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SYMMETRY BREAKING AND DEFECTS

TW B.KIBBLE
B Iackett Laloratory, Im perial C olkge,
London SW 7 2BW , United K ingdom

1. Introduction

Sym m etry-breaking phase transitions are ubiquitous in condensed m atter
system s and In quantum eld theordes. T here is also good reason to believe
that they feature in the very early history of the Universe. At m any such
transitions topological defects of one kind or another are form ed.B ecause of
their Inherent stability, they can have in portant e ects on the subsequent
behaviour of the system .

In the 1rst of these lctures I shall review a number of exam ples of
spontaneous sym m etry breaking, m any of which w illbe discussed in m ore
detail by other lecturers, and discuss their general features. The second
lecture will be m ainly devoted to the conditions under which topological
defects can appear and their classi cation in temm s of hom otopy groups
of the underlying vacuum m anifold. n my nal lecture, I w ill discuss the
togan ology In the laboratory’ experin ents which have been done to try
to test som e of the ideas thrown up by discussions of defect form ation in
the early Universe by looking at analogous processes in condensed-m atter
system s.

2. Spontaneous sym m etry breaking

O ften a system has sym m etries that are not shared by is ground state or
vacuum state. T his is the phenom enon of spontaneous sym m etry breaking.
It always in plies a degeneracy of the ground state. In this lecture, Twant
to discuss a num ber of sin pl exam ples of this phenom enon.

T he key signature of spontaneous sym m etry breaking is the existence
of som e operator A, the order param eter (for exam ple the m agnetization
M i a ferrom agnet) whose ground-state expectation value is not invari-
ant. Typically, the equilbrium state at high tem perature is invariant |
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for exam ple, above the Curie tem perature T, the expectation value of M
vanishes. Sym m etry breaking appears as the system is cooled below T.. It
soontaneously acquires m agnetization in som e random direction.

21. FERROMAGNET

Asa rstexam pl, ktusthink about a H eisenberg ferrom agnet [1], a system
of spins §r at lattice sites r, w ith H am iltonian
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where J, assum ed positive, is non-zero only for neighbouring spins, and H
represents a possbl externalm agnetic eld. For non-zero H , the ground
state P1i of the system has all spins aligned In the direction ofH :
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Ifwe take the In nitevolum e lim it and then ket H ! 0, this ram ains true.

Clarly,with H = 0, (1) is Invariant under all rotations. T he sym m etry
group is SO (3) or, rather, is two-fold covering group SU (2). However,
ho;ﬁrj)i is evidently not nvariant. A pplying the rotation operators to i
yields an In nitely degenerate set of ground states )y, i, labelled by the
directions of the unit vector h . N ote that the scalar product of tw o distinct
ground states tends to zero in the In nitevolum e lin it:

0y, Proij= cod' 5! 0 as N ! 1; 3)

where N is the number of Iattice sites and  is the angle between h and
h° I fact, these two states P, 1 and Ppoi belong to separate, m utually
orthogonal H ibert spaces, w ith unitarily nequivalent representations of
the com m utation relations. No operator constructed from a nite set of
soins has a nonvanishing m atrix elem ent between i and Pypoi. This is
another characteristic of spontaneously broken sym m etry.

N ote that physically, unless we introduce a sym m etry-breaking inter-
action w ith an extemalm agnetic eld, the di erent ground states are In—
distinguishable. Indeed it is possible (though not particularly helpfiil) to
de ne an invariant ground state, a uniform superposition of all Py i.



22. FREE BOSE GAS

A nother exam pl of spontaneous sym m etry breaking is B oseE instein con—
densation. Let us rst consider a free Bose gas R], w ith H am iltonian
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where &, and a}i are the destruction and creation operators for a particle
ofm om entum hk, satisfying the com m utation relations

By i80]= ga0; 5)

and
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T he relevant sym m etry here is the phase sym m etry

k=
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corresponding to the existence of a conserved particle num ber,
N X Y
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k

In the grand canonical ensem ble, the m ean occupation num ber ofm ode
k is given by the BoseE Instein distribution
1
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where = 1=kgT isthe inverse tam perature and the cham icalpotential.
Ifthem ean num berdensity n = ' i= Where isthevolum e) is spoeci ed,
then the value of for any large tem perature T is given by
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AsT falls, increases.C larly, to avoid a divergence, can never becom e
posiive, but eventually it approaches zero at som e critical tem perature
T.. At that point, the occupation number (9) diverges at k = 0, so the
Integral approxin ation in (10) is no longer adequate. W e have to separate
the k = 0 mode from the rest. For all the other values of k, we can still
m ake the integral approxin ation, and sest = 0.Thuswe get

2ok 1 , 1
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ForT < T.,, becomesextramely an all, oforder kT=n .Thus,am acro—
scopically signi cant fraction of all the particlkes is to be found in the single
zero-m om entum m ode.

Note that from (11) we can calculate the critical tem perature T, at
which ng rst becom es large. Tt is given by
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23. DEGENERATE GROUND STATE

To see how a degenerate ground state em erges in this case, i is m ore
convenient to work in temm s of the scalar eld
1 X

A _ ik
)= —5 &~ * (14)
k
Then we can w rite
2 n2 o, .
H= Jd&r—r Ve F@ (15)

The phase symm etry (7) can now be expressed as
"0 71 ¥ w); Ye)1 e ¥ V() (16)

Now letusintroduce an explicit sym m etry-breaking source term playing
the sam e roke as an externalm agnetic eld for the ferrom agnet. In this case,

we take
Z

H, = Erf "o+ 3V oI= PG a0+ 3a)); a7

where j is a com plex number, and consider the lmi j ! O only affer
tting ! 1 .Here HAl m ay be thought of as representing the possibility
of particke exchange w ith the environm ent. W e then nd that the density
operator ( for the zero-m om entum m ode is the same aswith j= 0 but
with a shiffed eld:
o= @ e e B (18)
where
1=2 -
B = a0 + 1. (19)




To nd wemust again use (10) and (11) but appropriately m odi ed,
nam ely

B
o
|

)
= ralai= Wiy 22

1 13
= + : 20
o 1 2 20)

Clearly,as ! 1 ,the rsttem on the right becom es negligble, and so
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W e assum e for sin plicity that Jjj pn_o= , so that remains snall
enough to be negligbl for the k € 0 modes.) Then we nd that the
ground state for the zero-m om entum m ode is a oherent state j i, such
that f)oj i= 0, n which the expectation value of " s non-zero, wih a
phase constrained by the phase of j:

h ()= & - ni? L. (22)
3
T he coherent states m ay be labelled by the valie of , and are given
explictly by
I =] Yy .
ji=expl (8,  &)Pi: (23)

O nce again, we have a set of degenerate ground states labelled by a phase

angle #.None of these states has a de nite particle num ber. H owever, as
! 1 theuncertainty in n ¢ tends to zero.M oreover, as before, the scalar

product between states w ith di erent values of # tends to zero; one nds

hetyed i=expl 2@ e 1 0 as ! 1: ©4)

Here too, these states belong to distinct orthogonal H ibert spaces, car-
rying unitarily nequivalent representations of the canonical com m utation
relations.

It is in portant to note that degenerate ground states and symm etry
breaking occur only in the n niewvolime lim . In a nite volum e, there
isalways a unique ground state, a uniform superposition of Yround states’
w ith di erent phases.A s in the case ofthe ferrom agnet, the lin tsofin nite
volum e and zero extemal eld do not comm ute. Ifwe keep j nite and ket

! 1 ,we arrive at a state w ith hA(r)i= &t .0n the other hand ifwe
ket j! 0 zst, the particle num ber ram ains de nie, and we end up wih a
superposition of all the degenerate ground states. Physically (unlss 7€ 0)
the states are Indistinguishable.



A Bose gas w ith interaction is descrbed by the Ham ilttonian
Z
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which is clearly still invariant under the phase transform ations (16). So
long as the interaction isweak, the qualitative picture is largely unchanged.
BoseE instein condensation hasbeen observed In akalim etalvapours, such
as rubidiim [3].

24. LUD HELIUM 4

T henom alto-super uid Jam bda transition’ at a tem perature ofabout 2 K

in Jiquid “H e is another exam ple of a sym m etry-breaking phase transitions
In abosonic system [4].But unlke the case ofakalim etalvapours, thisisa
systam w ith strong interparticle interactions that substantially change the
picture. N evertheless, there are close sin ilarities. T he broken sym m etry is
still the phase sym m etry associated w ith conservation of particle num ber;
the transition m ay still be descrlbbed in temm s of a scalar ed " which
acquires a non-zero expectation valie below the transition.

The m ost obvious di erence caused by the interatom ic Interactions is
in the nature of the excitations above the ground state. In ‘He at low
tem perature, these are collective excitations, phonons, whose digpersion
relation is linearneark = 0O:

k= GhkJ (26)

w here ¢4 is the sound speed. At Jarger values of k jthe graph curves dow n—
wards to a m inin um ; excitations near them inin um are called rotons.
A usefiildescription of *H e is provided by the G nzburg{Landau m odel
4], which m ay also be applied to other system s. T he starting point is to
consider the free energy, F say, as a function of the order param eter
At least n principle, F [ ] may be calculated in the usualway from the
partition function Z , by restricting the sum over states to those wih a
given expectation value of the order param eter eld, h” (r)i= (r).In the
neighbourhood ofthe transition tem perature, F can be expanded In pow ers
of
3 h?
Fl[]= d’r —r (r) r (v
2m
Z h i
+ dr mIof+i @i+ @7)



w here the higher tem s are usually unin portant, at least for a qualitative
description. The coe cient (T) is always positive and m ay usually be
taken to be constant. At high tem perature, (T) is also positive so that
the m ininum of the free energy occurs at = 0. At low tem perature,
however, becom esnegative, and them iIniInum occurs at

1=2

T)
T)

28)
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A s usual, the phase of is arbitrary: we have a degenerate equilbrium
state.

N ote that the critical tem perature T is the tam perature at which (T)
= 0.C lose to that point, we m ay take

(T ) 1 (T cT: (29)

A good qualitative picture of the behaviour of *H e is given by the two—
uid m odel, nom alplus super uid.The scalar ed = h i describes the
super uid com ponent, de ning both the super uid density and velocity:

h .
ng= 3 ¥; vs= Er #; where = jjel#: (30)

T he nom al com ponent corresponds to singlke-particle (or, rather, single-
quasiparticke) excitations above the ground state.

25. SUPERCONDUCTORS

The electrons In a solid constitute a Fermm i gas rather than a Bose gas. It

is not single electrons that condense but bound pairs of electrons, C coper

pairs B]. There is an e ective attractive force between electrons near the

Fem isurface k? = kg .At Jeast for conventional superconductors, this force

preferentially binds pairs w ith equaland opposite m om enta and spins.
Below the critical tem perature, we nd that in the ground state

M8 4i= F k)6 0; Br k= %3 k: (31)

T he order param eter " in this case can be taken to be an integral over such
products of pairs of destruction operators, m uliplied by the ntemalwave
function of a C ooper pair.

There is an in portant di erence between this and the exam ples dis—
cussed previously. The sym m etry here is again the phase symm etry (16),
but it isnow a local, gauge sym m etry: # is allowed to be a finction of space



and tin e, # (;r). This is possible because of the coupling to the electro—
magnetic ed A (x) which transform s as

h
A ®)=A (x) —@#x): (32)
2e

T he factor of 2e In the denom inator appears because this is the charge of
a Cooper pair. It ensures that the covariant derivative

A A e A
D @ + ZiEA ; (33)

transform s In the sam e way as " itself. The G nzburg{Landau m odelm ay
be usad for superconductors too, provided that the derivativesr 1n (27)
are replaced by covariant derivatives D

Symm etry breaking in gauge theories is a som ew hat problem atic con—
cept. Indeed E litzur’s theorem [B, 6] says that spontaneous breaking of a
Jocal, gauge symm etry is Im possibk! | w hich m ight be thought to Inply
that what T have just told you is nonsense.M ore speci cally, it says that,
while for a global sym m etry taking the In nitevolum e lim it and then let—
ting j ! Omay yild a state wih h'is 0, in a gauge theory we always
have

lin Iim h'i= 0: (34)

jro 11
But onem ust be carefiilnot to m isinterpret this (entirely correct) theorem .
Tt appliessonly In an explictly gauge=nvariant form alisn . If, as is often done,
we add a gauge- xing term that explictly breaks the local symm etry (9.,
by in posing the Coulom b gauge condition r A = 0) then the ram aining
global sym m etry can be broken spontaneously.W e certainly can de ne and
use gauge-non-invariant states w ith h"i6 0, though there must always be
an altemative (out often inconvenient) gauge-invariant description.

A modelw idely used as an exem plar of sym m etry breaking In particle
physics is the A belian H iggsm odel, the relativistic version ofthe G inzburg{
Landau m odel. It is described by the action integral

Z h i
I= d'x iF F +D D 1 )2 ; (35)

w ith
D =@ + ieA ; F =@Q@A @A : (36)

Here the coupling constant plays the ok of and 2 that of

(N ote that here, and in generalw hen dealing w ith relativistic m odels, I set
c= h= 1. Symm etry breaking in thism odel is very sin ilar to that n a
superconductor.



26. LDUDD CRYSTALS

A very di erent exam ple is provided by the isotropic to nem atic transition
In a liquid crystal [7]. A nem atic liquid crystal is typically com posed of
rod-shaped m olecules that like to line up paralkl to one another. T here is
no long-range translational order: the m oleculs are free to ow past one
another. But there is Jongrange orientational order. At any point in the
liquid there is a preferred direction, characterized by a unit vector n, the
director.Note that n and n are com plktely equivalent.

T he sym m etry group here isthe rotation group SO (3) .Above the transi-
tion tem perature T, the system is com pletely isotropic, w ith them olecules
random ly oriented, but below i, the rotational sym m etry is broken.

A oconvenient choice for the order param eter in this case is the average
m ass quadrupolk tensor Q of the molecules In a sn all region. W hen the
directions of the m olecules are isotropically distribbuted, Q = 0.But ifthey
are aligned in the direction ofn, it has the form

Q = Q (B3nn 1): 37)
In particular, ifn is in the z direction, then
0 1
Q 0 0
0= 0 o O0A: (38)
0 0 20

2. GENERIC CASE

Let usnow exam ne the generic situation. Form ore detail, see for exam ple
B].) Suppose the system has a symm etry group G . In other words, the
Ham itonian H is invariant under every operation g2 G :

0 @U@ =H bHrall g2 G; 39)

where U (@) is the unitary operator representing the operation g on the
H ibert space.

H owever, we assum e also that there is an operator " w ith a nonvanish—
Ing ground-state expectation value w hich transform s non-trivially underG .
Speci cally, we consider a m ultiplet of operators "= (Ai)i: 1::n transform —
Ing according to som e n-din ensional representation D ofG :

A

U '@ We@= Dy@ 5 (40)

or m ore concisely
U '@ U@=D @ : (41)
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W e suppose that the expectation value In the ground state i,
P03 Pi= o 42)
say, is not Invariant:
i @0 @Pi=D @ 06 o; 43)

for some g 2 G.Obviously this in plies that the ground state i is not
Invariant:
U@Piée Pi: 44)

But by 39), g (@)P1i is also an eigenstate of ' with the same eigenvalue;
the ground state is degenerate.

In general, not all elem ents 0of G lead to distinct ground states. T here
m ay be som e subgroup H of elem ents such that

Dh) o= o fral h2H: (45)

T he distinct degenerate ground states correspond to the distinct values of

= D (@) o.Hence they are In oneto-one correspondence w ith the keft
sets of H In G (sets of elem ents of the form gH ). These cosets are the
elem ents of the quotient space

M =G=H: (46)

This space m ay be regarded as the vacuum m anifold orm anifold of degen—
erate ground states.

For exam ple, for a H eisenberg ferrom agnet, G = SU @), and H = U (1),
the subgroup of rotations about the direction of the m agnetization vector.
HereM = SU (2)=U (1) = 52, a two-sphere.ForaBossgas, G = U (1), and
H com prises the identity element only, H = 1 flg.ThusM = &', the
circle.

A nem atic isa slightly lesstrivialexam ple.HereG = SO (3);however, H
isnotm erely the subgroup SO (2) C, ofrotationsaboutn.Rather,H is
the In nie dihedralgroup,H = D ; , which Includes also rotations through

about axes perpendicularto n . C orrespondingly M is not the two-sphere
but the real profctive space RP ?, cbtalned from S? by identi cation of
opposie points.

28. HELTUM 3

Finally let me tum to the particularly interesting, and relatively com pli-
cated, case of3He O, 10]. T his lighter isotope also exhibits a phase transi-
tion, though at a m uch lower tem perature than “He, between 2 and 3 mK .
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It is of course a Ferm i liquid. So the m echanisn of super uidiy is very
di erent, sim ilar to that of superconductivity. In this case we have C ooper
pairs not of electrons but of *H e atom s. T he order param eter can again be
constructed from pairs of destruction operators.

T here is however an in portant di erence. In the original BC S m odel,
the pairs were bound in an isotropic 'S state; as indicated by the form of
(31). But for a pair of *He atom s close to the Fem i surface i tums out
that the m ost attractive state is the P . T he pairs have both unit orbital
and uni soin angularmomenta: L = S = 1.W e need to consider a m ore
general form of order param eter, related to the quantity

Fap k) = hag.8 ypis a;b=";#: @)

The fact that S = 1 tellsusthat F should be sym m etric In the soin indices
a and b, so it can be expanded in term s ofthe three independent sym m etric
2 2matrices, i ;,where jarethePaulimatrices.The factthatL =1
means that F should be proportionalto k tin es a function ofk = kjonl.
Thuswe can write

Faok)=F KA ( i1 2)apkss 48)

w here the two—-ndex tensor A m ay be nom alized by tr@ YA ) = 1.

T he order param eter is essentially A tim es a scalar factor representing
the density of C ooper pairs. Since it isnow a 3 3 com plex m atrix rather
than a scalar, the possbl pattems of sym m etry breaking are m uch m ore
com plex. T here are in fact two distinct super uid phases, *Hed and *He-
B ,which are stabl in di erent regions ofthe phase diagram ; the A phase is
stable only at high pressure and at tem peratures not far below the critical
tem perature. In the presence of a m agnetic eld, there is a third stable
phase, the A1 phase.

The system exhibits a much larger sym m etry than ‘He. To a good ap—
proxin ation, it is sym m etric under independent orbital and spin rotations,
as well as under the phase rotations as before. T hus the sym m etry group
is

G = S0 (3)s SO (3}, U @) (49)

(T here isalso a weak spin-orbit coupling, whose e ects Iw illdiscussa little
later.)
In the A phase, the order param eter takes the form

1
A= p—édi(mj‘F in4); (50)

where d;m and n are unit vectors, with m ? n.The vector d de nes an
axis along which the com ponent of S vanishes. If wedenel= m " n,
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then 1 is an axis along which the com ponent of L is + 1. In this case, the
subgroup H that laves A nvariant com prises spin rotations about the
direction ofd, orbial rotations about 1 com bined w ith com pensating phase
transform ations, and, nally, the discrete transform ation that reverses the
signs of all three vectors. Hence

Ha=U@) UQ) 35: (51)
C orrespondingly, the vacuum m anifold is
Ma=G=Hp=5° SO B)=Z: (52)

H ere, the elem ents of S? label the direction ofd,whilke SO (3) describes the
orientation of the orthonom altriad (m ;n).The Z, factor represents the
identi cation d;m ;n) ( d; m; n).

TheB phase, by contrast, is characterized by an order param eter of the
form

Aij = Rijei# H (53)

where R 2 SO (3) is a real, orthogonalm atrix. In this case, the only ele—
ments of H are com bined orbital and soin rotations, so

Hg = SO (3) and Mgy =G=Hg=S0@ ¢s: (54)

A s Im entioned earlier, there is actually a weak spin-orbit coupling term
in the H am iltonian, which is only noticeable at long range, and which re—
duces the sym m etry to

G°=so @y U@ with J=1L+ S: (55)

N ote that going from G to G © is not strictly speaking a case of spontanecus
symm etry breaking. T here are sin ilarities: at short range, the sym m etry
appears to be the larger group G ; when we go to long range (or low energy),
we see that the sym m etry group isactually G °. H ow ever, the true sym m etry
isaways G Y% G is only approxin ate.

In the A phasethee ect isto require that the vectors d and lbe parallel
or antiparalk], and in fact by selecting one ofthe two con gurations related
by inversion, we can ensure that d = 1. In this case, we nd

HY=vu@); M2Q=c%H]=2500): (56)

In theB phase, the restriction isthat R in (53) isno longer an unconstrained
orthogonal m atrix, but a rotation m atrix through a de nite anglke (the
Legogett angke 1 = arccos( %)) about an arbitrary axisn.Thuswe nd

HY=s50@); M2=c%H]=25% s (57)
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29. THE STANDARD MODEL OF PARTICLE PHYSICS

T here are rem arkable sin ilarities between the sym m etry breaking pattem
of *H e and that found in the standard m odel of partick physics which in—
corporates quantum chrom odynam ics together w ith the uni ed electrow eak
theory of W einberg and Salam . It isbased on the sym m etry group

G =250 SUEY UQk; (58)

where T and Y denote respectively the weak isogoin and weak hypercharge.
The symm etry breaking from this down to the cbserved low energy sym —
m etry is described by the Higgs eld, A, which plays the rolk of the order
param eter. It is a two-com ponent com plex scalar eld nvariant under the
colour group SU (3)go1, belonging to the fuindam ental 2-din ensional repre—
sentation of SU (2)1, and w ith non-zero weak hyperchargeY = 1.Itacquires
a vacuum expectation value of the form

hi= = ; 59)

>
< O

thus reducing the sym m etry to the subgroup
H=SU@G)e:s U@Qk: (60)

The generator of the rem aining U (1) symm etry is the electrom agnetic
charge
Q=TI+ 3Y: (61)

T herem ay also be other stages of sym m etry breaking at higher energies.
T he three independent coupling constants g3;g, ;91 corresponding to the
three factors in G have a weak logarithm ic energy dependence and appearto
com e to approxin ately the sam e value at an energy scale ofabout 10%° G &V,
especially if supersym m etry is incorporated into the model [11, 12, 13].
T his suggests that there m ay be a grand uni ed theory (GUT ) uniting the
strong, weak and electrom agnetic interactions in a single theory wih a
symm etry group such as SO (10). There would then be a phase transition
(or a sequence of phase transitions) at that energy scale at which the GUT
symm etry breaks to the symm etry group (58) of the standard m odel. If
the m odel is supersym m etric, then there must also be a supersym m etry—
breaking transition.

3. D efect form ation

T he appearance of topological defects is a comm on feature of sym m etry—
breaking phase transitions. In this lecture, I shall review the defects asso—
ciated w ith the various transitions discussed earlier, and the general condi-
tions for the existence of defects.
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31. DISCRETE SYMMETRY BREAKING

The sin plest possble eld-theoretic m odel that exhibis sym m etry break—
Ing isamodelofa realscalar eld described by the action Integral
Z h i
I= d'x 3@ )@ ) § (2 27 : (62)

Here the action is invariant under the re ection symmetry 7 . Thus
the symmetry group is G = Z,, and the m anifold of degenerate vacua
reduces to a pair of points; the two vacuum states are characterized by

Hi= : (63)

At high tem perature, the equilbrium state is sym m etric, w ith n'i= 0.
W hen the system cools through the critical tem perature, a acquires a non-—
zero expectation value, but the sign is chosen arbitrarily. So it m ay happen
that in one region, it chooses and in another . W hen such
regions m eet, they must be separated by a planar defect, a dom ain wall,
across which goes an oothly from one value to the other. The m inin um
energy con guration is determm ined by a balance between gradient energy
and potential energy. At zero tem perature one nds for exam ple that a
dom ain wall in the xy-plane is described by

2
(z) = tanh—2; with = p——: (64)

A s the system oools below T, energy is trapped in the dom ain wall. In
a sense the defect is a region of trapped old high-tem perature phase, w ith
the characteristic energy density that i had at T.. T he wall is topologically
stabk. It can m ove, as one dom ain grow s at the expense of the other, but i
cannot sin ply break.A closed wallboundinga nite dom ain m ay of course
shrink and eventually disappear. But this is a relatively slow prooess, so
wallsm ay have continuing e ects.

32. ABELIAN VORTICES OR STRINGS

Now ltus oconsider the case ofan Abelian U (1) sym m etry, such as that of
super uid *He.W hen the system is cooled through the transition tem per—
ature, the order param eter acquires a non—zero expectation valie = &,
Them agniude isdetem ined by them Inin ization ofthe free energy, but
the phase # is arbitrary. It is chosen random ly. However, in a large system

there isno reason why the sam e choice should be m ade everyw here; # m ay
vary from one part of the system to another.W e should expect the choice
to be m ade Independently in widely separated regions, especially ifwe are



15

taking about a transition In the early Universe, where such regions m ay
have had no prior causal contact.

W hen such a random choice ism ade, i m ay happen that around som e
large Joop in space the value of # vardes through 2 or a multiple thereof.
In such a case, must vanish som ew here inside the loop; indeed it must
vanish all along a curve that threads through the loop. T his is the core of
a topological defect, a cosn ic string or vortex.

If the string is along the z axis, the order param eter around it typically
takes the form

@' ;z)= f@e; (65)

where r;’ ;z are cylindrical polar coordinates, and n is an Integer, the
w inding num ker. T he function f has lim tingvalues£ 0)= 0, £ (1 )= 1.t
m ay be determ ined by m Inin izing the G Inzburg{Landau free energy, 27).
For a super uid, an in portant consequence of the expression (30) for
the super uid velociy isthat the super uid ow isirrotational:r “v = 0.
T he vorticity vanishes everyw here, except in the core of the string, where
the super uid density vanishes. T he string is a vortex. The form of (65)
In plies that there isa ow of super uid around the string, w ith velocity

h
(V) = —— (66)
mgr

at large r,wherem 4 isthem ass ofa “He atom . T hus the circulation around
the string is quantized: I

vs dr= ng; 67)

w here the circulation quantum is
4= — 2 (68)

T here is a sin ilar vortex in *HeB , but i that case m 4 is replaced by
the m ass of a C ooper pair, nam ely 2m 3, so the circulation quantum is

3= — & (69)

An in portant feature of the string or vortex is its topological stability
deriving from this quantization. It can m ove around, but cannot break.
A vortex loop can disappear by shrinking to a point, but a long, straight
vortex is stable.
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33. VORTICES IN A GAUGE THEORY
If the symm etry is a gauge symm etry, w ith coupling to a gauge eld A ,

then around the string A has an azin uthal com ponent,

nh
Ar (' ;z) = —g(x); (70)
er

where e is the charge and g has the sam e 1im iting values as £ . By taking
an integral round a large loop surrounding the stringwe nd that it carries
a quantized m agnetic ux,

%2 2 h
= Iim Arrd! = n—: (71)
rt'l o e
Them agnetic eld is given by
nh
B,= —g(r): (72)
er

(In the case of a superconductor e in the above should be replaced by the
charge 2e of a Cooper pair, so the ux quantum is actually h=e.)

The functions £ and g are determ Ined by m inin izing the free energy.
Forthe Abelian H iggsm odel at zero tem perature, w ith action integral (35)
(setting c= h = 1), they satisfy the equations

o, 1o n? 2
£+ -7 S gff + @ &) = 0;
1
g% Ego-l— 2¢* 21 g) = 0: (73)

N o analytic solution is known, but it iseasy to nd solutions num erically.
N ote that there are tw o length scales govermning the large—r behaviour ofthe
finctions, the inverse m asses of the scalar and vector excitations H iggs and
gauge particles),

m52=2 2; and mV2=2e2 2, (74)

T he asym ptotic behaviour depends on the ratio of these two,

m

ZT

(75)

3
N

For < 4one ndsthatat arger

1 g/ £7%e ™vE; 1 £/ rle msr; (76)
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In this case, the string has a narrow core that constitutes a m agnetic ux
tube, whilk the order param eter reaches its vacuum value over a larger
distance. O n the other hand, when > 4, m, controls the behaviour of
both 1 fand1l g,wih

1 g/ ?%e ™5 1 £/ rlte ?vr, (77)

In superconductors [4], the two length scales are known as the correla—
tion length = h=mgcand the Landau penetration depth = h=m ,c.Here
large and sn allvalues of distinguish socalled typeI from type-Il super-
conductors. In a type-1I superconductor, vortices w ith h 3> 1 are unstable;
there is a repulsive force between paralleln = 1 vortices which can stabilize
a lattice of vortices. H ence there is an interm ediate range ofm agnetic eld
strength w thin which the eld penetrates the superconductorbut con ned
to a lattice of ux tubes.

34. DEFECTS IN NEMATICS

It is easy to construct a stable lnear defect sim ilar to a string in the case
of a nem atic, by allow ing the director n to rotate as one m oves around the
string through an angke :eg., we can take

n (' ;z) = (COSE;San;O); (78)

provided we Include in the order param eter Q a factor f (r) that vanishes
at r= 0.Q then has no singularity because of the identi cation ofn and
n.This con guration is called a disclination [7].

L ike the super uid vortex, the disclination is topologically stable. Ifthe
rotation angle were 2 instead of i would not be. It could ¥Escape into
the third dim ension’: at smnallr, we could rotate n upwards untilat r= 0
it points in the z direction, thus allow ing £ (0) to be nonvanishing.

In addition to this linear defect there can be a point defect in a nem atic
liuid.Away from the centre, r= 0 say, we can take

nk = —; (79)

again provided there is a factor in Q that vanishes at the centre.

This is often called the hedgehog or m onopok con guration. Like the
vortex it is topologically stable, and cannot disappear spontaneously |
though i m ay annihilate w ith an antihedgehog.

35. THE FUNDAMENTAL GROUP

T he general conditions for the existence of defects can be expressed in tem s
ofthe topology ofthe vacuum m anifold M , speci cally its hom otopy groups
[L4].
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T he existence of linear defects for exam ple is related to the possibility of
nding non-trivial closed loops In M . Let us recall that di erent points in

M oorresoond to di erent values of the order param eter labelling di erent
degenerate vacua.A closed loop isa continuousmap :I! M from the
unit nterval of realnumbers, I = [0;1] R,toM such that ©)= (@)
(or equivalently am ap from the circke St to M ). Linear defects can exist if
it ispossble to nd a closed loop that cannot be continuously shrunk to a
point w thout leaving M , because then if the value of the order param eter
around a loop In space follow this curve, it is not possbl to 1l in the
values Inside the loop continuously while rem ainingon M .

In general, two closed loops are hom otopic if it is possbl to deform
one continuously into the other within M . This is an equivalence relation,
so we m ay de ne hom otopy classes of loops. For exam ple, when M is the
circle S, the hom otopy classesm ay be labelled by the w inding num ker, the
(@algebraic) num ber of tin es that we traverse the circke whilke going from 0
tolinI.

T he hom otopy classes constitute the elem ents ofa group, the fiindam en—
talgroup or rst hom otopy group ofM , denoted by 1 M ).To construct i,
we introduce a base pont b2 M , and consider loops starting and nishing
atb,ie. ()= (@)= b.Then the product oftwo loops and isthe
loop constructed by follow ng and then

(
ey Pr ot 3;
( T T t>2: €0

Tt is easy to show that this is a relation between hom otopy classes, and so
de nesa producton the set ofclasses, w hich thusbecom esthegroup 1 M ).
T he condition for the existence of topologically stable linear defects, strings
or vortices, is that the findam ental group be non-trivial: ™ )6 1.

For the Abelian case, whereM = S?!, the fiindam ental group is sin ply
the group of integers, 1 (S') = Z.The distinct possbl lnear defects are
labelled by the elem ents of this group, the w Inding num bers.

In a contihuum version ofthe H eisenbery ferrom agnet, wehaveM = S2.
O n the sphere, all Ioops can be shrunk to a point, so 1 (S?) = 1; there are
no possble linear defects.

For the nem atic, how ever, the situation isdi erent.O n the sphere S 2all
loops are hom otopically trivial, but this is no longer true when we identify
opposite points to form RP ?, because a curve that starts at one pole and
ends at the opposite pole is closed in R P ? but cannot be shrunk to a point.
T here is only one non-trivial hom otopy class, because traversing the sam e
loop tw ice gives a trivial loop; as we noted earlier, a disclination wih a
winding of2 ratherthan isnot stable.H ence the fuindam ental group in
thiscaseis ;1 RP?) = Z, = £0;1qg, the group of Integers m odulb 2.
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36. THE SECOND HOMOTOPY GROUP

T he conditions for the existence of other types of defects can also be ex—
pressed in term s ofhom otopy groups.Forpoint defects such asthe hedgehog
the relevant question is whether there are non-shrinkable two-surfaces in
M .

The second hom otopy group [L4] is de ned In tem s of closed two—
surfaces, ie.maps :I?! M from the unit square toM , such that

O;0)= (@;0) = b; (s;0)= (s;1)= b forallsandt: (81)

In otherwords, m aps the whol boundary of I? to the chosen base point
b2M .Ine ect, tisamap from S? toM , in which one designated point
ism apped to b.

T wo closed surfaces are hom otopic ifone can be an oothly deform ed into
the other. This de nes an equivalence relation, and hence a classi cation
Into hom otopy classes of surfaces.

A sbefore, we can introduce a product on the set of closed surfaces, by
setting (

s;2t) for t 2
( ) (5;0) =

2 (82)
(s;2t 1) Por t> 5t

T his de nes a product on the set of hom otopy classes. W e could equally
well have de ned the product w ith the roles of s and t interchanged; it is
easy to show that the resuls are hom otopic to each other.) T hus we have
de ned the second hom otopy group , ™M ).

A sa sin ple exam ple, ket us consider a continuum version of the H eisen—
berg ferrom agnet, w th SU (2) sym m etry and an order param eterM trans—
form ing according to the 3-din ensional vector representation. Below the
transition, the m agniude ofM is xed but its direction is arbitrary. T hus
the subgroup H that leavesM invariantisH = U (1) andM = SU (2)=U (1)
= S2.In this case, the hom otopy classes are labelled by an integer, the @@k
gebraic) num ber of tin es the m ap w raps around the sohere. For exam pl,
a typical elem ent of the hom otopy class labelled by n is the m ap of one
sohere on another de ned in tem s of polar coordinates ;' by

.52 1 SZ:(;’)"V (;n"): (83)

For this case, therefore, , (S?) = Z, the group of integers.

For the nem atic, we have to identify opposite points of S? and pass to
RP 2 but this m akes no di erence to the classi cation of closed surfaces.
W e again have , RP?)= Z, so the possiblk hedgehogs are Iabellked by an
Integer.
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O ne thing this classi cation cannot tell us, however, is whether con—
gurations wih Nhj> 1 are actually stable. In som e cases, it m ay be en—
ergetically favourabl for a con guration with winding numbern = 2 for
nstance, to break up Into two separate n = 1 con gurations.W hether this
actually happens is a question of detailed dynam ics.

3.7. DOMAIN WALLS

A swe noted earlier, dom ain walls occur when a discrete sym m etry is bro—
ken .M ore generally, the condition for the existence ofdom ain walls is that
the vacuum m anifold M be disconnected. D om ain walls are classi ed by
the elam ents of what is often called the Yeroth hom otopy group’, denoted
by oM ), whose elam ents are in one-to-one corregpondence w ith the con—
nected com ponents of M . It is analogous to the higher hom otopy groups:
it may be regarded as classifyingmaps :8° ! M , where S is the 0-
sphere (the boundary ofthe interval [ 1;1] R , nam ely the pair of points
fl; 1g) in which the im age of one chosen point is the base point ofM .

In a general case, the term nology is strictly speaking inaccurate, be-
cause oM ) is not a group. There is one special case in which it is so,
namely when H = 1, so that M is itselfa group, M = G . In this case,
the connected com ponent G o of G contaning the identity is an invariant
subgroup (Le. Hrany g2 G,gG g * = Gg),and hence the quotient group
G =G is de ned; m oreover

0G)=G=Go: (84)

Another way of characterizing oM ) is as a quotient of two groups. If
2 M can be connected by a continuous path to g, then one can always
nd a continuous path in G from the identiy e to g such thatD (@) ¢ =
Hence the connected com ponent M g M oontaining o m ay be identi ed
w ith the set ofelem ents fg ¢ :g 2 Gg. The subgroup of Gy which leaves
o unaltered is clearly H \ Go.Hence,

Mo=Go=® \ Go): (85)

Now since G is an nvariant subgroup in G, it llowsthat H \ G is also
an nvariant subgroup of H .ThusH=@# \ Gj) is a group, and m oreover a
subgroup of G =G (.0 ne can then show that

oM )= G=Go)=E=E \ Go)): 86)

38. HELIUM 3

Finally, ket us retum to the hteresting case of *He, beginning w ith the
super uid *HeB phase, and mitially ignoring the spin-orbit interaction.
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Werecall from (54) thatM g = SO (3) St. H ere both the zeroth and
second hom otopy groups oM g ) and , M ) are trivial, so there are no
topologically stable dom ain walls or m onopolks. H ow ever,

1Mp)=12, Z; 87)

50 there are two di erent kinds of vortices. T he factor Z classi es vortices
around which the phase changes by 2n , exactly as in the case of ‘He.
H owever, the Z , factor arisesbecause there are non-trivial loopsin SO (3) =
RP 3. In a vortex corresponding to the non-trivial elem ent of Z, there is
no actual circulation around the string, but rather a relative rotation of
the orbital and spin angular m om enta. These are called spin vortices as
opposed to m ass vortices.

N ote that vortices m ay carry both types of quantum num ber sin ula-
neously. Such a com bination is a spin {m ass vortex.

W hen we take account of the spin-orbit Interaction the m anifold is re-
duced, according to (57),toM§ = g2 S'. In this case, we nd

sM )= 12 (88)

V iewed on a large scak there are m onopol con gurations. But since there
are no short-range m onopolks, these have no actual singularity. W hat hap-
pens is that the order param eter near the m onopolk is forced to leave the
manjﬁ)]dM]_g,butcan rem ain everyw here on the larger m anifold M y ; the
rotation angle in the order param eter, which is xed to be the Leggett angle

1, at Jarge distances, can tend sm oothly to zero at the centre, but  itself
rem ains non-zero.

Wealso nd

M) =2; 89)

corresponding to the fact that them ass vortices are una ected by the spin—
orbit coupling, and survive to large distances. T his is not the case, how ever,
for the soin vortices, since there is no longer a Z, factor. W hat happens
is that these beocom e attached to a Iong-range soliton or dom ain-wall fea—
ture. T he order param eter at large distances around this vortex cannot lie
everyw here on M g , but to m Inin ize the energy i does so except near one
direction . N ote that this is true in spite ofthe fact that (M 5 ) = 1,which
m eans there are no truly stable dom ain walls: M g is connected, but the
relevant point is that it is not possbl in M 5 to deform the relevant loop
In such a way that it lies entirely J'nMg. (Such casesm ay be classi ed by
the relative hom otopy groups ofM g and its subspace M g , In this case the
group 1 Mp;Mg))
Now ktustum to theA phase, orwhich according to (52) the Yacuum

manibld’ isM , = S? SO (3)=Z,.This space is again connected, so there
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are no stable dom ain walls. However, we nd
1Ma)= Zg4; 2Ma)=2: (90)

Thus there are m onopolks, labelled by an integer winding num ber, and
vortices labelled by an integer n m odulo 4. On the other hand at long
range the m anifold, given by (56), issimnply M ZS = SO (3), whence

1M Q)= Zo; oM Q)= 1: (91)

Hence there are no stabl m onopoles and only one class of stable vortices;
the Jatter are to be identi ed w ith the n = 2 short—+range vortices.

It is not hard to see what happens to the other short-range defects.
Foran n = 1 shortrange vortex, the corresponding loop In Mp cannot
be deform ed to lie entirely within M ZS . In other words, we cannot m ake d
parallel to leveryw here. T he vortex becom es attached to a sheet or dom ain
wall across which d rotatesby w ith a com pensating rotation about 1.

Sin ilarly, around a short-range m onopole we cannot deform the order
param eter so that d rem ains everyw here parallel to 1. T he m onopol be-
com es attached to a string in the centre of which d is In the opposie
direction.

4. Cosm ology in the Laboratory

O ur present understanding of fiindam ental particle physics suggests that
the Universe m ay have undergone a series of phase transitions very early
in its history. O ne of the clearest signatures of these transitions would be
the form ation of stable topological defects w ith potentially signi cant cos—
m ological e ects. To predict these we need to estin ate how m any defects
would have been form ed and how they would have evolved during the sub—
sequent coan ic expansion. C alculations of the behaviour of the system in
the highly non-equilbrium context ofa rapid phase transition are problem —
atic, however, and i ishard to know whether they are reliable. T here isno
direct way of testing them , because we cannot do experin ents on the early
Universe.

But what we can do is to apply sin ilar m ethods to analogous low —
tem perature transitions In condensed-m atter system s, which often have
a very sin ilar m athem atical description. O ver the last few years, several
experin ents have been done In a variety of system s to test ideas drawn
from ocogn ology. This has led to som e extrem ely innovative and exciting
condensed-m atter physics, although the rsults are still som ehwat confiis—
ng.
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41. DEFECT FORMATION IN THE EARLY UNIVERSE

T he electrow eak transition, at about 100 GeV ,wheretheW and Z particles
aocquire a m ass through the H iggsm echanisn , occurred w hen the age ofthe
Universe was around 10 !0 s. It is now believed that this is not in fact a
genuine phase transition but rather a rapid but an ooth crossover [L5]. (T his
ispossibl only because this is a gauge theory.) T here was probably a later
transition, the quark{hadron transition at which the soup of quarks and
gluons separated Into individualhadrons.

M ore interesting from a cosm ological point ofview , how ever, are the hy—
pothetical transitions at even earlier tim es. If the idea of grand uni cation
is correct, there would have been a phase transition of som e kind at an en—
ergy scalke of around 10'° G eV, corresponding to a tin e about 10 3° safter
the Big Bang. In som e m odels, we expect a sequence of phase transitions,
as the sym m etry is broken In several stages, for exam ple

SO @10)! suU®G)! SUEB) SsSUE) UQ)); (92)
or
SO ((10)! su@d sUE SUE)! SUEB) sSUE UQ@): (93)

Them ost attractive G U T sare supersym m etric. Since supersym m etry isnot
m anifest at low energies, it m ust have been broken at som e Interm ediate
tim e, possbly yielding another phase transition, perhaps at about 1 TEV .

D om ain walls, stringsand m onopolesm ay allhave been form ed at early—
Universe phase transtions, as indeed m ay m ore general com posite ob gcts
of various kinds B].M onopols and dom ain walls are coan ologically prob—
Jem atic, ordi erent reasons. H eavy dom ain walls, such as those that could
have been form ed in the early Universe, certainly do not exist In our Uni-
verse today, and m onopoles could be present only in very an all num bers.
So ifthese defects were produced at all, there m ust have been a m echanian
to rem ove them com pletely oraln ost com pltely at an early stage. In ation
has often been invoked to do this pb.

Strings on the other hand could have survived in su cient numbers to
be coam ologically signi cant w ithout violating any cbservational bounds.
For a long tin e i was believed that they m ight serve to explain the ini-
tial nhom ogeneities in the density ofthe Universe from which galaxies and
clisters later evolved. The idea that strings alone could seed these den-—
sity perturbations seam s no longer viable, in the light of the data on the
coam ic m icrow ave background anisotropy. It is still perfectly possble to t
the data w ith m odels Incorporating both strings and in ation [L6], but a
recent analysis concludes that strings probably do not m ake a signi cant
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contribution [L7]. T hey m ay, however, have had other in portant cosn olog—
ical e ects, for exam ple In the generation of m agnetic elds [18, 19, 20],
high-energy coam ic rays R1, 22] and baryogenesis 23, 24].

For these reasons I shall restrict the discussion to the case of string
form ation. To be speci ¢, ket us consider the breaking of an Abelian U (1)
sym m etry | though m ost of the discussion can easily be extended to non-
Abelian sym m etries.

42. DEFECT FORMATION AT A FIRST-ORDER TRANSITION

T he nature of the early-U niverse transitions is largely unknown, in partic—
ular the order of each transition. In som e cases, as Im entioned, there m ay
be no true transition at all. D efects m ay be form ed in any event, but the
m echanism depends strongly on the order. In relation to condensed-m atter
analogues, m ost interest attaches to second-order transitions, and that is
the case Iwill spend most tin e on.But I shallbegin wih what isinh som e
ways the sin pler situation ofa rst-order transition.

In fact, the st btosm ology In the laboratory’ experin ents were done
wih a rstorder transition, nam ely the transition from nomm al isotropic
liquid to nem atic liquid crystal R5, 26].

Let us suppose, therefore, that there isa rst-order transition, proceed—
Ing by bubbl nuckation. O nce the Universe reaches the relevant critical
tem perature, bubbles of the new Ilow -tem perature phase are bom at ran—
dom positions and start to grow until they eventually m eet and m erge. T he
nuclation rate per unit spacetin e volum e is given by an expression of
the form

()= A @) =T (94)

where Sg isthe Euclidean action for a tunnelling solution, and the prefactor
A istypically oforder T “. T he nuclkation rate determ es the characteristic

distance between nuclkation sites, such that the num ber of separate bub—
bles nuckating in a large volum e V. is V= 3. Typically the bubbles expand

at relatiistic speeds, and then isoforder ™.

In each new bubbl the order param eter becom es non-zero, and m ust
choose a random phase #. There is no reason why there should be any
correlation between the phases in di erent bubbles (excspt conceivably in
the case of very near neighbours). So it is reasonable to assum e that each is
an independent random variable, uniform ly distributed between 0 and 2

W hen two bubblesm eet, an equilbration process w ill occur, leading to
a phase # sn oothly interpolating between #; and #, across the boundary.
It is reasonable to assum e that it w illdo so by the shortest possible path, so
that the total variation w illalwaysbe lessthan ;this is called the geodesic
ruke. Num erical sim ulations have con m ed that it is usually though not
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universally true | the rulem ay lad to a slight underestin ate of the total
num ber of defects form ed 27, 28].

W hen these two bubbles encounter a third, it is possble that a string
defect m ay be trapped along the line where they m est. T his w ill happen
if the net phase change from #; to #, to #3 and back to #1 is 2 rather
than zero. If the geodesic rule applies and the three phases are strictly
Independent, the probablility of this happening can easily be seen to be % .

T hus the total length of string form ed in this process n a large volum e
V willbe of order V= 2. The length of string per unit volum e w illbe

L= (95)

k .
_2 ’
where k is a num erical constant of order 1. (For exampl, if i is as—
sum ed that nucleation sites form a body-centred cubic lattice, one nds
k = 3=2"° = 134.A random lattice would really be m ore appropriate;
that m ght wellgive a som ew hat an aller value.)

The rst tests of this idea In condensed-m atter system s were done In
neam atic liquid crystals, by studying the form ation of disclination lines in
the isotropic to nem atic transition R5, 26]. The symm etry In that case
is of course non-Abelian, but the principle is the same. W e m ay assum e
that w thin each nuckating bubbl of the nem atic phase, the director n is
an independent random variable, uniform ly distrbuted over half the unit
sohere (except near the walls where special e ects com e into play).

T he analogue of the geodesic rule is then the assum ption that across
the Interface between two bubbles, the director always tums by an anglke
lssthan .In that case, the probability that a disclination w illbe trapped
between three bubblesw ith Independently oriented directors is1= , so (95)
should stillhold.

T he experin ents did in fact show reasonably good agreem ent w ith the
predictions. Further experin ents have been done to chedk the correlations
between defects and antidefects 29].

43. SECOND-ORDER TRANSITIONS

T he argum ent is a little m ore com plex in the case of a second-order phase
transition. A s the system cools through the critical tem perature, the order
param eter m ust acquire a non-zero value and choose a random phase.W e
may assum e that the choice is m ade independently in w idely separated
regions. T hus there is a chance that defects w illbe trapped, and we should
expect the form ation ofa random tangle of strings.W hat is less cbvious is
w hat the characteristic scale 4, ofthistanglk should be.Here 4, m ay be
de ned by the condition that in a random ly chosen volum e gtr there w il
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be on average a length 4, of string. In other words, the length of string

perunit volum e is
1

Ler= —5: (96)
str

W hat determ ines «.? Obviously i is related to the correlation length

ofthe orderparam eter, speci cally of itsphase.Butthisisnotan answer.
D uring a second-order phase transition, is varying rapidly. Indeed, i is
characteristic of second-order transitions that the equlbrium correlation
ngth o4 diverges at the critical tem perature. So we m ust specify at what
tin e or what tem perature g, should be compared wih 4.

An answer to this question has been given by W oiech Zurek [30, 31,
32], ollow Ing an earlier suggestion of m ine [B3]. It is clear that In a real
systam going through the transition at a nite rate, the true correlation
length can never becom e in nie. In fact, for reasons of causality it can
never increase faster than the speed of light. So, beyond the point where
= = G, the adiabatic approxin ation, that eq (T'), ceases to be vald,
and instead one m ay assum e that w i1l be m ore or less constant until
after the transition, at least to the point where it again becom es equal to
the decreasing ;. In a non-—relativistic system , it is not the speed of light
that is relevant, but som e characteristic speed of the system .

Zurek has given an altemative argum ent leading to essentially the sam e
conclusion, based on a com parison of the quench rate and relaxation rate
of the system .

Let us assum e that near the transition, the tem perature varies linearly
w ith tin e, so that

T t

1 —= —: 97)
Te q

Here 4 isthequench tine. Wetaket= Owhen T = T..) The equilbrium
correlation length near T. has the form

«qT)= 0337 ; (98)

where isa critical ndex. In mean eld theory, = %, and this is often
an adequate approxin ation. For *H e, how ever, the renom alization group,
gives am ore accurate value, = % .Sin ilarly the relaxation tine diverges
at T.:

T)= o3 J s (99)
where for “He the critical ndex = 1. This is the phenom enon of critical
sbw ing down . T he characteristic velocity is

eq(I) 0. .
= = = . 100
c(T) ) Ojj ( )
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Note that it vanishes at T.. In “He, this is the speed of second sound, a
them alwave In which the nom al and super uid com ponents oscillate in
antiphase.

Now inform ation about the phase of the order param eter cannot prop—
agate faster than the speed c(T ). Hence after the transition the distance
over w hich phase Inform ation can propagate is the sonic horizon

t 1 0

ht) = cT @))atd= —— 293 1+ : (101)
0 1+ 0

T his becom es equal to the equillbbrium correlation length when
" # 1

1+

= .= @+ 2 : (102)
q

T he tim e when this happens is the Zurek tim e

1

= [0+ Jo g 1™ ¢ 103)

It is reasonable to suppose, at lrast asa rst crude approxin ation, that
at the Zurek tim e the characteristic length scale 4. ofthe tanglk of strings
or vortices should be equal to the correlation length:

1+

srltz) 2= eqlz) o — : (104)
0

Equivalently, we expect the density of strings or vortices (ie., the length
per unit volum e) to be approxim ately 1= %, ie.,

1 2
1+

Lartz) = — - ; (105)
a

o

where is a num erical constant of order unity. N um erical sin ulations [34,
35] suggest that it should in fact be som ew hat less than unity, perhaps of
order 0:1.N ote that in ‘H e, the exponent in (105) is % Inmean eld theory,
w hile using renom alization-group values it is % . This is the prediction that
has to be tested.

44, EXPERIMENTS IN HELIUM 4

Zurek [30] nitially suggested testing these predictions in super uid *He.
E xperin ents designed to test his predictions have been perform ed by Peter
M oC lintock’s group at Lancaster using a rapid pressure quench. The ex—
perim ental sam ple was contained in a sn all cham ber that could be rapidly
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expanded to lower the pressure, thereby sending it through the lambda
transition into the super uid phase. T he num ber of vortices produced was
found by m easuring the attenuation of a second sound signal, generated by
a an allheater.

The st experiment B36] did In fact see evidence of vorticity gener—
ated during the quench, at roughly the predicted level. However, i was
not conclusive for various reasons. Vorticity m ight have been produced by
hydrodynam icale ects at the walls. A Iso the capillary tube used to 1lthe
cham ber was closed at the outer end, so that during the expansion som e
heliim was hnevitably infcted Into the cham ber, possbly again creating
vorticity. Another problem was that i was not possbl to m easure the
second-sound attenuation during the st 50 m s after the transition, so
that later readings had to be extrapolated badk to the relevant tin e.

T o overcom e these problem s, the apparatus w as redesigned to m inin ize
the hydrodynam ic e ects, and the experin ent repeated [B7]. Som ew hat
disappointingly, the resul was null: no vorticity was detected w ith the In —
proved apparatus.O ne possible explanation forthis isthat the vortices pro—
duced m ay sin ply disappear too fast to be seen [38, 39]. T he rate at which
vorticity dissipates was m easured in the rather di erent circum stances of
vorticity generated by turbulent ow . It is not certain that the resuls can
be carried over to the circum stances of this experim ent.

A third version of the experin ent, ncorporating further im provem ents,
isnow being planned [40].Resuls are eagerly awaited.

45. EXPERIMMENTS IN HELIUM 3

T here are a num ber of advantages in using °H e ratherthan *He.O ne isthat
because the correlation length ismuch onger (40 to 100 nm , rather than
lessthan 1 nm ), a continuum (G inZburg{Landau) description ism uch m ore
accurate than i “He.M oreover, the energy needed to generate a vortex is
larger relative to the themm alenergy, so it is easier to avoid extrinsic vortex
form ation. A nother advantage is that since the nuckar soin is non-zero,
one can use nuclear m agnetic resonance to count the vortices.

Perhaps the greatest advantage, however, lies In the fact that one can
Induce a tem perature- rather than pressuredriven transition. T his is be-
cause of another characteristic of *He, nam ely that it is a very e cient
neutron absorber, via the reaction

n+ He! p+ °H + 764 kev : (106)
Two experim ents have been done w ith 3y e, one In G rencble M#1] and

one in Helsinki @2]. Both use *He in the super uid B phase, and lock for
evidence of vortices sin ilar to those in “He. Both m ake use of the neutron
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absorption reaction, by exposing the helium ocontainer to neutrons from
a radioactive source. Each neutron absorbed releases 764 keV of energy,
nitially n the form ofkinetic energy ofthe proton and triton.T his serves to
heat up a sm all region to above the transition tem perature. It then rapidly
cools, in a tin e of the order of 1 s, and goes back through the transition
Into the super uid phase. D uring this process we expect a random tanglk
of vortices to be generated.

In other respects the experin ents are very di erent. The G rencble ex—
perin ent B1], usihg a sample of SHeB at a tem perature much less than
T. was essentially calorim etry. T he total energy released, in the form of
quasiparticlkes, ollow ing each neutron-absorption event was m easured. O £
the available 764 keV of energy about 50 keV is released in the form oful-
traviolt radiation. H ow ever, the m easured energy was in the range 600 to
650 keV , depending on the pressure, kaving a considerable shortall. This
is interpreted as being the energy lost to vortex fom ation. It is very hard
to think of any other possible interpretation.

Them ai feature ofthe H elsinkiexperin ent B2], using a sam ple of H e~
B at a considerably higher tem perature, not far below T., was the use of
a rotating cryostat. If a container of helum is rotated rapidly, vortices are
generated at the walls and m igrate to form a central cluster parallel to the
rotation axis. H owever, if the rotation is slow er, no vortices can be form ed.
In *HeB, it is possbl to ensure that no vortices at all are present. W e
then have a ram arkable situation. T he nom al uid com ponent is rotating
w ith the container, but the super uid com ponent, which cannot support
vorticiy, is com pletely stationary. T hus there is a counter ow velocity, a
dierencev = vy W between the velocities of the two com ponents. T his
Introduces novel hydrodynam ic e ects; In particular a super uid vortex
m oving relative to thenom al uid experiences the transverse M agnus force.

In consequence vortices above a certain m ninum size ryg and correctly
oriented are expanded untilthey reach the walls of the container, and then
m grate to pin a central cluster parallel to the axis. T he num ber of vortices
taptured’ in this way can be determ ined by nuclear m agnetic resonance
(NM R ) m easuram ents. It ispossble to detect each Individualvortex pining
the cluster.

T he num ber of vortices w e expect to be captured can be predicted. It is
essentially the num ber ofvortices w ith sizesbetw een the required m Inin um
size 1y, which dependson the counter ow velocity v, and them axin um ra—
dius of the bubble. T he size distribbution of loops formm ed is expected to be
scale Invariant. T his leads to a very sin ple prediction.T here isa critical ve—
locity ve, forneutron-induced vortex form ation, which is substantially lower
than the critical velocity v, for soontaneous vortex form ation at the walls.
Ifv > Vo, the num ber of vortices captured after each neutron-absorption
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event should have the fom
N=c — 1; 107)

w here c isa calculable constant. R em arkably enough, allthe dependence on
the bulk tem perature, the pressure and the m agnetic eld is contained in
the value of Vo, . Hence ifN is plotted against v° for various values of these
param eters, one should see a set of straight lnesw ith a comm on interospt
at con the vertical axis. This sim ple prediction does t the experim en—
tal resuls very well over a considerabl param eter range, providing good
evidence for the validity of the prediction.

It has also been possble to test the predicted dependence of v, on
tem perature, nam ely v, / °.This agah isa good t to the data.

46. EXPERIMMENTS IN SUPERCONDUCTORS

Tt is particularly Interesting to test the predictions of defect form ation in
superconductors, because they provide an exam pl of a gauge theory.
The rstexperim ents B3]weredoneby a group at Technion, using a thin
In of the high-tem perature superconductor YBCO . The In was raised
above the critical tem perature by shining a light on it, and then allowed to
cool. T he ob ct of the experin ent was to determ ine the num ber of defects
form ed, In this case ‘ uxons’ each carrying one quantum ofm agnetic ux.
W hat Cam iand Polurak m easured, using a SQ U ID detector, was actually
the net ux, ie. thedierrnce N = N N between the numbers
of uxons and anti uxons. In fact they saw no evidence for any uxon
form ation, w ith an upper lim i of jN j< 10.
T his resul has to be com pared w ith predictionsbased on Zurek’swork.
In this case the Zurek length 5 isestin ated to be about 10 ' m, so w ithin
the 1 an ? sam ple we should expect the total num ber of defects to be

N =N, +N 10°: (108)

The net ux may be estin ated by assum ing that the phase of the order
param eter perform s a random walk wih a step length of ; and a typical
angle =2. T his suggests that
s S
L
N — ; (109)
Z

1L
2 4 4
where L 20 mm is the perin eter of the sam ple. (N ote that according to
thisargument N isoforderN ™)) Thisyields

N 100; (110)
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in clear contradiction to the experin ental resuls. Tt should be noted that
this prediction isbased on (105) w ith the constant set equalto unity, so
there m ay be scope for reducing it slightly, though probably not by enough
to rem ove the discrepancy.

On the other hand, Cam i and Polturak in fact suggest that the dis—
agreem ent is m ore serious, because In a gauge theory the m echanism of
defect form ation is di erent and the geodesic rul is unreliable 44, 45, 46],
so one should perhaps expect N to be of order N =2, kading to an esti-
mate N 10% which is obviously in very severe disagreem ent w ith the
resuls. T his is a point that needs further theoretical study.

H ow ever, the sam e group have also perfom ed another experin ent A7],
w ith very di erent resuls. T his nvolved a loop of superconducting w ire laid
down In a square-w ave pattem across a grain boundary in the substrate so
as to create a series of N = 214 Josephson junctions in serdes. A s the w ire
cools i becom es superconducting before the Josephson junctions start to
conduct, so in e ect each segm ent of w ire between neighbouring junctions
is initially a separate system , so it is reasonable to assum e that their phases
are random and uncorrelated. Hence some ux w illbe trapped when the
w ire eventually becom es a single superconducting loop. The experin ent
revealed an rm s. ux of

N exp= 74 0:7: (111)

T he theoretical prediction in this case would be

1P —

N th = Z N = 3:6: (112)
It is perhaps rather surprising that the experim ent saw more ux than
predicted. T he authors suggest that thism ay again be due to a breakdow n
of the geodesic rule wih an rm s. value of cbser to  than to =2.
A uably, if isunipom ly distrbuted between and ,we should use
an rm s.valie of = 3 rather than =2, but the di erence is m inin al,
lading to N @y, = 43.) There could also perhaps be a non-zero phase
change along the section of the loop away from the Jossphson Jjunctions.

R ecently experin ents have been perform ed by a di erent group K8, 49]
on annular Josephson tunnelling jinctions, com prising two rings of super-
conducting m aterial separated by a thin layer. W hen the system is cooled
through the critical tem perature and the rings becom e superconducting,
one m ay expect that the random choice of phase w ill lead to trapping of

uxons. For the experin ents done so far the predicted num ber trapped is
less than one uxon on average, which isnot ideal. N evertheless, they have
detected ux trapping at roughly the predicted level. An im portant feature
of this experim ent is that it is possible to vary the quench rate and so test
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the dependence of the number of uxons on the quench rate 4, as given
by (105).The resuls are consistent w ith the Zurek predictions, though the
scatter is large.

4.7. DISCUSSION

E xperin entsw ith *He, w ith liquid crystals and w ith superconducting loops
have allcon m ed the basic idea that defects are form ed during rapid phase
transitions. T hebest evidence so farthat Zurek’s predictions of defect num —
bers are sound comes from the *He experin ents, though the others are
reasonably consistent.

O n the other hand, neither the *H e experin ent nor that w ith a super—
conducting In have shown any evidence for defect form ation.

At rst sight, the discrepancy between the results wih “He and °He
m ay be surprising, but in fact the di erences between the two system s are
very great. K arra and R ivers [B0] have argued that a very in portant factor
is the great discrepancy between the w idths of the Ytritical region’, below
the critical tem perature and above the G inzZourg tem perature Tg [Bl]. This
is the tem perature above which them al uctuations are large enough to
create a signi cant transient population of them ally excited am all vortex
Joops. It is given approxin ately by the condition that

2 Te) FTc)=ksTa; (113)

where F isthe di erence in free energy between the ‘alsevacuum ’ state
wih = 0 and thebroken-sym m etry equilbrium state.A bove thistem per-
ature, i appears, the formm ation of long vortices is suppressed. It happens
that He and “He are very di erent in regard to the w idth of the critical
region between Tg and T..Tn °He it is extrem ely narrow ; Tg is very close to
T.,at 108.m ‘H e, on the otherhand, Tg is about halfa degree below
T..Karra and R ivers B0] used them al eld theory, wih a G aussian ap-
proxin ation, to show that the Zurek predictions should be approxin ately
valid provided that

Tz )—= < 100; 114)

0

a condition that is very well satis ed for the *He experin ents where the
left hand side is about 10 ° and badly violated for those in “He, where it
is 1010,

A 1so puzzling is the discrepancy between the di erent experin ents in
superconductors. T here is som e doubt about how to com pute the number
of defects form ed In a transition in a theory with a local gauge symm e-
try. T here is another m echanisn operating in a gauge theory (6, 52], but
if anything this m akes the discrepancy m ore puzzling because it tends to



33

suggest that the Zurek prediction of defect num berswould be an underesti-
m ate.O n the otherhand, it isworth noting that the inequality (114) isalso
seriously violated in the superconducting In experim ent, though whether
the argum ent leading to it is valid in the case of symm etry breaking in a
gauge theory is not clear.

W hat is clear is that there is as yet no certainty about when the
coan ology-based predictions of defect numbers are reliable. Only further
experin ental and theoretical work w ill resolve this question.
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