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K bbleZurek m echanian is a theory of defect fom ation
In a non-equilbrium continuous phase transition. So far the
theory has been successfully tested by num erical sim ulations
and condensed m atter experim ents In a num ber of system s
with sm all them al uctuations. T his paper reports rst nu—
m erical test ofthem echanisn in a system with large them al
uctuations and strongly non-m ean— eld behavior: the two
din ensional Ising m odel. The theory predicts correctly the
initialdensity of defects that survive a quench from the disor—
dered phase. H ow ever, before the system leaves the G inzburg
regin e of large uctuationsm ost of these defects are annihi-
lated and the naldensity is determ ined by the dynam ics of
the annihilation process only.
PACS 1127+4d,05.70Fh, 98.80Cqg
Introduction | In a system w ih a continuousphase
transition an adiabatic change of a param eter ofthe sys—
tem , lke eg. tem perature, pressure or a coupling con—
stant In a Ham iltonian, can drive the system from a
disordered phase to an ordered one. A classic exam ple
is the param agnet-ferrom agnet transition in the two di-
mensional (2D ) Ising m odel. Them odynam ics of con-—
tinuous phase transitions has been intensively explored
overm any years. Two m ayor achievem ents: the solition
of the Ising m odel by O nsager and the renom alization
group of W ilson were rewarded wih a Nobel Prize in
physics. The RG form alisn revealed deep connections
betw een statisticalm echanics and quantum eld theory.
A candidate theory of non-equilbriuim phase transi-
tions is the K bbleZurek m echanisn K zZM ) [1,2]. K b-
bl pointed out [L] that In a non-equilbriim transition
there is no time to fully develop the long range order
characteristic for the ordered phase. A s a resul, the -
nal state of the system is a m osaic of nite size ordered
dom ains w ith di erent orientations of the order param —
eter in every dom ain. In a topologically non-trivial case
this disorder takes the form ofa nite density of topo—
logicaldefects. T his qualitative idea was quanti ed m ore
by Zurek R]. Zurek m echanian is a com bination oftwo
basic facts: (1) a divergent correlation length
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where isadin ensionlessdistance from the criticalpoint,

is a critical exponent, and ( is a m icroscopic length
scale, and (2) the critical slow ing down or divergent re—
laxation tim e
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Here o isam icroscopic tim e scale. Because of the diver—
gent relaxation tin e any nite rate transiion is a non—
adiabatic phase transition: su ciently close to the crit—

icalpoint wWhere = 0) the system is too slow to react
to the changing extemalparameter (). Closeto = 0
we can linearize
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T he relaxation tine (2) equals the transition rate j =5

at 5  (o=¢)7 when the correlation kngth (1) is
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This Zurek length is the average size of the ordered do-

m ainsafterthe phase transition and it determ nesthe ni-

tial density of topologicaldefects frozen into the ordered

phase after a non-adiabatic continuous phase transition.

The original m otivation for K bbbl and Zurek were
sym m etry breaking phase transitions in coan ology. T he
random topological defects arising in such transitions
m ight provide initial seeds for structure form ation in the
early Universe [B]. However, the universality of phase
transitionsm akes these ideas also relevant for a w ide va—
riety of condensed m atter system sw here they can be ver—
i ed by experim ent.

The KZM prediction (4) is supported by a num ber of
num erical sin ulations 4]. However, as a result of nite
num erical resources these num erical data are lin ited to
fast quenches (snall ) wih a Jarge ; in the regim e of
an all uctuationswhere one can usethemean ed MF)
valie ofthe criticalexponent yrp = % .KZM isalso sup—
ported by experim ents In system sw ith sn all uctuations
like super uid heliim 3 [B], ow T. superconductors [6],
and fast quenches in high T. superconductors [/]. In
contrast, experin ents in system s w ith large uctuations
ke helim 4 B] or slow quenches In high T. supercon-—
ductors O] are nconclusive. R ivers suggested [10] that
vortices created In the helium 4 experim ent [B] disappear
In a faster than expected annihilation. D ue to technical
di culties the analytic calculations in Ref. [10] eventu—
ally resort to a linearization equivalent to the m ean— eld
theory. It is suggested there that beyond this linearized
theory close to the critical point the annihilation rate is
divergent. However, sin ulations in Ref. [11] show that
this e ect m ay be not as dram atic as anticipated in Ref.
[L0]. These authors suggest that because of the critical
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slow ng down the annihilation rate closeto = 0 may
In fact vanish. Due to lim ited num erical resources the
num erical evidence in Ref. [11] is rather indirect. To
sum m arize, the problem ofK ZM in the G Inzburg regin e
of large uctuations has been recognized [10] but is far
from being settled.

At them om ent we do not have any condensed m atter
or num erical experin ent supporting K ZM for large uc—
tuations and at the sam e tin e this is the regin e where
KZM in principle can be questioned on general grounds.
T he argum ent leading to Eq.(4) in plicitly assum es that
close to the criticalpoint the divergent correlation length

In Eq.() isthe only relevant length scale. H owever, as
iswellknown [12]but not quite generally appreciated, if
were the only length scale, then, on din ensionalgrounds,
all critical exponents would take theirm ean eld values.
A sthey donot (orexam ple, n the 2D Isingmodel =1
Instead of themean ed yr = %), then both  and
the m icroscopic ¢ must be relevant. W ih two relkvant
length scales the din ensional argum ent alone is not suf-

cient to determ ine the initial density of defects.

In this paper I report rst num erical test ofK ZM for
large uctuations. A s the critical regin e is num erically
dem anding (large m eans large lattice and lJarge m eans
Iong tin e) I chose the sin plest possble m odel —the cel-
ebrated 2D Isingmodel. This smplemodelhas =1
clearly di erent from themean eld yr = 1=2,and &
hasno regin e where the M F theory m ight be at least re—
m otely accurate. It is a perfect testing ground forK ZM .

Ising m odelw ith G lauber dynam ics.| Ham ilto—
nian of the ferrom agnetic Isingm odeln 2D is
X
H = Si Sy )
hi;3i

SpinsS;2 £ 1;+1lgsitona2D N N lattice with peri-
odic boundary conditions, hi; ji m eans a pair of nearest
neighbor sites. T hem icroscopic lengthscale ¢ = 1 isthe
lattice spacing. In allthe follow Ing num ericalsim ulations
a 1024 1024 lattice wasused.

To study non-equilbrium phase transitions the Ising
m odelhas to be supplem ented w ith dynam ics. T he stan—
dard choice is G Jauber dynam ics also known as M onte—
Carlo with a heat bath [13]. In the G lauber algorithm
every tin e step consists of the follow ng sub-steps:

choose a random spin § from the lattice,
calculate its Iocal eld hy = jn:n:isj’
calculate a probability P = exp( h),
choose a random numberr 2 [0;1],
ifr>P thensst S = +1,else st S; = 1.

Here isan inverse tem perature of the heat bath. This
algorithm relaxes the state of the Ising m odel tow ards

them al equilbrium at a given [13]. On average it
takes N ? steps to update the state of N 2 spins on the
lattice. These N 2 steps de ne them icroscopic tin e scale
o which Tset equalto 1.
T he Isingm odelw ith G lauber dynam icsbelongs to the
sam e universality class asthe * m odelw ith noise
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so often em ployed in the num erical sin ulations of K ZM
A]. Here the continuum real eld is a coarse grained
lattice spin S;. The Isihgm odelis an e cient \m olecular
dynam ics" version ofthe ? eld theory (6).

R elaxation tim e.| In order to estim ate the expo-
nent y in Eq.(2) the relaxation tine wasm easured for
severalvaliesof < .Foreach the Ishgm odelwas
niially prepared in a fully polarized state wjtg alls; =
1, and then is average m agnetization M =  ,S;=N ?
relaxed tow ards the equilbbriim atM = 0, see the insert
In Figl. Each m agnetization decay was tted with an
exponent M = exp( &= ). Thebest tsof are shown

In the doubl logarithm ic Fig.l as a function of .
T he slope of the linear t in Fig.l gives an estin ate of
0:02.
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FIG.1l.y= log;, asa function ofx= log,, ( ). The

sare thebest tsto the exponentialdecaysofm agnetization
shown In the insert. The solid line is the best lnear t with
a slopeofy= 209 002.

Quenches.| Phase transitions were sin ulated w ith
a linear ram p of the inverse tem perature
t
15— : (7)
Q
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The initial state at t = 0 was a state with random mu-
tually uncorrelated spins — the state of equilbrium at

= 0. Fig2 shows density of dom ain walls separating
positive S; from negative S; asa function of fora num -
ber of di erent transition tines o . The critical point
is .= 0:4407. For large o the density plots approach



the equilbrium density neq( ). Note that the equilb-
rium density neg( ) of dom ain walls rem ains nonzero
even for > . This is the critical G inzburg regin e
of large uctuations. A non-equilbriim transition w ith
a nite o results n an additional non-equilbrium den—
sitydn( ) = n() neg() > 0.KZM predictsthat

0:324 0:003,

dngzm () 2= Qw_l 0 ®)

Before this prediction is com pared w ih the num erical
data In Fig2, et m e digress on anniilation of dom ain
walls.
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FIG.2. Totaldensity n ( ) ofdom ain walls separating pos—
itive and negative S; as a function of for several values of
thequench tine ¢ = 2;4;8;:::;65536 (from top to bottom ).
Forthe initial state of random spins the density is nom alized
ton= 1.For large ¢ the plotstend to the equilbrium den-—
sity of defects neq ( ) which is niteeven for > .= 0:4407
in the G nzburg regin e of Jarge uctuations.

D efect annihilation.| F irstexam ple isannihilation
of defects from an initially totally random spin con g-—
uration. The Initialdn (t = 0) decays In tine. FigJ3
show s the equilbrating n (t) for severalvaluesof > ..
Each decay is tted with a solid line that follow s the
power law dn () = (.=t)'"? with an exponent of 1=2
known from the theory of phase ordering kinetics [14].
Thebest tsare ,= 086 0:05;0:93 0:05;0:64 0:05
for = 047;0:60;10 regoectively. T hey arem ore or less
constant In the considered range of tem peratures: as the
critical point is approached the tin e scale for annihila—
tion , neither diverges (as suggested in Ref. [10]) nor
vanishes (as suggested In Ref. [11]), but ram ains nie
and close to the m icroscopic ¢ = 1,
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The quench tine , detem ines the tim e availbl for
defect annihilation. At late tin es after the transition,
when m ost of the initial K ZM dom ain walls are already
annihilated, we expect the scaling
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Tt also Pllows from a phenom enological equation:

osdn () = +dn’(t). Its solution is
dn Q)
1+ iodn2 0)

N ote that at late tin es dn (t) is orgetting its initialvalie
dn (0) = dngyzm - This solution is an ilustration of the
exact resul (10) from Ref. [14].

Second exam ple is annihilation of dom ain walls from
an initial state of equilbrium at > <. The ini
tial state was prepared by starting from fully polar-
ized spins, all S; = 1, and then heating them up at

= 045 Pr a tine of 10° su cient to reach them al
equilbbrium wih neq(0:45) = 020. Then at t = 0
was suddenly Increased (the heat bath was cooled) to

= 0:55. Fig3 shows n (t) decaying tow ards the new
equilbbrium at neq (0:55) = 0:075. This decay is much
faster than for random initial spins because the equilibb—
rium doman walls n the GinZburg regine at > .
are jist boundaries of bubbles of the m inoriy spin-down
phase in the spin-up polarized ferrom agnet. T he bubbles
together w ith their walls decay soon after the tem pera—
ture is tumed down.
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FIG. 3. Density of defects n (t) starting from an initial
state with random spins and decaying towards neq( ) for
= 047;0%6;10. The "045 ! 055" m arks the plot of n (t)
starting from the state ofequilbrium at = 045> . in the
G Inzburg regin e and decaying quickly towards a new equilb-
ruum at = 0:55.

K ZM versus annihilation.| Figure 4 is a doublk
Jogarithm ic plot of the non-equilbrium density dn( ) In
Fig2 as a function of o fora number of s. The slope
at the critical .= 04407 is 0315 0:007. This slope
is consistent w ith the KZM slope (8) of 0:324 and very
di erent from amean—- eldKZM slopeof 065for yrp =
1=2. The nitfal non-equilbrium density ofdom ain walls
is determ ined by K ZM .

In contrast, sin ilar slopes or = 10 and 15 are

045 001 and 048 0901 regpectively, and they are
consistent w ith the phase ordering kinetics exponent of

1=2 in Eq.(0). Apparently at later tim es the system



forgetsthe initialdensity dng ;v and dn ( ) isdeterm ined
solkely by the dynam ics of defect annihilation.

Indeed, the circles In Fig4 show dn( = 15) fora
sinulation where (t) is ram ped up lke in Eqg.(7), but
starting from the initial o= 06> .. The splhswere
random at the iniial (. T he circles sit on the solid line
which isa ttodn( = 1:5) obtained from a full quench
ke in Eq.(7). The anniilation dom inated dn ( ) at Jater
tin es is not sensitive to the details ofthe K ZM ofdefect
form ation, com pare Egs.(10,11).

H ow ever, the defects that survive annihilation at later
tin es are K ZM defects quenched in from the disordered
phase. A swe have already seen, com pare F ig .3, that an—
nihilation of the G inzburg dom ain walls is much faster
than annihilation of defects from the initially random
soin state. T he latter state contains large dom ain walls
while in the form er dom ain walls are boundaries of bub—
bles of a m nority soin phase. The points in F ig.(4) con—
nected by a dashed line show dn ( = 1:5) after a quench
starting from the equilbrium state at ¢ = 0:47 in the
G nZzburg regin e. These densities are orders of m agni-
tude lower than densities from the fiill quenches starting
at = 0: G inzburg defects do not survive annihilation.
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FIG.4. y = log;,dn() as a function of x = Ilog,, o
for = 0:4407; 1:0; 15 from top to bottom.
Solid lines are the best lnear ts wih sbpes of
0:315 0:007; 045 0:01; 048 001 respectively. C ir-

cles show dn( = 1:35) In a quench starting from o = 0:6
and random initial spins. T he points connected by a dashed
line show densities dn( = 1:5) in a quench starting from

o = 047 in the G inZburg regin e and spins Initially in ther-
m alequilibbrium .

Conclusion.| Ipresented rstnum ericaltest ofthe
K bbleZurek m echanisn K ZM ) in the G Inzburg regin e
of large them al uctuations. In this regin e both the
Zurek length ; and the m icroscopic length ( are rele—
vant length scales that determ ine the density of defects.
However, the density of non-equilbrium defects frozen
Into the ordered phase by a quench from the disordered
phase isdeterm Ined by ; only. This nitialdensiy ofde-

fects isgradually annihilated and when the system leaves
the G nzburg regim e the density of defects is no longer
sensitive to the details of the K ZM , but it is determ ined
by the dynam ics of the annihilation process only. In
particular, the dependence of the densiy on the transi-
tion rate is detem ined by an exponent that com es from

the theory of phase ordering kinetics and not from the
KZM .The only way to see the KZM scaling (8) directly
is to m easure the am ount of disorder close to the critical
point where the non-equilbrium K ZM densiy is largely
obscured by the prevailing equilbrium them al uctua—
tions. H ow ever, the defects that survive the annihilation
are the KZM defects quenched In from the high tem per-
ature phase, the defects quenched in from the G inzburg
regin e decay much faster. The surwiving defects are a
clear, though indirect, signature ofthe KZM .
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