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A bstract

W e study spontaneous sym m etry breaking in a one-din ensional
driven tw o-species stochastic cellilar autom aton w ith parallel sublat—
tice update and open boundaries. T he dynam ics are sym m etric w ith
respect to interchange of particles. Starting from an em pty initial
Jattice, the system enters a sym m etry broken state after som e tim e
T, through an ampli cation loop of nitial uctuations. It rem ains
in the symm etry broken state for a tine T, through a tra ¢ Fm
e ect. Applying a sin ple m artingale argum ent, we obtain rigorous
asym ptotic estim ates for the expected tines < T; >/ L L and
In< T, > / L,where L is the system size. The actual value of T3
depends strongly on the initial uctuation in the am pli cation loop.
Num erical sin ulations suggest that T, is exponentially distributed
w ith a m ean that grow s exponentially In system size. For the phase
transition line we argue and con m by sin ulations that the Ipping
tin e between sign changes of the di erence of particle num bers ap-
proaches an algebraic distribution asthe system size tendstoin nity.

K eywords. goontaneous symm etry breaking, bridge m odel, cellular
autom aton, tw o-com ponent exclision process, m artingale

1 Introduction

Spontaneous sym m etry breaking (SSB) is associated w ith phase transitions
and is therefore not expected at posiive tem perature In one-din ensional
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equilbrium system sw ith short-range interactions. T he underlying physical
picture behind the absence of 1-d phase transitions, viz. the unsuppressed
creation of islands of the m inority phase inside a region of the m a prity
phase (eg. In an Ising system ) due to them alnoise, is very robust. So
it cam e as a bit of a surprise that in a quite sim ple stochastic (@nd hence
noisy) lattice m odel of a driven di usive system w ith short-range interac—
tions SSB was observed [1,12]]. In this so—called bridge m odel, two species
ofparticles A ;B m ove in opposite directions w ith rate 1 and are inected
wih rate and efcted wih rate at the boundary sites. A lthough the
dynam ical rules are sym m etric w th respect to the two species, tw o phases
w ith non-sym m etrical steady stateswere found in a m ean— eld approxin a—
tion. In the sym m etry broken states there is a m acroscopic excess am ount
ofone particle species, ie., the orderparameter = 5 B M easuring the
di erence of the average particle densities of the two species A ;B attains
a non—zero value in the them odynam iclim L ! 1 . These analytical re—
sultswere con m ed by M onte C arlo sin ulations of nite system s of large
size L .

In the lim it of vanishing efction rate ( ! 0) the existence 0of SSB in
thism odel could be established rigorously [B]. It em erged that (@t least In
this lin i) the phases of spontaneously broken sym m etry are dynam ically
sustained by a tra ¢ am e ect: T he particles of one species pilke up at one
end of the chain (because of the amn all rate of efpction) and thus prevent
the entrance ofparticles of the other species, untilby an exponentially rare

uctuation (ie. wih a probability exponentially an all in system size) no
particles ofthat speciesenter for su ciently long tim e. Then thetra ¢ jpm
dissolves, allow Ing for particles of the other species to take over. Later som e
other stochastic 1-d lattice gasm odelsexhibiting SSB were discovered [4,15],
but the nature of the phase transition in the bridge m odel has rem ained
obscure [6,17]. T here is, in fact, recent num erical evidence suggesting that
one of the two symm etry broken phases vanishes in the them odynam ic
Iim it [8,[9].

Ttwould seem naturalto attack the problem 0fSSB from am acroscopic
view point by deriving a hydrodynam ic description of the lattice gasm odel
under Eulerian scaling. T hisapproach indeed w orks for vanishing boundary
rates [LO], but fails for the general case due to the lack of a su ciently
general hydrodynam ic theory for two-com ponent system s in the presence
of boundaries [11]. Only partial results for some soeci ¢ In nite muli-
com ponent system s are known [12,[13,114],115,116,17].

T hese and other puzzles m ake driven di usive tw o-com ponent system s
a m atter of considerable current interest, see [18] fora review . In [L9] we
studied a variation of the bridge m odel w ith parallel sublattice update.
T he determ inistic bulk update schem e sin pli es the treatm ent of parti-
cle transport, while stochastic creation/annihilation events occur at the



boundaries In a sin ilar fashion as In the orighal bridge m odel. Thus {
whil m aintaining noisy dynam ics { the com plexiy of the problem is re—
duced. Thisallowed usto determm ine the exact phase diagram (rallvalues
of the boundary rates) and to elucidate the m echanisn that leads from a
sym m etric particle con guration into a state w ith broken sym m etry. In this
work we m ake rigorous the m ain results reported in [L9], which are com —
plem ented by new heuristic resuls on the transition line. W e also point
out that earlier work on a sin ilar single-com ponent system [20] yields a
rigorous asym ptotic estin ate for the residence tim e in a sym m etry broken
quasistationary state of the two-com ponent system and we present new
results on the phase transition between the sym m etric and the sym m etry
broken phase.

In Sec. 2 we de ne the m odel and state ourm ain results for the sym —
m etry broken phase. T he proofs are given in Sec. 3. In Sec. 4 we present
sin ulation data which provide fiirther insight in the relevant tin e scales of
the m odel. Analytical and sin ulation results for the phase transition line
are given in Sec.5. W e conclude in Sec. 6 w ith som e brief rem arks.

2 M odeland resuls

2.1 Bridge m odelw ith sublattice parallel update

T hem odel considered here isde ned on a one-din ensional lattice of length
L, where L is an even number. Sies are eitther em pty or occupied by a
single particke of either species A or B, ie., the particles are sub gct to an
exclusion interaction and the occupation numbers 5 (1) and y (i) ofeach
steiocbey o @+ s (@) 1. The dynam ics is de ned as a parallel sub—
lattice update schem e in two half steps. In the rst halfstep the follow ing
processes take place: At site 1 it is attem pted to create a particle of species
A with probability 2 [0;1] if the site is em pty, or to annihilate a particle
of species B w ith probability 2 [0;1], provided the site is occupied by
such a particke:

o!/"a,; B! 0: @)

A cocordingly, at site I a particlke of species B is created w ith probability
and a particle of species A is annihilated w ith probability

0! B; A! 0: 2)

In the bulk, the follow ing hopping processes occur determ inistically be—
tween sites2iand 2i+ 1 with 0< i< L=2:

AQ!' OA; OB! BO; AB! BA : 3)
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Figure 1: Stationary phase diagram of the sublattice bridge m odel as a
function of creation and annihilation probabilities and

In the second halfstep, these determm inistic hopping processes take place
between sites 21 1 and 2iwih 0 < i L=2. Note that the dynam ics
is sym m etric w ith respect to interchange of the tw o particles soecies com —
bined w ith space re ection. T he originalbridge m odel [1, 2] arises as the
continuous-tin e lim i of this m odel w ith stochastic hopping and has the
sam e sym m etry.

2.2 Resuls

T he stationary phase diagram of the m odel in tem s of the param eters
and is presented in Figure [[. The boundary lines are not di cul to
analyze. Along the Ine = 0;0 < 1 there is no Injction and the
stationary state is the em pty lattice (which istrivially symm etric In A and
B).For = 1;0 < 1 it iseasy to verify by direct com putation that the
product m easure w th altemating densities » )= 0, g @ = =@+ ) if
iisodd,and o @)= =@+ ), p (@)= 0ifiiseven is nvariant. A Iso this
stationary state is sym m etric. For = 0;0 1 there isno efction and
the system is highly non-ergodic. Any blocking m easure w ith A -particles
accum ulating at the right boundary and B -particles accum ulating at the
left boundary is nvariant. W e notice that m ost of these m easures are not
symm etric. Finally, for = 1;0< < 1 there are two stationary product
measures,onewith g (i) = 0 foralliand , () = 1Poreveni, o @) =1
for odd i and an analogous one wih A and B particles interchanged. In
each case one species is com pletely expelled from the system even on a
nite Jattice. This is a trivial, absorbing form of SSB w ith no transition
between the two states. T he dynam ics reduce to that of the single-species
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Figure 2: A verage density pro les obtained from M onte Carlo sim ulations
In the symm etric phase (top lft), the broken phase (top right) and on the
transition line (pottom ). A densities are shown by , B densities by

lattice gas studied by one of us earlier 20]. In the special determ inistic
point = = 1 there are three nvariant m easures arising as lin its of the
m easures described above. O ne is the sym m etric altemating A=B m easure
(=1; ! 1),theocthertwo arethe sym m etry-broken m easuresw ith only
A oronly B particlks ( = 1; ! 1). These considerations hold for all
system sizes L, and in what follow s the boundary lines are excluded from
the discussion.

T he interior of the phase diagram can be explored by M onte Carlb
sin ulations [L9]. T wo phases are found:

If < ,the system exhbits a symm etric steady state. Here, the
buk densttiesinthelimitL ! 1 are o =0, g W= =(+ )
ifiisodd,and o @)= =(+ ), s ()= 0ifiiseven.

If > ,the system resides in the sym m etry broken phase. A ssum e
the A particles to be in them a prity. T hen, the buk densities In the
ImitL ! 1 are g ()= 0foralli, , @)= 1forievenand 5 @) =
1 foriodd. Thism eans that the sym m etry ism axim ally broken
and the m Inority species is com pltely expelled from the system .

On the transition line for =  the system sw itches between sym —
m etric and broken states, which is studied num erically in Section 5.



T he intention of this paper is to further elucidate the dynam ics leading to
sym m etry breaking w hich were identi ed in [L9]and to detem ine rigorously
the tim e scales associated with SSB for >

If one of the gpecies is expelled from the system , the dynam ics of the
m apriy soecies Por > is dentical to the single species ASEP wih
parallel sublattice update. T he exact steady state distrbution for this
system has been characterized in R0] forall , and all system sizes L.
Let é be the distribution that concentrates on the em pty lattice for the
single species system . Then we w rite

A= o and = @)

for the distrbutions of our two species system , where one of the species
is expelled and the other distributed according to . Note that we do
not explicitly write the dependence of , and g on , and L. We
say that the system reachesa con guration = a2 @; s @ =1L w ith
broken symmetry if o (1) = 1 foralleven iand 5 (1) = 0 orall i, or
vieversa g 1) = 1 Prallodd iand (i) = 0 forall i. Let T; ( )
be the (random ) tin e when the system rst reaches a symm etry broken
con guration, starting from con guration . T, ( ) is de ned to be the
tin e until the 1rst particle of species B enters the system . W ith these
de nitionswe can state the m ain results of this paper.

Theorem 1 Tim e to reach a sym m etry broken con guration

<1

. SIS TN
For > wehave Im sup
111 L=l
Here hid denotes the expected value over the tin e evolution of the
processw ith initialdistribution . So ifwe start the processw ith an em pty
lattice (o= §  §) then the expected tin e to reach a symm etry broken
state is not grow ing faster than L InL w ith the system size L.

Theorem 2 Stability of states w ith broken sym m etry

L InhT,1
For > wehave Im inf ——
L! 1 L

> 0.

So starting with a symm etry broken state , where the B particles
are expelled from the system , the expected tin e until the next B particle
enters grow s exponentially wih L. By symm etry an analogous statem ent
holds if A and B particles are interchanged.

Since A = 5 and is stationary fr the single species system,

a Is Invariant for the two species system for tines t < T,. So although
a and p are not stationary for nite L, they are exponentially stable



by Theorem 2 for > . Together with Theorem 1 this provides a proof
for spontaneous symm etry breaking in this m odel in the interior region
of the phase diagram . Note that this argum ent is done w ithout know iIng
the stationary distrbution exactly, which should of course be close to the
mixture 7 5+ 1 g, corresponding to the usualooncept ofa phase transition
in the context of G bbsm easures (eg.in an Isihg system ).

T he proofs are given In Section 3, where the proof of Theorem 2 is a
straightforw ard application of the results in R0]. The proof of T heorem
1 relies on a sin ple m artingale argum ent or an interesting am pli cation
m echanisn which has been published In [19], and w illbe explained again
In the next subsection for selfcontainedness.

2.3 Dynam ics of sym m etry breaking

Tt is assum ed that at t = 0 there are no particles in the system and that
> > 0. Other symm etric niial conditions w ith a non-em pty lattice

can be treated in a sin ilar fashion. Starting from the em pty lattice, A
(B ) particles are created at every tin e step w ith probability at site 1

(L). Once Inected, particles m ove determ inistically w ith velocity 2 ( 2).
T herefore, at tin e t = L=2 the system is in a state where the density ofA
B ) particles is (0) at alleven sites and 0 () at all odd sites. In this

situation both creation and annihilation of particles are possble.

How ever, i tums out that the e ect ofcreation ofparticles isnegligble:
Since > thedetem inistic hopping w ith velocity 2 transportson average
m ore A -particles tow ards site L than can be annihilated there. T his leads
to the fom ation of an A particle Bm at the right boundary, blocking
the injction of B -particles. An analogous argum ent holds for the lft
boundary, which is blocked by a B -particle pm . In these am s, the only
source of vacancies is annihilation at the boundaries with probability
in the urst halfstep. In the second halfstep the vacancy m oves one site
tow ards the bulk w ith probability 1. T herefore, In a pm , the density of A
(B ) particlesat even (odd) sites is1, while that at odd (even) sitesis1
So the only way to create particles in this situation isa com plete dissolution
ofa am . But as long as it gains particles from transport through the buk
thisisavery rareevent since > .W eshow in Lemm a [32 (Section 3) that
the average num ber of created particles is am all and bounded independent
of L. So creation of particles in this pmm ed situation becom es negligble
nthelmiL ! 1 and willbe neglected in the follow ing explanation.

The num ber of particles In each of the two am s reduces by one In
every tin e step w ith probability . Since creation ofparticles is negligble,
the In ux Into the Am oeases affer some tin e and the Bm eventually
dissolves. By uctuations, one of the pm s, say the B —pm at the lft
boundary, dissolves rst. A particles can enter the system whike B particles



are still blocked until the A —-pm at the right boundary is also dissolved.
The con guration of the system at this point is illustrated in Figure[3d at
tine y (setting k = 1). The light grey region denotes a region of low
density of A particles where the density is (0) on even (odd) sites. The
(random ) length of this region, ‘;, describbes the m aprity of one of the
species. T he description is symm etric, so if ‘; < 0 this corresponds to a
m a prity CEE particles. T hus the average valueh ‘i, = 0, but typically

‘1= 0 ( L) due to uctuations for large L. and one of the species has
them aprity (see Lemnm al3.3 in Section 3).

The tin e evolution jist described constitutes the rst cycle of a peri-
odic behavior which can be e ectively described by the dynam ics of low
density regions and pm s at the boundaries. T he key ingredient for this
sin pli cation is the pmm Ing m echanism described above. T he cyclic be—
havior consists 0of4 stages, which we summ arize in the follow iIng and which
are illustrated in Figure[3. For sin plicity of presentation we assum e that

‘x 0, ie.the A particlkes have the m a prity.

1. At the begihning ofa cycle (g = 0) there is a low density region of
A particles at the keft boundary of length j 3 O.

Both species enter the system w ith probability and penetrate the
buk determ inistically w ith speed 2 ( 2).

2. The low density region of A particles reaches the right boundary at
tinet, = L Jj ‘xj=2,blocking the creation ofB particls.
A particles still enter w ith probability and exi wih probability
< , further Increasing theirm a priy.

3.Attinety = L=2 the B particlks reach the kft boundary, blocking
also the creation of A particlks.

Both species form m s at the boundaries, which gain particles from
the Iow density regions. Since creation ofparticles at the boundaries
is negligble, both Am s eventually dissolve.

4. Let ty be the tin e when the pm 0ofB particles is dissolved.
A particles start to enterthe system . Again, since > them aprity

of A particles increases on average.

5.At tin e t5 the A—pm at the right boundary is dissoled and also B
particles can enter the system .

The cycle is nished when both pm s are dissolved, ie.at tin em axfty ;t5g.
Note that forgiven ‘i, t,t and t3 are detem inistic, whereas t; and ts
are random tim es, which willbe de ned m ore precisely in Section 3. In
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Figure 3: Cyclic behavior of the dynam ics of sym m etry breaking.
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Top: IMustration ofthe stages nvolved in the k-th cycle ofthe am pli cation
loop as explained in the text. Low density regions are drawn light grey,
Bm s are dark grey and white regions of the system are empty. On the
right the stages are identi ed In a blow -up of sin ulation data shown in the
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Bottom : Two realizationsofM C sin ulation ofsym m etry breaking, starting

from the em pty lattice w ith

= 0:9,

= 08 and L = 10000. T he density

a Isdrawn in a full line (| ), s In dashed line (---) and the dotted line

indicates the density in the sym m etry broken state.




Figure[d i is assum ed that the B —pm dissolves rst, ie.ty < ts, which is
most lkely if ‘y > 0.But in generalty ts isalso possble and included
In the above description. T he result of the cyclk is

‘o1 Fm 20 t); )

which isthe initial condition for the next cycle. Aslongas L < ‘y41 <
L thecyclke can restart wih 0 < t, < t3,and allthe stagesarewellde ned.
N ote that w ithin this fram ew ork the process starting from the em pty lattice
isa cyclke wih initial condition ‘o= 0 and tp = t3. The cyclic behavior
leads to an am pli cation ofthe initial uctuation ‘i1, namely

h ' j 'ii,” 2= 1 5, rhmel; ©)
as given in Lemm a[32]. Together w ith the fact that the average duration
of a cycle is of order I (see Lemm a[3.3), this is the core of the proof of
T heorem [1 provided in the next subsection.

3 Proofs

3.1 ProofofTheorem 1

In order to de ne the random timest; and ts In the cycl described above
m ore precisely, we use the follow Ing procedure: Attinety, wem ark the last
particle of the m lnority species, corresponding to the rightm ost B particle
in the above description. If due to a uctuation there is no particle of
that species In the system , the cycle is nished attp, with ‘y+1 = L and
also the am pli cation loop stops. O therw ise, we analogously m ark the last
particke of the m a prity species at tine t3 and de ne t; and ts to be the
tim e when them arked B and A particle, respectively, just left the system .
If there were no particles of the m a prity species In the system at time t3,
wesetts = 3 (orty = tg ifthe B particles have them apriy). At tine
m axfty ;tsg we restart the cycle w ith initial condition ‘i, given n [@).
Thisdetem inesa process ( “k)k=o0;1;::on 2 with ‘o= 0.Ifj “x+1J L
the process stops and we reach a symm etry broken state.

W e rstnotesom eLemm asused In theproof. Theproofsofthe Lemm as
are given in the next subsection.

Lemma 3.1 Ifj “xj L the systam reachesa symm etry broken con gu-—
ration as de ned in Section 22 wihin a tine oforder L.

W e de ne k to be the (random ) num ber of cycles perform ed when the
loop stops, ie.
k=mf k :J 3 L : (7)

10



This is a stopping tim e for the process ( “)x=o0;1;:: and in the ollow Ing
we aln to nd an estin ate on the expected value hki. W e w ill use the
follow ing recursion relation:

Lemm a 3.2 Fora sihgle cycke
‘ke1 Yk =9 Ykt Cx; @®)

whereg= 2— 1 > 1 and the constantsCy are bounded independent of
L and k. This constitutes an am pli cation of the initial uctuations *;
and we get inductively
Xk
‘el Y1o= Yidt+ Cigd* s 9)
i=1
Here and in the ollow ngwe om i the subscript ( since allexpectations
are understood w ith respect to the em pty initial condition.

Lem m a 3.3 The average length ofa cycl is bounded above by
L
htsj Y11= —+1E+ - 1 ‘k Y1 =2=00(@): (10)

P_
and the initial uctuation isoforder L since

@ )
vVvar( ‘1)=4L—-——— : 11)

To getan estin ate fortkiweuse Eigoptjonalstoppjng theorem form ar-
tingales. Shceg> land ‘Y71 =0 ( L) asshown in [I1)), i is clear from
[B) that ( ‘y)x isa sub-m artingale for su ciently large L . C onditioned on
the nitialvalue ‘; we de ne the process (Yx)k=1;2;:: by ¥1 = ‘1 and

Yy Y1 &= Yk ko Yk ork 2; 12)

follow ing D oob’s decom position of sub-m artingales. By construction, Yy )x
is a martingale and k is a stopping tine or (¥x)x. Thus by optional
stopping and using Lemm a3 we have fork 2
0 = hij‘li hYklj‘liz
= h“j'ii agh Yy ;3 Y11 K .3 Y11 @3)
AlobyLemmalBdweknow that h *,j ‘11 gL+ 0 (1), sihce otherw ise,

the processwould have stopped beforek . Using [@) andtCc, ; j Y1i= 0 @)
we get

aL+0@) gh,;J 1i= F ' 13+0@ hfrg iz (14)

11



Sihce g> 1 Jensen’s inequality yields

. ) ) ol + O (1)
i it (15)
qhk hlk] 1 q] L5t 0 ()
This kads to
n L=3 '3+ o)
bk V.1 2+ ) 1) : 16)
hqg

A gain with Jensen’s inequality we have
hL=j '] = Lhl=j':i a7

Sihhcewith Lenmal33, 1= *1j = 0 @ ™2 ) weget

ki O @)+ L 1+ o0(@) (18)
i o :

2hqg
T herefore, taking the expected valie w r&t. ‘i, the expected totaltine
spent in the am pli cation loop is of order L nL . Together with Lemma
[31 this nishes the proof.

32 ProofoflLemm as

P roof of Lemm a [3.2]. In the ©llow ing we analyze the distrdoutions of
the random variablesty and ts to get the tin e evolution of ‘. Let , be
the (random ) tin e it takes for a pm ofn particles to dissolve. W ih this

ty=L=2+ y, +E5 ; t= L ‘yx =2+ y, +Ef : 19)

Here N (Ng) denotes the number of A (B ) particles that entered the
system up totinets () bePreblocking, ncluding ‘y.Ex Ep ) denotes
the num ber oftin e stepswherethe A B ) m isdissolved, ie. site L (1) is
an pty before ty (t5), when the respective m arked particke exits. T hese are
uctuations and m ay lead to single B (A ) particlks that enter the system
due to lack ofblockage. W e call such particles discrepancies and below we
show that their expected num ber is bounded independent of the system
size L . Apart from that, the boundary site in a pm isalwaysoccupied and
particles are annihilated w ith probability . Sothetime 2 £1;2;::g for
one particle to leave the pm isa Geo( ) geom etric random variable w ith

P =k = (@ )&, hi= 1= : ©0)

dent random variabl. T hen for

X
0= * wehave hyi= mihi=i= : @1)
=1

12



In [[9) n= N, orNg isaBif; ) binom ialrandom variable w ith
P n=k = ka yER ; k2 £0;:::580 ; hi= t: (22)

Forn= N f£ist= ‘y=2+t Bf and orn= Nz,t=t BfE,
where B, By ) is the number of tin e steps where the entrance ofA B)
isblocked by singular B () discrepancies. W ith [22) we have

Wai = ‘y=2+ 1t B = L+ Yy =2 B ij;
Wegi = & Wi = 1. Y =2 mBfi; @3)

where all expected values are conditioned on ‘. According to [20), di-
viding [23) by yildsh y, iand hy, i. Using thisand [23) the average
valueof ‘yxi1= 2@t t) conditioned on ‘i isgiven by

‘b1 Yk o= 2— 1 “w+2ES EFi 2-wmEF BEi: @9
This isequalto [B) with

2
Cy=2mEf Efi 2-MBf Byi= 2B} Efi 2= ' Ef i @5
since the blocking of A particles is caused by discrepancies of the previous
cyck, ie. BXi= -MEX 'iand analgous or B particks. [9) Hlows
directly by induction.
In order to nish the proof it su ces to show that IE i and HEX1 are
bounded independent of . orallk. Recallthat an A—pm isde ned asa
region of A particles at the right boundary w ith densities 1 on even and
1 on odd sides. Denote by M ¢, t t,, the number of particles in
the A—=pm at tine t. IfM > 0 it decreases by 1 with probability in
each tim e step. Until the m arked A particlke reaches the pm, say at tin e
t @L),M increases at krast by 1 w ith probability > in each tin e step.
D ue to the sublattice parallel update, also an increase by two particles
is possible. Both statem ents are true only m odulo nite corrections due
to discrepancies. N evertheless, M + perfom s a biased random walk and is
ncreasing on average. Thus it visits 0 only nitely often fort! 1 , and
thusalso ort t (L).Now

Ex = ft2 kit ©)] :Mc= 0g ; (@6)

and thus l'E]pf i isbounded independent of L . T he sam e argum ent holds for
HE X1, nishing the proof.

13



ProofofLemm a33l. W ith [I9) and 23) we have
hsi= L h'wi=2+ L+h ‘i =) W fi= +mEri; @7

where all the expected values are conditioned on ‘3. This leads directly
to [@0).

In the initial cycle starting w ith the em pty lattice, ty and t5 are iidxrv's
and thuswih ‘;= 2 1) weget

Var( ‘1)= 4Var(s )= 8Var(y): (28)
Analogous to [23) this is easily com puted as
Var(y)= Waivar( )+ h ¥ Var®a) ; ©29)

where N, and ; are de ned as in the proof of Lemm a [3l. Thus with
Wai= L=2,VarN )= (1 J)L=2andh li= 1= ,var( = @
= weget

@ )
Var( ‘1)= 4L ——M— (30)

Proof of Lemm a [3.1l. Let ‘yx > L. Then the low density region of
A particles extends over the whole lattice, and there isonly a nite num —
ber of B particles (discrepancies) in the system . Therefore an A —pm will
form at the right boundary blocking the entrance of B particles, w hereas
A particles w ill not be blocked. The number of particles in the A —gm

perform s a biased random walk increasing on average as explained in the
proof of Lemm a [32, and thus the om w ill reach the left boundary in an
expected tin e of order L. At this point the density of A particles on all
even sides is 1 and ifthere are any singular B particles kft, they w ill leave
the system in a timn e oforder L and the system reachesa sym m etry broken
con guration as de ned in Section 2 2.

3.3 ProofofTheorem 2

A ssum e the system to have sym m etry broken distrbution , = é as

de ned In Section 22 wih particle species B expelled from the system .
The density pro ke of A particles is given by the stationary m easure for
the single species system which is known exactly R0]. ForL ! 1 this
means p (i) = 1+ o() Preven sitesand , (@) = 1 + o() for odd
sites, up to boundary e ects at the left boundary with i= O (1). Species

14



B isexpelled from the system and in-pction of B particles is only possible
if site I is em pty. E xact expressions given in R0] (equation (18)) yield

a ) L
al)=1 1 ﬁ — : (31)

Thus the probability that site I is em pty is exponentially sm all in the
system size, and the expected time hT21, until the m inority species can
penetrate the system started in the broken state is exponentially large in
L . This is not surprising even w ithout know ledge of the exact expressions,
sinhce for ngction of the rst B particle the com plkte pm of A particles
has to be dissolved against the drive >  and this jam consists of the
order of I particles.

4 Sin ulation resuls

41 Resuls for T,

In the proof of T heorem [1] we identi ed a bound on the expected num ber
of cycles hki until the am pli cation loops stops, which is called k in the
follow Ing. This bound grow s ke k (L) C+ Ihl=Qhqg) wih increas-
ing I [I8). To estin ate the constant C we replace 1=7 ‘13 in [I8) by

)

1= Var( ‘1)= 4L % ) asgiven in [I)) and get

hL h(?=2 @ ))
k L) = 2an+ 2+ 2hg : 32)

W ih this choice 0fC , k (L) is no longer a strict upper bound but in very
good agreem ent w ith sim ulation results for hki, as can be seen In Figure
[4. In particular the sinulation data show the sam e logarithm ic growth
w ith prefactor 2 hq) I ask (L), so In this sense the rigorous bound of
T heorem [ is sharp.

As can be seen In Figure[d (oottom ) the number of cycles needed in
each realization depends heavily on the initial uctuation ‘,;, which is
a random quantiy even in the Imit L ! 1 . Thus we do not expect a
law of large num bers for k, which is also supported by Figure[d. T he bars
indicate the standard deviation of the distribbution of k which ism ore or
less Independent of the system size.

42 Stationary results

T he stationary dynam ics consistsm ainly of Ipping between the two sym -
m etry broken stateswhich arecloseto , and y .W ede nethe ip tines
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Figure 4: Smmulation results for hki for di erent system sizesL . The data
are obtained as averagesover 100 realizations, the average values are show n
as for = 05, =04and for = 0:9, = 05.Errorsareofthe sizeof
the sym bols and the bars denote the standard deviations ofthe distribution
ofk. The full lines (| ) give a linear t to the data pointsw hich agree very
wellw ith the estinate k (L) given in [32), shown as dashed lines --).

to be the tin es betw een two consecutive sign changes of B r Where
A = Ll I.l; ; a (1) is the (tin e dependent) number of A particles In the
system nomm alized by L, and p isde ned analogously. A typical tra gc-
tory of ( a 5 ) (t) is shown in Fiqure[d (upper left), show ing that there is
a clear tin escale of IPpping between the two states. The lower keft plot of
F igure[d show s sin ulation data for the cum ulative tail of the distribution of
the random variable . This distrdbution clearly consists of two parts, one
ofwhichareamall jptines = O (1) which result from uctuationsduring
a single transition between the two sym m etry broken states. T he relevant
Ip tim es are the ones that increase w ith the system size m arking the life
tin e of the symm etry broken states. In the upper right plt of Figure[§
the average value of these relevant ip tin es, denoted by h i° is shown to
increase exponentially in the system sizeash 1 z'.For = 0:5, = 04
wemeasurez= 131 002and for = 09, = 05z= 255 0:08.Both
values are larger than = , respectively, consistent w ith the result ([31) for
T,, which is a lower bound for the relevant i tim es. Nom alizing the
data by h i° .n the lower two plots of Figure[d results in a data collapse
for the extensive part of the distribution. T he non-extensive part collapses
toa jJymp at x = 0 In the cum ulative tail (lower keft plot), show ing that
a substantial fraction of sign changes have I tines ofO (1). The lower
right show s a logarithm ic plot ofthe tail ofthe renom alized extensive part
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Figure 5: Study ofthe i time distrbution. The upper kft plot show s
2 p asa function oftine for = 05 and = 04 and L = 50. The
other plots show data for = 05, = 04 (un lled symbols) and = 0:9,

= 05 (plack symbols). The average valies of the relevant ip tinesh i°
(see text) are shown to be exponentially Increasing In L in the upper right
plot. The full lInes give a linear t to the data points. The lower keft show s
the cum ulative tail of the distrlbution of nom alized i tines =h i’ for
L=30¢4),L=40¢(),L=50()andL =14 W), L=16¢( ),L =18
(). The sam e sym bols apply in the lower right, a logarithm ic plot of the
cum ulative tail of the renom alized distrbution of relevant Ip times. The
f111 Jine denotes an exponential distribution w ith param eter 1.

of the distrdbution, ie. the distrdbution of relevant ip tin es (denoted by
P % show ing good agreem ent w ith an exponentialdistribution of param eter
1. Therefore we conclude that the relevant ip tim es have an exponential
distrbution, w ith average value increasing exponentially in L.

5 D ynam ics on the transition line

Fortheborderline case = thedynam icsofthe system can stillbe e ec—
tively descrbbed In term s of boundary m s and low density regions. The
cyclic behavior can be observed (see F iqureld, upper left), but uctuations
are larger since the end ofa am is di usihg and the cycle lengths, though
still of order L, are strongly uctuating. But according to (24)) there is no

17



am pli cation of uctuations during a cycle. Instead, ‘ x is not driven to—
wards L but isdi using, so a sym m etry broken state can stillbe reached
wihin O (L2) cycles, and thus T; = O (L.°). On the other hand, when the
systam is in one of the sym m etry broken states, the length of the am of
the m a prity species is only di using. So it dissolves in a time of only
T, = O (L?), which is the lifetin e of a symm etry broken state or =

T hus, no sym m etry breaking takesplace in this case. Instead, for large L a
typicalcon guration istaken from a cycle, consisting of am sw ith di using
length and of low density regions for both species. An average over m any
realizations leads to an approxim ately linear stationary density pro le as

shown in Figure[ll (lower left). Further, or = site2 (L) is occupied by
A particles for approxin ately half ofa cycle length w ith probability (1),
Jeading to the stationary densities , )= =2and , )= 1=2.Forodd

sides an analogous argum ent yields 5 (1) = Oand o, @ 1)= @1 )=2,
which agreeswellw ith Figure[T].

M oreover, the form ation and dissolution of boundary fm s for the two
species show s Interesting tem poral correlations [L1]. In the follow ing we
study the distribbution of ip tines between sign changesof ( B) M),
analogous to the symm etry broken case. In Figure[d we show three plots
of a p againsttineon di erent tine scalesfor = = 05. Forthese
param eters the m axim al di erence, given by the average density in the
sym m etry broken phase, is given by 1 =2 = 0:75.In a tin e of order L 2
the path exploresthe whole Interval [ 0:75;0:75] (see Iower right plot), but
for sm aller tin e scales the paths show a selfsin ilar structure (see ower keft
and upper right plot) . T herefore one cbserves I tin eson all length scales
and nthelmit L ! 1 we expect a scale free distrdbbution of . This is
con m ed in F igure[7], show ing a double logarithm ic plot of the cum ulative
tailP ( x).D ata for di erent system sizes collapse w thout scaling and
show agreem entw ith a power law tailw ith exponent 0:5. For large x the
data deviate from thisbehavior, due to boundary e ects for an aller values
ofL asdiscussed above, and due to num erical inacurracies, using quantiles
to detemm ine the cum ulative tail.

T he exponent of the power law can be predicted by com parison w ith a
random walk. L ( a B ), the di erence In the num ber of particlks as a
function oftin e perform sa symm etric random walk for = on the inter-
val [ L;L]. Thus we use the scaling ansatzP ( > x) L gx=L2). The
argum ent x=L2 follow s from the scaling of rst passage tin es of sym m etric
random walks In one din ension and the fact that is the retum time to
the origin. The power can be xed by the requirementthath i= O (L),
since the average retum tim e to 0 is nversely proportionalto the stationary
distrdbbution at 0. T his scales as 1=L because the stationary distribution of
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plots show the di erence a B - The plots are stationary sam ples and
do not start at t= 0, the axes only indicate the tin e scale.
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Figure 7: D ouble logarithm ic plot of the cum ulative tail of the distribution
of ptimnes .DatafPr = = 09 areshown asN L = 3200), L=

6400), (L = 12800), corresgponding un lled symbols for = = 05.

T he full line Indicates the inclination ofa power law exponent 035.
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the random walker is a linear function on [ L;L]. W e get

Z
dx
hi L +2g(x=L2)§=O(L 2 33)
0
and thus = 1 and a consistent ansatz is
P(>x) L!g&=L?): (34)

To cancelthe L-dependence forL ! 1 wehaveg(y) l=p§ asy! 0fPr
the scaling function and thus for x large enough

P( > x) 153 Brx<< L2 ; (35)

giving the ocbserved exponent 035.

6 Conclusion

In the present article w e investigated spontaneous sym m etry breaking (SSB)
In a two-species driven cellilar autom aton m odel w ith determ inistic bulk
behavior and stochastic open boundary conditions. W e analyzed in detail
the dynam icalm echanisn s leading to SSB . Itsm ain feature isa cyclic am —
pli cation ofinitial uctuationstakinga tineoforderl InL,whikatra c
am phenom enon keepsthe system In a SSB state for an exponentially large
tin e. This lead to a proofof SSB in the therm odynam ic lim it using a sim -
pl m artingale argum ent w ithout further assum ptions on the rates, and to
rigorous asym ptotic estin ates for the relevant tim e scales In the broken
phase. The abovem echanisn isvery di erent from the freezing-by-cooling
scenario for broken ergodicity in one-com ponent system s /] that results
from a localization of shocks [21,122,123].

Som e dynam ical and stationary properties at the phase transition line
have been predicted analytically (out not rigorously) In tem s ofboundary
am s and low density regionsusing the picture developed for the discussion
of the broken phase. In particular, we und an asym ptotically scale-free
distrbbution of ip tim es between sign changes in the di erence ofparticlke
num bers. The decay exponent of the distribution has been predicted us—
Ing random walk argum ents and con m ed by num erical sin ulations. T he
exact phase transition line can be predicted correctly by a m ean— eld ap—
proxin ation. The density pro ls predicted in this way, however, di er
from the num erically com puted density pro ls [L9]. Thereforem ean eld
theory is unreliable at the phase transition line, and was not presented
in this paper, whereas the correct densiy pro les could be predicted in
Section 5 by a rather sin ple argum ent.
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The am pli cation m echanisn outlined above doesnot apply in the sym —
metricphase < sincethe form ation ofboundary Bm s, a key ingredient
for the am pli cation, does not work. The length of a boundary Bm is
driven tow ards an allvalues so the boundary sites are not blocked and par-
ticles are Inected all the tine. It is an intriguing open question whether
sin ilar m echanian s are at work in the orighalbridge m odel of [1, 12].
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