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Abstract

We present an innovative application of tensor networks to the study of current fluctuations
in a typical one-dimensional diffusion-reaction system – semiconductor. Two kinds of species
of charge carriers, holes and electrons, diffuse in this system with the pair-generation and -
recombination reaction occurring between them. The tensor networks are used to numerically
calculate the cumulant generating function of the current statistics. By comparing the cases
whether the reaction is turned on or off, the influence of the reaction on current fluctuations is
clearly manifested, and this provides a numerical evidence of an interesting inequality setting
an upper bound on the diffusivity in terms of the mean current and the driving force or
affinity.

1 Introduction

It is widely recognized that large deviation theory provides a general framework for the statistical
physics [1–4]. For nonequilibrum systems in steady state, the time-integrated current satisfies the large
deviation principle, and all the information about the its statistics is encoded in the so-called rate func-
tion or cumulant generating function, which respectively plays the same role as entropy or free energy in
equilibrium system. Theoretical progress in the last three decades reveals that microreversibility leaves its
footprint in the current statistics so that the associated cumulant generating function satisfy a symmetry
relation, which is dubbed as fluctuation theorem [5–8]. Starting from this theorem, Onsager reciprocal
relations and their generalizations to nonlinear transport properties can be derived [9–12]. However,
more physics about the current fluctuations originated from the underlying dynamics is still hidden. To
uncover it, full information about the cumulant generating function is needed. Except for a handful
of nontrivial cases where it can be calculated exactly, e.g., simple exclusion process [13, 14], cumulant
generating function can only be calculated by means of numerical tools.

There are a variety of numerical methods for computing the cumulant generating function. For
stochastic processes ruled by master equations, the Monte Carlo methods, such as cloning algorithm [15–
17] and transition path sampling [18], are available. However, they exhibit low statistical efficiency
to access rare fluctuations, especially when applied to systems with many degrees of freedom. As is
always the case, the underlying state space grows exponentially with the system size. In recent years,
tensor networks have emerged as a very promising alternative in handling such numerical complexity.
The standard way to access large deviations of a dynamical observable is by computing its cumulant
generating function from the leading eigenvalue of the deformed or tilted generator. In this respect, some
tensor network algorithms, e.g., density matrix renormalization group (DMRG) [19–22], time evolving
block decimation (TEBD) [23, 24], or time dependent variational principle (TDVP) [25, 26], are applied
to first find the desired leading eigenvector represented by some tensor network states, and then use
them to compute the leading eigenvalue [27–35]. Besides, tensor networks also find applications in many
other respects. For example, they are used to calculate work statistics for quantum many-body systems
under prescribed driven protocols [36, 37], to study the heat transfer in non-Markovian open quantum
systems [38], or efficiently sample rare events [39, 40]. Recently, we become aware that they are also used
to quantify rare events in stochastic reaction-diffusion dynamics [41].
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Figure 1: Schematic diagram of the 1D diffusion-reaction system. The white dots represent holes and
the black ones represent electrons.

In this work, we numerically calculate the cumulant generating function of current statistics in 1D
diffusion-reaction systems, with the focus on the influence of reaction on current fluctuations. The
fluctuating current across the system is induced by imposing asymmetric boundary conditions. After the
procedure of spatial discretization, a master equation is established to describe the stochastic evolution
the system state and, thereby, the full counting statistics for the current is performed through including
a counting parameter. The distribution function of the system state is represented by a matrix product
state (MPS), and its tilted generator by a matrix product operator (MPO). DMRG is used to determine
the leading eigenvalue of the tilted generator, giving the cumulant generating function.

2 One-Dimensional Diffusion-Reaction Systems

A typical one-dimensional (1D) diffusion-reaction system of physical interest is the semiconductor, as
shown in Fig. 1. The mobile charge carriers distributed inside the system are positively-charged holes and
negatively-charged electrons with their densities expressed as functions of position p(x), n(x). The two
terminals of the system are in contact with the reservoirs with fixed concentrations of holes and electrons,
pL, pR, nL, nR. The diffusion of the charge carriers are quantified by their respective coefficients that
are assumed equal here for simplicity, Dp = Dn = D. Moreover, holes and electrons are generated and
recombined by the reaction

∅
k+−−⇀↽−−
k−

h+ + e−, (1)

where k+ and k− are respectively the hole-electron pair generation and recombination rate constants.
The thermal agitation inside the system generates incessant erratic movements for holes and electrons,
in turn causing local fluctuations in hole diffusion, electron diffusion, and reaction.

The time evolution of the distribution of holes and electrons in the system can also be described as a
Markov jump process, which is formulated in terms of a master equation. For this purpose, we spatially
discretize the system into L cells of width ∆x and volume Ω. So, the system state is specified by the
hole numbers P = {Pi}L

i=1 and electron numbers N = {Ni}L
i=1 in these cells. The left (respectively,

right) reservoir is modeled as a cell containing fixed numbers of holes and electrons P̄L ≡ P0 = pLΩ,
N̄L ≡ N0 = nLΩ (respectively, P̄R ≡ PL+1 = pRΩ, N̄R ≡ NL+1 = nRΩ). Here, for notational consistency,
the two reservoir cells are also indexed with i = 0 and i = L+1, respectively. In this discretization scheme,
the system randomly jump between its states according to the network
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.

The probability P(P, N, t) that the cells contain the particle numbers P = {Pi}L
i=1 and N = {Ni}L

i=1 for
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time t is ruled by the master equation

dP
dt

= L̂P =
L∑

i=0

[(
e+∂Pi e−∂Pi+1 − 1

)
W

(+P )
i P +

(
e−∂Pi e+∂Pi+1 − 1

)
W

(−P )
i P

+
(

e+∂Ni e−∂Ni+1 − 1
)

W
(+N)
i P +

(
e−∂Ni e+∂Ni+1 − 1

)
W

(−N)
i P

]

+
L∑

i=1

[(
e−∂Pi e−∂Ni − 1

)
W

(+)
i P +

(
e+∂Pi e+∂Ni − 1

)
W

(−)
i P

]
, (2)

where L̂ is the generator, the transition rates are given by W
(+P )
i = kPi, W

(−P )
i = kPi+1, W

(+N)
i = kNi,

W
(−N)
i = kNi+1, W

(+)
i = Ωk+, W

(−)
i = k−NiPi/Ω, and here k ≡ D/∆x2 for brevity. It is necessary

to mention that the raising and lowering operators acting on the reservoir cells do not actually take
effect, i.e., e±∂P0 = e±∂N0 = e±∂PL+1 = e±∂NL+1 = 1 by mandatory stipulation. The advantage of this
approach is that the usual phenomenological parameters suffice for the stochastic description. In order
to simplify the problem, we have here neglected the electrostatic interaction between charge carriers.
The full description of the above diffusion-reaction system including electrostatic interactions have been
exployed in the extensive studies for diodes and transistors by simulating stochastic trajectories [42, 43].
The fluctuation theorem is shown to hold in these systems and their electronic functionalities are realized.

3 Tensor Networks

We now turn to the tensor-network representation of the Markov jump process (2), and instead, the
distribution function is focused on here. We first introduce notation |PiNi⟩ or its adjoint ⟨PiNi| for
the local state that there are Pi holes and Ni electrons in the i-th cell. Similarly, the system state is
denoted as |PN⟩ ≡ |PiNi⟩⊗L

i=1 or ⟨PN| ≡ ⟨PiNi|⊗
L
i=1 . Following the quantum-mechanical convention, the

normalization and orthogonality are assumed, i.e., ⟨P ′
i N ′

i |PiNi⟩ = δP ′
i
,Pi

δN ′
i
,Ni

, ⟨P′N′|PN⟩ = δP′,PδN′,N.
In this way, an arbitrary distribution function F (PN) can be expressed as |F (PN)⟩ =

∑
PN F (PN) |PN⟩,

and the normalization is also required here, ⟨F †(PN)|F (PN)⟩ =
∑

PN F †(PN)F (PN) = 1. Since
the distribution function F (PN) is a real in the context, we actually have F †(PN) = F (PN). Next,
we introduce the local operators accounting for elementary jump events in the network. The particle
transitions between two neighboring cells can be associated with a local annihilation operator acting on
one cell and a local creation operator acting the other. Following this reasoning, we define the annihilation
operator for holes a−

i , creation operator for holes a+
i , annihilation operator for electrons b−

i , and creation
operator for electrons a+

i , by

⟨P ′
i N ′

i |a−
i |PiNi⟩ = kPiδP ′

i
,Pi−1δN ′

i
,Ni

, (3)
⟨P ′

i N ′
i |a+

i |PiNi⟩ = δP ′
i
,Pi+1δN ′

i
,Ni

, (4)
⟨P ′

i N ′
i |b−

i |PiNi⟩ = kNiδP ′
i
,Pi

δN ′
i
,Ni−1, (5)

⟨P ′
i N ′

i |b+
i |PiNi⟩ = δP ′

i
,Pi

δN ′
i
,Ni+1, (6)

where kPi, kNi appearing in the definitions of local creation operators express their meaning of transition
rates. It should be pointed out that the operator definitions by Eqs. (3)-(6) are only applicable to the
cells for the intermediate system, 1 ≤ i ≤ L. For the reservoir cells at the boundaries, i = 0, L + 1, these
operators should be defined separately,

a−
0 = kP̄L, a+

0 = a+
L+1 = 1, a−

L+1 = kP̄R. (7)
b−

0 = kN̄L, b+
0 = b+

L+1 = 1, b−
L+1 = kN̄R. (8)

The reason for this is obviously that the particle numbers in the reservoir cells are maintained constant.
Besides, we define local operators accounting for the probability lose, ai for holes, and bi for electrons, by

⟨P ′
i N ′

i |ai|PiNi⟩ = kPiδP ′
i
,Pi

δN ′
i
,Ni

, (9)
⟨P ′

i N ′
i |bi|PiNi⟩ = kNiδP ′

i
,Pi

δN ′
i
,Ni

, (10)
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which are here intuitively dubbed as particle number operators. These definitions applies to any cell,
0 ≤ i ≤ L + 1. Similarly, for the reactive events in each cell, 1 ≤ i ≤ L, we may also define the so-called
recombination and generation operators, as well as the associated operator for probability lose, c−

i , c+
i ,

ci by

⟨P ′
i N ′

i |c−
i |PiNi⟩ = k−

PiNi

Ω δP ′
i
,Pi−1δN ′

i
,Ni−1, (11)

⟨P ′
i N ′

i |c+
i |PiNi⟩ = k+ΩδP ′

i
,Pi+1δN ′

i
,Ni+1, (12)

⟨P ′
i N ′

i |ci|PiNi⟩ =
(

k+Ω + k−
PiNi

Ω

)
δP ′

i
,Pi

δN ′
i
,Ni

. (13)

To characterize the current fluctuations, we perform full counting statistics of transfers of the unit
charge flowing from the left reservoir into the system. Since the current is composed of holes and electrons,
a proper counting scheme is assumed depending on whether the carrier is positively- or negatively-
charged and jumps toward left or right. We introduce the extended probability distribution P(P, N, Z, t)
by including the charge transfers Z in time interval [0, t]. and furtherly, the function Fλ(PN, t) ≡∑

Z P(P, N, Z, t) e−λZ in terms of the counting parameter λ, then we have the equation of time evolution,

d
dt

Fλ(PN, t) = L̂λFλ(PN, t), (14)

where the tilted generator L̂λ can be expressed in terms of the above-defined local operators,

L̂λ =a−
0 ⊗ a+

1 e−λ + a+
0 ⊗ a−

1 e+λ +
L∑

i=1

(
a−

i ⊗ a+
i+1 + a+

i ⊗ a−
i+1

)
−

L∑
i=0

(ai + ai+1)

+ b−
0 ⊗ b+

1 e+λ + b+
0 ⊗ b−

1 e−λ +
L∑

i=1

(
b−

i ⊗ b+
i+1 + b+

i ⊗ b−
i+1

)
−

L∑
i=0

(bi + bi+1)

+
L∑

i=1

(
c+

i + c−
i − ci

)
. (15)

The cumulant generating function for the current statistics can be defined as

Q(λ) ≡ lim
t→∞

−1
t

ln
∑
PN

Fλ(PN, t), (16)

and its value is actually equal to the minus sign of the leading eigenvalue of L̂λ. The mean current and
its diffusivity can be obtained by taking successive derivatives with respect to the counting parameter,

J ≡ lim
t→∞

1
t
⟨Z(t)⟩ = ∂Q(λ)

∂λ

∣∣∣∣
λ=0

, (17)

D ≡ lim
t→∞

1
2t

⟨(Z(t) − Jt)2⟩ = −1
2

∂2Q(λ)
∂λ2

∣∣∣∣
λ=0

. (18)

In the following, we show how to numerically determine the leading eigenvalue of L̂λ with tensor
networks. The algorithm DMRG is adopted here. For this purpose, we first represent an arbitrary function
Fλ(PN) as a matrix product state (MPS) [20], and represent the tilted generator L̂λ as a matrix product
operator (MPO). In the MPS representation of Fλ(PN), there is a total of L sites, and the physical index
of each site is compositely denoted as PiNi. If Pi and Ni both take the M possible values by truncation,
0, 1, · · · , M −1, then, with a naive mapping, PiNi would take M2 possible values. Accordingly, the local
operator, e.g., a−

i , c+
i , have a matrix form of dimension M2 × M2. The representation of L̂λ as an MPO

is achieved in the following. Actually, this is one of the most crucial steps. This tilted generator is now
split into three parts

L̂λ = L̂
(1)
λ + L̂

(2)
λ + L̂(3), (19)
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Table 1: The parameter values specified in numerical computations.

D = 0.01 ∆x = 0.1
Ω = 4 L = 10

P̄L = N̄R = 8 P̄R = N̄L = 2
M = 25 (truncation parameter)

with each constructed as an MPO,

L̂
(1)
λ = a−

0 ⊗ a+
1 e−λ + a+

0 ⊗ a−
1 e+λ +

L∑
i=1

(
a−

i ⊗ a+
i+1 + a+

i ⊗ a−
i+1

)

=
(
a−

1 a+
1 a+

1 kP̄Le−λ + a−
1 e+λ 1

)
⊗ · · · ⊗


0 0 a+

i 0
0 0 a−

i 0
0 0 1 0

a−
i a+

i 0 1

 ⊗ · · · ⊗


a+

L

a−
L

1
a−

L + a+
LkP̄R

 , (20)

L̂
(2)
λ = b−

0 ⊗ b+
1 e+λ + b+

0 ⊗ b−
1 e−λ +

L∑
i=1

(
b−

i ⊗ b+
i+1 + b+

i ⊗ b−
i+1

)

=
(
b−

1 b+
1 b+

1 kN̄Le+λ + b−
1 e−λ 1

)
⊗ · · · ⊗


0 0 b+

i 0
0 0 b−

i 0
0 0 1 0

b−
i b+

i 0 1

 ⊗ · · · ⊗


b+

L

b−
L

1
b−

L + b+
LkN̄R

 , (21)

L̂(3) =
L∑

i=0
(−ai − ai+1 − bi − bi+1) +

L∑
i=1

(
c+

i + c−
i − ci

)
=

(
1 E1

)
⊗ · · · ⊗

(
1 Ei

0 1

)
⊗ · · · ⊗

(
EL

1

)
,

(22)

where

E1 = −kP̄L − kN̄L − 2a1 − 2b1 + c+
1 + c−

1 − c1, (23)
Ei = −2ai − 2bi + c+

i + c−
i − ci, (24)

EL = −kP̄R − kN̄R − 2aL − 2bL + c+
L + c−

L − cL. (25)

The boundary operators acting on reservoir cells are explicitly expressed according to Eqs. (7)-(8) and
combined with their neighboring ones. So, there are L tensors in each MPO, in agreement with the
case of MPS. If we denote L̂

(1)
λ = l

(1)
1,λ ⊗ · · · ⊗ l

(1)
i ⊗ · · · ⊗ l

(1)
L , L̂

(2)
λ = l

(2)
1,λ ⊗ · · · ⊗ l

(2)
i ⊗ · · · ⊗ l

(2)
L , and

L̂(3) = l
(3)
1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ l

(3)
i ⊗ · · · ⊗ l

(3)
L , then the MPO representation of L̂λ can be constructed in this way,

L̂λ =
(

l
(1)
1,λ, l

(2)
1,λ, l

(3)
1

)
⊗ · · · ⊗ diag

(
l
(1)
i , l

(2)
i , l

(3)
i

)
⊗ · · · ⊗

(
l
(1)
L , l

(2)
L , l

(3)
L

)
, whose bond dimension is 10. It

should be pointed out that the tilted generator L̂λ is different from the quantum Hamiltonian in that
it is intrinsically non-symmetric or non-Hermitian. This implies that (i) the right eigenvectors are not
identical to the corresponding left eigenvectors; and (ii) the right (left) eigenvectors are not mutually
orthogonal with each other. Next, utilizing the DMRG algorithm, we variationally optimize the MPS
|Fλ(PN)⟩ to find the one corresponding the leading eigenvalue, |Ψλ(PN)⟩, which is normalized. Readers
are referred to Ref. [33] for the detailed exposition of the DMRG algorithm applied in a nonequilibrium
diffusion system. The cumulant generating function is then calculated as

Q(λ) = − ⟨Ψ†
λ(PN)|L̂λ|Ψλ(PN)⟩ . (26)

In addition, the steady state distribution of the number of holes and electrons can be calculated as
Pst(P, N) = Ψ0(PN)/

∑
PN Ψ0(PN), which naturally guarantees that

∑
P,N Pst(P, N) = 1.
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0 0.2× A 0.4× A 0.6× A 0.8× A A

λ

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

Q

A = ln 4

k+ = k− = 0

k+ = k− = 0.01

k+ = k− = 0.1

k+ = k− = 10.0

Figure 2: Cumulant generating function. The asterisks with solid line joining them are results for the
system parameter values listed in Table 1 and, respectively, k+ = k− = 0.01, 0.1, 10.0. The dots are
results with values listed in Table 1 and k+ = k− = 0. The dash line is plotted from the analytical
solution (29) with the same values as those for dots. A = ln 4 is the affinity calculated from Eq. (27).

4 Results

We choose suitable numerical values of the physical quantities and parameters, some of which are listed
in Table 1. We also notice that the boundary conditions are symmetric under inversion and permutation
between holes and electrons, i.e., P̄L = N̄R and P̄R = N̄L in Table 1. This is also deliberate so that we
have an unambiguous affinity driving the system out of equilibrium,

A = ln P̄L

P̄R
≡ ln N̄R

N̄L
, (27)

which is evaluated with Schnakenberg graph analysis [44]. The result of this work is the numerical
calculation of cumulant generating function Q(λ), which is presented in Fig. 2. In this figure, Q(λ) is
plotted in several cases, k+ = k− = 0, 0.01, 0.1, 10.0, all with the same other parameter values listed in
Table 1. It is obviously that Q(λ) satisfies the Gallavotti–Cohen symmetry [5, 8, 45] in these cases,

Q(λ) = Q(A − λ), (28)

as expected. When k+ = k− = 0, the reaction is turned off and the charge transport is reduced to
the pure diffusion of holes and electrons. In this case, Q(λ) can be analytically solved [33, 46] with the
solution given by

Q(λ) = kP̄L

L + 1
(
1 − e−λ

)
+ kP̄R

L + 1
(
1 − e+λ

)
= kN̄L

L + 1
(
1 − e+λ

)
+ kN̄R

L + 1
(
1 − e−λ

)
. (29)

Excellent agreement is found between numerical results and the analytical solution, manifesting the
validity of the application of tensor networks to this kind of nonequilibrium system. From Eq. (29), the
mean current and its diffusivity can be evaluated according to Eqs (17)-(18),

J = k

L + 1
(
P̄L − P̄R + N̄R − N̄L

)
, (30)

D = k

2(L + 1)
(
P̄L + P̄R + N̄L + N̄R

)
, (31)
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where the diffusivity D here should not be confused the diffusion coefficient. Recall that the affinity A is
given by Eq. (27), we can immediately obtain the relation

A = ln 2D + J

2D − J
. (32)

For the cases k+ = k− = 0.01, 0.1, 10.0, we can only rely on the numerical values of Q(λ) to analyze the
current fluctuations. From Fig. 2, it seems that the Q(λ) have the same slope at λ = 0 for all cases. This
directly indicates that the system have the same current J whether there is reaction between holes and
electrons or not. With a bit of analysis, it is indeed so. Suppose that the holes and electrons have the
linear profiles p(x), n(x) in the case k+ = k− = 0. When the reaction is turned on, the profiles would
become p(x) + δp(x) and n(x) + δn(x), respectively. Because the reaction always leads to generation or
recombination of holes and electrons in pairs, it is arguably that δp(x) = δn(x). The current have the
same value for all cases, J = ⟨jp − jn⟩ = −D∂x[p(x) + δp(x) − n(x) − δn(x)] = −D∂x[p(x) − n(x)]. We
also compare the trends of slope change (second derivatives) of the Q(λ) at λ = 0 for all cases. It is
apparently discernible that the current diffusivity is smaller in the cases k+ = k− = 0.01, 0.1, 10.0 than
that in the case k+ = k− = 0. So, starting from the equality (32), we arrive at the following interesting
inequality

2D ≤ J coth(A/2), (33)

where the equality sign holds when there is no reaction. This inequality seems to manifest that there
exist a upper bound for the variance of a current. It was also found in a charge transport system where
electrostatic interaction between charged particles plays an important role (see future publications).
If proved in general contexts, Eq. (33) would give a new thermodynamic uncertainty relation (TUR),
whereas the existing one states that the variance of a current is lower bounded [47, 48]. The code for
numerical calculation was written in C++ with the ITensor library [49].

5 Conclusions

We have presented in detail how to compute the cumulant generating function of the current statistics in
a 1D nonequilibrium diffusion-reaction system with tensor networks. By comparing the cases whether the
reaction is turned on or off, we demenstrated that the reaction between holes and electrons has influence
on the transport properties. The current fluctuations are damped by the reaction. We hope this would
raise some interests in peer scientists, and to see more investigations in this regard. Besides, our work
adds to the continuously expanding applications of tensor networks to study the dynamical fluctuations
in classical stochastic systems, providing significant promise for the tensor networks to become standard
tools in this field of nonequilibrium statistical physics.
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