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Abstract

By quenching into the metastable region of the three-dimeas Ising
model, we investigate the paths that the magnetizationrgghdakes as
a function of time. We accumulate the magnetization (efepgy¢hs into
time-dependent distributions from which we reconstruet filee energy as
a function of the magnetic field, temperature and system §imem the re-
constructed free energy, we obtain the free energy bah&ris associated
with the transition from a metastable state to the stabldibgum state. Al-
though mean-field theory predicts a sharp transition betwee metastable
and the unstable region where the free energy barrier is #texaesults for
the nearest-neighbour Ising model show that the free ermngier does not

go zero.
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1 Introduction

Of considerable interest is the calculation of the free gyneén the metastable
region of a system with a first-order phase transition. The &nergy is the start-
ing point for many theories dealing with metastability oirglal decomposition.
The free energy barrier height is needed to calculate theafaseating a criti-
cal droplet formed by statistical fluctuations, which stahte transformation of a
metastable state to a stable equilibrium state [1-5]. Thautaion of the free en-
ergy is therefore central in the development of an undedstgrof metastability,
the spinodal, and the phenomena that arise during a first-githase transition.
It is therefore unfortunate that the free energy cannot bectly measured in a
computer simulation [6].

In mean-field theories [5-8] (infinite-range interactiooi) the first-order phase
transition, one can calculate the free energy not only fesstable equilibrium but
also for the non-equilibrium case. It is from this calcuatihat the distinction is
made between metastable and unstable states (see Figureelineta- and un-
stable states are separated in this framework by a spinduzievthe free energy
barrier is zero. Within the spinodal region the homogenddisordered) phase
is thermodynamically unstable. Between the spinodal aadtiexistence curve
one needs nucleation events of the opposite phase (thecthalteon, droplets) to
induce the phase transformation.

It has been shown that for systems with short-range interagtfluctuations
will always lead to the decay of a metastable state and dmeystem to thermal
equilibrium [10, T1]. This does, however, not answer thestjoa of the existence
of a spinodal. There have been several attempts to obtageaefrergy covering

equilibrium and non-equilibrium. Notably Kaski et al. [12fed to construct the



free energy using a coarse-graining procedure. A simitar dif reasoning using
static concepts is the analytic continuation [13] of theildgyium free energy into
the two-phase region.

Another approach to the problem of nucleation and metdd&tabas been
taken by Binder]14]. He considered a single droplet in adintlume and anal-
ysed the corresponding first order phase transition. Tloweker, does not ad-
dress the issue whether a spinodal exists and is not abledostuct the free
energy. It rather assumes a geometric model for the fluctuatnd allows com-
parison to classical theories of nucleatignf1, 2]. Here waak want to make any
geometric assumptions for the nucleation events or thdifured form of the free
energy.

Kolesik et al. [I5] can also not reconstruct the spinodaldfigr an interest-
ing approach to obtaining the lifetime of metastable stategy look at what they
call the projective dynamics [16].

For a quantity such as the energy it is sufficient to take amagecover a
small representative sample of states, but for the freeggrieis necessary to
consider all the states accessible to the system. In thik werse the relaxation
paths of the system to obtain functionals of the trajectbat the system takes
through phase-space [17, 18]. Hence we explore the statessable to the system
escaping a metastable state after a quench. We use the petiofto reconstruct
the free energy, using the fact that an average of a pathifumist implicitly an
average over a suitably defined ensemble of paths.

We thus start with a description of how we obtain the pathsunMonte
Carlo simulation of the three-dimensional Ising model. \&fe this model because
a large body of data is available to facilitate comparisife. discuss the choices

for the transition probability which will influence the dymé&cs of the system and



thus the escape from non-equilibrium. We reconstruct the énergy from our
simulation data, compare the computed barrier height tonrfield theory and

discuss the implications.

2 The Free Energy calculated by paths

The model that we use to study the first-order phase transgithe Ising model.

The Hamiltonian of the Ising model for a simple cubic lattice= N is defined

by
X X
H¢s)= J SiS5 H Si; s;= 1 (1)
<ij> i
whereJ > 0 (—“— = 0:221673 [19]) is the exchange coupling, = 2

ks Tc

is a dimensionless magnetic field, and= (s;;s,;:::;s:7:::;5y ) denotes a
configuration of spins for the lattice. We studied the terapgesT =T, = 0:55,
0.59, andb :63 and fieldsh ranging fromh = 0:4 to 0:85.

The above defined Ising model does not have any intrinsicrdics It is
therefore necessary to construct a Monte Carlo dynamicthioisystem. The
dynamics of the system with respect to Monte Carlo simutetig specified by
the transition probabilities of a Markov chain that estsiiiéis a path through the
available phase space. We have used the Metropolis tampitobability [20, 21,

22]

1
Wy [i;Eil= —minfl;exp( 2 siEy)g= Wy (siF); (2)

where = 1=k T and the Glauber transition probability [20, 21, 22]

1
W si;Eil= — (1  tanh( s;E4) = Wy (siB): (3)



is a constant setting the time scate; denotes the spin and the local field
before the spin flip. Here we have excluded the probabilityttie suggestion of
a new state which in our case is a constant. For equilibriuvpgaties it is suf-
ficient that the dynamics satisfies detailed balance solieatdrrect equilibrium
distribution is generated [23]. Starting from an initiahdigurations,, we get a
sequence
s]g;sli;:::s]:1 1 (4)

of n samples of spin configurations which are dynamically catesl.k denotes
the sample of the path. We always start from the same intiadiition (all spins
down). However, since the random numbers change from rumtove get a new
path for each sample.

Time tin this context is measured in Monte Carlo steps per spin. \Dorge
Carlo step (MCS) per lattice site, that is, one sweep thrahghentire lattice,
comprises one time unit. Neither magnetization nor enesggonserved in the
model, which makes possible to compute enetggnd magnetizatiom =
(1=N )P L, s; as a function of temperature, applied field, time, as welhas t
system size .

From the point of view of the transition probabilities thendynic interpreta-

tion of the Monte Carlo simulation algorithm stems from thaster equation

@P (s;jt) X , X .
T = W (sBi)P (si;t) P (s;t) W (siB); (5)

where the condition of final equilibrium is guaranteed bydbeve choices of the
transition probabilities.

We now start with a configuration of spins where all spinsatgm = 1)



as the initial condition. This corresponds to an equilibristate of the system.
From this state we quench, using the magnetic fieldpposite to the magne-
tization, into the two phase region, that is, to a non-efiim magnetization
M coex T)  Mpgeta M eoex (T). If his small enough, the system settles
into a metastable state. In Figute 2 we show such a path thaetiaation takes
from the stable into metastable and then equilibrium state.
Following the magnetization values in timewe get

X
m@) = (1=N) s (6)

for a single quench. For a single quench the values fluctdtgean initial time-
lag around a metastable quasi-equilibrium value. Afteretittne magnetization
sharply changes its sign and settles into the stable equitibvalue.

The same behaviour is seen for the dimensionless energyopeng as a

function of time

e) = (1=N )H (s(t)): (7)

Repeating the quench with different initial conditionsréndifferent values
for the seed of the random number generator) we obtain a saofi@ll possi-
ble paths from the starting equilibrium state, via the ntetale state to the final
equilibrium state.

For all the quenches we thus get the time-dependent disoTi® m ;e;N ) (t)
of the magnetization and energy. In Figiire 3 we show the éenlofP @ ;N ) (t)
(obtained by ignoring the energy spectrum) for the lineatey sizes. = 32,

64, 128, 265. For. = 32 the distribution of the magnetization values is rather
broad and sharpens considerably with increasing systeen g\ter the initial

relaxation the distribution & m ;N ) (t) shows a pronounced peak indicating
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that the system has spent considerable time in a metastalde #\s time pro-
gresses, we pick up more contributions from those pathsthet already left the
average magnetization of the metastable state and are &ntocequilibrium.

In equilibrium one can obtain the free enemyyof this system by computing

the partition function

7 = exp( H (s)=kg T) (8)

to obtainF

F= ksTh(z): 9)

The sum is extended over all possilafe spin configurations.

Here we use the time-dependent distributions for the maaietn and the
energy to compute the free energy. We look at the non-equilibsituation that
results after a quench from a stable equilibrium state t@ie sh the two phase
region. The system exhibits a quasi-stable behaviour befdinally reaches sta-
ble equilibrium again. We now make use of the dynamics of yistesn. Starting
from equilibrium we perturb the system, applying a magnigicl h opposite to
the magnetizatiom , and follow the path the system takes back to equilibrium.
Following many such paths we get the path ensemble as defyrtbe nitial ther-
mal equilibrium and the process by which the system is sulesdty perturbed
from that equilibrium. Distributions and averages are tted@n over the ensem-
ble of paths generated by this process.

We define the partition function for each value of the magaiton resulting
from the distribution of energy and magnetization by sungroner all energy

values and over altin much the same way as was done by, [24]



tEXaX
Zy m) = P m ;e;N ) (t): (10)
e;t=0

Sincet is limited in our simulation (the simulation follows the éution of
the spin configurations up tg .,) the stable states will be under represented in
this summation. These states will contribute to the infipitkeep well of the
stable equilibrium state. Then the free energy for eachevafumagnetization is

given by

Fy m)= (kT)I(Zy (m)) (11)

or in terms of the exchange coupliag

kg T

Fy m) = In(EZ m)) : (12)

If we constrain the summation in EQ.;10 to those times wheeesistem
is fluctuating around the metastable magnetization, we dvoualy obtain the
metastable minimum of the free energy as shown in Figure 4.

An example of the full dependence of the free energyois shown in Fig-
ure's for one quench depth and temperature. The fact that ithenoom of the
stable equilibrium state is not infinitely deep is due to thated summation as
discussed above. What is surprising is that the barrienestever the entire un-
stable region. Mean field theories suggest a different pchs will be discussed
in the next section.

The shift in the metastable minimum as a function of the ghesepth is
shown in Figure;6. Note that the minimum of the free energyewsiconsiderably
as we probe deeper into the metastable/unstable regiontinediehe fact that the
paths the system takes fluctuate much more than for smallso the barrier

height reduces with increasing



Most important for the consideration whether there is arateadistinction
between metastable and unstable states (that is, a spimadaave calculated the
barrier height in the free energy. The barrier height is @efias the difference
between the minimum value of the free energy in the metaststialte and the

maximum value of the free energy in the unstable part

Fy m )= Fy (mmax) Fy (mmin): (13)

We divide out the volume dependence of the free energy artdirpligure:7
the free energy barrier as a function of the temperature lamapplied magnetic
field. The barrier height does not go to zero at a finite valuthefapplied field
as suggested by mean-field theories. Rather the barrientheignains finite for
those parameters where we still can define a lifetime of astediée state.

We now take a look at the dependence of the free energy onahsition
probabilities. In Figures;8 and 9 we show the free energy &ious magnetic
fields for the two transition probabilites. While the megddé minimum is not ef-
fected by the choice of transition probability, we find thegfienergy to be shifted
in its absolute value. Thisis to be expected because oneo@ve the metastable
part of the phase diagram altogether for example by usingsteri algorithm25].
However, the dependence is not very drastic (see below slteisiion on the bar-

rier height and its relation to a mean-field spinodal).

3 Comparison to Mean-Field Theories

In mean-field theory for the Ising model we derive the freergpéy considering
the limit, where all spins interact with each other. In thisigion the nearest-

neighbour summation in the Hamiltonian factorizes
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1T,
Hm)= ——m? hm: (14)
2T

We now consider the entropy of mixing of the statesand m and find for the

free energy the well known result

1+ m 1+ m 1 m 1 m 1T.
F th;m)= ( In + In ) ——m hm (15)
2 2 2 2 2T

for the free energy. A comparison between the predicted rielhtheory and
the result from the simulation (c.f. Figure;10) shows chedhat not only the
predicted metastable magnetization is wrong, but alsodha bf the function
between the two minima. This holds also for the predicted &eergy barrier.

An important theoretical consequence from the above medohifee energy
is the existence of a spinodal [7,:8, 9]. The spinodal is ddfteethe loci of the
points, where the free energy barrier is zero. If there isaosjal, then we would
be able to scale the results of the barrier height as

F =4 (h hsp)xjrl spj 1:2: (16)

T,
In mean-field theory the power of the exponens 3/2. However, no consistent
set ofh,, that is, assuming a spinodal which not necessarily cooredpto the

mean-field spinodal, and exponent could be found. Hences th@ot a spinodal

in the considered model.

4 Discussion

We have shown that using the ensemble of relaxation pathsamealculate the

free energy for finite range interaction models. The kindradlgsis presented in
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this paper very strongly suggests that there is no spinaededre the free energy
barrier is zero, at least for models with short-range paéntVe rather find a
gradual decrease of the height of the barrier well into tHiebed unstable part of
the two-phase region. It would be interesting to see if onddcceconstruct the

free energy from the quenches into the unstable region.
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Figure 1. Schematic( m ) phase diagram.

Indicated is a temperature

quench. Classical theories suggest that relaxation t@vegdilibrium follow-

ing a quench in the indicated region (1) proceeds by nudeaind growth. From

mean-field theories for the free energy one also obtaingwdpl which separates

the metastable region from the unstable
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One Relaxation Path of the Magnetization
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Figure 2: Shown is one example of a relaxation path which éslder the com-

pilation of the probability distributio®y m ;e;t)
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Dependence of the Metastable Minimum
on the Quench Depth
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Figure 4: Shown is the free energy minimum which results feoronstraint of the
summation over time. Here the summation was constrainetttode only those
times where the magnetization did not drop significantlyamg the equilibrium
value. Shown are the results for the smallest system size- ( 32) and three

magnetic fields h
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Free energy as a Function of the magnetization
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Figure 5: Free energy for a particular quench depth (streoigihe magnetic field

h).
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Metastable Part of the Free Energy
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Figure 6: Development of the free energy as a function of thengh depth

(strength of the magnetic field)
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Scaled Free Energy Barrier as a Function
of the Quench Depth
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Figure 7: Shown is the free energy barrier height as a functiohe quench depth

(strength of the magnetic field)
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Dependence of the Free Energy on the
Induced Dynamics
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Figure 8: Shown is a comparison of the free energy as a fundfieghe quench

depth (strength of the magnetic fieid and the induced dynamics by the transition

probabilities.
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Dependence of the Free Energy Barrier Height
on the Induced Dynamics
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Figure 9: Shown is a comparison of the free energy barrigtieis a function of
the quench depth (strength of the magnetic fieJdand the induced dynamics by

the transition probabilities.
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Comparison between the free energies
Mean Field vs. Ising Model
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Figure 10: Comparison between the mean-field and the simonlegsult of the

free energy for a particular quench depth (strength of thgnegc fieldh).
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