (x) that a random waler starting from position x w illnever reach one of
theNN sitesofthe origin. Ifwe picture these sitesasabsorbing, then Q3 ®) = 1 Py X)
is the probability that the walker is absorbed eventually; for absorption at the origin
itself, these quantities are well known.

The key Insight is that, in its st step, the walker random Iy m oves to one of the
NN sitesofx; wewrte theseasy 2 N x). The absorption probability starting from
x is therefore the average of those that would be obtained when starting from any of

these NN sites:
X

Qd(X)=2—ld Qaly): 1)

Y2N x)
The only exosption to this relation is the case where x itself is already an absorption
site so that Q4 (x) = 1. W e can correct for this by adding a source temm at these sites;
the Jatter then has to be set at the end of the calculation to give the correct values of
Q 4 (x) at the absorption sites. Since all Jattice directions are equivalent, all 2d source

tennswﬂlbeequalandwezcanwﬁte 3
1 X

Qd(><)=§j4vx;N(0)+ Q) : B 2)

y2N (x)

P
For the Fourder com ponents Qy = XQd(x)e{kX this gives
P

V4
cosk L P
Qk=vm=v 1+d d e @ cosk ). ® 3)
0



M appings between reaction-di usion and kinetically constrained system s 33

where = 1;:::;d labels the Jattice directions. T he second, Integral form of the result
m akes the reverse Fou1:ie1':' transform sin pl:

Z v #
Qak)=v 4o+d d & L () ® 4)
0
1 R2
where the I, aremodi ed Bessel functions, I, ( ) = 5~ , dk cosk)e sk Choosihg
vtoensurethat Q4 (k)= 1 forx 2 N (0) then gives forx & O,
R Q
4 L ()

=1 P = R :
Qabo) @ be) td e T ()n()

W e ram ark that for x = 0 one nds, by retaining the 4,0 temm, that Q40) = 1 as
it must be: starting from the origin, already the rst m ove reaches an absorption site.
G iven the derivation of B J), i is not too surprising that the result is sin ilar to that
for the standard case of absorption at ﬁhe origin, where one nds the sam e expression
but w ith the denom inator replaced by d & I5( ).

In dinensions d = 1;2 the orighhal pair of wakers always coagulate eventually,
regardless of the Initial separation and thusP 4 x) = 0. (This can be seen form ally from
the fact that both the num erator and denom inator integrals in B 5) are dom iated by
their divergent tails; these have x -independent prefactors, gving Q4 (x) = 1.) Ind> 2,
on the other hand, Equation {8 8) yields a nonzero probability P4 (x) that the walkers

survive lnde niely. The two paRJ:tjoJ]ar valieswe need In them ain text are
1

B )

d & 1°
P,(2;0;0)=1 & ° 2( B () 0:50166; ®B .6)
o &€ TOI)
1
d €€ Li()T()
P5(1;1;0)=1 & 0:35872: ®.7)
’ Td @ 2()5()

The rather signi cant di erence between the num erical values 8.6) and ®.7) has a
sin ple reason: when starting at Initial ssparation x = (1;1;0) there are 12 possble rst
m oves since each waker has 6 NN sites to m ove to. O ut of these, 4 lead to the wakers
being on NN sites where they coagulate nstantaneously, whik forx = (2;0;0) only 2
m oves produce this outcom e. There are sin ilar di erences In subsequent m oves which
accum ulate to the num bers given above.
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