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W estudy theautocorrelation function ofaconserved spin system following aquench atthecritical

tem perature. D e�ning the correlation length L(t)� t
1=z

,we �nd thatfortim est
0
and tsatisfying

L(t
0
)� L(t)� L(t

0
)
�
wellinside the scaling regim e,thespin autocorrelation function behaveslike

hs(t)s(t
0
)i � L(t

0
)
� (d� 2+ � )

[L(t
0
)=L(t)]

�
0

c. For the O (n) m odelin the n ! 1 lim it,we show that

�
0

c = d+ 2 and � = z=2.W egivea heuristicargum entsuggesting thatthisresultisin factvalid for

any dim ension d and spin vectordim ension n.W e presentnum ericalsim ulationsforthe conserved

Ising m odelin d = 1 and d = 2,which are fully consistentwith the presenttheory.

The quench ofa ferrom agnetic spin system [1],from

high tem perature (T0 > Tc) to low tem perature (typi-

cally T = 0 orT = Tc)ischaracterized by thegrowth of

a correlation length scale (or dom ain length scale when

dom ainscan be identi�ed),L(t)� t1=z.In the non con-

served case,z depends on the �naltem perature ofthe

quench (z = 2 for T < Tc, while z is the dynam ical

criticalexponent for T = Tc [2]). Ifthe order param e-

ters(x;t)(possibly a vector)islocally conserved,z = 3

(scalar) or z = 4 (vector) for a quench below Tc [1],

while z = 4� � [2]for a quench at Tc. Another inter-

esting and fundam entalquantity is the spin autocorre-

lation A(t;0) = hs(x;t)s(x;0)i � L(t)� � [3,4,5]. For

non conserved dynam ics, whatever the tem perature of

thequench,� isnon trivial(exceptin d = 1 [1])and only

approxim atetheoriesareavailableforT = 0 [1,4],while

forT = Tc [3],the"-expansion of�c can becalculated.In

thecaseofconserved dynam ics,itisnow wellestablished

that�c = � = d forquenchesatand below Tc [6,7,8].

Hence,for�xed t0 and t! + 1 ,A(t;t0)� L(t)� d.How-

ever,for t0 and t > t0 both in the scaling regim e (in a

senseto be de�ned later),severalauthorshaveobserved

num erically [9,10,11]and experim entally [12]a faster

powerlaw decay ofthe autocorrelation. M ore precisely,

in the caseofa quench ofan Ising system atTc (critical

quench),the authorsof[11]obtained num erically

A(t;t
0
)� L(t

0
)
� (d� 2+ �)

�

L(t0)

L(t)

��
0

c

; (1)

in d = 1 (where form ally � = 1 and Tc = 0)and d = 2.

They respectively found �0c � 2:5 in d = 1 and �0c � 3:5

in d = 2.They also suggested a generalscaling relation

A(t;t
0
)� L(t)

� d
C

�

L(t)

L(t0)�

�

; (2)

where C (x) goes to a non zero constant for x ! + 1 ,

C (x)� x� (�
0

c
� d) forx ! 0,and

� = 1+
2� �

�0c � d
: (3)

Asnoticed in [11],thisscaling im pliesthe existence ofa

new relevantlength scale L(t0)�,which is the crossover

length between the two observed regim es. Its physical

m eaning hasyetto be elucidated.

In the present Letter,we address the problem ofthe

actualanalyticalderivation of�0c in thecaseoftheO (n)

m odelin the lim itofin�nite n. W ithin thism odel,the

di�usive nature ofthis new length scale can be under-

stood,and one �nds�0c = d+ 2 and � = 2. By general-

izing the interpretation ofthisdi�usive crossoverlength

scale to any O (n) spin system ,we conjecture that the

result�0c = d+ 2 holdsand that� = 2� �=2= z=2.

W e �rst exam ine the exactly solvable O (n) m odelin

thelim itn ! 1 and fordim ensionsd > 2.Thism odelis

known to be pathologicalfora quench atzero tem pera-

ture,displayingm ultiscaling[13],whereasnorm alscaling

should be restored at �nite n [1,14]. However,after a

quench atTc,thestructurefactorobeysstandard scaling

even forn ! 1 [7].In thestandard Cahn-Hilliard equa-

tion describing the evolution ofthe m agnetization �eld

s(x;t),s2(x;t)=n can be replaced by its average in the

lim itn ! 1 .Thus,any spin com ponentsatis�es

@s

@t
= � �

�

�s+ k
2

0s� hs
2
is
�

+ �; (4)

where k20 is a constant, �(x;t) is a conserved delta-

correlated noisesatisfying h�(k;t)�(k0;t0)i= 2Tck
2�(k +

k
0)�(t� t0),and hs2ihastobecom puted self-consistently.

Although the derivation ofthe structure factor has al-

ready appeared in the literature [7],we briey repeatit

asitfurnishesa usefulbasisforour�nalderivation.

Eq.(4)can be solved in Fourierspace,leading to

s(k;t)=

�

s(k;0)+

Z t

0

e
q(k;� )

�(k;�)d�

�

e
� q(k;t)

; (5)

where

q(k;t)= k
4
t� k

2

Z t

0

[k
2

0 � hs
2
(x;�)i]d�: (6)
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Assum ing an uncorrelated initial condition such that

hs(� k;0)s(k;0)i= s20,we then �nd the structure factor

S(k;t)= hs(� k;t)s(k;t)i

S(k;t)=

�

s
2

0 + 2Tck
2

Z t

0

e
2q(k;� )

d�

�

e
� 2q(k;t)

: (7)

W enow expresstheself-consistentcondition hs2(x;t)i=
R�

S(k;t) d
d
k

(2�)d
,where � is the inverse ofa lattice cut-

o�.Tc issuch thatS(k;t! 1 )� k� 2+ �,where� isthe

usualcriticalexponentcontrollingthedecay ofthestatic

correlation function (� = 0 forn ! 1 ).Thisleadsto

Tc

Z �

k
� 2 ddk

(2�)d
= k

2

0: (8)

Finally,ifthe above condition is satis�ed,we �nd that

q(k;t)obeysa scaling relation forlarget

q(k;t)= q(kt
1=4

)= k
4
t� cdk

2
t
1=2

; (9)

where cd isa universalconstantdeterm ined by a sim ple

integralrelation (cd = 0 ford > 4)[7],and q(u)= u4 �

cdu
2.W ethus�nd L(t)= t1=z,with z = 4,in agreem ent

with thegeneralresultz = 4� � [2].W ehencereproduce

the generalform ofthe structurefactor

S(k;t)= s
2

0e
� 2q(kt

1=z
)
+ t

(2� �)=z
F (kt

1=z
): (10)

Forthe O (n = 1 )m odel,wehavez = 4,� = 0,and

F (u)= 2Tcu
2

Z 1

0

e
� 2u

4
(1� v)+ 2cdu

2
(1� v

1=2
)
dv: (11)

Note the following asym ptoticsforF (u)

F (u) � 2Tcu
2
; u ! 0; (12)

F (u) � Tcu
� 2
; u ! + 1 : (13)

In the scaling lim it,the �rstterm ofthe righthand side

(RHS) ofEq.(10)is negligible com pared to the second

term . In realspace,Eq.(10) illustrates the fact that

conventional(critical)scaling isobeyed

hs(x;t)s(0;t)i= L(t)
� (d� 2+ �)

f[x=L(t)]; (14)

wheref issim ply the inverseFouriertransform ofF .

W e now m ove to the calculation ofthe two-tim e cor-

relation function,focusing on the case where both con-

sidered tim es t0 and t> t0 are in the scaling regim e,a

notion which willbe m ade m ore precise hereafter. Us-

ing Eq.(5),and working along the line ofthe derivation

ofS(k;t),we �nd the following expression forC (k;t)=

hs(� k;t0)s(k;t)i

C (k;t;t
0
) = A 1(k;t;t

0
)+ A 2(k;t;t

0
); (15)

A 1(k;t;t
0
) = s

2

0e
� q[kL (t

0
)]� q[kL (t)]

; (16)

A 2(k;t;t
0
) = L(t

0
)
2
e
q[kL (t

0
)]� q[kL (t)]

F [kL(t
0
)]:(17)

Fora�xed t0and t! 1 ,thecontribution ofA 2 becom es

negligible,asforlargetand hence L(t),only the contri-

bution ofsm allwave vectork � L(t)� 1 m atters. Using

theresultofEq.(12),weindeed �nd thatthatthisterm

is oforderk2 � L(t)� 2,whereasthe m ain contribution

A 1 in Eq.(16)isoforders
2
0 which isaconstant.Contrary

to whatoccursforS(k;t),itisnow the term depending

on the initialconditionsvia s20 which dom inates. Hence

in thislim itof�xed t0 and t! 1 ,we �nd

C (k;t;t
0
)� C (k;t;0)= s

2

0e
� q[kL (t)]

= G [kL(t)]; (18)

and in realspace

hs(x;t)s(0;t
0
)i= L(t)

� d
g[x=L(t)]; (19)

where g is the inverse Fourier transform ofG . O ne re-

covers,in thelim itt� t0 to bem adem orepreciselater,

thatthe large tim e autocorrelation exponentis �c = d,

which isobserved in allconserved m odelsincluding ther-

m aluctuations[6,7].In thislim it,conventionalscaling

holds.However,we willnow show thatthe contribution

ofEq.(17)which has notso far been considered dom i-

natesin a wellde�ned tim e regim e,and willprom ptus

to introduceanotherautocorrelation exponent�0c.

For general t0 and t > t0, we now proceed to cal-

culate the autocorrelation for a spin on a given lattice

site. De�ning A(t;t0) = hs(x;t0)s(x;t)i,we �nally �nd

A(t;t0)= A 1(t;t
0)+ A 2(t;t

0),where

A 1(t;t
0
)= s

2

0

Z �

e
� q[kL (t

0
)]� q[kL (t)] ddk

(2�)d
: (20)

Aftera change ofvariable and noting thatthe region of

k � L(t)� 1 barely contributesto the integral,we�nd

A 1(t;t
0
)= L(t)

� d
a1[L(t

0
)=L(t)]: (21)

Thus,A 1(t;t
0)obeysconventionalscaling forany t0 and

t> t0.W e explicitly �nd

a1(u)= s
2

0

Z
1

e
� k

4
(1+ u

4
)+ cdk

2
(1+ u

2
)
ddk

(2�)d
; (22)

where this integralis now over the entire space. a1(u)

rem ains bounded and oforder s20 for any value ofu =

L(t0)=L(t)� 1. K eeping the notation u = L(t0)=L(t)�

1, the expression for A 2(t;t
0) can be written in the

rescaled form

A 2(t;t
0
)= L(t

0
)
� (d� 2)

u
d
� (23)

Z L (t)�

e
� k

4
(1� u

4
)+ cdk

2
(1� u

2
)
F (ku)

ddk

(2�)d
:

Let us analyze the di�erent asym ptotics for A 2(t;t
0).

First of all, for large t = t0 (u = 1), the integralis

dom inated by the region of large k’s. Using Eq.(8),

we �nd the expected result A 2(t;t) � k20,which is the
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equilibrium value of hs2i. Note that if t� t0 � 1,

we obtain A 2(t;t
0) = A 2(t;t)� Kd(t� t0)+ :::,where

K d is a com putable constant. W e now assum e that

1 � L(t)� L(t0) � L(t0),which ensure that u is very

closeto 1.In thisregim e,we�nd that

A 2(t;t
0
) � JdL(t)

� (d� 2)

�

1�
L(t0)

L(t)

�� (d� 2)=4

;(24)

� J
0

d (t� t
0
)
� (d� 2)=4

; (25)

where Jd and J0
d
can be written exactly as sim ple inte-

grals. Finally,and this constitutes the centralresultof

thisLetter,weconsidertheregim e1� L(t0)� L(t).In

thiscase,u � 1,and theintegralofEq.(23)isdom inated

by the region ofk oforder unity,so that the sm allar-

gum entasym ptoticscan betaken forF (ku)in Eq.(23).

W e �nd

A 2(t;t
0
) � �d L(t

0
)
� (d� 2)

�

L(t0)

L(t)

�d+ 2

; (26)

�d = 2Tc

Z
1

k
2
e
� k

4
+ cdk

2 ddk

(2�)d
: (27)

Eq.(26)takesexactly theexpected form ofEq.(1),with

�
0

c = d+ 2: (28)

Hence, we �nd that A 2(t;t
0) prevails over A 1(t;t

0) for

L(t0)� L(t)� L0(t
0),with L0(t

0)� L(t0)� and � = 2.

ForL(t0)� L(t)� L0(t
0),theautocorrelation A(t;t0)�

A 2(t;t
0) is then given by Eq.(26). M oreover,Eq.(23)

showsthatinstead ofEq.(2),thecorrectscalingisrather

A(t;t
0
)= A(t;0)+ L(t

0
)
� (d� 2+ �)

D [L(t)=L(t
0
)]; (29)

with D (1=u)� u�
0

c foru � 1. Both scaling are equiva-

lentonly foru � 1. W e now presentan heuristic argu-

m entbased on dim ensionalanalysiswhich suggeststhat

the result�0c = d+ 2 m ay be ofgeneralvalidity forcon-

served spin system s. Indeed, the occurrence ofa new

length scale bigger than L(t) could have been inferred

from thesm allk behaviorofS(k;t).In then ! 1 lim it

and fork ! 0,Eq.(10)leadsto

S(k;t)� s
2

0 + 2Tck
2
L(t)

4
+ ::: (30)

A naturalm om entum scale k0(t) � L0(t)
� 1 arises by

m atching the two term s ofthe RHS ofEq.(30),which

leadsto � = 2 and hence �0c = d+ 2.

In the generalcase,for short-range correlated initial

conditions,weexpectthe following generalform to hold

S(k;t)= F1[kL(t)]+ L(t)
2� �

F2[kL(t)]; (31)

with F1(0)= s20 being a non zero constant(equalto the

varianceoftheinitialtotalm agnetization norm alized by

thevolum e),whilethescalingcontribution should vanish

fork = 0,im plying F2(0)= 0. Im posing F2(p)� p,

10
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FIG .1:Illustrating the resultofEq.(29),we plotA(t;tk)�

A(t;0) = D [L(t)=L(tk)],for L(tk) � L(0)r
k
,with r = 1:75

and k = 1;:::;7 (40000 sam ples of length N = 5000). Al-

though theinitialslopeissm aller(�
0

c � 2:5 [11];dotted line),

the asym ptotic exponentisvery close to �
0

c = 3 (dashed line

�t). The bottom inset shows the originaldata for A(t;tk)

and A(t;tk)� A(t;0) (dashed lines). The top inset shows

L(t)[A(t;tk) � A(t;0)] as a function of L(t)=L(tk)
�
(with

� = 3=2).Linesofslope �
0

c � 1 are shown for�
0

c = 3 (dashed

line)and �
0

c � 2:5 (dotted line).

isnecessarily an even integer. If were notinteger,the

correlationfunction scalingfunction f de�ned in Eq.(14)

would haveapowerlaw decay forlargedistance,which is

unphysicalassuch correlationscannotdevelop in a �nite

tim estarting from short-rangeones. cannotbean odd

integerasspaceisotropy guaranteesthatf should bean

even function. Contrary to the case ofa quench atT =

0,forwhich convincing theoreticalargum entsford � 2

[15]and experim ents [16]show that F2(p) � p4,there

is no reason to expect the sam e for criticalquenches.

G enerically,weexpectF2(p)� p2 asfound forthed = 1

conserved Isingm odel[6,7],and in thepresentLetterfor

theO (n)m odelforn ! 1 .Finally,thesm allk behavior

ofthe structurefactorshould be ofthe form

S(k;t)� s
2

0 + C0k
2
L(t)

4� �
+ :::; (32)

where C0 > 0 is a constant. Assum ing that the length

scale obtained by m atching both term s ofthe RHS of

Eq.(32)isthe sam easthecrossoverlength between the

two observed regim esforthe autocorrelation,and using

the generalresultofEq.(3),weobtain

� = 2� �=2= 1+
2� �

�0c � d
; (33)

which im plies �0c = d + 2. This result also extends to

d = 1 after form ally taking � = 1,leading to �0c = 3

and � = 3=2. Note thatthe crossoverscale can also be

written L0(t)� t�=z � t1=2,which isthe di�usion scale

associated to therm alnoise.Atleastin d = 1,thisscale

can berelated totheequilibrium di�usion oftagged spins

observed in [17].W enow presentsim ulationsoftheIsing

m odelK awasakidynam ics in d = 1 and d = 2 after a
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FIG .2: In the bottom inset,we plot A(t;tk) and A(t;tk)�

A(t;0) (dashed lines) as a function ofL(t),for L(tk) � r
k
,

with r= 1:5and k = 1;:::;5(16sam plesofsizeN = 500� 500,

L(0) = 1=
p
2). The m ain plot shows L(tk)

�
[A(t;tk) �

A(t;0)]= D [L(t)=L(tk)]. Although the initialslope is con-

sistentwith �
0

c � 3:5 [11](dotted line),thee�ectiveexponent

certainly increases and the asym ptotic slope is m ore com -

patible with �
0

c = 4 (dashed line �t). The top inset shows

L(t)
2
[A(t;tk)� A(t;0)] as a function of L(t)=L(tk)

�
(with

� = 15=8). Although not as clean as in d = 1,the scaling

plot is better described by the line corresponding to �
0

c = 4

(dashed line)ratherthan �
0

c � 3:5 (dotted line).

quench atTc. In the d = 1 case,we use the accelerated

algorithm introduced in [7],which isfasterthan thatused

in [11](but does not perm it to com pute sim ply the re-

sponsefunction aswasneeded in [11]).By �tting A(t;t0)

in the scaling regim e,the authorsof[11]found �0c � 2:5

lowerthan ourprediction �0c = 3.However,forthem od-

erately large num erically accessible tim es,the contribu-

tion ofA 1(t;t
0) � A(t;0) is signi�cant. W hen plotting

A(t;t0)� A(t;0)asa function ofL(t),oneactually �nds

�0c � 3 instead of�0c � 2:5. Result ofsim ulations for

the d = 2 Ising m odelevolving with K awasakidynam ics

at Tc are shown on Fig.2. Considering the very slow

growth ofL(t)� t4=15,itisdi�cultto obtain data span-

ning m ore than one decade in L(t). Hence,the regim e

ofinterest1 � L(t0)� L(t)cannotbe reached and the

separation ofscalesproperly achieved.Still,subtracting

A(t;0)from A(t;t0)leadsto �0c � 4,signi�cantly greater

than the value�0c � 3:5 found in [11].

In conclusion, in view of the exact result for the

O (n = 1 ) m odel, a generalargum ent for any n and

d,and convincingsim ulationsin d = 1 (and consistentin

d = 2),we have strongly suggested that�0c = d+ 2 and

� = z=2 generally holds. W e also �nd that the scaling

form ofEq.(29)ism ore appropriate than Eq.(2). The

com pelling generalization ofourheuristic argum entto a

quench atT < Tc (in d � 2,and adm itting F2(p)� p4)

leads to A(t;t0) � [L(t0)=L(t)]�
0

for L(t0) � L(t) �

L(t0)�,with �0 = d + 4 and � = 1 + d=4. In d = 2,

the prediction �0= 6 issigni�cantly largerthan the nu-

m ericalresult �0 � 4 [9]. However,the �t in [9]was

perform ed in the short scaling regim e over less than a

decade in L(t),and subtracting A(t;0) before perform -

ing the �t could lead to a signi�cantly higher value for

�0,asnoted in the two exam plestreated in thisLetter.
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