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Abstract: W e com bine random walks, grow th and decay, and convection, in a M onte
Carlo sin ulation to m odel 1D interface dynam ics w ith uctuations. The continuum Il it
corresponds to the determm inistic F isher equation w ith convection. W e nd qualitatively
the sam e type of asym m etry, as well as velocity di erence, for interface pro lesm oving in
opposite directions. H owever a transition apparent in the m ean— eld (continuum ) lim it is
not ound in the M onte C arlo sim ulation.

T he Fisher equation [L] combines growth, decay, and di usion, and was originally
used to m odel population grow th sub ct to lim ited resources. M ore recently, a nonlinear
convective temrm found in several other pattem-form Ing system s R,3] was added to this
equation [4]. T his convection is phenom enologically justi ed In the case w here an extemal

eld has a non—zero com ponent parallel to interface m otion, and com petes w ith inertial
e ects. In one din ension, the new equation, which is called FEC (F isher E quation w ith
C onvection), then reads:
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w here allquantitiesare din ensionless, isa positive param eterw hich cannot be scaled out
and serves to tune the relative strength of convection, and the density u w illbe between 0
and 1 (thus the convection is said to be towards the right; this is di erent from advection
to the right, which is a linear process). The \mean eld" equation (1) neglects random
uctuations, which we include via a M onte C arlo simulation. A lso, the nonlinear nature
of convection m akes its m odelling via M onte C arlo non-trivial, an interesting problem in
itself. Ref. 4 gives m ore background literature on the F isher equation and the FEC .

TheM onte C arlo stepsare taken as ollow s. W e take u; tobe an integerm ultiple of1=n
(eg.n=4), so that each site i of our onedin ensional chain carries u; n particles. W e take
into account the di usion, %@2u=@x2, by a random walk. For the growth and saturation,
u(l u),weincrease u; with probability 1 u;: each ofthe u; n particles produces another
particle w ith probability 1  u;. Thus \saturation" m eans that it becom es m ore di cult
to produce new particles asthe u; = 1 value is approached, as when resources are lin ied.
A negative probability corresoonds to decreasing u; w ith probability u; 1 to the excess
over 1 (@lthough we instead set u; = 1 for speed; this does not change the resuls). The
nonlinear convection temm , u@u=@x, ism odelled by m oving each particle at site i to the
right w ith the density-dependent probability ui: 1=2, thus Introducing a non-linear bias
iIn the random walk.M aking the probability depend on the right neighbor rather than on
the site itself elin nates arti cialbias due to discretisation. If > 1l werescalethetimet
by a factor and divide each ofthe above three probabilitiesby . D enoting the change in
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density between two tin e stepsat celliby u ;, the m aster equation can then be w ritten

1 U uj
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The st temm is recognized to be the discretized di usion, the second one the grow th-—
saturation, and the last one is the symm etrized version of the discrete convection (this
elin inates arti cialbias due to discretisation). N ote that the e ect of convection w ill be
lost ifn isonly 1: £ will in e ect be sin ple linear advection. Tt w ill also disappear w hen
each particle In the system becom es surrounded by em pty cells, as is the case when there is
no grow th process (e.g. only di usion and convection, as in Burgers’ E quation [3]). Hence,
contrary to di usion, this algorithm w illnot yield convection if only one particlk is in the
system or the system hasonly 2 levels (0 and 1, ien = 1), hence we choosen 2.

One tin e unit in our onedin ensional sim ulations (one M onte Carlo step per site)
corresoonds to one convection, one di usion, and one grow th attem pt (sequentially), each
handling allparticles in the system at once. T he di usion update was done random ly. T he
convection was tried sequentially right to left, and random Iy, w ithout noticeable di erence.
G row th was done sequentially left to right (@lthough, due to the local nature of grow th,
one does not expect thisto be In portant) . W e started w ith a nonzero density in the center
of the chain and stopped the sim ulation when the boundaries becam e occupied. A verages
were taken over 1000 or 2000 runs. For random num bers we used the built—=n 48-bit linear
congruential function (LCF) on our H ew lettP ackard workstation, and veri ed consistency
with the GGL 32-bit LCF, and w ith a shu er routine [B] to m ake the cycl of the random
num ber generator e ectively in nite. No di erences were found.

Fig.l and Fig2 respectively show the density pro les forn = 4 and n = 64, both
for = 4, at lJarge enough timn es that the fronts do not change shape. The pro ke is
not symm etric, as expected due to the presence of convection, which breaks leftright
symm etry: the interface thickness on the right is an aller than on the left end of the
density plateau. H owever, this asym m etry is less pronounced than in the solution ofeq (1)
in ref. 4. The long-tin e velocities w ith which the left and the right interfaces pr?piagate
are plotted in Fig3. Thism ay be com pared w ith thepm_ean— eld predictions [6]: 2 (for
left front, jBo_lependent of ; for right front, for 2) and 1= + =2 (for right front
w hen 2). The In portant gualitative di erence is that in_the continuum lm it the
two fronts have the sam e speed 2 for a certain range of < 2, while in the discrete
M onte C arlo m odelling of convection, the two speeds appear di erent for all non-zero
U nderstanding the reason for thisdi erence w ill require fiirther investigation. O ffen m ean

eld theories predict transitions that disappear when uctuations are included (e4g. one
din ensional Ising m odel).

W e found that reducing the probabilities for di usion, grow th, saturation and convec—
tion by the sam e am ount restores the strong asym m etry found in refd between the left and
the right Interface thickness. T his is equivalent to decreasing the tim e step, thus m aking
the tim e evolution of the system less discontinuous. This also allows to span a greater
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dom ain w ithout having to do any tim e rescalings. T he resuls In Fig.4 were obtained by
reducing probabilities by a factor of 1/8 (s0  could go continuously from 0 to 8) and
looking at = 8. The discreteness of the tin e step then seem s crucial in detem ining
the am ount of asym m etry convection can give to the pro le. No qualitative change was
observed in the -dependence of the asym ptotic front velociyy, however. E lseswhere [6]we
have shown that in the corresponding mean eld description, the asym ptotic velocity is
constant for 05. In our present M onte C arlo sin ulations, it is not clear whether the
velocity is really constant or just slow Iy varying for 0:5. A m ore thorough investigation
m ust be done for an all

To summ arize and conclude, uctuations were introduced in a phenom enological
m odel involving di usion, grow th and saturation, and non-linear convection. The con—
vection seem s to have been properly m odeled in that basic qualitative features of the
continuum description are ocbserved both in left+right asym m etry of interface velocities as
wellas interface pro le. The uctuationsbecom e less in portant when a an aller tin e-scale
is used (ocbtained by reducing the probabilities by som e factor larger than 1). A more
thorough evaluation of the e ect of discreteness, whether in provem ents can be m ade to
the m odelling of convection via M onte C arlo, as well as studies of a Langevin-type equa-
tion (eq.l w ith noise) and generalization to higher dim ensions, are possible venues worth
exploring.
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Figl: Density pro les for chains of length 500, with = 4 and n=4 (average over
1000 realisations).

Fig2:AsFigl, forn= 64.



Fig.3: A sym ptotic velocities of the left and right interface forn=4 and n= 64. Rescaled
mean eld results foreq(l) are shown (right front, solid l‘ll’l% leﬂ: front, dashed) for quali-
tative com parison, as they give velocity greater orequalto 2.

Figd:Asin Fig2, but wih the probabilities for all four stochastic processes reduced
by a factor 1/8,and = 8.
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