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A bstract

The purpose ofthis report is presentation ofthe m ain m odi�ca-

tionsofthestandard K ibble-Zurek form alism caused by theexistence

of unperfections in the system . W e know that the distribution of

kinkscreated during a second orderphase transition in puresystem s

isdeterm ined solely by thecorrelation length atfreeze-outtim e.The

correlation length atthatinstantoftim eintuitively describesthesize

ofthe defect and therefore the num ber density ofdefects is lim ited

by the possibility ofholding kinks in a unit volum e. O n the other

hand ifthe system ispopulated by the im puritiesthen kinksem erge

m ainly in knotsoftheforcedistribution which correspond toextrem es

oftheim purity potentiali.e.positionsofim perfections.Thepurpose

ofthisreportisto show that,dueto existenceofthestrong gradients

ofthe im purity potential,kinks can be created m ainly in the close

vicinity ofthe im purities. It seem s that this sim ple m echanism can

beresponsibleforoccurrence,in thenum berdensity form ula,thead-

ditionallength scale describing the im purity distribution. W e know

thatin pure system s,asa consequence ofkink-antikink annihilation,

thenum berdensity ofkinksdecreasein tim e.In contradiction to pure

system s,kinksproduced in thesystem spopulated by im puritiescould

be con�ned by the im purity centers and therefore they m ay notdis-
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appearfrom the system and m ay rem ain above the levelestablished

by therm alnucleation ofpairs.

1 Introduction

Last years topologicaldefects attract attention ofm any researchers. The

m otivation ofthese studies com es from the fact that they can be seen as

m acroscopic m anifestationsofunderlying physicalprocesses. On the other

hand they can help to study thenatureofcriticaldynam ics.

Thetheory describing thedynam icsofthesecond orderphasetransition

wasproposed by Kibble and Zurek [1]. The key pointofthe Kibble-Zurek

m echanism isan observation thattheorderparam eterevolvesadiabatically

through a sequence ofnearly equilibrium con�gurationsup to the freeze-in

tim e. Atthatinstantthe system losescapacity to respond forthe changes

ofthe externalparam eters. From thattim e to the freeze-outtim e the �eld

con�guration rem ainsalm ostunchanged. The dynam icalevolution restarts

below the criticaltem perature atfreeze-outtim e. Atthatinstantthe sys-

tem regains ability to respond for the changes ofthe externalparam eters

but it is too late to undo non-trivialarrangem ents ofthe order param eter

from abovethecriticalpoint.Thisparadigm worksfortheoverdam ped and

underdam ped system s as well. The m ain prediction ofthis scenario is the

dependence ofthenum berdensity ofproduced defectson correlation length

n � �� d at freeze-out tim e or its dependence on quench tim e n � �� d=4,

where d denotes the num ber ofspace dim ensions. This scenario was well

veri�ed in a seriesofnum ericalexperim ents[2].

Thedefectnetwork density obtained atfreeze-outtim eisan initialcondi-

tion fordynam icswhich isdeterm ined by thedefect-antidefectinteractions.

Due to annihilation ofdefects and antidefects the initialdensity ofdefect

network �rstisquickly reduced in tim eand then isstabilized on thelevelde-

term ined by theBoltzm an factorwhich describestheprobability oftherm al

nucleation ofthekink-antikink pairs[3].

In reallife experim entsresearchersuse m ainly stable coherentquantum

system s.Sofar,experim entswereperform edinHelium -3onsym m etricphase
3He-B which ism oresim pleto experim entaland theoreticaltreatm ent.The

resultsofexperim entalstudiescon�rm sthedependence ofthenum berden-

sity ofproduced vortices on quench tim e [4]. Im portance ofstudies ofthe
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transitions in Helium -3,follows from the factthatdue to nontrivialstruc-

ture ofthe orderparam eteritallowsforexperim entalveri�cationsofideas

concerning thestructureofvacuum ofthequantum �eld theory.

Researchersperform ed also experim entson liquid crystals.Thecreation

ofdisclinationsofdi�erenttypesproduced during a quench from disordered

to nem atic phase in liquid crystals was exam ined and the results were to

som edegreeconsistentwith theKibble-Zurek predictions[5].

Therewerealsom orecontroversialexperim entsm adeinsuperuidhelium -

4 wherealm ostno vorticesoftopologicalorigin wereobserved [6].

Latelytherearealsoattem ptstostudythecreation ofvorticesin optically

cooled alkaliatom cloudsduring form ation oftheBose-Einsten condensate.

In this report Iwould like to concentrate on inuence ofim purities on

creation oftopologicaldefects.Itisdi�cultto im aginefreeofunperfections

liquid crystaloreven superconductor. The population ofthe superconduc-

tors and liquid crystals by the im purities and adm ixtures seem s to be an

inevitableoutcom eoftheirpreparation.On theotherhand quantum liquids

are one ofthe purest substances in the nature. Although the solubility of

foreign m aterialsin liquid helium isalm ostzero there existssom e arti�cial

techniques,like aerogeltechnique [7],which allow to introduce im purities

even into quantum liquid.

Prevailedpartoftheobtainedhithertoresultsconcernhom ogenousm edium .

On the otherhand,the presence ofthe im purities can signi�cantly change

propertiesofthesystem .

This reportaim sin presentation ofthe m ain m odi�cations ofthe stan-

dard Kibble-Zurek form alism caused by theexistenceofunperfectionsin the

system .

2 A n inuence ofinhom ogenities on produc-

tion ofkinks

FirstletusrecallK-Z form alism applied to description ofhom ogenoussys-

tem s.A pure,overdam ped �4 system isdescribed by thefollowing equation

ofm otion

@t�(t;x)= @
2

x
�(t;x)� a(t)�(t;x)� ��

3
(t;x)+ �(t;x); (1)
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where�(t;x)isatem peraturewhitegaussian noisede�ned by thecorrelators

h�(t;x)i= 0;

h�(t;x)�(t
0
;x

0
)i=

2�

�
�(x � x

0
)�(t� t

0
): (2)

The explicittim edependence ofthe"m ass" param etera(t)allowsform od-

elling the phase transition in the system . Depending on the sign ofthis

param eterwecan �nd a system in thephasewith onetrivialortwo nontriv-

ialground states.

The num ber ofkinks produced during a phase transition at freeze-out

tim eiscalculated from theLiu-M azenko-Halperin form ula [8]

n =
1

�

v
u
u
t
h�02i

h�2i
: (3)

In fact this form ula can be expressed with the use ofthe power spectrum

which isde�ned by the equaltim e correlatorofthe orderparam eter. The

cut-o�inthisform ulaseparatesthestablefrom unstablem odesofthesystem .

W e integrateonly overunstable m odesbecause only they can grow to form

stable kink structures. As a result ofthis calculation one could obtain a

Kibble-Zurek criticalexponent 1=4 which describes the dependence ofthe

num berdensity ofproduced kinkson quench tim e�

n �
1

�
1

4

: (4)

In thiscontext usually a linearquench ispresum ed. The criticalexponent

dependsonly on num berofspatialdim ensions.

On theotherhand,m any physicalsystem saredensepopulated by im per-

fectionsofdi�erenttypes. The presence ofim puritiesin the system can be

taken into accountby introducing a determ inistic force distribution D (t;x)

into theequation ofm otion

@t�(t;x)= @
2

x
�(t;x)� a(t)�(t;x)� ��

3
(t;x)+ �(t;x)+ D (t;x): (5)

Firstwereconsidertheway ofcountingzerosoftheorderparam eter.The

num berdensity ofproduced zeroscan be de�ned asa ratio ofzeroslocated
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in som e intervalofspace to the length ofthisinterval. On the otherhand

thenum berofzeroscan becalculated asa sum ofarbitrary quantity divided

by itselfoverallpointswherethescalar�eld disappears.Oneofthepossible

choicesofthisquantity is�0

n(t;x)= lim
L! 0

hN i

2L
= lim

L! 0

1

2L
h
X

i

j�0(t;xi)j

j�0(t;xi)j
i: (6)

W eknow thatintegration ofthedelta function can bereplaced by thesum -

m ation overzerosofdelta argum ent

Z

dxf(x)�[g(x)]=
X

i

f(xi)

jg0(xi)j
wherexi arede�ned by theequation g(xi)= 0:

Ifweidentify in thislem m a function f with �0and g with � then wereplace

thesum overallzerosby theaverageofsom eintegral

n(x)= lim
L! 0

1

2L
h

Z
x+ L

x� L

d~xj�
0
(t;~x)j�[�(t;~x)]i: (7)

In zero L lim itthisexpression reducesto theaverageoverallrealizationsof

thenoiseofsom ecom bination ofthedelta and sign functions

n(x)= hsign[�
0
(t;x)]�

0
(t;x)�[�(t;x)]i: (8)

In the next step we use integralrepresentations ofthe signum and delta

functions and then divide the scalar �eld on two com ponents �(t;x) =

 (t;x)+ u(t;x). One which carries determ inistic part ofthe evolution u

and the second  which carries the stochastic part ofthe evolution ofthe

scalar�eld �.W eknown thatabovecriticalpointthe�eld uctuatesaround

trivialground state.Iftheam plitudeofthenoiseissm alli.e.ifthetem per-

ature ofthe system is low then uctuations ofthe �eld are also sm alland

itsvalue isclose to zero. Asthe �eld uctuate around zero value itsaver-

age m agnitude issm alland therefore cubic term in the equation ofm otion

is negligible. As the system evolves through a sequence ofalm ost equilib-

rium statesthisrem ainstrueup tofreeze-in tim e.Identi�cation ofthosetwo

com ponentsin linearapproxim ation isstraightforward.

Then weusetheorem swhich allow toreplacen-th ordercorrelatorsbythe

average and correlatorofsecond orderand therefore we are able to replace
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the averages ofsom e functions ofrandom variable by the functions ofthe

second ordercorrelatorofthisvariable.

Finally we obtain a form ula which in the absence ofim purities reduces

to thewellknown Halperin-Liu-M azenko form ula (3)

n(t;x)=
1

�

v
u
u
t
h 02i

h 2i
e
�

u
2

2h 2i
�

u
02

2h 02i +
u0

q

2�h 2i
e
�

u
2

2h 2iE rf

0

@
u0

q

2h 02i

1

A ; (9)

where E rf is the error function. The analyticaland num ericalstudies of

the kink distribution showsthatkinksare created m ainly in the vicinity of

knotsoftheforcedistribution which correspondstoextrem esoftheim purity

potential[9].

In m ost ofthe physicalsystem s the shape and the distribution ofthe

im purities is random and therefore we have to allow the force distribution

to bea random typewith som elength scalewhich characterizestheaverage

distancebetween im purities.Thistim etheequation ofm otion containstwo

random forces.Firstrepresentstherm aluctuationsin thesystem � and the

second onewhich describesdistribution ofim puritiesD .

The angle bracketrepresentsthe average with respectto allrealizations

ofthe therm alnoise and the new bracket f:::g represents an average with

respectto allpossibledistributionsoftheim puritiesin thesystem .

Equation ofm otion in thisnew situation,at�rstsight,seem sto beiden-

ticalwith equation (5)

̂@t�(t;x)= @
2

x
�(t;x)� a(t)�(t;x)� ��

3
(t;x)+ �(t;x)+ D (t;x): (10)

In fact ̂ in thisequation isnota sim pleconstantbutitisan integraloper-

ator.Theexistence ofthisterm isan inevitable ifwerestrictourstudiesto

stationary processes.Theexplicitform ofthisoperatoristhefollowing:

̂@t�(t;x)�

Z
t

t0

dt
0

Z
1

� 1

d
3
x
0
(t;t

0
;~x � ~x

0
)@t0�(t

0
;~x

0
):

Ifthe im purity force distribution D hasa form ofthe gaussian white noise

then (t;t0;x � x0) = �(t� t0)�(x � x0),and this integralreduces to the

dam ping constantm ultiplied by the tim ederivative oftheorderparam eter.

In genericsituation weexpecta dependenceofD correlatorson som elength
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scale(e.g.averagedistancebetween im purity centers)and thereforetheforce

distribution isde�ned asfollows

fD (t;x)g = 0;

fD (t;x)D (t
0
;x

0
)g =

1

�
W (jx� x

0
j)�(t� t

0
): (11)

To better understand the source ofthis com plication let us consider a

sim plem echanicalanalogy which isa Brownian m otion theory.

Theerraticm otion ofaBrownian particleiscaused by collisionswith the

m oleculesoftheuid in which itm oves.These collisionsallow an exchange

ofthe energy between theuid and theBrownian particle.IftheBrownian

particle ism uch m ore m assive than the m olecules ofthe uid then the in-

uence ofthe m oleculeson the observed particle can be approxim ated by a

Gaussian whitenoise�G (t):

m �x(t)+  _x(t)= �G (t); (12)

where x(t) is the position ofthe Brownian particle. The generalization of

Brownian m otion theory to the random m otion ofa particle which is not

necessarily heavier than the m olecules ofthe uid was proposed by Kubo

[10].In thiscase thetim e scaleofm olecularm otion isno longervery m uch

shorter than that ofthe m otion ofthe particle under observation,so that

therandom force�(t)can notbeofGaussian type.To describean inuence

ofthem oleculeson theobserved particlewehave to introducea colornoise

characterized by som e tim escale.Thistim e scale m ay describe the average

tim e intervalbetween two subsequent collisions ofthe m olecules with the

observed particle.In addition,ifweconsidera stationary processwehaveto

abandon the assum ption ofa constantfriction and to introduce generally a

frequency-dependentfriction

m �x(t)+

Z
t

t0

dt
0
(t� t

0
)_x(t

0
)= �(t): (13)

In caseof�4 m odelthedistribution ofim puritiesisnotgenerallydescribed by

the white gaussian noise. In generic situation the distribution ofim purities

ischaracterized by som elength scalewhich describestheaverageseparation

oim purity centersand therefore,in sim ilarway asitwasin caseofBrownian

particle,weintroduceretardation to �4 m odel.
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Nextwehavetom akefurthergeneralization oftheLiu-M azenko-Halperin

form ula. Thisgeneralization isachieved by averaging the form ula (9)with

respectto possibledistributionsoftheim purity centers

n = fn(t;x)g =
1

�

v
u
u
t
h 02i+ fu02g

h 2i+ fu2g
: (14)

The further understanding can be m ade for particular choice ofthe noise

am plitude. The m ost representative one is Ornstein-Uhlenbeck am plitude

W (jxj)= A e�
jxj

L which interpolatesbetween constantdistribution and gaus-

sianwhitenoise.In thism odelthenum berdensityofproducedkinksdepends

on quench tim eand on characteristiclength scaleoftheim purity distribution

aswell[11]

n �
1

�

v
u
u
t
0:43 b

�
1

2

+ 0:34 c

L2

1:81b+ 0:83c
; (15)

where b= 1

�
1

4

and c= Lp
�
.Letusnotice thatin case ofweek im perfections

theusualscaling isrecovered

n �
1

�
1

4

: (16)

3 R em arks

W eshow thattherearetwocom ponentswhich determ inethenum berdensity

ofkinksproduced in theinhom ogenoussystem duringthesecond orderphase

transition.Firstcom ponentfollowsfrom theK-Z form alism forpuresystem s

and isdeterm ined by thequench tim e.Thesecond com ponentisdeterm ined

by thecharacteristiclength which describesthedistribution ofim puritiesin

the system . Due to existence ofim purities and adm ixtures the kinks are

created m ainly in the knots ofthe im purity force distribution. One could

even �nd exactsolutionswhich describe the kinkscon�ned by som e partic-

ularim purity potentials [12]. An exam ples ofthose solutions are squeezed

kink or squeezed anti-kink. One could also check linear stability ofthose

solutions.Theothersolution obtained forsom eparticularforcedistribution

isa static kink-antikink solution which illustrates that,in contradiction to

puresystem s,thecon�guration ofthistypehaveno tendency to annihilate.

Thisisalso a reason why atlate tim e aftertransition in the inhom ogenous
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system westillcan �nd thenum berdensity ofkinkssubstantially largerthan

estim ated from theprobability oftherm alnucleation ofkink-antikink pairs.
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