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We characterize steady-state static and dynamic properties in a broad class of mass transport
processes on a periodic hypercubic lattice of volume Ld, where both mass and center-of-mass (CoM)
remain conserved and detailed balance is violated in the bulk; we specifically consider these models in
d = 1 and 2 dimensions. Using a microscopic approach, we exactly determine the decay (or, growth)
exponents for various dynamic and static correlation functions. We show that, despite constrained
dynamics due to the CoM conservation (CoMC), the density relaxation is indeed diffusive. However,
fluctuation properties are strikingly different from that in the diffusive systems with a single (mass)
conservation law. In the thermodynamic limit, the steady-state variance 〈Q2(T )〉c of time-integrated
bond current Q(T ) across a bond in time interval T exhibits the following long-time behavior:

〈Q2(T )〉c ≃ A1T + A2 + A3T
−d/2. Remarkably, depending on dimensions and microscopic details,

the prefactor A1 can vanish (e.g., for d = 1), causing the variance to eventually saturate. The
exponents governing the small-frequency behavior of the power spectrum SJ (f) ∼ fψJ for bond
current are exactly determined as ψJ = 3/2 and 2 in d = 1 and 2 dimensions, respectively, implying
a “dynamic hyperuniformity”. We also compute the static structure factor S(q), which, in the small-
q limit, varies as the square of wave number q, i.e., S(q) ∼ q2. Indeed, both dynamic and static
fluctuations are anomalously suppressed, resulting in an extreme form of (“class I”) hyperuniformity
in the systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, there has been a surge of interest in charac-
terizing a remarkable state of matter that is amorphous
or disordered, yet correlated and known as “hyperuni-
form” matter [1]. While they lack true long-range order,
these many-body systems exhibit long-wave-length den-
sity fluctuations, that are anomalously suppressed. First,
consider an equilibrium disordered fluid with density ρ in
d-dimensional space. In that case, the variance of particle
number, or mass, Ml in a large subsystem of volume ld

is equal to σ2(ρ)lλ, with λ = d following the central limit
theorem, where σ2(ρ) is the scaled variance of subsystem
mass and proportional to the compressibility. By tuning
parameters like temperature and pressure, one can have
a state with the exponent λ being larger than the dimen-
sion (λ > d); an example of this scenario is an equilib-
rium critical point (say, that of water and vapor), where
fluctuation, or, equivalently, the compressibility, diverges
in the thermodynamic limit. Indeed, the opposite also
can happen where, in the presence of interactions, parti-
cles in a system can dynamically organize themselves in
such a fashion that the subsystem-mass fluctuations are
greatly reduced as the subsystem size increases, leading
to the vanishing compressibility; these systems are “hy-
peruniform” as (d − 1) ≤ λ < d [2]. In fact, an ordered

crystalline state is hyperuniform where λ = d− 1; other
examples include one-component Coulomb gas [3, 4] and
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jammed granular matter [5], which are incompressible
and thus hyperuniform. Notably, no disordered systems,
with short-ranged interactions and at finite temperature,
are however known to exhibit hyperuniformity in equi-
librium; rather, for such systems, hyperuniformity has so
far been observed only in nonequilibrium settings [6–11].

Two celebrated models for these disordered nonequilib-
rium systems are the conserved (“fixed-energy”) Manna
sandpiles [12, 13] and the biased random organization
(BRO) [6, 14]. Both the models have been studied in a
variety of contexts in the past, including absorbing-phase
transition (APT) [13, 15], reversible-irreversible transi-
tion in sheared colloids [7, 16], random close packing
(RCP) in disordered solids and jamming phenomenon
[5, 6, 17–21], etc. Although hyperuniform structures
have been envisaged since a long time [2], it was only
recently observed that these two models near critical-
ity exhibit hyperuniform fluctuations in their (quasi-
)nonequilibrium steady states [22–26]. In the BRO
model, provided that they overlap, a pair of particles
of, say, unit diameter are given a random kick (displace-
ment) of identical magnitude, but in the diametrically
opposite directions, ensuring that their center of mass re-
mains the same. Notably, there are two conserved quanti-
ties in the system: Total mass and center-of-mass (CoM).
Moreover, the microscopic dynamics in the bulk break
time-reversal symmetry and the BRO model exhibits hy-
peruniformity in the so-called “active” phase, which is
analogous to the “irreversible” phase of the colloidal sys-
tem investigated in the experiment [14, 16]. Perhaps not
surprisingly, the BRO model is extremely challenging to
solve analytically, even in one dimension, due to the non-
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trivial overlapping condition, which allows for particles
hopping only when the particles overlap with each other.
Indeed, lately there is a growing interest to develop a
rigorous theoretical understanding of how multiple con-
servation laws determine the large-scale spatio-temporal
properties by studying minimal model systems [27, 28].
In such a scenario, it is highly desirable to examine CoM-
conserving models with simpler dynamical rules, allowing
the systems to be rigorously dealt with through an exact
microscopic approach.

In one dimension, if the overlapping condition is re-
laxed and the random displacements depending on the
inter-particle gaps are chosen appropriately, the modi-
fied model is related to another class of widely studied
many-body systems, known as random average processes
(RAPs) [29–32], which consist of interacting particles dif-
fusing on a circle (continuum), but now obeying the (ad-
ditional) CoM conservation (CoMC). While the particles
remain correlated, resulting in a nontrivial spatial struc-
ture in the systems, these one-dimensional models allow
explicit analytical calculations. For simplicity, in the rest
of the paper, we focus on the unbounded versions of these
mass transport processes, known as mass chipping mod-

els (MCMs) [33–41], which are the generalized variants
of the Kipnis-Marchioro-Presutti (KMP) models [42, 43]
and, in one dimension, can be obtained through an exact
mapping [31, 44] of a RAP of L particles on a circle to a
system on a ring of L discrete lattice sites having contin-
uous mass. That is, a particle in the RAP can be thought
of as a lattice site, and the inter-particle gap is a (con-
tinuous) non-negative mass variable assigned to the site;
also the dynamical mass transfer rules in the RAP have
one-to-one correspondence to the mapped mass transport
process. In a related context, an unbounded version of
a RAP with an overlapping (threshold) condition, which
allows movement of two particles on a line only when
the gap between the particles exceed a certain threshold
value (the condition differs slightly from that in the BRO
model), has received a lot of attention in the last decade.
The one-dimensional model is a continuous-mass variant
of the discrete-mass Manna sandpile [12, 13], which has
been intensively studied to characterize APT with a con-
served (density) field [45, 46]. In the MCMs explored in
this paper, we do not however impose the threshold con-
dition in the dynamical rules to make the systems ana-
lytically tractable, and consequently the phase transition
is lost.

The MCMs break time-reversal symmetry (violating
detailed balance) in the bulk for generic parameter val-
ues and, consequently, the steady-state probabilities of
the microscopic configurations in most cases are not de-
scribed by the equilibrium Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution
and not a-priori known. Throughout the past several
decades, they have been extensively studied in the liter-
ature in various contexts, such as cloud formation [47],
force fluctuation in jammed granular media [33], wealth
distribution in a population [35, 36, 48], and traffic flow
[49], etc. However, the issue concerning the precise role

of an additional conserved quantity, such as CoM, on the
relaxation and (static and dynamic) fluctuation proper-
ties of these systems has yet to be explored. Indeed, the
problem is of general relevance, as there has recently been
a surge of interest in characterizing the large-scale prop-
erties of systems with multiple conservation laws [28, 50–
52], notably in the context of quantum many-body sys-
tems like fractonic fluids [53–55].

In this paper, using a microscopic approach, we ana-
lytically calculate various static and dynamic correlation
functions in a broad class of MCMs having both mass and
CoM conservation in d = 1 and 2 dimensions (the results
can be suitably generalized to arbitrary dimensions). We
find that the density relaxation, despite the dynamics
being strongly constrained due to the CoM conservation
(CoMC), is in fact diffusive. To substantiate this asser-
tion, we consider, for simplicity, an infinite domain and
consider density relaxation by taking a step-like initial
density profile ρ(X, t = 0) = ρin(X) = ρ0 + ρ1 for x < 0
and ρ0 otherwise. We show the time-dependent relative
density profile ρ(X, t)− ρ0 = R(X/

√
t) obeys a diffusive

scaling, where R(z) is a scaling function, with the scaled
argument z = X/

√
t, and is determined exactly. How-

ever, fluctuation properties are strikingly different from
that in diffusive systems with a single (mass) conserva-
tion law. In the thermodynamic limit, the steady-state
second cumulant, or the variance, 〈Q2(T )〉c = 〈Q2(T )〉−
〈Q(T )〉2 of time-integrated bond current Q(T ) across a
bond in time interval T has the following long-time be-
havior: 〈Q2(T )〉c = 〈Q2(T )〉 ≃ A1T + A2 + A3T

−d/2

(note that 〈Q2(T )〉c = 〈Q2(T )〉 as the average bond
current 〈Q(T )〉 = 0 is zero in the steady state). Re-
markably, depending on dimensions and microscopic de-
tails, the coefficient A1 can vanish (e.g., for d = 1) and
the variance eventually saturates to a density-dependent
coefficient A2(ρ). The exponents governing the small-
frequency behavior of the power spectrum SJ (f) ∼ fψJ

for the bond current are exactly determined as ψJ = 3/2
and 2 in d = 1 and 2 dimensions, respectively, imply-
ing a “dynamic hyperuniformity”; in d dimensions, we
have ψJ = (1 + d/2). Furthermore, the long-time (or,
equivalently, small-frequency) asymptotics for dynamic
“cross"-correlation functions for the bond currents in or-
thogonal directions (e.g., correlations between currents
along x and y directions) are exactly characterized. We
also calculate static structure factor S(q), which varies
as the square of wave number q in the small-q limit, i.e.,
S(q) ∼ q2.

We organize the paper as follows. In Sec. II, we in-
troduce a CoM-conserving mass chipping model (MCM),
called MCM-CoMC, in one dimension and demonstrate
its equivalence to a CoM-conserving random average pro-
cess (RAP). In Sec. II A, we derive hydrodynamics of
the one-dimensional MCM-CoMC with nearest-neighbor
mass transfer; in Sec. II B, we explore dynamic corre-
lations for the model. In Sec. III, we explore a one-
dimensional variant of the MCM-CoMC, which now have
microscopic dynamics with finite-range mass transfer. In
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Secs. IV and V, we introduce a couple of two-dimensional
versions of the MCM-CoMCs. We study the asymptotic
behavior of the MCM-CoMCs in higher dimensions in
Sec. VI. Finally, in Sec. VII, we summarize the paper
with some concluding remarks.

II. ONE-DIMENSIONAL MCM-COMC I:
NEAREST-NEIGHBOR MASS TRANSFER

In this section, we explore a broad class of conserved-
mass transport processes, called mass chipping models
(MCMs) [34, 35, 37, 56, 57], where masses fragment,
diffuse, and coalesce with the neighboring masses at a
constant rate. Because of their analytical tractability,
these processes, which are generalized variants of the
well-known random average processes (RAPs) [29–32] or
the Kipnis-Marchioro-Presutti (KMP) models [42, 43],
have been studied mainly in one dimension in the past.
Notably, on a periodic domain, unlike other lattice gases,
such as symmetric simple exclusion processes (SSEP)
[58, 59] and the zero-range processes (ZRPs) [44, 60], they
violate detailed balance in the bulk due to the broken
time-reversal symmetry and, consequently, their steady-
state measures are in most cases not described the equi-
librium Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution. The detailed def-
inition of a broad class of MCMs, and their connections
to other models such as RAPs, can be found in Ref. [57],
where relaxation and fluctuation properties have been
studied. In this work, we impose an additional center-of-
mass (CoM) conservation on the microscopic dynamics,
where both mass and center-of-mass (CoM) now remain
conserved.

We introduce a model of MCM with CoM conserva-

tion (MCM-CoMC) and study the role of CoM conser-
vation on the time-dependent (density relaxation and
dynamic fluctuation) properties of the system. Let us
begin by defining the model on a one-dimensional pe-
riodic lattice of size L, where lattice sites are labeled
as i = 0, 1, . . . , L − 1. A site i is associated with a
continuous mass variable mi ≥ 0, with the total mass

M =
∑L−1
i=0 mi = ρL fixed and ρ being the global den-

sity; defining similar CoM-conserving models in higher
dimensions d is straightforward and the MCM-CoMCs
in d = 2 are studied later in detail. We consider a
continuous-time process, where mass mi at site i gets
chipped off with unit rate. A random fraction λi of mass
mi is retained and the remaining fraction, (1 − λi), of
mass, then gets fragmented in two equal halves; one half
(1−λi)mi/2 coalesce with the right-neighbor (i+1) mass
and the other half coalesce with the left-neighbor (i− 1)
mass. Evidently, the mass transfer rule locally conserves
mass as well as center of mass (CoM). In Fig. 1, we
demonstrate the equivalence between two models: the
random average process (RAP) with CoM conservation
and the mass chipping model (MCM) with CoM conser-
vation. In top panel, we describe a RAP with CoMC. In
this case, two particles (black circles) located at Xi and

miλi

miλ̃i

2

miλ̃i

2

i

i− 1

i+ 1

mi

miλ̃i
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u
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RAP with CoM conservation

MCM with CoM conservation

Xi−1
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FIG. 1. Equivalance between random average process (RAP)
and mass chipping model (MCM) with CoM conservation
(CoMC) in one dimension through a schematic diagram. Top
panel – RAP with CoMC : Two particles (black circles) located
at Xi and Xi+1 are displaced in the opposite directions (in-

ward) by an equal amount, i.e., miλ̃i/2, wheremi ≡ Xi+1−Xi
is the inter-particle distance, or gap, between ith and (i+1)th

particles. Here λ̃i = (1 − λi) and λi is a random fraction
uniformly distributed in [0, 1]. Bottom panel – MCM with
CoMC : A site (represented by a black circle) contains a cer-
tain amount of (continuous) mass (dark-violet rectangular
bars). During a mass transfer process, a site retains a random
fraction λi of its mass mi, and the remaining fraction of mass,
(1− λi)mi, is equally divided into two parts, with one being
transferred to its left neighbor (green rectangle) and the other
to its right neighbor (blue rectangle).

Xi+1 are displaced in the opposite directions (inward)

by an equal amount, i.e., miλ̃i/2, where mi ≡ Xi+1−Xi

is the inter-particle distance, or gap, between ith and
(i+1)th particles. In bottom panel, we describe a MCM

with CoMC. In this case, a site (represented by a black
circle) contains a certain amount of (continuous) mass
(dark-violet rectangular bars). During a mass transfer
process, a site retains a random fraction λi of its mass
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mi, and the remaining fraction of mass, (1 − λi)mi, is
equally divided into two parts, with one being transferred
to its left neighbor (green rectangle) and the other to its
right neighbor (blue rectangle).

For the MCM-CoMC in one dimension, the time evo-
lution of mass at a site i can be expressed in terms of the
following infinitesimal-time update rules:

mi(t+ dt) =































event prob.

mi(t)− λ̃imi(t) dt

mi(t) +
λ̃i+1

2 mi+1(t) dt

mi(t) +
λ̃i−1

2 mi−1(t) dt

mi(t) (1− 3dt),

(1)

where λ̃i = 1 − λi ∈ (0, 1) is a random variable, drawn
from a distribution φ(λi), with the first and the second
moments being denoted as 〈λi〉 = µ1 and 〈λ2i 〉 = µ2,
respectively. In this paper, we consider, for simplicity,
a uniform distribution φ(λi) = 1, with µ1 = 1/2 and
µ2 = 1/3.

A. Hydrodynamics

In this section, we investigate the temporal evolution
of a density perturbation and its relaxation dynamics.
According to the update rule Eq. (1), the time evolution
of local mass at site X can be written as

d〈mX(t)〉
dt

= D (〈mX+1(t)− 2mX(t) +mX−1(t)〉) . (2)

Here, D = µ1/2 is the bulk-diffusion coefficient, which
is independent of density. Provided we consider density
relaxation on a ring of L sites, we can scale position X
and time t as x = X/L and τ = t/L2, and we obtain,
from Eq. (2),

∂g(x, τ)

∂τ
= D

∂2g(x, τ)

∂x2
, (3)

which governs the time-evolution equation for coarse-
grained density g(x = X/L, τ = t/L2) = 〈mX(t)〉 ≡
ρX(t). The aforementioned equation is a linear partial
differential equation, which can be solved for a given
initial condition. For simplicity, to show the diffusive
scaling property of time-dependent density profile, we
take an initial density profile being a step-like profile
ρX(t = 0) = ρin(X) on an infinite domain as follows:

ρin(X) =

{

ρ0 + ρ1 for x < 0

ρ0 for x ≥ 0,
(4)

where ρ0 = 1 and ρ1 = 3. We can then directly solve
Eq. (2) and get the solution of excess density profile
ρX(t) − ρ0 = R(X/

√
t) in terms of a scaling function,

R(z), where the position is scaled by z = X/
√
t. More-

over, by solving the resultant equation

−z dR
dz

= D
d2R
dz2

(5)

for R(z) with boundary condition R(z → ∞) = 0 and
R(z → −∞) = ρ1, we immediately obtain the exact
scaling solution,

R(z) =
ρ1
2

[

1− erf

(

z√
4D

)]

≡ ρ1
2

erfc

(

z√
4D

)

, (6)

where the scaling variable is defined as z = x/
√
t, and

the complementary error function is given by erfc(z) =

(2/
√
π)

∫∞

z e−t
2

dt.
In Fig. 2, the excess density (ρX(t) − ρ0) of a step

initial profile is plotted against position x in Panel (a) at
various times: t = 2000 (orange square), 5000 (green as-
terisks), 10000(red square), and 20000 (violet triangle).
The background density ρ0 = 1, and the initial density
profile height ρ1 = 3. In Panel (b), the scaled shifted
density profile R(z) is plotted as a function of the scaling
variable z = x/

√
t, with simulation data points matching

closely with the analytic solution (purple dashed line),
mentioned in Eq. (6). One can see that, despite the
constrained dynamics due to the extra conservation law
(CoMC), the density relaxation in the MCM remains in-
deed diffusive.

B. Dynamic correlations: One dimension

In this section, we calculate various time-dependent
quantities in the steady state, including the variance of
time-integrated bond current in a finite time interval and
dynamic correlations for instantaneous current in one-
dimensional MCM-CoMC I. Notably, the global density
ρ and the center of mass are conserved in this model,
making it particularly interesting to compute these time-
dependent quantities exactly. We denote the dynami-
cal correlation function for two observables A and B as
CABr (t, t′) = 〈Ai(t)Bi+r(t′)〉c. The Fourier transform of
the dynamical correlation function is written as

C̃ABq =
∑

r

CABr eiqr , (7)

and then the inverse Fourier transform is given by

CABr =
1

L

∑

q

C̃ABq e−iqr . (8)

More specifically, we are interested in characterizing
time-integrated bond current, Qi(T ), which is defined as
the amount of mass that passes through a bond (i, i+1) in
a time interval T in the steady state. The time-evolution
equation for the first moment of the cumulative bond
current from the following infinitesimal-time update rule,

Qi(t+ dt) =



















event prob.

Qi(t) +
λ̃imi(t)

2 dt

Qi(t)− λ̃i+1mi+1(t)
2 dt

Qi(t) (1− 2dt),

(9)
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FIG. 2. MCM-CoMC I in one dimension. Panel (a) shows the excess density (ρX(t) − ρ0) of a step initial profile density,
plotted against position X at four times: t = 2000 (orange square), 5000 (green asterisks), 10000(red square), and 20000 (violet
triangle). The background density is ρ0 = 1, and the initial density profile height is ρ1 = 3. Panel (b): The scaled shifted
density profile R(z) is plotted as a function of the scaling variable z = x/

√
t. Points represent simulation data, while the purple

dashed line is the analytic solution [see Eq. (6)].

from which we obtain the following equation,

d〈Qi(t)〉
dt

≡ 〈Ji(t)〉 =
µ1

2
〈mi(t)−mi+1(t)〉 , (10)

where we define instantaneous bond current as Ji(t) ≡
dQi/dt, i.e., Qi(∆t) = lim∆t→0

∫ t+∆t

t Ji(t)dt. The bond

current Ji(t) = JD(t) + J fl(t) can be decomposed into
two parts: Diffusive current

JD(t) ≡ µ1

2
[mi(t)−mi+1(t)] (11)

and fluctuating (or, “noise”) current J fl(t); it is evident
that 〈J fl〉 = 0. Note that Eq. (10) is linear in local
masses; this particular linearity property [57] is actually
required for obtaining an exact solution to the current
statistic in the class of models considered in this pa-
per. We now write the time evolution equation for the
unequal-time current correlation function as

d

dt
CQQ
r (t, t′) =

µ1

2

[

CmQ
r (t, t′)− CmQ

r−1(t, t
′)
]

. (12)

Taking Fourier transform to both sides of the above equa-
tion, we get

d

dt
C̃QQ
q (t, t′) = µ1(1− eiq)

C̃mQ
q (t, t′)

2
. (13)

To solve Eq. (12), we first calculate the unequal-time
mass-current correlation function CmQ

r (t, t′), which, in
Fourier space, satisfies the following equation,

d

dt
C̃mQ
q (t, t′) = −µ1

2
λqC̃

mQ
q (t, t′), (14)

where

λq = 2(1− cos q), (15)

with the wave number q = 2πn/L and n = 1, 2, · · · , L−1.
Additionally, to solve Eq. (12), we also calculate the
equal-time current-current spatial correlation function,
which in Fourier space can be written as

d

dt
C̃QQ
q (t, t) = µ1(1− eiq)C̃mQ

q (t, t) + Γ̃q, (16)

where Γ̃q = µ2〈m2〉λq/4 can be shown to be related to
the strength of fluctuating current as given below:

〈J̃ (fl)
q (t)J̃ (fl)

q′ (t′)〉 = LΓ̃qδq,q′δ(t− t′). (17)

Note that solving Eq. (14) requires calculation of
equal-time mass-current spatial correlation, which, in the
Fourier space, can be written as

d

dt
C̃mQ
q (t, t) = −µ1

2
λqC̃

mQ
q (t, t) + f̃q, (18)

where the source term f̃q is given in terms of the steady-

state density correlation C̃mmq as given below:

f̃q = (1 − e−iq)

[

DC̃mmq − µ2〈m2〉
4

λq

]

. (19)

Density correlation and structure factor.– It is con-
venient to calculate the steady-state density correlation
function in Fourier mode C̃mmq . To this end, we analyze
the time evolution of the Fourier mode for equal-time
mass correlation as given below:

d

dt
C̃mmq (t, t) = −2DλqC̃

mm
q (t, t) +B(q), (20)
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where the quantity B(q) = µ2〈m2〉λ2q/4 depends on the
second moment of onsite mass. The solution of the above
equation is given by

C̃mmq (t, t) =
(

1− e−2Dλqt
) 〈m2〉µ2

8D
λq, (21)

which, in the steady state (t → ∞), leads to the static
density correlation function in the Fourier space,

C̃mmq =
µ2ρ

2

2(2µ1 − µ2)
λq. (22)

Now onwards, we follow the convention that, if the time
argument in the correlation function is not explicitly
mentioned, e.g., C̃mmq - a function of density and other
parameters, it would simply imply that the correlation
is calculated in the steady state and thus does not de-
pend on time. Note that the above-mentioned steady-
state density-correlation function C̃mmq is related to the
strength of fluctuating current as

Γ̃q = 2DC̃mmq . (23)

Through inverse Fourier transform, Eq. (22) leads to the
correlation function in real space as

Cmmr =
µ2ρ

2

2(2µ1 − µ2)
[2δr,0 − (δr,1 + δr,−1)] . (24)

Moreover, Eq. (23) leads to a fluctuation relation be-
tween the spatial correlation function for mass and fluc-
tuating current,

Cmmr =
Γr
2D

. (25)

To calculate dynamic structure factor, we define Fourier
transform δm̃q(t) of excess mass δmi(t) = (mi−ρ) at site
i, which satisfies the following time-evolution equation for
the Fourier modes δm̃q(t),

∂

∂t
δm̃q(t) = −Dλq ˜δmq(t) +

(

eiq − 1
)

J̃ (fl)
q (t), (26)

where the first term in the rhs of the above equation
arises from diffusion and the second term is due to the
fluctuating (“noise”) current. By using Eqs. (26) and (17)
and performing some algebraic manipulations, we obtain
the dynamic structure factor,

S(q, t) =
〈|δm̃q(t)|2〉

Lρ
=

1

ρ
C̃mmq (t, t) =

1

ρ

(

1− e−2Dλqt
)

C̃mmq ,

(27)

where C̃mmq (t, t) and C̃mmq ≡ limt→∞ C̃mmq (t, t) are the
steady-state dynamic and static density-correlation func-
tions, respectively. The steady-state static structure fac-
tor S(q) = limt→∞ S(q, t) is then given by

S(q) =
1

ρ
C̃mmq =

µ2ρ

2(2µ1 − µ2)
λq ≃

µ2ρ

2(2µ1 − µ2)
q2,

(28)

where, in the last step, we have used small-q approxima-
tion λq ≈ q2. In panel (a) of Fig. 3, we have plotted
the steady-state density correlation function Cmmr as a
function of spatial distance r . In panel (b) of the same
figure, we have plotted the static structure factor S(q) as
a function of wave number q. In both panels (a) and (b),
the orange dashed lines represent theoretical predictions,
which are obtained from Eqs. (24) and (28), respectively.
Simulations are performed for global density ρ = 1.0 and
system size L = 1000, and match quite well with theory.

To obtain unequal-time current-current correlation
function, we first evaluate equal-time current-current and
mass-current correlation functions from Eqs. (16) and
(18), respectively. Next, we calculate the unequal time
mass-current correlation using Eq. (14). Finally, we de-
rive the full solution for the unequal time current-current
correlation from Eq. (12) in the Fourier representation,

C̃QQ
q (t, t′) (29)

= Γ̃qt
′ − µ2(Dλqρ)

2

(2µ1 − µ2)

[ t′
∫

0

dt′′
t′′
∫

0

dt′′′e−Dλq(t
′′−t′′′)

+
1

2

t
∫

t′

dt′′
t′′
∫

0

dt′′′e−Dλq(t
′′−t′′′)

]

.

The equal-time bond-current correlation CQQ
0 (T, T ) ≡

〈Q2
i (T )〉c, or the variance (the second cumulant), can now

be obtained by first taking the inverse Fourier transform
in Eq.(29) and then setting t = t′ = T and r = 0, as
follows:

〈Q2
i (T )〉c = 〈Q2

i (T )〉 = T



Γ0 −DCmm0

1

L

∑

q 6=0

λq



 (30)

+
µ2ρ

2

(2µ1 − µ2)

1

L

∑

q 6=0

(

1− e−
µ1
2
λqT

)

.

In the long-time regime, by collecting leading-order
terms, Eq. (30) can be written in the following asymp-
totic form,

〈Q2
i (T )〉 ≃ A1T +A2 +A3T

−1/2, (31)

whereA1, A2 and A3 are constant (time-independent) co-
efficients, which in general depend on density and other
model parameters. Quite remarkably, in this case (pre-
sumably, generically in one-dimensional models as dis-
cussed in the next section), we find that the coefficient
corresponding to the first (linear-time-growth) term in
the above equation vanishes, i.e.,

A1 =



Γ0 −DCmm0

1

L

∑

q 6=0

λq



 = 0, (32)

obtained by using the identity
∑L−1

q=1 λq = 2L and the

fluctuation relation Γ0 = 2DCmm0 from Eq. (25). Now,
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FIG. 3. MCM-CoMC I in one dimension. Panel (a): We plot steady-state density correlation function, Cmmr , as a function
of spatial distance r. Panel (b): Steady-state structure factor S(q) is plotted as a function of wave number q. The purple
dashed-dotted line represent the asymptotic behavior, which scales as q2 for small q. In both the panels (a) and (b), the orange
dashed lines represent theoretical predictions obtained from Eqs. (24) and (28), respectively. Simulations are performed for
global density ρ = 1.0 and system size L = 1000.

in the thermodynamic limit, with L → ∞ and density
being fixed, Eq. (30) can be written in an integral form
as given below:

CQQ
0 (T, T ) ≃ µ2ρ

2

(2µ1 − µ2)

1

π

π
∫

0

dq
(

1− e−
µ1
2
λ(q)T

)

(33)

=
µ2ρ

2

(2µ1 − µ2)

[

1− e−µ1T I0(µ1T )
]

,

where I0(x) = (1/π)
∫ π

0
ex cos qdq is the modified Bessel

function of the first kind. By performing an asymptotic
analysis, Eq. (33) can be written for large time T as
follows:

〈Q2
i (T )〉 ≃

µ2ρ
2

(2µ1 − µ2)
− µ2ρ

2

(2µ1 − µ2)
√
2πµ1

T− 1
2 , (34)

where we have used the approximation λ(q) ≈ q2. That
is, in the thermodynamic limit, the variance of time-
integrated bond current in a long time interval T → ∞
saturates to a finite value,

A2(ρ) =
µ2ρ

2

(2µ1 − µ2)
, (35)

through a power-law decay T−1/2. The third coefficient
A3 can also be identified from Eq. (34) as

A3(ρ) = − µ2ρ
2

(2µ1 − µ2)
√
2πµ1

. (36)

Indeed, the expression in Eq. (34) has a quite similar
structure to that obtained previously, albeit through an
approximate closure scheme, for another one dimensional

model, i.e., the Oslo model in the far-from-critical regime
[61]. However, unlike in the Oslo model, the calculation
scheme for MCMs in this paper is exact and the corre-
sponding coefficients A1, A2 and A3 are obtained explic-
itly as a function of density and the other parameters.

Instantaneous bond-current correlations.– We now cal-
culate the temporal correlation of instantaneous current
correlations, CJJ

r (t, 0) for t ≥ 0, which can be expressed
as:

CJJ
r (t, 0) =

[

d

dt

d

dt′
CQQ
r (t, t′)

]

t′=0,t≥0

(37)

= Γrδ(t)−
µ2
1µ2ρ

2

8(2µ1 − µ2)

1

L

∑

q

e−
µ1
2
λqtλ2qe

−iqr .

In the large system size limit, the above equation with
r = 0 can be written in the following form:

CJJ
0 (t, 0) ≃ − µ2

1µ2ρ
2

8(2µ1 − µ2)
e−µ1t

[

2I0(µ1t)−
I1(µ1t)

µt

]

,

(38)

where we have taken t > 0 and Iν(z) denotes the modified
Bessel function of the first kind of order ν. Also, in the
long-time limit and for large-system-size limit, the Eq.
(37) with r = 0 has the following asymptotic form,

CJJ
0 (t, 0) ≃ − 3µ2ρ

2

16
√
2πµ1(2µ1 − µ2)

t−5/2. (39)

In Fig. 4, panel (a), the variance CQQ
0 (T, T ) = 〈Q2

i (T )〉
of time-integrated current in a time interval T is plot-
ted as a function of T . The theory line (orange dashed),
obtained from Eq. (33), matches with the simulation
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perfectly. The guiding line (purple dash-dot) indicates
the saturation value obtained from Eq.(35). Panel (b):
The relative time-integrated bond-current fluctuation,
A2(ρ) − CQQ

0 (T, T ), is plotted as a function of time
T for both simulation (solid blue line) and theory (or-
ange dashed). The purple dashed-dotted line represents
T−1/2, as described in Eq.(34). Panel (c): Negative of in-
stantaneous bond-current correlation −CJJ

0 (t, 0) is plot-
ted as a function of t. The theory line (orange dashed),
mentioned in Eq. (38), matches the simulation quite well.
The asymptotic decay as t−5/2 (purple dashed-dotted) is
consistent with Eq. (39). In all the panels simulation
data (blue line) is for system size of L = 1000 and a
global density ρ = 1.

III. ONE-DIMENSIONAL MCM-COMC II:
FINITE-RANGE MASS TRANSFER

In this section, we consider a variant of the CoM-
conserving mass chipping model on a one-dimensional
periodic ring, now with finite-range mass-transfer rule,
where the chipped-off mass can coalesce with not only
the nearest-neighbor masses, but also the next-nearest-
neighbor masses. More specifically, mass mi at site i
is chipped off with unit rate and a random fraction λi
of mass mi, i.e., λimi is retained, while the remaining
fraction of mass (1− λi)mi is fragmented into two equal
halves, each having mass (1−λi)mi/2. These two chunks
of fragmented masses then coalesce, with equal probabil-
ity, either with the two nearest-neighbor masses at i + 1
and i − 1 or with the next-nearest-neighbor masses at
i+ 2 and i− 2.

We now present simulation results to demonstrate
that the qualitative results derived in the previous sec-
tion are indeed quite robust for one dimensional sys-
tems. In Fig. 5, panel (a), the excess density profile
(ρ(x, t) − ρ) of an initially stepped density profile [see
Eq. (4)] is plotted against position X at four different
times: t = 2000 (orange squares), 5000 (green asterisks),
10000 (red squares), and 20000 (violet triangles). Panel
(b) depicts the scaled density profile R(x/t1/2) as a func-
tion of the scaled position x/t1/2. The solution (black
dashed line) obtained from Eq. (6) with the theoretically
obtained bulk-diffusion coefficient D = 5µ1/4 (different
from the model described in the previous section) agrees
quite well with the simulation data. In panel (a) of Fig.
6, the variance CQQ

0 (T, T ) of time-integrated bond cur-
rent is plotted as a function of time T . In panel (b)
of the same figure, the relative bond-current fluctuation,
A2(ρ) − CQQ

0 (T, T ), is plotted as a function of time T .
Purple dashed-dotted line is the asymptotic power-law
T−1/2 as derived in Eq. (34). In panel (c), negative of
instantaneous bond current correlation, −CJJ

0 (t, 0), is
plotted as a function of time t. In the all panels, we have
taken system size L = 1000 and global density ρ = 1.0.

IV. TWO-DIMENSIONAL MCM-COMC I

In this section, we introduce a model defined on a two-
dimensional periodic square lattice with the following dy-
namical rules; for simplicity, we consider only nearest-
neighbor mass transfer. Here, a site (i, j) retains a ran-
dom fraction of its mass ξmi,j , and the remaining fraction
of mass, (1 − ξ)mi,j , is divided equally into four parts,
each having (1 − ξ)mi,j/4, which is then transferred to
each of the four nearest neighbors (i + 1, j), (i − 1, j),
(i, j + 1), and (i, j − 1). In two dimensions, the cur-
rent can flow along x or y axis. Consequently, the cur-
rent correlations have two distinct components: the cor-
relation function for currents along the same direction,

CQxQx
r,s (t, t′) [or, C

QyQy
r,s (t, t′)] and the “cross”-correlation

function, C
QxQy
r,s (t, t′) or C

QyQx
r,s (t, t′). For convenience,

we use the dynamical correlation for two observables Ax
and By as C

AxBy
r,s (t, t′) = 〈Ai,jx (t)Bi+r,j+sy (t′)〉c in the rest

of the paper.
The unequal-time correlation function for bond cur-

rents in the same direction (i.e., the correlation between
the current in the x direction at initial time with that
at later time), CQxQx

r,s (t, t′), which in the Fourier domain
q ≡ (qx, qy) satisfies the following time-evolution equa-
tion

d

dt
C̃QxQx
qx,qy (t, t′) =

µ1

4
(1− eiqx)C̃mQx

qx,qy (t, t
′). (40)

Here, we denote the Fourier transform of the two dynam-
ical observables A and B, in two dimensions, as

C̃ABqx,qy =
∑

r,s

CABr,s e
iqxreiqys,

and accordingly the inverse Fourier transform is given by

CABr,s =
1

L2

∑

qx,qy

C̃ABqx,qye
−iqxre−iqys.

To solve the above equation, we need to calculate the
unequal-time mass-current correlation function in the
Fourier domain, C̃mQx

qx,qy (t, t
′), which satisfies the follow-

ing equation,

d

dt
C̃mQx
qx,qy (t, t

′) = −µ1

4
ω(qx, qy)C̃

mQx
qx,qy (t, t

′), (41)

where

ω(qx, qy) = λ(qx) + λ(qy) (42)

and λ(qα) = 2[1 − cos(qα)] with α ∈ [x, y] . The above-
mentioned Eqs. (40) and (41) are two first-order ordi-
nary differential equations, which can be solved exactly
by knowing the equal-time correlations: C̃QxQx

qx,qy (t, t) and

C̃mQx
qx,qy (t, t) as boundary conditions. Further, from the

microscopic update rules, we have calculated the equal-
time current-current correlation in Fourier space-domain,
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FIG. 4. MCM-COM-I in one dimension. Panel (a): Time-integrated bond-current fluctuation or variance 〈Q2
i (T )〉 =

CQQ
0 (T, T ) is plotted as a function of time T . Theory line (orange dashed), obtained from Eq. (33), agrees quite well with

simulation perfectly. The guiding line (purple dashed) indicates the saturation value obtained from Eq.(35). Panel (b): The
relative time-integrated bond-current fluctuation, A2(ρ) − CQQ

0 (T, T ), is plotted as a function of time T for both simulation

(blue) and theory (orange). The asymptotic T−1/2 (purple) is obtained from Eq.(34). Panel (c), negative of instantaneous
bond-current correlation −CJJ

0 (t, 0) is plotted as a function of t. The orange dashed line represents theory as in Eq. (38).

The purple dashed-dotted line represents the asymptotic power-law decay t−5/2, obtained from theory Eq. (39). In all panels,
simulation data (blue line) is for system size L = 1000 and global density ρ = 1.
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FIG. 5. MCM-CoMC II in one dimension. Panel (a): The excess density (ρX(t) − ρ0) of an initially stepped density profile
is plotted against position X at four different times: t = 2000 (orange squares), 5000 (green asterisks), 10000 (red squares),
and 20000 (violet triangles). The background density is ρ0 = 1, with an initial profile height of ρ1 = 3. Panel (b): The scaled
shifted density profile R(z) is plotted against the scaling variable z = x/

√
t. Points represent simulation data, while the black

dashed line [Eq. (6)] indicates the analytic solution with D = 5µ1/4.

C̃QxQx
qx,qy (t, t), satisfies the following equation,

d

dt
C̃QxQx
qx,qy (t, t) =

µ1

2
C̃mQx
qx,qy (t, t)(1 − eiqx) + Γ̃xxqx,qy , (43)

where Γ̃xxqx,qy = µ1µ2ρ
2λ(qx)/8(2µ1 − µ2) appears to be

the source term. Now, using the microscopic update rule,
the time evolution of the equal-time mass-current corre-
lation in the Fourier space-domain, i.e., C̃mQx

qx,qy (t, t), sat-
isfies the following equation:

d

dt
C̃mQx
qx,qy (t, t) = −µ1

4
ω(qx, qy)C̃

mQx
qx,qy (t, t) + f̃xqx,qy , (44)

where the source term, f̃xqx,qy = −µ1µ2ρ
2(1 −

e−iqx)ω(qx, qy)/16(2µ1−µ2), is evaluated by knowing the
steady-state density correlation in Fourier space, which
can be obtained by solving following equation

d

dt
C̃mmqx,qy (t, t) = −2DωC̃mmqx,qy (t, t) + ω2µ2

16
〈m2〉, (45)

where we denote D = µ1/4 and the second moment of
mass mi at a site i as 〈m2〉 ≡

∫

m2Prob.[mi = m]dm.

In the steady-state, we have dC̃mmqx,qy (t, t)/dt = 0, and we



10

100 101 102 103 104 105 106 107
T

100

4×10−1

6×10−1

C

 0
(T
,T
)

A2(ρ) (a)

100 101 102 103

T

10−2

10−1

100

A 2
(ρ
)−

C

 0
(T
,T

)

T−1/2

(b)

100 101

t

10−5

10−4

10−3

10−2

10−1

−C

 0
(t,

0)

t−5/2

(c)

FIG. 6. MCM-CoMC II in one dimension. Panel (a): the time integrated bond-current fluctuation is plotted as a function
of time T . The purple dashed-dotted line represent the saturation value A2(ρ) = 1.075(fitted). Panel (b): The relative bond-
current fluctuation, A2(ρ)−CQQ

0 (T, T ), is plotted as a function of time T . Purple dashed-dotted line is the asymptotic power

law decay T−1/2, obtained from Eq. (34). Panel (c): Negative of instantaneous bond-current correlation −CJJ
0 (t, 0) is plotted

as a function of time t. The asymptotic line (purple dashed-dotted) is the theoretical estimation obtained from Eq. (39). In
the all the panels, we have taken system size L = 1000 and global density ρ = 1.0.

obtain the desired density correlation function as follows:

C̃mmqx,qy =
µ2ρ

2

4(2µ1 − µ2)
ω(qx, qy) ≃

µ2ρ
2

4(2µ1 − µ2)
(q2x + q2y),

(46)

where the second moment of on-site mass can be explic-
itly calculated as 〈m2〉 = 2µ1ρ

2/(2µ1 − µ2). Notably,
the Fourier transform of the density correlation in Eq.
(46) is related to the structure factor S(q) up to a con-
stant factor. This implies that in the small-q limit, where
λ(qx) ∼ q2x as qx → 0, the structure factor S(q) scales as

q2, with q =
√

q2x + q2y. In Fig. 7, Panel (a): Steady-state

density correlation Cmmr,s is shown in a 2D color heat plot.
Panel (b): We have shown the heat-map of structure fac-

tor S(qx, qy) in two-dimensional scaled (Lqx/2π, Lqy/2π)
plane. Panel(c): The structure factor S(q) is shown as a
function of q. At small q values, S(q) scales as q2 [see Eq.

(46)], with q =
√

q2x + q2y. The periodic system of area

100×100 and global density ρ = 1.0 for all the panels. Fi-
nally, we obtain a closed set of Eqs. (40), (41), (43), and
(44) from which, after some algebraic manipulation (e.g.,
few integrations followed by inverse Fourier transform,
which is defined as CABr,s = 1/L2

∑

qx,qy
C̃ABqxqy ), we are

able to calculate the time-integrated bond-current fluctu-
ation of unequal-time CQxQx

r,s (t, t′). However, by setting
r = s = 0 and t = t′ = T , the second cumulant, or the
variance, of the time-integrated current Qx(T ) across a
particular bond in x direction and in time interval T can
be obtained from CQxQx

0,0 (T, T ) = 〈[Qx(T )]
2〉c, and it can

be expressed explicitly as

〈[Qx(T )]
2〉c = CQxQx

0,0 (T, T ) = T
µ2〈m2〉

8
+

2D

L2

∑

qx,qy

[

T

Dω
− (1− e−DωT )

(Dω)2

]

λqx

[

DC̃mmqx,qy − µ2

16
〈m2〉ω

]

, (47)

where the summation is over (qx, qy) 6= (0, 0). The above
equation in the long-time regime can be written in the
following asymptotic form,

〈[Qx(T )]
2〉c = 〈[Qx(T )]

2〉 ≃ A1T +A2 +
A3

T
(48)

After some algebraic manipulation, we obtain from Eq.
(47) the first coefficient,

A1(ρ) =
µ2〈m2〉

32



4− 2

L2

∑

qx,qy

λqx



 = 0, (49)

which interestingly vanishes as in the case of one-
dimensional models discussed in the previous sections;

here we have used the identity
∑L−1

qx=1 λ(qx) = 2L. That

is, the coefficient of the leading-order term of Eq. (48)
having linear (∼ T ) growth is zero; however, as we show
later, this particular behavior may not in general be ob-
served in two (and higher) dimensions and depends on
the microscopic details of the models under considera-
tion. Now, in the thermodynamic limit L → ∞ and
keeping density fixed, we can express Eq. (47) as the
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FIG. 7. MCM-CoMC I in two dimensions. Panel (a): Steady-state density correlation Cmmr,s is shown in a 2D color heat plot.
Panel (b): The heat-map of structure factor S(q) is plotted in the two-dimensional (scaled) q-plane. Panel (c): The structure
factor S(q) is shown as a function of the magnitude q =

√

q2x + q2y. For small-q values, S(q) scales as q2 [see Eq. (46)]. We take
a periodic system of area 100× 100 and global density ρ = 1.0.

following integral,

〈[Qx(T )]
2〉c (50)

=
µ2ρ

2

2(2µ1 − µ2)

1

(2π)2

2π
∫

0

2π
∫

0

dqxdqy
λ(qx)

(

1− e−DωT
)

λ(qx) + λ(qy)
,

For large time T , we have the asymptotic expression of
Eq. (50) as

CQxQx

0,0 (T, T ) ≃ A2(ρ)

[

1− 1

4πD
T−1

]

, (51)

where we have used the approximation λ(qα) ≈ q2α and
obtain

A2(ρ) = lim
T→∞

CQxQx

0,0 (T, T ) =
µ2ρ

2

4(2µ1 − µ2)
. (52)

In other words, at long times, the variance of time-
integrated bond current, quite strikingly, saturates to
a constant value. Next, we calculate the two-point
unequal-time correlation function for bond current (cor-
relation between the currents at unequal times, but both
along the same, say x, direction), which can be obtained
as

CJxJx

0,0 (t, 0) =

[

d

dt

d

dt′
CQxQx

0,0 (t, t′)

]

t′=0,t≥0

(53)

= Γxx0,0δ(t)−
µ2
1µ2ρ

2

64(2µ1 − µ2)

1

L2

∑

qx,qy

e−Dωtλ(qx)ω.

By taking the infinite-volume limit L → ∞ with t > 0
finite, the above expression can be written in an integral
form,

CJxJx

0,0 (t, 0) (54)

= − µ2
1µ2ρ

2

64(2µ1 − µ2)

1

(2π)2

2π
∫

0

2π
∫

0

dqxdqye
−Dωtλ(qx)ω.

By using the approximation λ(qα) ≈ q2α in the above
equation, we get the asymptotic behavior of instanta-
neous current correlation function at large times,

CJxJx

0,0 (t, 0) ≃ − µ2ρ
2

4πµ1(2µ1 − µ2)
t−3. (55)

Clearly, as in Eq. (55), the decay of the dynamic (two-
point) correlation function for bond current in two dimen-
sions differs from that of the CoM-conserving models in
one dimension as shown in Eq. (39) for MCMs and in
Ref. [61] for the Oslo model.

Furthermore, we calculate equal-time “cross-
correlation" function (i.e., correlation between currents
in x and y directions, measured up to time T ) for the
time-integrated bond current (by setting r = s = 0),

C
QxQy

0,0 (T, T ) (56)

=
µ2ρ

2

4(2µ1 − µ2)

1

L2

∑

qx,qy

(1− e−DωT )

ω
[ω − λ(qx − qy)]

≃ B1T +B2 +B3T
−2,

where B1, B2 and B3 are constant coefficients describ-
ing the asymptotic grwoth law for cross-correlation func-
tion. Note that, in this particular case of two-dimensional
MCM-CoMC I, the coefficient B1 of the first term cor-
responding to the linear-time growth is identically zero
and we find
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B1 =
µ2〈m2〉

32



2− 1

L2

∑

(qx,qy) 6=(0,0)

{ω(qx, qy)− λ(qx − qy)}



 = 0; (57)

this is however not the case for the other two-dimensional
case of MCM-CoMC II discussed in the next section and
depends on microscopic details. In the thermodynamic

limit (L → ∞ and global density ρ being fixed), the
summation in the above equation can be written as an
integral,

C
QxQy

0,0 (T, T ) =
µ2ρ

2

4(2µ1 − µ2)

1

(2π)2

2π
∫

0

2π
∫

0

dqxdqy
(1− e−DωT )

ω
[ω − λ(qx − qy)]. (58)

The above expression has an asymptotic form,

C
QxQy

0,0 (T, T ) ≃ B2(ρ)−
2µ2ρ

2

16µ2
1(2µ1 − µ2)π

T−2, (59)

which, in the infinite-time limit, saturates to

B2(ρ) =
µ2ρ

2

4(2µ1 − µ2)

1

(2π)2

2π
∫

0

2π
∫

0

dqxdqy
ω − λ(qx − qy)

ω
.

(60)

Notably, in the above equation, the dynamic “cross-

correlation" function C
QxQy

0,0 (T, T ) for time-integrated
bond currents along two orthogonal (x and y) directions
decays much faster, i.e., as a T−2 power law [see panel (e)
of Fig. 8], as compared to that along the same direction,
which decays as T−1 [panel (b) of Fig. 8] obtained in Eq.
(51). Now, we calculate the dynamical cross-correlation
function for the instantaneous bond current as

C
JxJy

0,0 (t, 0) = Γxy0,0δ(t) (61)

− µ2
1µ2ρ

2

128(2µ1 − µ2)

1

L2

∑

qx,qy

e−Dωtω[ω − λ(qx − qy)],

where Γxy0,0 = µ2〈m2〉/16. Taking the limit L → ∞, we
obtain for time t > 0,

C
JxJy

0,0 (t, 0) = − µ2
1µ2ρ

2

128(2µ1 − µ2)

1

(2π)2

2π
∫

0

2π
∫

0

dqxdqye
−Dωtω[ω − λ(qx − qy)] (62)

≃ − 3µ2ρ
2

16µ2
1(2µ1 − µ2)π

t−4.

In panel (a) of Fig. 8, we plot the variance

〈[Qx(T )]2〉c ≡ CQxQx

0,0 (T, T ) of time-integrated bond cur-
rent along x direction in time interval T as a function of
time T . In panel (b) of Fig. 8, the relative bond-current

fluctuation [A2(ρ)−CQxQx

0,0 (T, T )], is plotted as a function

of time T . The decay follows a T−1 power-law behavior
as in Eq. (51) (purple dot-dashed). In panel (c) of the

same figure, the correlation function CJxJx

0,0 (t, 0) for bond

currents in the same (x) direction is plotted as a function
of time t. The corresponding cross-correlation function

C
QxQy

0,0 (T, T ) for time-integrated bond currents along the
orthogonal (x and y) directions and the asymptotic be-

havior of A2(ρ)− C
QxQy

0,0 (T, T ) are plotted as a function

of time T in panels (d) and (e), respectively. In panel (f),

the cross correlation function C
JxJy

0,0 (t, 0) for bond cur-
rent is plotted as a function of time t. The dashed-lines
(orange) in panels (a), (c), (d), and (f) are obtained from
theory as in Eqs. (50), (54), (58) and (62), respectively.
In all the panels, simulations (blue line) are for periodic
system of area 100× 100 and global density ρ = 1.0.
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FIG. 8. MCM-CoMC I in two dimensions: Panel (a): Equal-time bond-current fluctuations (in the same direction)
CQxQx

0,0 (T, T ) are plotted as a function of time T . Panel (b): The relative bond current fluctuation A2(ρ) − CQxQx
0,0 (T, T ),

is plotted as a function of time T . The decay follows a T−1 [see Eq. (51) ] behavior (purple dot-dashed). Panel (c): The
instantaneous current correlation in the same direction, CJxJx

0,0 (t, 0), is plotted as a function of time t. The cross-correlation

of the bond current, C
QxQy

0,0 (T, T ) (panel d) , and the asymptotic behavior of A2(ρ)− C
QxQy

0,0 (T, T ) (panel e) are plotted as a

function of time T . Panel (f): The cross current correlation, C
JxJy

0,0 (t, 0), is plotted as a function of time t. The dashed-lines
(orange) in panels (a), (c), (d), and (f) are obtained from theory as in Eqs. (50), (54), (58) and (62), respectively. In all panels,
simulations (blue line) have been performed for system of area 100× 100 and global density ρ = 1.0.

V. TWO-DIMENSIONAL MCM-COMC II

Model.– In this model, mass at a site (i, j) is frag-
mented with unit rate, where the site retains a random
fraction ξmi,j of mass. The remaining mass is chipped
off and divided into two equal parts, each of which, hav-
ing ξmi,j/2 amount of mass, is transferred to each of the
two nearest neighbor sites in the horizontal or vertical
direction, i.e., either to (i + 1, j) and (i − 1, j) (hori-
zontal direction) or to (i, j + 1) and (i, j − 1) (vertical

direction), with equal probability. From the time evo-
lution of the density profile, we were able to calculate
the bulk-diffusivity D = µ1/4, which is the same as the
value obtained in the previous model discussed in Sec-
tion IV. In this model, we have calculated the dynamical
correlation of current (correlation in the same direction),

i.e., CQxQx

0,0 , in terms of the Fourier modes of the density

correlation function C̃mmqx,qy as:

CQxQx

0,0 (T, T ) = T
µ2〈m2〉

4
+

2D

L2

∑

qx,qy

[

T

Dω
− (1− e−DωT )

(Dω)2

]

λqx

[

DC̃mmqx,qy − µ2

8
〈m2〉λqx

]

, (63)

where C̃mmqx,qy is Fourier models of the steady-state density

correlation function and Cmm0,0 ≡ 〈m2〉 > 0 is the second
moment of mass at a single site. In the long-time regime,
the above equation can be written in an asymptotic form,

CQxQx

0,0 (T, T ) = 〈[Qx(T )]
2〉c ≃ A1T +A2 +A3T

−1,

(64)

where A1, A2 and A3 are constant coefficients. We note
that the coefficient of the first term corresponding to the
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linear-growth is nonzero and can be expressed as

A1 =
µ2〈m2〉

8



2− 1

L2

∑

qx,qy

λ2(qx)

ω



 (65)

≈ µ2〈m2〉(π − 2)

4π
6= 0.

In Eq. (63), we have used the Fourier modes of the

steady-state density correlation function C̃mmqx,qy , which
can in principle be obtained from the following equation,

d

dt
C̃mmqx,qy (t, t) = −2DωC̃mmqx,qy (t, t) + (λ2qx + λ2qy )

µ2

8
〈m2〉.

(66)

In the limit t → ∞, the above equation leads to the
expression,

C̃mmqx,qy =
µ2

4µ1
〈m2〉

λ2qx + λ2qy
λqx + λqy

= ρS(qx, qy). (67)

In the subsequent analysis, where we obtain various
asymptotic behavior for bond current fluctuation and the
corresponding exponents, we do not actually require to
explicitly solve for 〈m2〉, which simply appears as a pro-
portionality constant.

Further, after some algebraic manipulations, we can
rewrite Eq. (63) in the following asymptotic form,

CQxQx

0,0 (T, T ) = 〈(Qx)
2〉 (68)

= A1T +
µ2〈m2〉
(2π)2

2π
∫

0

2π
∫

0

dqxdqy(1− e−DωT )

[

λ(qx)

ω

]2

≃ µ2〈m2〉(π − 2)

4π
T +

µ2〈m2〉
2π

(π − 1)− 3µ2〈m2〉
8µ1π

T−1

≡ A1T +A2 +A3T
−1,

where we use the approximation λ(qα) ≈ q2α. From the

above equation, we find that the variance CQxQx

0,0 (T, T )

of time-integrated bond current grows linearly ∼ T
with time; indeed, this particular growth law is qualita-
tively different from the other variants of one- and two-
dimensional MCM-CoMC studied in the previous sec-
tions II B, III, and IV, where A1 is zero and the variance
of time-integrated bond current saturate to a constant
value at long times. We next calculate the correlation
function, CJxJx

0,0 (t, 0) ≡ CJxJx

0,0 (t), for the bond currents

in the same (x) direction as follows:

CJxJx

0,0 (t, 0) = Γxx0,0δ(t)−
〈m2〉µ1µ2

64

1

L2

∑

qxqy

e−Dωtλ2(qx),

(69)

with Γxx0,0 = µ2〈m2〉/4. In the thermodynamic limit and
for t > 0, the above equation can be written in the fol-
lowing integral form

CJxJx

0,0 (t, 0) = −〈m2〉µ1µ2

64

1

(2π)2

2π
∫

0

2π
∫

0

dqxdqye
−Dωtλ2(qx)

(70)

≃ −µ2〈m2〉
32πµ1

t−3,

where the above asymptotic expression has been cal-
culated for large time and by using the approximation
λ(q) ≈ q2. Now, we calculate the cross-correlation func-
tion for time-integrated bond currents in the two orthog-
onal directions (x and y) as follows:

C
QxQy

0,0 (T, T ) = −〈m2〉µ2

16

1

L2

∑

qx,qy

[

T

ω
− 1− e−DωT

Dω2

]

×

(71)

[ω − λ(qx − qy)]β(qx, qy),

where β(qx, qy) = (2λqxλqy+λ
2
qx−λ2qy )/(λqx+λqy ). In the

thermodynamic limit, we can write the above equation
in an integral form,

C
QxQy

0,0 (T, T ) = − 〈m2〉µ2

16(2π)2

2π
∫

0

2π
∫

0

dqxdqy

[

T

ω
− 1− e−DωT

Dω2

]

[ω − λ(qx − qy)]β (72)

≃ −〈m2〉µ2(10− 3π)π4

384
T +

〈m2〉µ2π
2(3π − 8)

256µ1
− 3〈m2〉µ2

128µ3
1π

T−2,

≡ B1T +B2 +B3T
−2,

where we have used the approximation λ(qα) ≈ q2α. Note
that, in the long-time regime, the cross-correlation of the
time-integrated current grows linearly with time, where

the prefactor of the growth B1 < 0 is negative. Physi-
cally, this negative sign implies that, if some current is
generated along x direction over a time interval T , the
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FIG. 9. Panel (a): The steady-state density correlation Cmmr,s is depicted in a 2D color heat plot. Panel (b): The heat-map of
steady-state structure factor is plotted in two dimensional q-space. Panel (c): The structure factor S(q) is plotted as a function
of q. The guiding line (purple dashed-dotted) represents q2 growth. In the inset of panel (c), we have plotted the structure
factor S(qx, 0) as a function of qx, setting qy = 0 and theory line (orange) obtained from Eq. (67). We consider periodic system
of area 100× 100 with a global density ρ = 1.0 for all the panels.

current along y-direction flows in the negative direction
due to the existence of current loops in two dimensional
geometry. However, quite interestingly, the sign of this

cross-correlation function C
QxQy

0,0 for orthogonal (along x
and y) currents is positive for the model (two-dimensional
MCM-CoMC I) discussed in the previous section. Simi-
larly, we have calculated the fluctuation of instantaneous
current in different direction

C
JxJy

0,0 (t, 0) = −〈m2〉µ2µ1

128

1

(2π)2

2π
∫

0

2π
∫

0

dqxdqye
−Dωt[ω − λ(qx − qy)]β(qx, qy) (73)

≃ −9〈m2〉µ2

128µ3
1π

t−4,

where we use the approximation λ(qα) ≈ q2α. In Fig.
10, we have plotted various time-dependent quantities
involving current correlations in this model. In panel (a)
of Fig. 10, the time-integrated bond-current fluctuation
CQxQx

0,0 (T, T ) is plotted as a function of time T . In panel

(b) of the same figure, the negative of the instantaneous

current correlation CJxJx

0,0 (t, 0) is plotted as a function

of time t. In panel (c), the negative of time-integrated

“cross"-current correlation C
QxQy

0,0 is plotted as a function

of time T . In panel (d), the negative of cross-correlation

C
JxJy

0,0 (t, 0) for instantaneous bond current is plotted as
a function of time t. The orange dashed lines in all these
panels represent the theory lines, where the asymptotic
(purple dashed-dotted lines) there are obtained from Eqs.
(68), (70), (72), and (73), respectively. Here, we have
considered a periodic system with area 100 × 100 and
global density ρ = 1.0.

VI. GENERALIZATION TO ARBITRARY
DIMENSIONS

In the previous sections, we have explicitly calculated
the steady-state dynamic correlation functions for instan-
taneous and time-integrated bond current in MCMs with
CoM conservation (MCM-CoMCs) in d = 1 and 2 dimen-
sions; moreover, the corresponding exponents governing
the decay (or, growth) of these dynamic correlations have
been exactly determined. In this section, we discuss how
the long-time asymptotics can be generalized to d dimen-
sions through simple scaling analysis. For example, the
(two-point) unequal-time bond-current correlation func-

tion CJαJα

0 (t, 0) has the following asymptotic power-law
decay in d dimensions as a function of time t,

CJαJα

0 (t, 0) ∼ −
∞
∫

0

q4e−Dq
2tqd−1dq ∼ −t−(2+d/2), (74)

where α ∈ [x, y] denote x or y direction, and we have
approximated ω(q) ≈ q2, with q being the magnitude of
the wave-number vector q in d-dimensions. The power
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FIG. 10. MCM-COM II in two dimensions. Panel (a): The bond-current fluctuation CQxQx
0,0 (T, T ) is plotted as a function

of time T . Panel (b): Negative of instantaneous current correlation CJxJx
0,0 (t, 0) is plotted as a function of time t. Panel (c):

The negative of time-integrated cross-current correlation C
QxQy

0,0 is plotted as a function of time T . Panel (d) Negative of

instantaneous cross-current correlation C
JxJy

0,0 (t, 0) is plotted as a function of time t. The orange dashed lines in panels (a),
(b), (c) and (d) represent the theory lines and the asymptotic (purple dashed-dotted lines) are obtained from Eqs. (68), (70),
(72), and (73), respectively. We take a periodic system of area 100× 100 and the global density ρ = 1.0.

spectrum for the correlation function for the bond cur-
rents along a particular direction α in the small-frequency
regime has an asymptotic form,

SJαJα(f) =

∞
∫

−∞

dtCJαJα

0 (t, 0)ei2πft ∼ f (1+d/2). (75)

Furthermore, one can also calculate the “cross”-
correlation functions for currents in two orthogonal di-
rections, i.e., if a current is initially (t = 0) generated
in a bond in the x-direction, one may ask how it is cor-
related to the current across a bond in (orthogonal) y-
direction at a later time t. The asymptotic form of the
cross correlation functions in d-dimension can be written

as

C
JαJβ

0 (t, 0) ∼ −
∞
∫

0

q6e−Dq
2tqd−1dq ∼ −t−(3+d/2). (76)

The above asymptotic forms as in Eqs. (74), (75) and
(76) are expected to be quite generic for the diffusive
systems with CoM conservation, regardless of the micro-
scopic details. As there is no cross-correlations in one
dimension, so Eq. (76) is applicable only for d > 1.

Equivalently, one can also obtain the variance (second
cumulant) 〈Q2

α(T )〉c of time-integrated bond-current in
a fixed time interval T , having the following asymptotic
form in the thermodynamic limit,

〈Q2
α(T )〉c ≡ CQαQα

0,0 (T, T ) ≃ A1T +A2 +A3T
−d/2,

(77)
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where Ai’s are density- and parameter-dependent con-
stants. Quite strikingly, depending on dimensions and
the microscopic details of the models, the variance of
time-integrated bond current saturates at long times, i.e,
A1 = 0 vanishes [see Eqs. (32) and (49)]. Though this
feature is presumably generic in one dimension, how-
ever in higher dimensions d > 1, the coefficient A1 need
not always vanish [see Eq. (65) for MCM-CoMC II in
d = 2]. We can also calculate the cross-correlation func-

tion C
QαQβ

0,0 (T, T ), which has an asymptotic form,

C
QαQβ

0,0 (T, T ) ≃ B1T +B2 +B3T
−(1+d/2), (78)

where Bi’s are constant (density- and parameter-
dependent) coefficients. As in the case of correlation
function for time-integrated bond currents (in the same
direction), the cross-correlation function for currents in
the two orthogonal (e.g., x and y) directions can also
saturate at long times, and B1 is therefore zero (i.e., no
long-time linear growth of correlation function), depend-
ing on the microscopic details, as demonstrated in the
two-dimensional case of MCM-CoMC I [see Eq. (57)].

VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING
REMARKS

In this paper, we have theoretically investigated
steady-state dynamic correlations for currents in a broad
class of mass transport processes, known as mass chip-
ping models (MCMs), which have both mass and center
of mass (CoM) being conserved. We study these models -
MCMs with CoM conservation, called here MCM-CoMCs
- specifically in d = 1 and 2 dimensional periodic domain
of size L; the results can be suitably generalized to arbi-
trary dimensions. Notably, the MCM-CoMCs belong to
the generalized Kipnis-Marchioro-Pressutti (KMP) mod-
els [33, 36–39, 42, 62], where masses fragment (i.e, get
chipped off from parent masses), diffuse and then coalesce
with neighboring masses with constant rate. They have
broken time-reversal symmetry, thus no detailed balance,
in the bulk and, in most cases, their steady states can-
not be described by the equilibrium Boltzmann-Gibbs
distribution. Recently, the role of detailed-balance vio-
lation and the CoM conservation have received signifi-
cant attention in the context of an exotic state of mat-
ter, that of “hyperuniform” systems, which are examples
of many-body correlated systems with their density fluc-
tuations anomalously suppressed. Indeed, unlike in typ-
ical diffusive systems having a single conserved quantity
(e.g., mass), the fluctuation properties of the MCM hav-
ing both mass and CoM conservation are fundamentally
different. We show that both dynamic and static fluc-
tuations in the MCM-CoMCs are greatly suppressed in
spatial and temporal domains, leading to the emergence
of an extreme form of (“class I”) hyperuniform state of
matter.

In these models, we analytically calculate various time-
dependent quantities, including the time-varying density

profiles that relax from a given initial condition and the
dynamic correlation functions for currents. We show that
the two-point dynamic correlation CJαJα

0 (t, 0) for bond
current in a particular direction, with α ∈ x, y, varies
as ∼ −t−(2+d/2) as a function of time t in d-dimensions.
For example, in d = 1 dimension, the temporal decay
is described by a power law t−5/2; this should be con-
trasted with that in the one-dimensional symmetric sim-
ple exclusion processes (SSEPs) [63] or the MCMs [57],
having only a single (mass) conservation law, where the
dynamic correlation function for current decays slower,
∼ t−3/2, as a function of time. Likewise, in the thermody-
namic limit, the power-spectrum SJ(f) for bond current
in the models studied here varies as f1+d/2 for small fre-
quencies. That is, in one dimension, the small-frequency
power spectrum for MCM-CoMCs is much suppressed
as compared to that in, e.g. the one-dimensional SSEP,
where the corresponding behavior is f1/2 [63]. However,
the long-time behavior of the second cumulant, or the
variance, 〈Q2

α(T )〉c of the time-integrated bond current
Qα(T ) in a time interval T has a long-time asymptotic

form 〈Q2
α(T )〉c ≡ CQαQα

0,0 (T, T ) ≃ A1T +A2 + A3T
−d/2,

which is quite nuanced and has an intricate behavior, de-
pending on the dimension and microscopic details of the
models. While, in one dimension, the variance 〈Q2

α(T )〉c,
quite strikingly, saturates at long times, the variance in
higher dimensions (say, d = 2) could either saturate
or grow linearly with time. Another quantity of inter-
est in higher dimensions is the cross-correlation function

C
JαJβ

0 (t, 0) ∼ −t−(3+d/2) for currents in two orthogo-
nal (e.g., x and y) directions α and β (with α 6= β);
the correlation function decays as a power law, which
is however faster than that when α = β. The cross-

correlation function C
QαQβ

0,0 (T, T ) for currents Qα and

Qβ in the two orthogonal directions α and β (e.g., x

and y) has a long-time asymptotic form C
QαQβ

0,0 (T, T ) ≃
B1T + B2 + B3T

−(1+d/2), which, depending on the mi-
croscopic details, can also saturate at long times, and B1

in that case simply vanishes.

Though MCMs have been extensively investigated
throughout the past several decades, the role of an addi-
tional conservation law, such as the CoM conservation,
on relaxation and fluctuation properties of such systems
however remains unexplored and lacks good theoretical
understanding. Indeed, recently, there has been growing
interest in characterizing large-scale properties of systems
having multiple conserved quantities, especially in the
context of quantum many-body systems, like fractonic
fluids and spin-systems with dipole-like (or, multipole-
like) conservation laws [54, 55]. In the latter cases, the
density relaxation are found to be subdiffusive [53, 64];
however, it must be noted that these models of course
have time-reversal symmetry, lack of which, as we have
demonstrated here, can indeed have a drastic impact on
the relaxation processes. To systematically investigate
the issue, here we ask what happens when the time-
reversal symmetry, or detailed balance, is actually bro-
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ken in the bulk, which is the case for the broad class of
models studied in this work. Indeed, in the context of
the MCM-CoMCs considered here, we find that, despite
highly constrained microscopic dynamics with CoM con-
servation, the density relaxation in the absence of time-
reversal symmetry need not be subdiffusive [61, 65, 66],
and we show that the density relaxation in MCM-CoMCs
is diffusive. Nevertheless, the fluctuation properties of
MCM-CoMCs differ significantly from those of typical
diffusive systems with a single conserved quantity, such as
symmetric exclusion processes [63, 67] and MCMs with-
out CoM conservation [57].

We conclude the paper with a few remarks. Despite
having a nonequilibrium steady state, which is not de-
scribed by the Boltzmann-Gibbs distribution and has a
nontrivial steady-state structure having finite spatial cor-
relations in the bulk, MCM-CoMCs are amenable to an-
alytical calculations. The analytical tractability arises
from the fact that not only the MCM-CoMCs have a
“gradient property” [67], but also the bulk-diffusion co-
efficient is independent of density; in other words, the
local diffusive current is a linear function of local masses
as seen in Eq. (11). In fact, the latter aspect - the
linearity property of Eq. (11) - is quite crucial for per-
forming explicit analytical calculations as done in the
present work. We show that the above linearity prop-
erty leads to the time-evolution equations for the two-
point (in general, n-point) correlation functions to not

involve higher-order correlations and thus to close onto
themselves. Of course, many other dynamical variations
of these models are possible. For example, adding a
threshold condition on the mass transfer rules (in other
words, mass-dependent chipping rates) would certainly
make the model more interesting because of the possibil-
ity of a nonequilibrium phase transition in the system,
similar to the absorbing phase transition observed in the
BRO model [6] or the continuous-mass version of the
celebrated Manna sandpile [12, 13]. However, it would
immediately make the correlation functions to have an
infinite BBGKY-like hierarchy, rendering the model an-
alytically almost intractable in even one dimension. In-
deed, it remains a challenge to derive rigorous results for
time-dependent properties of the latter class of systems,
and the exact results derived in this work could provide
some useful insights in that direction.
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