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W e study spatialcorrelations and structure factors in a three-state stochastic lattice gas,con-

sisting ofholes and two oppositely \charged" species ofparticles,subject to an \electric" �eld at

zero totalcharge. The dynam icsconsists oftwo nearest-neighbor exchange processes,occuring on

di�erent tim es scales,nam ely,particle-hole and particle-particle exchanges. Using both,Langevin

equationsand M onteCarlo sim ulations,we study thesteady-state structurefactorsand correlation

functions in the disordered phase,where density pro�les are hom ogeneous. In contrast to equilib-

rium system s,theaverage structurefactorshereshow a discontinuity singularity attheorigin.The

associated spatialcorrelation functionsexhibitintricate crossoversbetween exponentialdecaysand

powerlawsofdi�erentkinds.Thefullprobability distributionsofthestructurefactorsareuniversal

asym m etric exponentialdistributions.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The study ofcorrelations and structure factors provides a sensitive probe into the characteristics ofcollective

behaviorin m any-particle system s. Forexam ple,in a system with shortrange m icroscopic interactions,m aintained

in therm alequilibrium , spatialcorrelations will in generaldecay exponentially. Long-range spatialcorrelations,

characterized by powerlaws,are observed only ifthe system isata criticalpoint. In contrast,when such system s

are driven into non-equilibrium steady states,long-rangecorrelationsare often presentin large regionsofthe phase

diagram [1].A m odelsystem in which such anom alouscorrelationsareeasily observed and studied isthedriven Ising

latticegas(the\standard m odel")[2,3].Thedrive(\external�eld")biasesparticlejum psalonga speci�clatticeaxis,

thusforcing the system into a non-equilibrium steady state. O ne ofthe m ostintriguing and unexpected featuresof

thissystem isthepresenceoflong-rangespatialcorrelationsatalltem peraturesabovecriticality,duetothebreakdown

ofthe traditionaluctuation-dissipation relations[4]in conjunction with a conservation law forthe particle density.

In m om entum space,the structurefactordevelopsa discontinuity singularity atthe origin [5].

In experim ents,correlationsare typically studied by photon,electron orneutron beam scattering techniques.The

scatteringintensity isclosely related tothestructurefactor.Depending on theactualphysicalsystem ,thisquantity is

theFouriertransform ofthe\density-density"correlations,where,e.g.,in aferrom agneticsystem \density"standsfor

the localm agnetization.Even in the stationary case,i.e.,when the averagesarenotexpected to be tim e-dependent,

the densitiesthem selvesare uctuating quantitiesin both space and tim e. Thus,when data are taken,itiscrucial

to com pare the tim e scale ofthese uctuations to the duration ofa typical\snap-shot". Ifthe form er is m uch

shorter than the sam pling tim e interval,then even one m easurem ent practically results in a tem poralaverage. In

this case,the scattering intensity isa directm easure ofthe average structure factor. In the opposite scenario each

individualsnap shotappearsasa random pattern ofspeckles.Thecollection ofm any snap shots,however,represents

the fulldistribution ofthe uctuating density-density products. This phenom enon has long been known in laser

scatteringexperim entsand thestatisticalpropertiesoftherandom specklesarewellestablished [6].UsingM onteCarlo

sim ulations,itisparticularlyeasytoprobeuctuatingquantitiesin term softhetheirdistributions:each m easurem ent

corresponds to one con�guration at a certain instant of tim e so that there are no \experim ental" di�culties in

achieving �nesam pling.Sincedriven latticegasesexhibitgenerically singulardensity-density correlations,a study of

the associated distributionsisexpected to be particularly interesting.

In thispaper,wewillfocuson a generalization ofthestandard m odel,sim ilarin spiritto theoneleading from the

Ising m odelto spin-1[7]orPotts[8]m odels.Instead ofjustasinglespeciesofparticles,wenow considertwo (labelled

as+ ’sand � ’s)which aredriven in oppositedirections,subjectto periodicboundary conditions.Em pty latticesites

�
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are referred to as holes. This generalization is m otivated by a variety ofphysicalsystem s,ranging from fast ionic

conductorswith severalm obile ion species[9]and waterdropletsin m icroem ulsionswith distinctcharges[10]to gel

electrophoresis[11]and tra�c ow [12]. Forsim plicity,we neglectthe usualIsing nearestneighborinteraction and

retain \only" theexcluded volum econstraint.Them odelthuscorrespondsto thehigh-tem perature,large-drivelim it

ofa m orecom plicated interacting system .

Thism ulti-speciesm odel,in both oneand twodim ensions,hasbeen studied in detail[12{18].In itssim plestversion,

particles are allowed to exchange with holes only. M onte Carlo sim ulations [13]in two dim ensions and m ean-�eld

studies[14,15]show thatthereisa transition,controlled by particledensity and drive,from a spatially hom ogeneous

(disordered)phaseto a chargesegregated one,wheretheexcluded volum econstraintleadsto them utualblocking of

particles. In this paper we extend our previousstudies on structure factors [19]and their distributions [20]to the

m ore generalcase where the particles are also allowed to exchange am ongstthem selves: we \soften" the excluded

volum e constraintby allowing exchangesofnearestneighbor,oppositely charged particles on a tim e scale  which

isdistinctfrom thatofthe particle-hole exchange [16]. Here,the blocking transition stilloccurs,aspartofa m ore

com plex phasediagram [16].A particularly interesting caseem ergeswhen thetwo tim escalesarechosen to beequal,

i.e., = 1:here,equalchargesarecom pletely uncorrelated (up to trivial�nite-sizee�ects)while\hidden",non-trivial

correlations survive between opposite charges. W e add that this m odelin one dim ension,at in�nite drive and for

arbitrary ,hasbeen solved exactly by G odr�echeand Sandow [18].

W ewillfocuson thedisordered phaseofthesystem ,wherewehavea sound analyticunderstandingofthedynam ics

in term sofLangevin equations.W ewillstudy notonly theaveragesbutalso thefulldistributionsofthesteady-state

structurefactors,using M onteCarlo sim ulationsand a continuum �eld theory.Finding excellentagreem entbetween

oursim ulationsand analyticresults,wecan tracethecharacteristicsofthedistributionsback to thestructureofthe

underlying Langevin equations.G iven theserelations,m easurem entsofstructurefactordistributionsin realsystem s

should provideconsiderableinform ation aboutthe associated dynam ics.

The paperisorganized asfollows. In the nextsection,we de�ne the m icroscopic m odeland give som e detailsof

the sim ulations.In Section III,we introduce the underlying Langevin equationsand calculate the averagestructure

factors,the corresponding spatialcorrelations,and the theoreticaldistributionsofthe structure factors.In the �nal

section,wediscussourresultsand concludewith a briefsum m ary.

II.T H E M IC R O SC O P IC M O D EL

W e consider a two dim ensionalfully periodic lattice with L � L sites,each ofwhich can be em pty or occupied

by a single particle. To accountforthe presence oftwo species,we introduce two occupation num bersn+
x
and n�

x
,

with n being 0 or1,depending on whethera positive ornegativeparticle ispresentatsite x. The excluded volum e

constraintim plies n+
x
n�
x
= 0 ,forany x.To m odelthesystem atzero totalcharge,wechoose

P

x
[n+

x
� n�

x
]= 0,i.e.,

the averagedensitiesofpositiveand negativeparticlesarethe sam e:

�� =
1

L2

X

x

n
+

x
=

1

L2

X

x

n
�
x
; (1)

Since the dynam icsconservesboth densitiesseparately,�� isa constant. In the absence ofthe drive,the two species

ofparticlesaredistinguished only by theirlabel:both typeshop random ly to nearest-neighborem pty sites,with the

sam e rate �. In addition,nearest neighbor pairs ofopposite chargesexchange with a rate �. The externaldrive

is directed along a speci�c lattice axis,labelled as the + xk-direction. Rem iniscent ofa uniform \electric" �eld E ,

itexponentially suppressesjum psagainstthe force. Speci�cally,during one M onte Carlo step 2L 2 nearest-neighbor

bondsareselected atrandom .Ifa particle-holepairisencountered,an exchangetakesplacewith probability

W ph = �m inf1;exp(qE �xk)g ; (2)

where q = � 1 isthe charge ofthe particle and �xk = � 1;0 isthe change ofthe xk coordinate ofthe particle due to

thejum p.Sim ilarly,iftheneighboring sitesareoccupied by oppositecharges,a particle-particleexchange(orcharge

transfer)isattem pted with probability

W pp = �m inf1;exp(E �xk)g ; (3)

where now �xk is the change in the xk coordinate ofthe positive particle due to the jum p. Note that we do not

introducea factorof2 in the exponentialhere,asonem ighthaveexpected fora realelectric�eld.Thischoiceleads

to a sim pler Langevin equation without signi�cantly a�ecting the phase diagram . Needless to say,it is irrelevant

whetherexchangetakesplaceornot,ifboth sitescarry identicalcontent.
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Foroursim ulations,we set� = 1,so the controlparam etersare ��,E and . O n latticeswith L ranging from 30

to 100,thesystem isinitialized with random con�gurationsofvariousparticledensities.Runslastfrom 2:5� 105 to

5� 105 M CS.The �rst62500 M CS are discarded to allow the system to settle into steady state.Then,we m easure

the Fouriertransform sofn�
x
every 125 M CS,de�ning them in the usualway:

n
�
k
=
X

x

e
� ikx

n
�
x

: (4)

In the following,we willinvestigateequal-tim e density-density operatorsin m om entum space,considering both their

fulldistributionsaswellastheir(ensem ble ortim e)averages.In theliterature,the term \structurefactor" typically

refersto the averages,i.e.,

S
��(k)�

1

V
hn�

k
n
�

� k
i; (5)

where�;� = + ;� ;k = 2�

L
(m ? ;m k)6= 0 and V = L2 isthevolum e.O ccasionally,especially when discussing thefull

distributions,we willuse the word \structure factor" forthe uctuating two-pointoperatoritself.In the disordered

phase,S�� isthe Fouriertransform ofthe usualequal-tim ecorrelation function

G
��(x)� hn�

x
n
�

0
i� hn�

x
ihn�

0
i: (6)

Thus,ifG iseven in x,S willbereal,so thatan im aginary partofS signalsa partofG which isodd in x.By charge

sym m etry,we expectG + + = G � � . Clearly,both m ustbe even in x,so thatthe associated S’sare real. O n other

hand,wehave

G
+ � (x;E )= G

+ � (x? ;� xk;� E ) (7)

in the presenceofthe driveso thatS+ � m ay havean im aginary part(which m ustbe odd in E ).Finally,G � + (x)=

G + � (� x)followsfrom (6)by translation invariance.Turning to thefulldistributions,thesecan beconstructed from

the tim e seriesof
n
+

k
n
+

� k

V
,
Re[n+

k
n
�

� k
]

V
and

Im [n
+

k
n
�

� k
]

V
in the steady state. Exploiting sym m etriesagain,we note that

n
+

k
n
+

� k

V
and

n
�

k
n
�

� k

V
are distributed identically,so thatwe need to consideronly the form er.Further,only

n
+

k
n
+

� k

V
and

n
�

k
n
�

� k

V
arenecessarily real,while

n
+

k
n
�

� k

V
willgenerically be com plex.

W esim ulatesystem swith  rangingfrom 0to 1.Forsm all’swechooseE and thedensity �� in such away thatthe

system isin the hom ogeneousphase. Forlarger’s( > c ’ 0:62)the charge exchange m echanism suppressesthe

ordered phaseentirely [16]so wecan pick arbitrarily large�eldsatany density.A particularly interesting caseoccurs

for = 1. Here,the ratesforparticle-hole and particle-particleexchangesbecom e equal,i.e.,W pp = W ph,so thata

positive(negative)particlecan no longerdistinguish a negative(positive)onefrom a hole.Thus,a positive(negative)

particleexperiencesbiased di�usion,slowed only by encounterswith otherpositive(negative)particles,justasin the

caseofa single,non-interacting species,whosesteady stateprobability distribution ofcon�gurations(i.e.,thesteady

statesolution oftheassociated m asterequation)isexactlyknown tobeuniform [21].Forourcase,thisim pliesthatthe

m arginaldistribution ofthe occupation num bersofone speciesisuniform ,i.e.,P [fn�
x
g]=

P

fn
�

x g
P [fn+

x
;n�

x
g]/ 1:

Thus,we expectquestionsregarding only one speciesofparticlesto have trivialanswers,e.g. G + + (x)m ustvanish

forx 6= 0 in an in�nite system oryield the �nite-size uctuationsin a �nite one. O n the otherhand,the two-point

function between oppositechargescan display interestingstructures,e.g.long-rangecorrelations,asaresultofthefull

distribution P [fn+
x
;n�

x
g]notbeing uniform .W enotebriey thata com pletely \at" steady state,P [fn+

x
;n�

x
g]/ 1,

isobtained for = 2,asin the one-dim ensionalversion ofourm odel[18].

In Fig.1,wepresentthe resultsforthethree independentS’sfound in the 100� 100 system ata sm allvalueof

and notethediscontinuity singularity oftheseobjectsattheorigin.In Fig.2,weshow thesam equantitiesfor = 1

and draw specialattention to the factthat,whileS+ + doesnotdepend on k atall,S+ � exhibitsa highly nontrivial

k-dependence. Fig. 3 and 4 presentthe structure factor distributions for the sm allest longitudinaland transverse

wavevectors,respectively.Beforediscussing thedata in detail,wewill�rstpresentthetheoreticalfram ework within

which they can beunderstood.In particular,wewillfocuson two points,nam ely �rst,theem ergenceofdiscontinuity

singularitiesin the structure factorsatk = 0,and their consequencesforlong-range correlationsin realspace,and

second,theorigin oftheasym m etricexponentialform ofthedistributions.Thiswillthen befollowed by a com parison

between ourtheoreticalpredictionsand the sim ulations.
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III.C O A R SE-G R A IN ED D ESC R IP T IO N

To extractthe behavioratlargedistances(orsm allk in m om entum space),a continuum �eld theory forthe slow

variablesofthe m odelism ostappropriate.To �nd such a description,we m ust(i)identify the slow variablesofthe

theory,and (ii)obtain a setofequationsofm otion forthese quantities,corresponding to a coarse-grained version of

the m icroscopic dynam ics. Forgenerality,we considerthe d-dim ensionalcase when xk isdirected along the electric

�eld and x? is in the (d � 1)-dim ensionalsubspace,perpendicular to the �eld. Tim e is denoted by t. Then,the

slow variablesare easily identi�ed asthe conserved densities,�� (x;t),ofthe two species. The m ostsystem atic way

to arrive at their equations ofm otion is to perform an 
-expansion [22,23]: After partitioning the whole system

into su�ciently largeblocksofsize 
,one splitsthe particledensitiesassociated with the block centered atx into a

m acroscopicpart(�� )and a uctuating one(�� ):

1




X

x
0
� b(x)

n
�

x
0 = �

� (x;t)+ 
� 1=2
�
� (x;t): (8)

This decom position is inserted into the m icroscopic m aster equation,followed by a system atic expansion in 
. At

leading order,we�nd a setofm ean-�eld equationsofm otion forthelocaldensitieswhich reads,aftertaking a naive

continuum lim it:

@t�
� = � r �

�

[��
$

r (1� �
+ � �

� )� "x̂k�
� (1� �

+ � �
� )]+ [��

$

r �
� � "x̂k�

�
�
� ]

�

; (9)

where

� =

�
�? 0

0 �k

�

(10)

is the di�usion-m atrix. � ? is diagonal and isotropic in the (d � 1)-dim ensional subspace, thus characterized

by a num ber �? .
$

r is the asym m etric gradient operator, acting on any two functions f and g according to

f
$

r g = fr g� gr f. " is the coarse-grained bias and x̂k is the unit vector along the xk direction. Note that

at the m ean-�eld level we also obtain explicit expressions for the di�usion m atrix and the bias [23]: � ? = 1,

�k = (1+ e� jE j)=2 and "= 2tanh(E =2).O fcourse,these m ay be m odi�ed by renorm alization.

Thecontinuity equation (9)adm itsboth hom ogeneousand inhom ogeneoust-independentsolutions,associated with

the disordered and the blocked phases. The form erisourfocushere. To ease com parison with sim ulation data,we

chooseequaldensitiesforboth species:�� (x;t)= �� .Thissolution describesthesteady stateatthem ean-�eld level.

At the next order in the 
-expansion,we �nd a Fokker-Planck equation for the uctuating part,� � . For our

purposes,theequivalentLangevin equation ism oretransparent.Atthisorder,itsdeterm inisticpartislinearand the

(conserved)noise isG aussian. After de�ning the \reduced" average density ~� � (1� )�� and � � (3� )=(1� ),

and focusing on the uctuationsaboutthe hom ogeneousphase,the resultis:

@t�
�(x;t)= L��(r )��(x;t)� r ��(x;t); (11)

wherethe driftm atrix isgiven by

(L��(r ))=

�
(1� ~�)r �r � (1� �~�)"�k@k ~�r �r + ~�"�k@k

~�r �r � ~�"�k@k (1� ~�)r �r + (1� �~�)"�k@k

�

(12)

and sum m ation overrepeated indicesisim plied in (11)and in the following.The �� (x;t)are G aussian white noise
term s,with averageand second m om ent:

h��i (x;t)i= 0;

h��i (x;t)�
�

j(x
0
;t
0)i= 2�

��

ij �(x � x
0)�(t� t

0); (13)

where�;� = + ;� ;i;j= 1;2;:::d.Duetothebias,thenoisem atrices(�
��

ij
)= ��� arediagonalbutnotproportional

to the unitm atrix:

��� =

 
���

?
0

0 �
��

k

!

: (14)
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Note that��� issym m etric and due to chargesym m etry,wealso have�+ + = �� � .Sim ilarto �? ,�
��

?
isdiagonal

and isotropic in the (d� 1)-dim ensionalsubspace,characterized by a num ber�
��

?
. In the absence ofthe drive,our

m odelreducesto an equilibrium system ,so thatthe uctuation dissipation theorem (FDT)holds. In ourcase,this

guarantees� �� / �,or,m orespeci�cally,

�+ + =
�
��(1� 2��)+ ��2

�
�

�+ � =
�
� ��2

�
� (15)

[23].However,when driven,thisproportionality doesnothold in genericrangesof and ��,in thatthedi�usion and

noise m atrices are renorm alized di�erently by the drive ",sim ilar to the situation in the driven single species case

[24]. Finally,we point out that there is a correlation between �+ and �� due to the fact that charge exchange is

allowed. Thise�ectiscaptured by the m atrix � + � which isexpected to be proportionalto  and negative de�nite

fornon-zero driveaswell.

A .Steady-state structure factors

Eqns. (11-14)are linearequations which are easily solved in Fourierspace. Introducing the Fouriercom ponents

forthe uctuations

�
� (k;!)=

Z

dtd
d
x�

� (x;t)e� i(!t+ kx) ; (16)

and sim ilaronesforthe noise,so that

h��i (k;!)i= 0

h��i (k;!)�
�

j(k
0
;!

0)i= 2�
��

ij

�
(2�)d+ 1�(k + k

0)�(! + !
0)
�

(17)

the solution to (11)issim ply:

�
�(k;!)= (L� 1)�� ik��(k;!); (18)

where

L
��(k;!)� L��(ik)� i!�

��
: (19)

Note that,in k space,(L+ + ;L� � )and (L+ � ;L� + )arecom plex conjugatepairs.

Notsurprisingly,h�� (k;!)i= 0,consistentwith thedecom position (8).Thetwo-pointcorrelationsof�� (k;!)are

justthe dynam ic structurefactors,de�ned as

S
��(k;!)

�
(2�)d+ 1�(k + k

0)�(! + !
0)
�
� h��(k;!)��(k0;!0)i. (20)

Using (18)and (17),the two independentS’sfollow:

S
+ + (k;!)=

2k�+ +
k

jdet(L)j2

�
jL� � j2 + jL+ � j2

�
�

2k�+ �
k

jdet(L)j2
2RefL� �

L
� + g

S
+ � (k;!)= �

2k�+ +
k

jdet(L)j2
L
+ �

�

(L+ + )
�
+ L

� �
�

+
2k�+ �

k

jdet(L)j2

�

(L+ + )
�
L
� � + (L+ � )

2
�

: (21)

To com paredirectly with sim ulations,weneed the steady-statestructurefactors

S
��(k)

�
(2�)d�(k + k

0)
�
� h��(k;t)��(k0;t)i; (22)

which areeasily obtained from (21)by an integration over!,using theresiduetheorem and noting thatthetwo zeros

ofdet(L)sim ply correspond to the two stableeigenvaluesofL:

!1;2 = � i
Tr(L)

2
�

s

det(L)�

�
Tr(L)

2

� 2

: (23)
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To ensure that the system is within the linear stability region ofthe disordered phase,we m ust have Im !1;2 > 0.

Since � 1

2
Tr(L)= (1� ~�)k�k isautom atically positive de�nite,we only requiredet(L)> 0 forallk 6= 0.Collecting,

we�nd:

S
+ + (k)=

k� + +
k

� 1

2
Tr(L)

jL� � j2

det(L)
�

k�+ �
k

� 1

2
Tr(L)

RefL� � L� + g

det(L)

S
+ � (k)= �

k�+ +
k

� 1

2
Tr(L)

L� � L+ �

det(L)
+

k� + �
k

� 1

2
Tr(L)

L� � RefL� � g+ iL+ � Im fL+ � g

det(L)
(24)

so that,with the help of(12),we�nally obtain:

S
+ + (k)=

(1� ~�)

(1� 2~�)

k�+ +
k

k�k

(k�k)2 +
(1� � ~�)

2

(1� ~�)2
"2�2

k
k2
k

(k�k)2 + 4m 2�kk
2

k

�
~�

(1� 2~�)

k�+ �
k

k�k

(k�k)2 +
(1� � ~�)

(1� ~�)
"2�2

k
k2
k

(k�k)2 + 4m 2�kk
2

k

RefS+ � (k)g = �
~�

(1� 2~�)

k�+ +
k

k�k

(k�k)2 �
(1� � ~�)

(1� ~�)
"2�2

k
k2
k

(k�k)2 + 4m 2�kk
2

k

+
(1� ~�)

(1� 2~�)

k�+ �
k

k�k

(k�k)2 �
~�
2

(1� ~�)2
"2�2

k
k2
k

(k�k)2 + 4m 2�kk
2

k

(25)

Im fS+ � (k)g =
~�(2� (1+ �)~�)

(1� ~�)(1� 2~�)

(k� + +
k)"�kkk

(k�k)2 + 4m 2�kk
2

k

�
(1� ~�)(1� �~�)+ ~�2

(1� ~�)(1� 2~�)

(k� + �
k)"�kkk

(k�k)2 + 4m 2�kk
2

k

;

To sim plify the notation,we havede�ned a \m ass" (in the �eld theory sense),m ,via

4m 2 �
(1� �~�)2 � ~�2

1� 2~�
"
2�k =

(1� 2��)(1� (2� )2��)

(1� (1� )2��)
"
2�k (26)

Itsroleisto m ark thelinearstability boundary,which,in thelim it"L ! 1 ,isgiven precisely by m 2 = 0 .O therwise,

for�nite"L,thesystem doesnotreach thestability lim itaslongas("L=2�)2 < (1� (1� )2��)=(1� 2��)((2� )2��� 1)

issatis�ed [16].Thus,itissu�cientto im posem 2 > 0,i.e.,�� < 1

2(2� )
,to keep thesystem in thehom ogeneousphase.

Sim ilarto the driven lattice gas[2,3]and the two-speciesm odelstudied earlier[20],these structure factorsareall

singular at the origin. The singularity takes the form ofa discontinuity,either in the function itselfor one ofits

derivatives.In particular,both S+ + and RefS+ � g arediscontinuous,so thatthe ratios

lim kk! 0 S
+ + (0;kk)

lim k? ! 0 S
+ + (k? ;0)

=
1� 2~�

(1� �~�)2 � ~�2

(1� �~�)2

(1� ~�)2

�
+ +

k

�k

�
~�

1� � ~�

�
+ �

k

�k

�
+ +

?

�?

�
~�

1� ~�

�
+ �

?

�?

(27)

and

lim kk! 0 RefS
+ � (0;kk)g

lim k? ! 0 RefS
+ � (k? ;0)g

= �
1� 2~�

(1� �~�)2 � ~�2

1� �~�

1� ~�

�
+ +

k

�k

�
~�

1� � ~�

�
+ �

k

�k

�
+ +

?

�?

�
1� ~�

~�

�
+ �

?

�?

: (28)

arein generaldi�erentfrom unity.In contrast,Im fS + � (k)g vanishesfork ! 0 in any direction.Here,discontinuities

occurin higherderivatives. Unlike in the driven Ising lattice gas,these singularitiesdo notsim ply originate in the

genericFDT-breakingrelation
�
� �

k

�k

6=
�
� �

?

�?

,butalsoin thespeci�csofthisparticulardriven system ,reected in the�rst

factoron the righthand sideof(27,28).Itisa m onotonically increasing function of��,reaching 1 at �� = 1

2(2� )
.As

a result,theam plitudesofthediscontinuitiesdivergeasthesystem approachesthestability lim itofthehom ogeneous

phase.
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B .Equal-tim e spatialcorrelations

Theequal-tim ecorrelationfunctionsG ��(x)� h��(x0+ x;t)��(x0;t)iarejusttheFouriertransform softhestructure

factors,

G
��(x)=

Z
ddk

(2�)d
S
��(k)eikx : (29)

independent ofx0 by virtue oftranslationalinvariance. To sim plify the transform s,we introduce som e changes in

notation. First,we rescale the lengthsand m om enta x? ! x? =�
1

2

?
,xk ! xk=�

1

2

k
;k? ! �

1

2

?
k? ,kk ! �

1

2

k
kk so that

� becom esthe unitm atrix.Further,we let�
��

?
! �

��

?
=�? ,�

��

k
! �

��

k
=�k .Aftersom ealgebra,wecan recastthe

structurefactorsin m uch m orecom pactform :

S
+ + (k)=

k�1
k

k2
� (k� 2

k)
k2

k4 + 4m 2k2
k

RefS+ � (k)g =
k�3

k

k2
� (k� 4

k)
k2

k4 + 4m 2k2
k

(30)

Im fS+ � (k)g = (k� 5
k)

"�
1

2

k
kk

k4 + 4m 2k2
k

;

wherek = jk jand

�1 =
(1� �~�)2

(1� ~�)((1� �~�)2 � ~�2)
�+ + �

(1� ~�)~�

(1� ~�)((1� �~�)2 � ~�2)
�+ �

�2 =

�
(1� �~�)2(1� 2~�)

(1� ~�)2((1� �~�)2 � ~�2)
� 1

�
(1� ~�)

(1� 2~�)
�+ +

�

�
(1� �~�)(1� 2~�)

(1� ~�)((1� �~�)2 � ~�2)
� 1

�
~�

(1� 2~�)
�+ �

�3 =
(1� ~�)~�

(1� ~�)((1� �~�)2 � ~�2)
�+ + �

~�2

(1� ~�)((1� �~�)2 � ~�2)
�+ � (31)

�4 =

�
(1� �~�)(1� 2~�)

(1� ~�)((1� �~�)2 � ~�2)
+ 1

�
~�

(1� 2~�)
�+ +

�

�
~�2(1� 2~�)

(1� ~�)2((1� �~�)2 � ~�2)
+ 1

�
(1� ~�)

(1� 2~�)
�+ �

�5 =
~�(2� (1+ �)~�)

(1� ~�)(1� 2~�)
�+ + �

(1� ~�)(1� �~�)+ ~�2

(1� ~�)(1� 2~�)
�+ �

:

Forthe following,only two m ajorpropertiesofthe �’s,ratherthan theirdetailed expressions,are im portant.First,

they are allpositive de�nite within the stability lim itofthe hom ogeneousphase,and second,they are diagonalbut

generically notproportionalto theunitm atrix,sincethey arerelated to thenoisem atrices.Now,referringthedetails

oftheintegrationstoAppendix A,thetransform scan becarried outexactly.W ritingr� jxj,r? � jx? jand rk � jxkj,

wede�ne

E (x)�
�
�
d

2
� 1

�

4�
d

2

1

rd� 2

F1(x)�
cosh(m xk)

(2�)
d

2

�
m

r

� d� 2

2

K d� 2

2

(m r) (32)

F2(x)�
sinh(m xk)

(2�)
d

2

�
m

r

� d� 2

2

K d� 2

2

(m r);

where�(z)istheG am m a function and K �(z)isthem odi�ed Besselfunction.Thecorrelationscan then beexpressed

in term softhesethree functions:
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G
+ + (x)= � r �1

r E (x)+ r �2
r F1(x) (33)

G
+ �
e (x)= � r �3

r E (x)+ r �4
r F1(x) (34)

G
+ �
o (x)=

"�
1

2

k

2m
r �5

r F2(x); (35)

whereG + �
e;o arethe partsofG + � even orodd in xk,corresponding to thetransform softherealand im aginary parts

ofS+ � .Thefullcorrelation is,ofcourse,G + � (x)= G + �
e (x)+ G + �

o (x),reecting thesym m etry (7)ofthesystem in

the presenceofthe �eld.

Leaving the detailed asym ptotic expansions of(33-35) to Appendix B,we only indicate the m ain features here.

Clearly, the discontinuity singularities ofthe structure factors translate into power-law decays ofthe correlation

functions. In particular,the �rstterm s in (33)and (34)exhibit the well-known r� d-decay [25]which is associated

with the breaking ofthe FDT in the presence ofconservation laws [5]. In contrast,a discontinuity singularity in

higher derivatives is notsu�cient to produce the r � d power,as illustrated by the form ofG + �
o ,(35). The second

term sin (33)and (34)and the only one in (35)arem ore subtle,since the exponentialsofthe hyperbolic and Bessel

functionscom pete.Sum m arizing ourresultsasm r! 1 ,we �nd forr? 6= 0 :

G
+ + (x)/

�1
k
� �1?

rd

"
r2? � (d� 1)r2

k

r2

#

+ :::

G
+ � (x)’ G

+ �
e (x)/

�3
k
� �3?

rd

"
r2? � (d� 1)r2

k

r2

#

+ :::; (36)

G
+ �
o (x)/ :::

where the ::: represent exponentially decaying parts. Here, allthree key com ponents of the characteristic non-

equilibrium power law decays are displayed,nam ely,the necessity ofFDT violation,�k=�k 6= �? =�? ,the dipole

am plitude associated with strong anisotropy in the presenceofa conservation law,and the r� d itself.W e em phasize

again thatthe odd partofthe cross-correlations,G + �
o (x),ispurely short-ranged.

Along the�eld direction,thebehaviorofthecorrelationsism orecom plex.Here,a novelpower,r
� (d+ 1)=2

k
,em erges,

which willdom inate overthe \FDT-violating" r� d,foralld > 1.Thus,forr? = 0 wehave:

G
+ + (0;xk);G

+ �
e (0;xk)/ � r

�
d+ 1

2

k
+ O

�

m ax

�

r
� d

k
;r

�
d+ 3

2

k

��

G
+ �
o (0;xk)/ � sgn("xk)r

�
d+ 1

2

k
+ O

�

r
�

d+ 3

2

k

�

: (37)

In the parentheses,we have indicated the next-leading term in the asym ptotic expansion ofK d� 2

2

. Surprisingly,

in d > 3 even this power is stillm ore relevant than the m ore fam iliar r� d. W e also em phasize that in (37),all

proportionality constants are positive. Thus,the explicit factors of(� 1) carry inform ation about the structure of

particleclustersin thism odel.In particular,thesign ofG + �
o (0;xk)showsthatnegativechargespreferto be located

‘down�eld’,rather than ‘up�eld’,from positive ones,as a precursor ofthe blocking transition. In conclusion,the

spatialcorrelationsare dom inated by the expected r� d power law,except along the �eld,where a novelr
� (d+ 1)=2

k

decay takes over. Sim ilar behavior is found ifcharge exchange is not allowed ( = 0) [19]. Thus,this new power

law appearsto bea genericfeatureofdriven two-speciesm odels,associated with theexcluded volum econstraintand

the opposite bias.W e should note,however,thatitcan only be generated in the presence ofatleastone transverse

dim ension,i.e.,in d > 1.

C .T he  = 1 case

Allexpressionssim plify considerably when weset = 1,yetthey stillcapturetheessenceofthistwo speciesm odel,

nam ely,the non-trivialcorrelationsbetween oppositecharges:

S
+ + (k)=

k�+ +
k

k2
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RefS+ � (k)g = (k� + �
k)

k2

k4 + 4m 2k2
k

(38)

Im fS+ � (k)g = (k� + �
k)
� sgn(")2m kk

k4 + 4m 2k2
k

;

where now 4m 2 = (1� 2��)2"2�k. No instabilities can occurhere: even for �� = 1=2 where the \m ass" m 2 vanishes,

hom ogeneouscon�gurationsprevailsince the m odelreducesto a driven one-speciesm odel.Forgeneric densities,we

notethattheform ofthe+ + structurefactoristhesam easin theone-speciesm odel,dueto thefactthat+ ’scannot

distinguish between � ’sand holesatthem icroscopiclevel.Thekey question is,ofcourse,whetherthe�’s(especially
�+ + )areproportionaltotheunitm atrix ornot.Unfortunately,in theabsenceofarenorm alization group analysiswe

haveto rely on sim ulationsto answerthesequestions.Based on theresultsoftheprevioussubsection,itisclearthat

only S+ + (k) could possibly produce the r� d powerlaw. However,oursim ulation resultsindicate thatthe internal

sym m etry ofthe system ,atthisparticularvalue of,restoresFDT foreitherspecies,i.e.,the �rstequation in (15).

This is entirely consistent with the fact that the m icroscopic steady state distribution ofeither species is uniform ,

as m entioned in Section II. Thus,correlationswillbe shortranged,given by a �-function for identicalspecies and

exponentialdecaysforoppositecharges,exceptin the �eld direction,between opposite species,where:

G
+ � (0;xk)’ 2�("x k)�

+ �

?

p
�

2

(2�)
d

2

8
<

:

d� 1

2m

�
m

rk

� d+ 1

2

+ O

0

@
1

r
d+ 3

2

k

1

A

9
=

;
: (39)

Here�(x)isthestep function and � + �

?
isalwaysnegative.Thus,thenovelr

� (d+ 1)=2

k
powerlaw,a key featureofthis

two-speciesm odel,survivesin the crosscorrelation,even in thissim pli�ed case.

D .D istribution ofstructure factors

So far,we have focused entirely on the averages ofdensity-density operators. In this �nalsection,we willcon-

struct the fullprobability distributions for these uctuating quantities,i.e.,
�
+
(k;t)�

+
(� k;t)

V
,
Re[�+

(k;t)�
�
(� k;t)]

V
and

Im [�
+
(k;t)�

�
(� k;t)]

V
,following the m ethod ofref.[26]. Representing these operatorsby s+ + ,s+ �r and s

+ �
i

,we seek

theirm arginaldistributions,foreach k-vectorseparately:

P
+ + (s+ + ;k)=

�

�

�
�+ (k;t)�+

�
(k;t)

V
� s

+ +

��

P
+ �
r (s+ �r ;k)=

�

�

�
Re[�+ (k;t)��

�
(k;t)]

V
� s

+ �
r

��

(40)

P
+ �
i (s

+ �
i ;k)=

�

�

�
Im [�+ (k;t)��

�
(k;t)]

V
� s

+ �
i

��

:

Here,we have used �� (� k;t)= ��
�
(k;t),since the densities �� (r;t) are real. Also,we have norm alized by V in

orderto obtain a well-de�ned therm odynam ic lim it,noting that(2�)d�(k= 0)= V .In principle,these distributions

can be com puted explicitly,by inserting the solution �� (k;t)ofthe Langevin equation (11)into (40)and averaging

overthenoise,associated with (13).However,given thatthesedistributionsareuniversal[20],depending only on the

linearity oftheLangevin equation and theG aussian natureofthenoise,ratherthan on thespeci�cform sofdi�usion

and noisem atrices,(12)and (14),a detailed calculation isnotnecessary.Instead,wecan referto thedistributionsfor

a sim plercase[20],nam ely the m odelwithoutchargeexchange,sincetheirform swillbe identicalto the onesweare

seeking here.However,som ebriefcom m entsarein order,to puttheresultsinto perspective.Fortechnicalreasons,it

issim plerto com pute the characteristicfunctions(i.e.,Fouriertransform s)of(40)�rst.Denoting these by ~P ��(
),

we �nd that ~P + + (
)hasa single pole in the lowerhalf
-plane,so thatthe inversetransform yieldsan exponential

distribution forthe non-negativevariables+ + :

P
+ + (s+ + ;k)=

(
1

S + + (k)
e� s

+ +
=S

+ +
(k) if s+ + � 0

0 if s+ + < 0
(41)
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Here,S+ + (k)isjustthe average structure factor,and we willreferto 1=S+ + (k)asthe \decay factor" ofthe expo-

nential.In contrast,both ~P + �
r (
)and ~P + �

i
(
)exhibittwo poles,one(
 � )being on the negative,and one (
+ )on

the positiveim aginary axis,


� =
2i

�

�

Re[S+ � (k)]�
p
�+ (Re[S + � (k)])2

�

(42)

where� � jS + + (k)j2 � jS+ � (k)j2 > 0.Theinversetransform salso resultin exponentialdistributions,characterized

howeverby two distinctdecay factorsj
+ jand j
� j:

P
+ �
r (s+ �r ;k)=

(
1

N
e� j
 � js

+ �

r if s+ �r � 0
1

N
ej
 + js

+ �

r if s+ �r < 0
(43)

with N =
p
�+ (Re[S + � (k)])2.Thedistribution of

Im [�
+
(t)�

� �
(t)]

V
,i.e.,P + �

i ,followsfrom P + �
r byjustinterchanging

Re[S+ � (k)]and Im [S+ � (k)]in Eqs.(42,43).

To sum m arize,allthreedistributionsareasym m etricexponentials,with P + + representing the m ostextrem ecase.

Due to this structure,their standard deviationsare alwaysgreater or equalthan the averages,so thatuctuations

willneverbe \sm all",in the usualsense[20,26].

IV .D ISC U SSIO N

Finally,letusturn to com parisonswith sim ulation results.Typically,we �nd thatpowerlaw tailsarem uch m ore

di�cultto observethan in thesingle-speciescase[25].Apparently,theiram plitudesarerathersm all,so thatthedata

areobscured by eithercriticalsingularitiesor�nite size e�ects,depending on the pointsin the phasediagram which

we choose to investigate. Thus,we focus on the structure factors. Using a standard least-square routine,we �tted

ouranalyticalresults(eqs. (30)and (38)before rescaling)to oursim ulation data. The �twasdone sim ultaneously

forthe three S’susing the sm allest5� 11 non-zero k vectors. The agreem entisquite good,especially considering

thatthe theoreticalresultsare based on a linearized Langevin equation,butwe note the following:forthe  = 0:02

case (Fig. 1),despite being in the hom ogeneousphase,the system wasrelatively close to the continuoustransition

[16],with m � 4� 10� 2 corresponding to a correlation length � � 25 in unitsofthe lattice constant. In particular,

\longitudinal" param eters,such as�k and the �k’s,seem to su�erconsiderable renorm alizationshere.O n the other

hand,the\transverse" param eters,�? and �? ,appearto obey Eqn.(15).In thatsense,the FDT issatis�ed within

the transverse subspace. To illustrate thisfeature,we com bine (15),written forthe transverse param eters,with the

explicit form ofthe structure factors (25) for kk = 0. This yields the exact \�nite size" am plitudes,com pletely

independent ofk? : S
+ + (k? ;0)= ��(1� ��) and S+ � (k? ;0)= � ��2,in perfect agreem entwith the sim ulations. In

the fulld-dim ensionalspace,however,the FDT is ofcourse violated: As a result ofthe coarse-graining e�ect in

the �eld direction,we generically found �k=�k 6= �? =�? for the rescaled \noise" m atrices. In particular we had

�1
k
=�k = 0:833�1? =�? ,predicting the typicalFDT-violating powerlaw.

For = 1:00 (Fig. 2),S+ + (k)iscom pletely at,aswe expected,indicating that�
+ +

k
=�k = �

+ +

?
=�? . M oreover,

thevalueofthisconstantisjust��(1� ��),again consistentwith (15).In contrast,S+ � (k)clearly exhibitsthestructure

ofEqs. (38). Here the system is far from transitions (� � 3),so that criticaluctuations are com pletely avoided.

Consequently,using m = 1

2
(1� 2��)j"j�

1

2

k
with them ean-�eld param etersproducesa \m ass" closely m atching theone

obtained from the �t.

Now,we turn to a com parison ofthe analyticalresultsforthe structure factordistributionswith the sim ulations,

sum m arized in Figs.3 and 4,forthe two sm allestwavevectors,respectively.The controlparam eterswerethe sam e

asthose ofFig. 1. Again,the agreem entbetween ourG aussian theory and the data isquite im presssive.The ‘+ + ’

histogram sshow sim ple exponentialdecay [26],while the ‘+ � ’histogram sclearly representasym m etric exponential

distributions. To test the theoreticalprediction,nam ely,that the slopes ofthe histogram sare determ ined entirely

by the structure factor averages,we sim ply m easured the latter,i.e.,S+ + ,ReS+ � and Im S+ � . W e then inserted

them easured averagesinto thetheoreticalrelationsforthedecay factors.Clearly,the‘+ + ’caseisparticularly sim ple

sincethedecay factorisjusttheinverseofS+ + itself.Forthetwo’+ � ’distributions,thedecay factorsj
� j,given by

(42),areconsiderably lesstrivial,buttheagreem entisneverthelessrem arkable.Here,renorm alizationscan obviously

also occur,butcan be absorbed into the e�ective param etersofthe theory,leaving the form ofthe structure factor

distributionsinvariant.M oreover,they areautom atically captured by them easured structurefactors,so thatthey do

notspoilthe agreem entbetween data and theory here. However,we m ustavoid criticaluctuationssince these fall

outofthe scopeofa lineartheory.
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In sum m ary,using both sim ulationsand analytic techniques,we have exam ined the structure factorsin a sim ple

m odelofbiased di�usion oftwo species. W e calculated the corresponding spatialcorrelations,�nding notonly the

expected power law decay,r� d,typicalfor non-equilibrium steady states ofconserved system s in the presence of

strong anisotropy,but also a novelpower,r
� (d+ 1)=2

k
,for correlations along the bias,characteristic for two-species

m odels. W e also investigated the fulldistribution functions for the structure factors,being universalasym m etric

distributions. The generalagreem ent between sim ulations and a G aussian �eld theory is surprisingly good,while

we await a renorm alization group analysis ofthe continuum theory ofthe m odelin order to m ake m ore detailed

com parisonscloserto the continuoustransition.
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A P P EN D IX A :M O M EN T U M -SPA C E IN T EG R A LS FO R T H E C O R R ELA T IO N FU N C T IO N S

From Eqn.(30)we see thatwe need three basic type ofintegrals.Although the �rstone iswellknown,we listit

forcom pleteness:

E (x)�

Z
ddk

(2�)d

eikx

k2
=
�
�
d

2
� 1

�

4�
d

2

1

rd� 2
; (A1)

Then,if� isdiagonaland isotropicin thed� 1 dim ensionaltransversesubspacebutnota m ultipleoftheunitm atrix,

itiseasy to com pute

r �r E (x)= � �? �(x)� (�k � �? )
�
�
d

2

�

2�
d

2

r2? � (d� 1)r2
k

rd+ 2
: (A2)

Next, we willoutline a form alway to obtain the other two required m om entum integrals. For a m ore rigorous

treatm entsee [23].W e de�ne F1 and F2 asfollows:

F1(x)�

Z
ddk

(2�)d

eikx k2

k4 + 4m 2k2
k

F2(x)�

Z
ddk

(2�)d

eikx (� 2m )ikk

k4 + 4m 2k2
k

: (A3)

Itis then helpfulto realize thatthe integrands,without the exponentialfactor,are sim ply the convolutionsoftwo

functions,i.e.:

k2

k4 + 4m 2k2
k

=

Z
ddk0

(2�)d
F (k0)C (k � k

0)

� 2m ikk

k4 + 4m 2k2
k

=

Z
ddk0

(2�)d
F (k0)S(k � k

0); (A4)

where

F (k)=
1

k2 + m 2

C (k)=
(2�)d

2
�(k? )

�
�(kk + im )+ �(kk � im )

�
(A5)

S(k)=
(2�)d

2
�(k? )

�
�(kk + im )� �(kk � im )

�
:

The �-functions with com plex argum ents should only be understood in an operationalsense. The Fourier inverse

transform softhesefunctionsareeasily found:
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F (x)� F (r)=
1

(2�)
d

2

�
m

r

� d� 2

2

K d� 2

2

(m r)

C (x)= cosh(m xk) (A6)

S(x)= sinh(m xk):

Thus,using the convolution theorem ,wetrivially get

F1(x)= cosh(m xk)F (r)

F2(x)= sinh(m xk)F (r): (A7)

Note thatF (r)isthe solution of

�
� r

2
+ m

2
�
F (r) = �(x): (A8)

Then using som ealgebra and (A8),we can translater �r into di�erentiation with respectto xk:

r �r F1(x)= � �? �(x)+ �? 2m @k
�
sinh(m xk)F (r)

	
+ (�k � �? )@

2

k

�
cosh(m xk)F (r)

	

= � �? �(x)+ �? 2m @k F2(x)+ (�k � �? )@
2

k F1(x)

r �r F2(x)= �? 2m @k
�
cosh(m xk)F (r)

	
+ (�k � �? )@

2

k

�
sinh(m xk)F (r)

	
(A9)

= �? 2m @k F1(x)+ (�k � �? )@
2

k F2(x):

Theseform sareparticularly usefulwhen wecalculatethe corresponding long-distancebehavior.

A P P EN D IX B :LO N G D ISTA N C E A SY M P T O T IC B EH AV IO R O F T H E C O R R ELA T IO N FU N C T IO N S

To obtain the long-distance behavior for r �r E (x), we just have to om it the �rst term in (A2), which is a

�-function:

r �r E (x)j
x6= 0

= � (�k � �? )
�
�
d

2

�

2�
d

2

r2? � (d� 1)r2
k

rd+ 2
: (B1)

Thisisthetypical\FDT-violating"powerlaw,provided that� isnotasim plem ultipleoftheunitm atrix.O therwise,

the am plitude ofthisterm would be zero.

Using the \largez" asym ptoticexpansion ofthe m odi�ed Bessselfunction [27]

K �(z)’

r
�

2z
e
� z

�

1+

�

�
2 �

1

4

�
1

2z
+ O

�
1

z2

��

; (B2)

wecan obtain thelong-distancebehaviorforr �r F1(x)and r �r F2(x)asm = const.> 0 and r! 1 .Dueto the

strong anisotropiesin these functions,weconsiderthree di�erentscenarios:

(i.) rk = 0; r? ! 1 :

Com bining (A9)and the asym ptotic form ofF (r)we �nd:

@k F2(x)
�
�
xk= 0

= m F (r)j
xk= 0

’

p
�

2

(2�)
d

2

e
� m r?

8
<

:

�
m

r?

� d� 1

2

+ O

0

@
1

r
d+ 1

2

?

1

A

9
=

;

@
2

k F1(x)

�
�
�
xk= 0

= m
2
F (r)

�
�
xk= 0

+
1

r

@F (r)

@r

�
�
�
�
xk= 0

(B3)

’ m

p
�

2

(2�)
d

2

e
� m r?

8
<

:

�
m

r?

� d� 1

2

+ O

0

@
1

r
d+ 1

2

?

1

A

9
=

;
;

while @k F1(x)and @
2

k
F2(x)aresim ply zero atxk = 0,since they areodd functionsofxk.Thus,�nally wehave
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r �r F1(x)jxk= 0
’ (�? + �k)m

p
�

2

(2�)
d

2

e
� m r?

8
<

:

�
m

r?

� d� 1

2

+ O

0

@
1

r
d+ 1

2

?

1

A

9
=

;

r �r F2(x)jxk= 0
= 0 (B4)

(ii.) rk ! 1 ; r? 6= 0 :

In addition to using the asym ptotic form of F (r), we can now also write cosh(m xk)’
1

2
em rk and

sinh(m xk)’ sgn(xk)
1

2
em rk. In the following, we willkeep the second leading power in 1=r in order to sim plify

the discussion ofcase(iii).W e �nd

@k F2(x)’

p
�

2

(2�)
d

2

em rk

2
e
� m r

��

1�
rk

r

� �
m

r

� d� 1

2

+
d� 1

8m 2

�

(d� 3)� (d+ 1)
rk

r

� �
m

r

� d+ 1

2

+ O

�
1

r
d+ 3

2

��

@
2

k F1(x)’ m

p
�

2

(2�)
d

2

em rk

2
e
� m r

��

1�
rk

r

�2 �m

r

� d� 1

2

(B5)

+
d+ 1

8m 2

 

(d� 5)� 2(d� 1)
rk

r
+ (d+ 3)

r2
k

r2

!
�
m

r

� d+ 1

2

+ O

�
1

r
d+ 3

2

�)

@k F1(x)’ sgn(xk)@k F2(x)

@
2

k F2(x)’ sgn(xk)@
2

k F1(x)

Thus,forr? 6= 0 wehavein leading order:

r �r F1(x)’ m

p
�

2

(2�)
d

2

em rk

2
e
� m r

(  

(�? + �k)� 2�k
rk

r
+ (�k � �? )

r2
k

r2

!
�
m

r

� d� 1

2

+ O

�
1

r
d+ 1

2

��

(B6)

r �r F2(x)’ sgn(xk)r �r F1(x):

(iii.) rk ! 1 ; r? = 0 :

Note that (B5) was obtained exploiting only rk ! 1 . Setting r? = 0 has two im portant consequences: since now

r= rk,the exponentialdecays canceland,further,the am plitude ofthe (1=r)
d� 1

2 term willvanish. Invoking the

next-to-leading term sin (B5)yields:

r �r F1(x)jr? = 0 ’ � �?

p
�

2

(2�)
d

2

8
<

:

d� 1

2m

�
m

rk

� d+ 1

2

+ O

0

@
1

r
d+ 3

2

k

1

A

9
=

;

r �r F2(x)jr? = 0 ’ sgn(xk)r �r F1(x)jr? = 0 : (B7)

which arethe desired results.
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FIG .1. Steady state structure factors(a)S+ + (k),(b)RefS+ � (k)g ,(c)Im fS+ � (k)g foran L = 100 system at = 0:02 ,

E = 0:279 and �� = 0:175.Structurefactorsareplotted againsttheintegerm k =
k
k
L

2�
,whilem ? =

k? L

2�
istaken asa param eter.

Linesare representing the �tted theoreticalcurves.

15



-0.05

0

0.05

0.1

0.15 Re{S+-(0,m ||)}
Re{S+-(1,m ||)}
Re{S+-(2,m ||)}
Re{S+-(3,m ||)}
Re{S+-(4,m ||)}

(b)

m ||
0 2 4 6 8 10

0

0.02

0.04 Im{S+-(0,m ||)}
Im{S+-(1,m ||)}
Im{S+-(2,m ||)}
Im{S+-(3,m ||)}
Im{S+-(4,m ||)}

(c)

0.16

0.18

0.2

0.22 S++(0,m ||)
S++(1,m ||)
S++(2,m ||)
S++(3,m ||)
S++(4,m ||)

(a)

FIG .2. Steady state structure factors(a)S+ + (k),(b)RefS+ � (k)g ,(c)Im fS+ � (k)g foran L = 100 system at = 1:00 ,

E = 1 and �� = 0:25. Structure factors are plotted against the integerm k =
k
k
L

2�
,while m ? =

k? L

2�
is taken asa param eter.

Linesare representing the �tted theoreticalcurves.
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