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W e study the kinetics of bim olecular, catalytically-activated reactions (CARs) In
d-dim ensions. T he elem entary reaction act between reactants takes place only when
these m ect in the vicinity of a catalytic site; such sites are assum ed to be Inm obilke
and random ly distrbuted In space. For CAR swe develop a kinetic form alian , based
on CollinsK im balltype ideas; w thin this form alisn we obtain explicit expressions
for the e ective reaction rates and for the decay of the reactants’ concentrations.
PACS No: 8220M J 0540+ F 68100y

I. NTRODUCTION.

M any industrial and technological processes depend on catalytically-activated reactions
(CAR), whose understanding, however, used to be m ainly phenom enolgical . M ore m icro—
soopically inclined approaches em erged only during the last decades. Thus much progress
wasm ade In determ ining how reactions are prom oted by speci ¢ catalytic substrates’ . From
the point of view ofm any-body e ects m uch understanding was gained from an extensive
study ofthe CO -oxidation on m etal surfaces’. The rst type of research? is at them olecular
level and, ideally, leads to K .1, the reaction rate for two m olecules which m est at a catalytic
site. H ow ever, the results ofR efs.3 dem onstrate am ply that them ere know ledge ofK ; isnot
su cient or detem ining the tin e evolution of the global reaction process. T hus the decay
fom s for the reactants” concentrations in CAR s often deviate strongly from the results of
form atkinetics schem es’ . W e note that such deviations are not encountered in CAR s only,
but are w idespread® ¢, being due to m any-body e ects, often associated wih uctuations
In the spatial distributions of the reacting species. C onsequently, a robust, reliable descrip—
tion of CAR s has to go beyond fom alkinetic considerations and to take the In uence of
higher-order particle correlations into account. Here we develop such an approadh.

W e start from the follow ing system : T he catalytic substrate consists ofN , in m cbike cat-
alytic sites (CSs), random Iy placed in the d-din ensional reaction volum e V . The reacting
particles of type A are also random ly positioned; their initial average density isng = na 0).
The A particles di use with di usion coe cient D . For sin plicity we neglect sterical hin—
drances between the A s and also between A s and C Ss. Furthem ore, we assum e that the A
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particles do not get trapped by the C S to form m etastable A €S com plkxes. N ext, pairs ofA
particlesm ay react upon encounter, iftheymest ata CS Fig.d). Fom ally, the elem entary
reaction step is

A+ A =%

0; 1)
whereK . (¥), isa random function ofthe spatialvariable x; K «; (¢) is strictly zero everyw here,
exoept In the vichhity of any ofthe CSs, In which case K o1 () = K 1. Here we take the CSs
to be random Iy distributed in V w ith a constant average density n¢ : thus the C Ss’ st and
V have the sam e topologicaldin ension. W e hasten to add, how ever, that our approach can
be readily extended to other distributions of C Ss (ie. regular or strongly inhom ogeneous) .

Sinhce In V m any m icroscopic reactions which llow Eg.(l) go on at the same tine,
the global picture becom es com plex, and is, In general, properly described by an In nite
hierarchy of coupled, di erential equations®* . T he analytical approach for CARswhich we
pursue here is based on the truncation of this coupled system at the level of third-order
correlations; the latter are then acoounted for through appropriate boundary conditions.
For non-catalytic reactions in 3d thism ethod was pioneered by C ollins and K inbalf CK);
it generalizes Sm oluchow ski's treatm ent ofbin olecular chem ical reactions (see, eg. Refl6).
TheCK -approach providesboth forthebiary reaction A+ A ! 0, and Porthe recom bination
reaction A + B ! 0 wih na (0) 6 ng (0) a reasonable description®” of the experin entally
observed kinetics over the entire tin edom ain. W enote, however, thatthe reactionA+B ! 0
with na (0) = ng (0) requires to go beyond the CK -approach, in order to depict the kinetic
behavior at very long tin es, where m any-particle e ects com e into play? 1° .

Two rem arks are here appropriate:

(@) In the case when the CSs cover V. com pktely, CAR s behave exactly as non-catalytic
reactions. T his special case is equivalent to the original CK -problam .

() Recently, the kinetics of the A + B + C ! 0 di usion-lin ited reaction has been
analysed!!? usihg an extension of the Sm oluchow ski approach (see, eg. Ref6). Setting
A =B =C kadsPmally totherwaction A + A + A ! 0, orwhich the procedure show s
fair agreem ent!® between the analytical predictions and the num erical data. For CAR s one
may now be tem pted to follow a sin ilar course, by settihngA = B m A+ B + C ! 0,and
dentifying the Cs with the CSs. W e will show, however, that such a procedure does not
describbe CARswell; In 1d and in 2d it does not Jkad to the proper long-tin e decay and In
3d it accounts only partially for the e ect ofCSs.

The paper is structured as follow s: In Section IT we form ulate the m odel, by w riting
its basic equations, which allow s us to extend the 3d CK -approach to arbitrary d and to
CARs. Here we also point out the relation between the CK -CAR s kinetics n d-din ensions
and the trapping problem In (d+ d)-din ensions. In Section ITI we present explicit resuls
for CAR S e ective rates and for the reactants’ decay; we com pare these to the ndings for
non-catalytic reactions. F inally, we conclide w ith a summ ary of results In Section IV .

II.THE MODEL AND ITSBASIC EQUATIONS.

W e form ulate ourm odel on a d-din ensional d = 1;2;3) lattice w ith Jattice spacing a.
To each site of the lattice, whose position is speci ed by the vector », we assign a tine-
Independent variable n¢ () which assum es two possible values, nam ely 0 or 1, depending



on whether the site is catalytic, nc ®) = 1, or not, nc (®) = 0. The catalytic substrate is
the set of allN C Ss; we denote it by fRy g, where Ry is the vector ofthe k-th CS.Here we
take the Ry %):o be random , ndependent, uniform ly distribbuted varables. T he C Ss density
isne =V ' _n¢ ), where the sum runs over all Jattice sites. The case when fR g orm s
di erent types of ordered geom etrical arrays w ill be discussed elsew here.

W e start at t = 0 wih random ly distrdbuted, identical A particles, w ith m ean density
ny. Each A particlke m oves by jum ps to nearest-neighboring sites, the average tin e interval
between successive juim ps being . W e disregard any excluded volum e interactions; thus
allA particles perform independent random walks, w ith the associated di usion coe cient
D = a’=2d .

Now, whenever an A particke lands on a catalytic site which is already occupied by
another A , thetwo Asm ay react at a rate K ;. Reacting A s are Inm ediately rem oved from
the system , whereas the corresponding C S rem ainsuna ected. O n the other hand, A s never
react at non-catalytic sites.

A .Evolution of the localdensity and of the twopoint Jint density functions.

Let n (¢;t) denote the localdensity ofthe A s. In continuous-tin e n (¥;t) cbeys:

d 1
gcl'l ;0 = >q 4 ,.n (b Keane @) n @ ;50 @)

¥1=¥2=7

Heren (¥ ;% ;1) isthe twopoint pint density function (ie. the probability ofhaving at tim e
tan A at ¥ and another A at x), and the symbol 4 , stands for the follow ng di erence
operator acting on #:

X
4 ,n@t) = 2dn @t + n @ %t ()

#%nn

Here the sum runs over nearest neighbors only, ie. ¥° zj= a.

Apart from the factor ne ) stemm ng from the CS, Eq.(2) is the conventional rate
equation forA + A ! 0 (s=e eg. Ref8 for a discussion). On the rths of Eq.(@2) the 1rst
term acoounts for the particles’ m igration, while the ssocond one describes the reaction: In
standard fashion, the reaction tem is taken to equal the product of the rate K 3, of the
probability of having a pair of A particles at the sam e site and at the same tin e, and of
ne (®); the latter factor isnew here and is due to the fact that A s can react only at catalytic
sites. W e note that Eq.(2) embodies m ean— eld assum ptions: In a m ore rigorous approach
one has to use the threebody probability that two A s encounter each other at a CS; this
probability is here decoupled by having it represented as the product ofne ) and n (¢;%;t).

Before we tum to the analysis of the tin e evolution of n (¥ ;% ;t), it is lnstructive to
consider the result ofthe sim ple kinetic approach, which laterw ill serve as reference. Taking
the volum e average ofboth sides of Eq.(2) and assum ing that the non-lnear reaction tem
on the rhs of Eq.(2) decom poses Into a product of averaged local densities, we arrive at the
standard, form alkinetic "law ofm ass action" (see, eg. Refl7)

d

P ® = Kanc n; () )
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Heren, )= Vv ! LN (®;1) isthe average density ofthe A s. From Eq.(4) the decay ofn, (t)
at su ciently ongtines, t 1=n ¢K < n (0), ollow s:

na (t) Kot ' 5)

Tt is In portant to note that n, (t) given by Eq.(5) is Independent of the spatial dim ension
and is the sam e in, say, 1d and 3d. Seocond, the form alkinetic approach predicts that the
e ective reaction rate constant isnc K o3, and is thus independent of other param eters, such
as, eg. the particles’ di usiviies.

W e now tum to the analysis of the tine evolution of n (¥ ;%;t). We nd that this
quantity obeys (see, eg. Refl3)

d 1
a:n(flifzit) = > f4 . + 4 .,9gn@;5;t) + KaT; ©)

in which the temm s in curly brackets stem from the particles'm otion, whilke T isa com bination
of pint threepoint distribbutions and arises due to the reaction between the A s.

Egs.@) and (6) arethe rsttwo equationsofan In nite hierarchy of coupled di erential
equations (CDE).Sudch a hierarchy of CD E cannotbe solved exactly; in orderto com pute the
evolution ofn (¢;t) and thus of itsm ean value n, (t) one has to resort to som e approxin ate
m ethods.

B.The CollinsK Imball’s 3d problem and its extension to arbitrary d.

Here we continue by recalling C ollins and K inball’s (CK ) analysi® of reaction kinetics:
A sdiscussed, theirproblem is identicalto 3d CAR s In a "com plktely" catalyticm edium , ie.
such thatne = 1. In Ref8 the hierarchy of CDE is truncated at the level of the third-order
correlations, ie. T In Eqg.(6) is set to zero, and the reaction between particles is accounted
for by Introducing a "radiation"™ boundary condition on n (¥ ;% ;t); CK stipulate that the
local reaction rate at any point #, ie. K o1 n (¥;2;t), should be exactly equal to the di usive
current of pairs of A particles into this point. A coom panied by the follow Ing boundary and
initial conditions:

N, .,y | Na©); (7)
and
n@;r;t=0) = n; 0) = n; 8)

w hich signify that correlations in the particles’ positions vanish at lJarge ssparations and that
Initially the particlkes are unifom ly distrbbuted In V, the CK -approach resuls In a closed
system of linear equations; these allow then to calculate the e ective reaction rate and the
tin e evolution of np (t). W e note that in their original paper® CK have only considered
the 3d case. C karly, however, In the form ulation ofEqg.(6), extending the CK -approach to
system s of arbitrary spatial din ension d is straightforward, aswe show in the follow ing.

Solving Eq.(6) With T = 0) sub fct to the radiation boundary condition and the condi-
tions in Egs.(7) and @), CK nd® thatn, ) obeys in 3d:



dgt na ® = Kees () ni (0 9)
Eg.(9) is sim ilar to the "law of m ass action" digplayed in Eg.(d), since for both the rhs
are proportional to the second power of n, (t), In agreem ent w ith the elem entary reaction
act. The di erence between Egs.(9) and (4) is that now K ¢ () stands for an e ective (In
general, tin edependent) rate coe cient, which arisesm ainly from the particles’ di usion.
Now K .rf (£) can be expressed through its Laplace-transfom :
Z

Keee () = , dtexp( t) Keer 05 (10)
forwhich CK nd, for dentical reacting particles in the lin i D =r§, where r; denotes
the reaction radiis:

1
- - + a1)
Keee () Kea 8 D rg

The second tem on the rhsofEqg.(11), ie. =8 D r, stam s from the Laplacetransfom ed
Sm oluchow ski constant; the latter equals the particles’ current towards the surface of a
single, inm obile, adsorbing 3-din ensional sphere of radiis 1y .
This result isactually a special case ofthe general, d-din ensionalexpression orK ¢ (),
which can be derived w ithin the fram ework ofthe CK approadch, aswe brie y outline now .
C onsider the behavior of the two-point pint density fiinction n @ ;2,;t) . W ithin the CK
approach it cbeysEqg.(6) with T = O:

@
_tn(fl;fzft) =D fd, + 4,9n@®E;n;0; 12)

where 4 ,, denote the continuocus-space Laplace operators. Note that Eq.(12) isa d+ d)-
din ensional di usion equation. Now, Eqg.(12) is to be solved subct to the nniial and
boundary conditions of Egs.(7) and (8), aswellas to the CK radiation boundary condition

Kan@imt) = D fre + rogn@in:0 ., . 13)

A s already observed by CK for non-catalytic reactions, n (¥;;%,;t) depends only on z =
¥ 3] the relative distance between ¥, and ¥,, and consequently, the (d+ d)-din ensional
Egs.(12) and (13) reduce to the e ectively d-din ensional equations:

¢ (z;0) 2D f@2 +d 1€ (z; %) (14)
— n(z;t) = — + —— —gn@;v;
@t 14 @22 7 @Zg 14 14
and
@n (z;t
Kan(t) = 2D 4 it (15)
@Z Z= X0
Here 4= 2 %2rj ' ! (d=2) denotes the surface area ofthe d-din ensional sphere of radius

ry,with (x) beingtheGamm a-fiunction [14]. Equations (14) and (15) generalize to arbitrary
din ensions the 3d equations studied by CK®.



Now, the solution of Eq.(14) sub gct to the conditions of Egs.(7), 8) and (15) can be
readily obtained by Laplace transform Ing w ith respect to t. The G reen’s function G4 (z; )
of the equation

@2 d 1@

Ggq(z; )= 2D f@ + . @ng(Z; ) 16)
cbeys
2 2’ e d)=4 T
Galz; ) = @ D)2 (8D ) Ky a2 ( 52); a7)

in which K (x) is them odi ed Bessel fiilnction'?. The solution of the Laplace transfom ed
Eg.(14), (notethe occurence ofan additionaltem , rﬁ,on the s, ascom pared to Eq.(16)),
has the fom :

ng
nz; )= — @0+ A()Ga;)] 18)

iIn which the conditions Egs.(7) and (8) have already been Incorporated. h Eq.(18) A () is
a constant, which has to be chosen in such a way that the boundary condition, Eqg.(15), is
also satis ed. Substituting Eq.(18) into Eq.(15) we nd thatA () is:

d

A() = Gg (m;)fl NG g4 (; )19 " 19)

el

w here the prin e stands for the derivative w ith respect to 1.

T his provides a com plkte solution of the CK problem in d-din ensions. In order to cal-
culate the e ective rate constant, K ¢¢¢ ( ), we have m erely to insert Eq.(18) with (19) into
the ths of Eq.(15). This yields

d d

NG 4 () g * ©0)

Kese () = ING 4 () P £1

el

Equation (20) takes a physically m ore revealing fom , ifwe rew rite it as

1 1
- - TR @1)
Keee () Kea KaqO; )
w here
q_
2D 2D Kag2( 5=10)
K,D; ) = S G4 = S S 22)

K142 ( 35 To)

Eg.@21l) ressmbles the electrostatic Jaw of addition of parallel resistances and disgplays the
com bined e ect of two controlling factors —the e ect of the elam entary reaction act and the
e ect of the transport of particles tow ards each other. N otice now that forK ;= 1 the rate
K4 @ ; ) is the Laplace transform of the di usive current towards the surface of a singke
Inm obile, perfectly adsorboing d-dim ensional sphere of radius ry . Consequently, K4 © ; ) is



the d-din ensional analog of the Sm oluchow ski constant and Eq.(21) represents the desired
generalization of Eqg.(11) to the d-dim ensional case. W e hasten to rem ark that Eq.(21) has
already been obtained In Refl0 In a di erent fram ew oxk, based on the analysis of the third-
order pint density functions; Eq.@1) also follow s from the general results of Ref. 15, which
considered reversible reactions.

Thebehavior ofK 4 O ; ) depends In a fundam entalway on the spatialdin ension d. A s
iswellknown (see eg. Ref9), n low din ensions d 2) K4OD; )tendstozero or ! 0
! 1 ). To be explicit, in the lim it D =r? the parameter K 4 O ; ) determ ined by
EQ.22) equals 8D = ) ord= land8 D=( In (8D =r; )) ord= 2. In higherdin ensions
d> 2) K40 ; ) approaches constant values at long tin es; the values orK 4 © ; ), for,
say d= 3;4 and 6 tum outtobe 8 Dry=, 8 D rj= and 8 °D rj= , respectively. The
dependence ofK «£¢ ( ) on d, arising due to the second term in Eqg.(21), leads, epecially for
d 2, to deviations of the decay laws from Eqg.(5).

C .The CK approach extended to CAR s.

A fter this overview ofthe CK approach we now extend it to CAR s. Follow ing Ref8 we
truncate the hierarchy at the level of the third-order pint density functions, which yields
the continuousspace Eg.(12). Next, in our system only the encounters which happen on a
CS may kad to a reaction. T hus, the radiation boundary condition isto be in posed on the
CSsonly. D enoting by Sy the surface of the k-th CS, we hence have that instead ofEg.(13)
the follow Ing boundary condition should be Imposed on n @ ;% ;%) :

Kan@;%;t =D fr, + r,gn@E;®n;H 23)

-—tLl;f22Sk 11;16225)(

For sim plicity we take in the continuum Sy to be the surface of the d-dim ensional sphere of
radius ry centered at Ry . Equations (12) and (23) are com plam ented by the initialcondition,
Eg.(8), and by the boundary condition, Eq.(7); this constitutes a closed system of lnear
equationswhich allow s the com putation ofn (¥ ;%,;t) . In tum, know ing n = ;% ;t) and using
Egs.) and 23), we have

X
fre + r,gn@;n;t ; 24)

<|o

—np B =
dt k 1 ,'szSk
which de nes the evolution of the property of interest, nam ely ofn, (t), the m ean density
ofAs.

D .Relation between CA R s and the trapping reaction.

W e note now that it is expedient to view Egs.(12), 23), (7) and 8) from a som ewhat
di erent perspective, which willallow usto nd eventually an approxin ate analytical soli—
tion forthem , and to explain, on sin ple physical grounds, som e seem Ingly surprising resuts.
As a m atter of fact, what the CK approach enables us to do it is to reduce the problm
of com puting the rates of binary reactions, taking place in d-dim ensional catalytic system s,
to the analysis of (in perfect) trapping n (d+ d)-din ensional system s. The latter problem ,



and especially its quantum m echanical counterpart, the scattering of quantum particles by
Inm obile i purities, have been extensively Investigated (see, eg. Refs15-18 and references
theren).

T he relation between the CAR and the trapping problm can bem ost sin ply illistrated
for the binary CAR In d = 1. Note that Egs.(12) and (23) describe the evolution of the
Jocal density of som e com pound particles, m oving w ith di usion coe cient ** D on a two—
din ensionalplane (r;;1,), where r; and 1, are scalar variables. T he particlesm ay disappear
at the locations Ry ;Ry) of the traps, placed on the diagonalr = r, Fig2). Physically,
each com pound partick is a pair of A particles, whose coordinates on the one-din ensional
line are 1 and r, resgpectively; consequently, ;1 = r, = Ry are the only points where two
A sm ay enter nto reaction, n which case the com pound particle m ay be destroyed by the
trap at Ry wih a nite probability related to K ;. In this Janguage, the reaction rate ofthe
CAR, ie. the ths ofEq.(24), attains a quite lucid m eaning: Tt equals the volum e-averaged
di usive current of com pound particles through the Sy . O ne can now note the fundam ental
distinction between system swith nc = 1 and wih ne < 1: The fom er case corresponds to
a situation In which the traps cover the diagonalr, = r, com pletely; here n (r; ;) depends
only on the relative distance between r; and 1, ie. onehasn (r;n) = n(n 5), which
then reduces the problem to 1d. On the other hand, in the case nc < 1 the traps llonly
som e portion of the diagonal, and thus the kinetics rem ains essentially two-din ensional,
since n (1 ;) depends on both spatial variables; com pound particles can cross the diagonal
ham lessly, ie. w ith zero reaction probability, through the gaps between the traps.

Retuming now to the generalproblem of CAR s in d-dim ensionalm edia, the correspond—
Ing m apping kads to considering a trapping problem involving com pound partickes di using
In a d+ d)-din ensional space In the presence of in perfect traps placed on a d-din ensional
substrate.

Several analytical approaches have been developed to describe the kinetics of trapping
In system sw ith non-uniform spatialdistributions oftraps (see, eg. Refs6 and 15). W ewill
search fr the solution of Egs.(12) and (23) in the spirit of the G reen’s fiinction m ethod!’.
Here wem erely outline the steps Involved, and address the reader form ore detailsto Refs15
and 17.

One starts wih the Laplacetransform ed G reen’s function solution G g4 (~; ) of the
d+ d)-dim ensional di usion, Eq.(12),

s

2 7 a d)=2 e
@D)s (—4D ) K'ig( 5 ) (25)

Garal ) =

In which ~= (@¢;;%). Furthem ore, the Laplacetransform ofn (¥ ;% ;t) is represented as a
series In which each tem is the G reen’s function solution of Eq.(12), centered around the
position of the k-th trap,

ng X .
n@;xn; )= —+ Cx()Garql~ ki )i 26)

k

w ith the d+ d-dim ensionalvector V' = Ry;Ry). EJ.(26) obeys autom atically Egs.(12),(7)
and (8); the coe cients C | () are to be choosen in such a way that Eq.(23) is satis ed.
Substituting Eg.(26) into Eq.(23) we arrive at the follow Ing system of N linear equations
fortheCy ():



n2 X
—0 = fK_| + Garalm; )gC5() + °Ch()GawaCr  “5i ); @7)
k

where j= 1; 15N , and the prin e Indicates that the sum in EqQ.(7) runs over allk w ih the
exoeption ofk = J.

T he exact solution ofEgs.(27) fora given distrioution of fR, g requires the inversion ofthe
random matrix Ji5a:q (Tx 755 )J see Refl7. Neglecting uctuations in the distribution
ofthe CSs, n which case the Egs.(7) sin plify considerably, one cbtains

2
N

C() I ;
fK a1 T Garq@; )+ M o9

28)

where M 4, denotes the screening integral (or "shielding" integral in the formulation of
Reflb)
X 0
Mg = < Gagra(Tx T35 ) > N drdr, @ B) Ggraly ) 29)
k

In Eq.(Q9) the brackets denote averaging over the distribution of fR, g, and the integrations
w ith respect to the variables ¥; and #, extend over the whole volum e occupied by CSs,
excluding the volum e of a d-din ensional sphere of radius ry . In the ollow ing we tum to the
ImiN;V ! 1 ,whikkespingtheratioN=V xed,N=V = n..W enotethatEq.(29) isonly
approxin ate, sihce excluded-volum e aspects between the C Ss are neglected; this lin its the
applicability ofthe expression tone su ciently sm all. W e note also that w ithin our CK -type
description the dependence of the e ective reaction rate on the geom etry of the catalytic
substrate and/or the distribution of the CSs enters only through the screening integral
M oor. Consequently, any other geom etry of the substrate (it can be, for instance, a two—
din ensional convoluted surface of porousm aterials, in perfect crystallites w ith broken faces,
kinks and steps, orpolym ers in solution’) can be accounted frby the use ofthe appropriate
distroution fiinctions and by corresponding Integrations In Egs.9). In particular, the
details of the averaging procedure in the case when the integrations extend over G aussian
polym er chains in solution have been discussed in Ref20.

IIT.RESULTS.

Now, combinihg Egs.(26),28) and (29),we nd from Eg.(24) thatn, () obeysthee ec-
tive "law of m ass action” in Eqg.(9). In the lim i » = D=rg, (t p = 5=D),
when M g and Gy 4 (fp; ) reduce to M o n ( Kq0; ) ' and Gara @i )

( KaaD=2;)) !, thee ective rate constant attains ornc rf 1 the om

1 1 1
= + + ; (30)
Keese () NncKep KqD ;) ncKagrqg®=2; )

w hich represents the desired generalization of the CK type resul, Eq.@1), to CARs. Equa—
tion (30) isthem ain result of our analysis and allow s to com pute n (), which is related to
K err () through Eg.(9). Hence:



Z t
na () = nofl + no d Keee )g (31)
Letusoonsider rstthe 3d case. W e recall the explicit form softheparam etersK 4 © ; ),
presented In the text afterEq.(22), so that in 3d E q.(30) takes the follow ing formm (ncrg 1):

1
= + + ; 32
Kerse () ncKer 8 D ry 4 3D rinc ' )

whith signiesthat in the Imit t ! 1 the e ective rate constant K ¢ (£) approaches a
constant value:
1 1 1 1

_ . P 33)
Keff ncKel 8D o 4 °D Yole

Consequently, from Eg.(31) we have forn, (t) In three-dim ensions and large t:
na (&) Keee D) 5 (34)

where K .sr isgiven by Eq.(33). Equation (34) signi esthat in 3d catalytic system sn, (t) is
Inversely proportionalto t, ie. is qualitatively the sam e as the form atkinetic Eg.(5). Now,
Eg.(33) di ers from Eg.(5), shce here K ¢ replaces nc K o1. Note from Eqg.(33) that K «¢¢
reducestonc K only orD ! 1 . Thus for nite D, the rate K s depends both on the
reaction radius and on the m ean density of CSs. The di erence between the CK —result for
nc 1 and or CARs with no g 1 is the Jast tetn in Eq.(30), which is due to the
G reen’s function solution of the di usion equation in 6d. For an all values of the param eter
ncrg and orDry Ky, the astterm in Eq.(30) provides the dom inant contribution to the
e ective rate constant K ¢¢ . In this case Eq.(30) reduces to the result of Refl2, ocbtained
for the threebody problam .

C onsider next the evolution ofn, (t) n Jow dim ensionalsystam s, ie. ford= landd= 2.
W e have from Eg.(30) that In 1d K ¢¢ () isgiven by (¢ 19 1):

— 2
1 . 2, _m@D=T)

Keer () ncKep 8D 4 Dnc¢

35)

Now, Eq.(35) shows that In 1d catalytic system s the kinetics is richer than in the 3d case:
com paring the di erent tem s In Eq.(35) one readily notices that depending on eadch of
these term s m ay dom inate K «¢¢ ( ); hence a succession of di erent kinetic regin es m ay be
cbserved in the tine domain. W hen 4 D =K ; is su ciently large and n - rp is su ciently

an all, so that n¢ 1y exp( 4 D=K.),we can consider three di erent intervals, nam ely

b exp( 4 D=K.) b (36)
b (e x)? b exp( 4 D=K.); 37)

and
b 1)’ (38)
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@) In the regin e described by Eq.(36) the m ain contrdoution to K ¢¢¢ () com es from the
rst temm on the rhs of Eq.(35); In this kinetically-controlled regime K o¢¢ (£) = nc Ko and

hence coincides w ith the result of the form alkinetic approach. T his behavior persists until
e p exp@ D =K 1), whith can be rather large forD K <1. On the other hand, such a
behavior isunocbservable forK.; 4 D, exam pli ed by instantaneous reactions in Eq.(1).

() In the regin e descrbed by Eq.(37) K ¢ () is dom nated by the third term on the
ths ofEq.(35), o that K ¢¢¢ (£) 4 Dn-=In 4=p ). Thisld CAR expression is ram iniscent
(apart of the factor nc and the replacement D ! D =2) of the classical result of Ref9 for
the kinetics of binary reactions In 2d. O ne thus expects that at this stage np ) In (B)=t.
The appearence of such an e ectively 2d regine for CAR In 1d constitutes the principal
di erence between the CAR kinetics fornc 1y 1 and the kinetics of noncatalytic binary
reactions In 1d. W e also note that such an e ectively 2d behavior was predicted in Refl2
for 1d reactions of A + B + C ! 0 type as the nal kinetic stage; in our cass, when C
does not disappear In the reaction act, Eq.(37) detem ines only an interm ediate transient
stage, which m ay be cbserved for tin es am aller than a typicaltine t,., where ., = 1=D ng .
Consequently, for 1d system s w ith very low densities of catalytic sites (nc 1o 1) such an
e ectively 2d behavior can last over extended tim e periods.

(c) Finally, In the Iim it of very amall , Eq.(38), K «r¢ ( ) is detemm ined by the sscond
term on the rhs of Eq.(35), ie. K off () (8D = )¥2. Thus for large t the rate K ¢ (t)
(8D = t) ¥*? is independent ofn. . Hence or large tin es the qualitative decay behavior is the
sam e ©or CAR s and for non-catalytic reactions. A ctually, this seem Ingly surprising behavior
has already been observed num erically?! and has a sin ple physical interpretation, which we
w ill discuss below . Explicitly, we nd that the m ean density of A particles decays in the
Imit t. as

na () ( =32D t)'™ (39)
W e tum next to the analysisof CAR In 2d. Now Eq.(30) reads:

1 In (8D =rj )
= + + (40)
Keee () ncKer 8D 4 2D ring

On com paring di erent temm s on the ths ofEq.(40) we Infer that in 2d two di erent kinetic
stagesm ay take place. Nam ely, or from the interval

8D 1

ex << << H 41
D p( nCKel ncrg) D7 ( )

the sum ofthe rst and ofthe third tem , which both have the sam e -dependence, deter-
m inesK ¢ (), while for sn aller , such that

8D 1

ncKe Ncr

<< p exp( )i 42)
the m ain contrbution to the e ective rate constant is given by the second tem on the rhs
ofEqg.(40).

(@) In the regin e described by Eq.(41) K «¢¢ ( ) is controlled by the constraints in posed
by the elem entary reaction act and by the di usion In 4d. For such a regin e we obtain

11



1 1 )
na © + W) et 43)
el

E2Y

A coording to Eq.(41), the regin e described by Eg.(43) is a transient one and persists until
te b exp(D=ncKe)+ (1=rinc)).

() In the nalstage described by Eg.(42), them ain contrbution to K ¢ ( ) com es from
the second tem in Eq.(40). Thus, sin ilarly to thebehaviorin 1d,K e¢¢ () nthelmi ! O
is ndependent of ne . This in plies that also In 2d for large tin es the kinetics for CAR s is
the sam e as for non—catalytic reactions. W e nd here

In (8D t=r7)

na () spe ' (44)

which coincides w ith the result of R ef9 ocbtained for the long-tin e kinetics of non-catalytic
reactions. W e furthem ore note that the very long tinm e decay behavior is reached much
m ore slow Iy in 2d than In 1d; the crossover tim e t, is in 2d an exponential function ofnC:L
and is thus substantially larger than is 1d counterpart, which goes as nC2 .

Lastly, we discuss the physical origin of the fact that n low dimensions the CARs
long-tin e decay is independent of n. . Here, the analogy between the CAR kinetics in
d-din ensions and the trapping problem in @+ d)-din ensions again tums out to be very
fruitful. Let us consider rst the case d = 1. The equivalent problem isa d = 2 system
w ith com pound particles di using in the presence of traps placed on the diagonalr; = 1,
(see Fig2). Now, it is weltknown® that even in the presence of a single trap the parti-
clkes’ density pro ¥ around the trap is not stationary; there is a gone around the trap,
which is depleted of particles and whose size grow s wih tine as t. For the situation
depicted In Fig2 at short tines (such that n Dt 1) the depltion zones of di erent
traps are well ssparated from each other: Consequently, at short tin es the traps act inde-
pendently and the Laplace-transform ed particle current towards a given trap is given by
Eqg.@1), J() KeaKo2D=2; )=K a1+ K, D =2; )). The e ective rate, which is given by
Egs.(23) and (24), isnow Kere () = neJ (); the CAR decay show s In this tin edom ain an
e ectively two-din ensional behavior going asn, (t) e In (t)=t. This behavior also show s
up In the results of Refl2. At longer tin es, the depltion zones of di erent traps start to
overlap and the probability n (r;;1,) of nding a com pound particle on the diagonalr; = 1,
decreases substantially even in the gaps between the traps. This results n a situation In
which the array of traps distrdbuted on the diagonalr; = 1r, acts as an adsorbing line. It
is not surprising then that the current of particles per trap attains a one-din ensional form
J() Kg-1 O ; )=n.¢, and that even for n¢ ry 1 at very long tim es the evolution of
na () proceeds essentially in the sam e fashion as or non-catalytic reactions. Sin ilarly, for
2d CAR swe have to analyse the kinetics of trapping in 4d, the traps being now distributed
on a 2d plane. A s before, one can now distinguish between two di erent tem poral regin es:
one nds rsta situation in which the traps act independently, which gives rise to an e ec—
tively 4d behavior'?. This regin e crosses over to a stage at Jong tin es, where the depletion
zones of the di erent traps overlap, so that the array of traps acts as an e ectively 2d ad—
sorbing plane; the decay of n, (t) is then given by Eg.(41), and is Independent ofn. . W e
note nally, that such a peculiarity of the trapping kinetics in low dim ensional system , asso—
ciated w ith the fom ation of non-stationary depletion zones around traps, has already been
dem onstrated in Refl5. In particular, it was shown'® that for 2d system s in which N traps
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are located inside a circular area of radiisR one ndstwo di erent tem poralregin es: In the

rst, interm ediate tin e regin e all traps act independently and the e ective rate constant is
proportionalto N . This regin e crosses over Into a long-tin e stage, In which the depletion
zones around di erent traps overlap; at this stage an array of traps acts as a singl trap of
radiis R and the e ective rate constant is ndependent ofN .

IV.CONCLUSIONS.

W e now conclide with the discussion of the obtained results. W e nd for 3d CAR s that
na (£) decreases nversely proportional to t, Eq.(34), which agrees w ith the fom alkinetic
picture, Eq.(5). D istinct from i, the e ective rate constant is less than the fomm alkinetic
value, nc K 1, and depends both on the particles’ di usion constant D and on the reaction
radiis ry. W e also note that in the diluted case, when n¢ rg 1, the resut in Eg.(33)
show s the sam e dependence on the systam s param eters as the one predicted in Refl2. The
very long-tin e behavior in low -din ensions is som ew hat surprising, since the decay tums out
to be essentially independent ofne . The approach to this asym ptotic dom ain is, however,
very slow for low densities of CSs, n¢ r(j‘ 1, and thus di erent decay form s appear at
Intermm ediate tin es. T he crossover tin es t, m ay be very large, shce we nd that t.,. lq’@
in 1d and In () l=n in 2d. Forncr 1 and for extended period of tim e the decay
law s obey In 1d and 2d n, (t) e In (t)=t and n, () n: =t respectively.
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F gure C aptions
Figl. Reactions in catalytic media. O pen circles denote inm obik catalytic sites; the
lled circles stand fordi usive A particles. Case (1) show s a situation in which an encounter
of A particles does not kad to reaction, whilke In the case (2) the reaction m ay take place.

Fig2. Open circles on the r; and r,-axis denote the catalytic sites; lled circles give the
corresoonding positions oftraps and an allbladk circles denote di usive com pound particlkes.
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Fig.1. Oshanin et al., JCP






Fig.2. Oshanin et al., JCP







