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T he target problem w ith evanescent subdi usive traps
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W e calculate the survival probability of a stationary target in one dim ension surrounded by
di usive or subdi usive traps of tin e-dependent density. T he survival probability of a target in
the presence of traps of constant density is known to go to zero as a stretched exponential whose
speci c power is determ ined by the exponent that characterizes the m otion of the traps. A density
of traps that grow s In tin e always leads to an asym ptotically vanishing survival probability. T rap
evanescence leads to a survival probability of the target that m ay be go to zero or to a nite valie
indicating a probability of etermal survival, depending on the way in which the traps disappear w ith

tin e.

PACS numbers: 82.40.4g, 82.33.2,0250Ey, 89.75D a

I. NTRODUCTION

The traditional trapping problem involres di usive
Brownian) particles (@A) that wander in a medium
doped w ith static traps B ) and disappear when they
meet @,:2,:_3,:_4]. In the tradtionaltarget problem [_E;,-'_é,:j],
on the other hand, one has static A particles and m o—
bilk traps. Both of these problem s are described by the
\reaction" A + B ! B, but In one case the A’s m ove
and the B ’s stand still, while in the other the B s m ove
while the A’s are stationary. Both of these problem s
have a long and active history in the literature. They
not only represent experim entally observable phenom —
ena, but they have served as a testbed fortheoreticaland
num erical studies and as a starting point for the form ula—
tion ofm odels form ore com plex system s that have only
recently been successfully solved analytically. For exam —
ple, the survivalprobability ofan A particle in a m edium
ofB particles when both species are di usive, rst inves—
tigated num erically in the sem inalw ork ofToussaint and
W ilczek @], was only partially solved analytically {,110]
until the recent 11l (@sym ptotic) solution in one dim en—
sion f_l-]_;, :_L:i, :_IZ_%, :_l-é_j] These resuls ha_ve also recently
been generalized to subdi usive species ﬁ_l§'] The survival
probability of A particles in the reactionsA+ A ! A and
A+ A ! 0Inonedimnension when A ism obike is also of
relatively recent vintage in the history of such analytic
solutions E_Al,:_l-_é, :_L-7_i]

The purpose of this paper is to extend the one-
din ensional target problem calculations for both di u—
sive and subdi usive traps to the case oftrapsthat them -
selves disappear in tin e according to som e survivalprob—
ability finction of their own (eg., exponential or power
law ). The decay of the m oving trapsw ith tim e of course
Increases the survival probability of the stationary tar-
get, and the Interesting questions concem the Interplay of
the tin e dependences of the m ovem ent and decay of the
traps. A related problem was considered in [_l§'], where
di usive particles A and traps B and C undergoing the
explicit reactions @9 A+ B ! B,B+C ! C,and ()

A+B ! B,B+ C ! 0were considered using entirely
di erent m ethods. O ur m ethods are equally applicable
to trap densities that ncrease w ith tim g, but this prob—
Jem is less Interesting because it necessarily leads to the
eventualdenm ise of the target.

A comm on characterization of the di usive m otion of
a particlke is through its m ean square displacem ent for
large t,
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Here K is the (generalized) di usion constant, and

is the exponent that characterizes nomal ( = 1) or
anom alous ( 6 1) diusion. In particular, the process
issudiusive when 0 < < 1. Subi usive processes are
ubiquitous In nature E[g, g-(j, 2-_', 2-2:,:_2-3, :_2-4], and are par-
ticularly usefil for understanding transport in com plex
system s [_'.’., @5]

T he problem considered in this paper is a special case
of a broad class of reaction-sulbdi usion processes that
have been studied over the past decades. O ne approach
that has been used to study these processes is based
on the continuous tine random walk (CTRW ) theory
w ith waiting-tim e distribbutions between steps that have
broad long-tin e tails and consequently in nite m om ents,

© t! ®ort! 1 wih0< < 1. Another
approach is based on the fractional di usion equation,
w hich describes the evolution of the probability density
P x;t) of nding the particle at posiion x at tin e t by
m eans of the fractional partial di erential equation (n

one dim ension) {119, 26, 21,28, 29
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where (D i is the R iem ann-Ljouville operator,
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In this paper we study the onedim ensional target
problem for a static particle A sub gct to attack by dif-
fusive or subdi uSJye traps B thatm ay die before reach—
Ing the target A {18] For this purpose, we general-
ize the ideas of Bray and B lythe [1]. and of our own
work tl5 based on a fractional di usion equation ap-—
proach. W hile recent work shows that a sinple gen—
eralization of reaction-di usion to reaction-subdi usion
equations In which the reaction and subdi usion tem s
are assum ed to enter addiively is not valid n some
cases {_STQJ, this is not a di culty in our particular ap—
plication. T he di culties do not arise when the reaction
process can be translated into a static boundary valie
problem , which is the case for the target (@swell as the
trapping) problm PR8].

In som e cases, asym ptotic anom alous di usion behav—
jor can be found from corresponding resuls for nom al
di usion via the sin ple replacem ent oftby t . This can
be understood from a CTRW perpective because the av—
erage num ber of jim psn m ade by a subdi usive walker
up to tine t scalksasmi t and, n many instances
the num ber of jum ps is the relevant factor that explains
the behavior of the system . The sim ple replacem ent re—
sul is evidence of \subordination" (see Secs. 5 and 72
of [§]) . H ow ever, there are other instances w here the be—
havior of subdi usive system s cannot be found in this
way. A sin ple exam ple is the survival probability of sub—
di usive particles in the trapping problem (see Sec. 5
of [d]) In particular, for system s where com peting pro—
cesses (m otion tow ard target and death) occur according
to di erent tem poral rules, such a replacem ent becom es
am biguous. This is the case for the problem considered
here.

W hilk our analytic resuls are based on the fractional
di usion equation form alisn , our num erical sin ulations
are based on a CTRW algorithm . These two renditions
of the problem are expected to di er if trapping events
are lkely in a sn all num ber of steps, that is, if the ni-
tial density of traps is too high. On the other hand, if
the initial trap density is too low, then the sinulations
to produce valid statistics would take inordinately long
because trapping events are rare and because the systam
hasto be su ciently large to Include m any particles. W e
note this as a caveat for our subsequent com parisons.

In Sec. i{ we present an integral equation for the
survival probability, which we reduce to quadrature in
Sec. -]It The resulting integral is explicitly evaliated
for exponentially decaying trap densities (including a
stretched exponential decay), as well as for trap densi-
ties that decay as a power law . N ot surprisingly, we nd
that a su ciently rapid decay of the trap density leads
to a nite asym ptotic survival probability of the target.
Com parisons of our results with num erical sim ulations
are also shown in this section. A summary and some
conclusions are presented n Sec. V.

II. NTEGRAL EQUATION FOR THE
SURVIVAL PROBABILITY

W e considera nite intervall. containingN = L mo-
bile traps B ofconstant density initially distrdouted at
random , and a single inm obilke A partjcle at the origin.
Follow Ing the approach of Bray et al Il4 for di usive
traps and our generahzatjon ofthis approach to the sub-
di usive case fl5 we write the survival probability of
A asP (t) = expf o{)g, where 4 () is to be deter-
m ned. To nd this function, one calculates in two ways
the probability density to nd a B particle at the origin
attinet,
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T hat the left side is this probability densiy is obvious.
O n the right side one has the renew al theory expression
where o (®)dt®= ( P=P )dt® is the probability that a B
particle ntersected A in the tim e nterval %"+ dt®) or
the rsttine, and the propagatorG ¢ t° isthe proba—
bility density for this particular B to be at the origin at
tim e t. In one dim ension it is given by I_B-J_:, ',_3-gi]
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where H 125 isFox’sH —function, whose value at the given
argum ents we have used to w rite the last equality. In a
di erent context than the target problem ,Bray et al. fl4
generalized their approach to a tin edependent density

(t) ofB . They argue that in place ofEq. (:ﬁJ:) one now
has

(t) 0
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T his is the basic equation to be considered in this paper.

III. THE SURVIVAL PROBABILITY

To calculate the survival probability of particke A, we
rew rite Eq. U) explicitly as
p— 1
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wherewehavem ultiplied both sidesby 4K
w e have introduced

,and w here
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E_gu (:_d is an equation of Abelofthe rstkind [§-§',
341
Z
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P
wih £ (t) = 4K . The solution ofthis classic equation

iswellknown (see Sec.12 in B3]orEgs. 2.5a) and (2.5b)
in B4
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n-Liouville frac—
4K is constant,

Here, as earlier, oDi ~? isthe Rim
tional derivative. Tn our case f (t) =

so that
-0 (t) 4K =2 1
(t) O (=2) 12)
Tt then follow s that
P 4K Ze -1
o= (=) dz (z)z ; 13)
= 0

which provides a general solution to our problkm forany
(). W hile Eq. (13) applies to trap densities that grow
or that decrease or even oscillate in tim e, the case of
evanescent traps is the m ore interesting and the one we
choose to focus on.
A's a rem inder, we note that for traps of a constant

density (t) = o the survivalprobability is given by
|
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A sabenchm ark, we show in FJgg.' a typical com parison
of this result w ith simulation results. T he agreem ent is
clearly good, although a lower niial density run for a
Ionger tin e would lead to even better agreem ent.

A . Exponentially decaying trap density

Suppose that the traps have a nie lifetine and
decay exponentially, as in a unin o]e_Ct‘JJar reaction, (t) =
oexp( = ). The ntegralin Eq. C_lij) Inm ediately leads
to the solution
(=2;t=)

= 1 — 1 1
o) =" o = as)

where (b;x) isan incom plete G amm a function, and

A @K y1=2 . (16)

In(P)

FIG. 1: o () =_. InP () vs t for non—
evanescent traps as given in Eq. {_14 (solid line) and sim -
ulations (sym bols along w ith ermg bars). Param eter values

(Color online)

are = 1=2, o= 001, K = 1=@2 ).
W hen = 1, ie., when the traps are di usive, this re—
duces to
P —
o= "1 oerf( t=): a7
For arbitrary < 1, the survival probability of the tar—

get In the presence of the subdi usive traps wih nite
lifstim e thus is
(=2;t=)

= A 1T — 1
P (b= exp 0 (=) 18)

The iInteresting result here is that the funtion ¢ (t)
goes to the constant (1 ) = ' ( and not to in niy
ast! 1 . Therefore the survival probability does not
vanish w ith increasing tim e,

e ¥

! \ .
P! exp o 1 ()= )1 =2 : 19

W e note that ' is a characteristic distance that m ea—
sures the root m ean square displacem ent of the traps
during their decay tine . Therere (@1 )= ' ¢ is
the ratio of this average displacem ent to the average Ini-
tialdistance | ! petween traps. This nite asym ptotic
survival probability, P (1 ) = exp ( 0), displays rea—
sonable qualitative features: it increases w ith decreasing
trap lifetine , and it decreases w ith increasing initial
trap density (. That there is a nite asym ptotic sur-
vival probability re ects the fact that if the traps disap—
pear su ciently rapidly which they do ifthey disappear
exponentially while the traps m ove di usively or subd-
i usively), then m any traps disappear before they can
reach the particle, and there is a nite probability that
the particlke rem ains forever \safe."

The next two gures show the com parison of sin ula—
tion results with our analytic outcom e. First, n Fjg.'g
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FIG.2: (Color online) o (k)= ¢ = P ®)= g s t for ex—
ponentially evanescent traps. Solid lne: Eq. {_] Squares:
sin ulation results for a high nitial density o = 0:d. X ’'s:
sin ulation resuls for a lower nitialdensity o = 0:01. O ther
param eter values are = 1, = 180_, and K1 = D = 1=2.
Asymptoticvalue: o1 )= Y o= 2.

we ilustrate our earlier caveat, that agreem ent cannot
be expected if the iniial density of traps is too high
and the extinction rate of the traps is large, and that
the agream ent in proves w ith lower initial density. The
disagream ent is clear and can be traced exactly to the
early tim e trapping events that cum ulatively a ect the
survival probability. Fjg.:_Iﬁ’ show s typical results for the
Iower Initial density of traps and a m ore slow Iy decay—
Ing trap density, where the agreem ent between analytic
results and sin ulations is clearly very good.

Finally, i is straightforward to extend the results of
this section to trap densities that decay as a stretched
exponential, ()= oexpl (= ) 1. The integral {I3) is
still straightforw ard and gives

Yo (=2) (=2;&=) )
£) = 1 ; 20
o® (=2) (=2) @0)

which reduces to Eq. {19) when = 1. The asym ptotic
nie survival probability then is
ol =)

(=2)=) ¢ 2
@1)

P(t)! exp Yoo

An Interesting interplay of and should benoted: there

are valnes of and fHOrwhich the survival probability

ofthe target when the trap density decays as a stretched
exponential ( < 1) is actually greater than w ith an ex-—
ponentialdecay ( = 1). T his seem ingly counterintuitive

behavior is connected w ith the reversalof tim e lnequal-
ties, ie., wih the fact that (&= ) is greater (an aller)
than (= ) when t is an aller (greater) than

FIG .3: Colronline) o (t) = InP (t) vst for exponentially
evanescent_traps of a lower initial density o = 0:01. Sold
Ine: Eq. {18). Symbols: sinulation resuls (there are error
bars on the symbols but they are too amn all to see clearly).
Oth%r param eter valies are = 1=2, = 108, and K =
1=@ ).Asymptoticvalue: o(@ )= Y-, o= 1:06225.

B. Power law decaying trap density

Suppose now that the trap density decays as a power
law as m ight happen, for instance, if there is a process
of trap-trap annihilation. T he trap density at long tim es
then decreases as (t) t and it is to be expected
that the target survival probability (and, in particular,
w hether it is asym ptotically vanishing or nite) depends
sensitively on the relation between the exponents and

. W e expect that for su ciently large the target will
again have a nite probability of surviving forever.

To nd a closed expression for the survival probability
we need to specify (t) for alltim es, not just asym ptoti-
cally, and we choose

0

= — - 22
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W ith this form , the integral {(15) can be carried out ex-—
actly, to give

A}

O p_.
(=2) T
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frall ,whereB isthe incom plkte Beta function [36, 37
Z
B (z;w)=

det? '@ Y ! wih < (@) > 0: (24)

0

Equation () tells us that the typical length explored
by a (living) trap grows w ith tine as Ix® ©)1=2 t =2.
On the other hand, the mean distance between traps
grows as ! t . It thus stands to reason that the
asym ptotic survival probability depends sensitively on



the relative m agnitudes of and =2. To present m ore
explicit results In this long-tin e regin e we distinguish
three cases.

Casel: >
as

=2. In thiscaseEqg. (2_-3_'9 can be w ritten

B (=2; =2)I1 . (=2; =2):

0
(=2)
@5)

HereB (z;w) istheBeta function W here the requirem ent
< (z)> 0and< W) > Oplacesusin the\Case 1" regin ),
and I, (z;w) is the reqularized incom plete Beta function
asde ned In Sec.6.62 (g.263) of Bi] U sing the prop—
erty 6.63 in B? wecan set I, @b) = 1 L x (ja), and
applying the relation 2655 in B7 lwe can then w rite the
asym ptotic resul

=)~

( =2B( =2 =2)
26)

=2)=1

C onsequently, recognizing the relation between the Beta
function and the Gamm a function, ast! 1 we arrive
at the asym ptotic result

( =2) =) 2
() ( =2)

| \
0@ ! 0 (=2)
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The survival probability thus approaches (via a power
law decay of the exponent) the nite asym ptotic value

( =2)
1 ) = exp N 0 # H (28)
Figured illustrates this resul along w ith num erical sin —
ulations for com parison.

Case 2: < =2. In this case the integrand in
Eq. (13) goes to zero more sowly than 1=t ort ! 1,
so that a sin ple asym ptotic analysis of the Integral {_l-é)
readily establishesthat ¢ (t) goesto In nity with increas—
Ing tin e as

P (!

© ! ~ o £ +i; 9)
0 . ( =2 ) ( :2) cee g
so that the survivalprobability vanishes at long tin es as
a stretched exponential,

A}

P (t) ! =) : (30)
=2 (=
Analytic and simulation resuls for this case are shown
nFig. 8.
Case 3: = =2. This is the m argihal case, and

the incom plete Beta fiinction ¢24) can be rew ritten as a
hypergeom etric fiinction,
Y olE)

o ® = ﬁzFl(; i1+

= — 2 =)+ oast! 1: (31)

+ ..::FIG.4:

(Color online) ¢ (t) = InP (t) vs t for power law
evanescent trapswih > =2 (\Case 1"). Param eterv%)]ues
are = 075, = 08, o= 001, = 106 andK = 1=2 ).
A symptotic value: o (1 ) = %-4 o = 2:36549. Sold Ine:
Eqg. £3). Symbols: sin ulation resuls.
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FIG.5: (Colbronline) o() = InP (t) vst for power law

evanescent trapswith < =2 (\Case 2"). Param eter values

are =08, =02, o= 001, =10°andkK =1=@2 ).
Solid line: Eq. @3). Symbols: sin ulation resuls along w ith
error bars.

T he survivalprobability thus decays as an Inverse pow er,

P! 1)! =) °° (72, (32)

Resuls for the m arginal case are shown in Fjg.:_d.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

W e have calculated the survival probability of a sta-—
tionary target In a one-din ensionalsystem n which di u—



FIG.6: (Color online) InP (t) vst for power law
evanescent traps w ith =2 (\Case 3"). Param eter v%)]ues
are =08, =04, o= 001, =10°,andkK = 1= ).
Solid lne: Eq. {_221') . Symbols: sin ulation resuls.

o () =

sive or subdi usive traps that elin lnate the target upon
encounter them selves disappear according to a survival
probability. The root m ean square displacem ent of the
traps grow s w ith tin e as t =2, that is, di usively when
= 1 and subdi usively when < 1. The surwival
probability of the target depends sensitively on the in—
terplay of two tem poral events, nam ely, the m otion of
the traps as characterized by the exponent and their
disappearance. W hen the m otion of the traps is di u—
sive or subdi usive and the traps do not decay in tine,
the survivalprobability goes to zero as a stretched expo—
nential, Eqg. C_l-fi) . W hen the traps undergo exponential
decay or stretched exponential decay, the target has an
asym pototic safety m argin, that is, a_ nite probability of
surviving forever, cf. Egs. (19) and £1). W hen the traps
are di usive or subdi usive and disappear according to a
power law survivalprobability t ,the suxrvivalofthe
target depends sensitively on the relation between and
. If the trapsm ove su ciently rapidly relative to their
disappearance, that is, if =2 > , the target is trapped
w ith certainty at long tim es, its survival probability go-—

Ing to zero again as a stretched exponential, cf. Eq. {_?:@) .
Ifthe trapsmove slowly, =2< , thgn the target has a
chance of etemal survival, cf. Eqg. C_2§') . At the critical
relation =2=  the survival probability goes to zero as
an Inverse poweroftime, cf. Eq. {_52) . If In fact the trap
density increases w ith tin e, the survival probability of
the target necessarily vanishes asym ptotically.

In this paper we have calculated the survival proba—
bility of a target particle in the presence of evanescent
subdi usive traps of given tin e-dependent density. W e
could equally consider the inverse problem , nam ely, that
of nding the tin e dependence of the density of traps
to obtain a particular survival probability function. For
this purpose we need only \invert" Eq. C}Z_i),
(=2) , LE0
I

) = — :
© 4K P

(33)

An exponentially decaying survival probability of the
orm P ) = e ¥ requires a density that decays as

© t' 2. This is ncluded :n and consistent w ith
Case 2 in Sec.IIB with =2 = 1. Sinilarly, or
an inverse power decay of the form P (t) (=) ! we
require that () t =2 consistent with Case 3 1 the
sam e section.

This work has focused on the survival probability of
a stationary target. The survival probability of a m ov—
Ing target, di usive or subdi usive, surrounded by non—
evanescent di usive or subdi usive trapshasbeen consid—
ered recently In a num ber ofpapers [_11;,:_15] E xtension of
our work w ith evanescent traps to the case ofa di usive
or subdi usive target is in progress t_3§']
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