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W e study the autocorrelation fiinction ofa conserved spin system follow ing a quench at the critical

tem perature. D e ning the correlation length L (t)
L ") well inside the scaling regim e, the spin autocorrelation function behaves like

0
L@ @2 'Ld®)=L@®]c. FortheO m) modelin then ! 1 limi, we show that

L) L
hs(t)s %1

£7%, we nd that Hr tin es t° and t satisfying

2 = d+ 2and = z=2.W e give a heuristic argum ent suggesting that this resul is in fact valid for
any din ension d and spin vector dim ension n. W e present num erical sin ulations for the conserved
Isngmodelin d= 1 and d= 2, which are fully consistent w ith the present theory.

T he quench of a ferrom agnetic soin system E.'], from
high tem perature (Tp > T.) to low tem perature (ypi-
cally T = 0 or T = T.) is characterized by the grow th of
a correlation length scale (or dom ain length scale when
dom ains can be identi ed), L (t) £=% . In the non con—
served case, z depends on the nal tem perature of the
quench (z = 2 for T < T, whik z is the dynam ical
critical exponent for T = T, i_ﬁ]) . If the order param e~
ter s(x;t) (possbly a vector) is locally conserved, z = 3
(scalar) or z = 4 (vector) fr a quench below T iL],
while z = 4 1] or a quench at T.. Another inter-
esting and fundam ental quantity is the spin autocorre-
Iation A (0) = hsx;0sx;0i L® B 4, &]. For
non conserved dynam ics, whatever the tem perature of
the quench, isnon trivial exceptind= 1 '[_i]) and only
approxin ate theordies are avaibbl forT = 0 'E.', :ff], while
forT = T, B], the "-expansion of . can becalculated. In
the case of conserved dynam ics, it isnow wellestablished
that .= = d for quenches at and below T, i_é, :j, g].
Hence, or xedt’andt! +1 ,A @t L@ %.How-—
ever, or t° and t > t° both 1 the scaling regine (h a
sense to be de ned later), several authors have cbserved
num erically E, -'_l-g, :_l-]_J'] and experin entally I_l-’é] a faster
power law decay of the autocorrelation. M ore precisely,
In the case ofa quench of an Ising system at T. (critical
quench), the authors of f_l-]_}] obtained num erically

A T @2 ; 1)
nhd=1 wWhere bmally = 1land T.= 0) andd= 2.
They respectively ound ¢ 25i:nd=land 2 35

In d= 2. They also suggested a general scaling relation
L®

At Lo dc ; 2
tt) (t) L © 2)
where C (x) goes to a non zero constant orx ! +1 ,
0
C& x'c ¥ prx! 0,and
2
=1+ 3)

A s noticed In Efl:], this scaling in plies the existence of a
new relevant length scale L ) , which is the crossover
length between the two observed regim es. Its physical
m eaning has yet to be elucidated.

In the present Letter, we address the problem of the
actualanalyticalderivation of J in the case ofthe O ()
model n the Iim it of In nite n. W ihin this m odel, the
di usive nature of this new length scale can be under-
stood, and one nds J= d+ 2and = 2.By general
izing the Interpretation of this di usive crossover length
scale to any O (n) spin system , we congcture that the
resuk Y= d+ 2hodsand that =2  =2= z=2.

W e rst exam ine the exactly solvable O (n) m odel In
thelimin ! 1 and fordimensionsd> 2. Thism odelis
known to be pathological for a quench at zero tem pera-
ture, displaying m ultiscaling {31, w hereas norm alscaling
should be restored at nite n @_J, :_Lﬂ:] However, after a
quench at T, the structure factor obeys standard scaling
even orn ! 1 [1]. In the standard C ahn-H illiard equa—
tion describing the evolution of the m agnetization eld
sx;t), s® (x;t)=n can be replaced by its average in the
Imitn! 1 .Thus, any soin com ponent satis es

gs_ s+kis héis + ; @)
@t
where k3 is a constant, (x;t) is a conserved delta—
correlated noise satisfylngh (k;t) &;9)i= 2Tk? (+
k% @« 9,andhs?ihastobe com puted selfconsistently.
A though the derivation of the structure factor has al-
ready appeared in the literature fj], we brie v repeat 1
as it fumishes a usefiilbasis for our nalderivation.

Eqg. @) can be solved in Fourder space, lkeading to

Z t

ski)= sk;0+ F90 & )d e ;)

w here
Z t
gk =kt ¥ ki ©fx; )ild : ®)

0
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Assum ng an uncorrelated initial condition such that
hs( k;0)sk;0)i= %,we then nd the structure factor
S &kit)= hs( k;bsk;pi
Z t
st + 2Tk &% )g e 2k (7)
0

S k;t) =

Tﬁ e now expj:ess the selfconsistent condition hs? (x;t)i=

S kjt) 557, where s the inverse of a lattice cut-
o .T.issuchthatSk;t! 1) k?' ,where isthe
usual critical exponent controlling the decay of the static

correlation function ( = 0 forn ! 1 ). This kadsto
Z
» ko,
Te k 2 )d— kg @8)

Finally, if the above condition is satis ed, we nd that
qk;t) obeys a scaling relation for large t

ak;t) = gkt ™) = k't ak’£%; ©)
where ¢y is a universal constant determ ined by a sinple
ntegral relation (g = 0 ord> 4) [i], and q@) = u*
cqu®.Wethus ndL () = t©72, with z= 4, h agreem ent
w ith the generalresultz = 4 -_f-Z]. W e hence reproduce
the general form of the structure factor

S k;t) = ste 29KET) L @ =R gedoE), (10)
FortheO m= 1 )model, wehavez= 4, = 0,and
Z 1 4 2 1=2
F @)= 2T.u? e 20 ¢ V2w @ viDgy:  11)
0
N ote the follow ing asym ptotics for F )
F () 2Tcu2; u! 0; 12)
F @) Tu 2; u! +1: 13)

In the scaling lim i, the rsttem ofthe right hand side
RHS) ofEq. (';L-Q') is negligble com pared to the second
term . In real space, Eg. C_l-(_i) illustrates the fact that
conventional (critical) scaling is obeyed

hs&;0)s0;0i= L) @ % fx=L©)  14)

where £ is sin ply the inverse Fourder transform ofF .

W e now m ove to the calculation of the two-tin e cor-
relation function, focusing on the case where both con—
sidered tines t® and t > t° are in the scaling regine, a
notion which will be m ade m ore precise hereafter. Us-
hg Eq. ("EJ;), and working along the line of the derivation
ofS (k;t), we nd the ollow ing expression for C k;t) =
hs( k;Osk;pi

C ki) = ALkt + A, kitt); @s)
A]_(k;t;to) — sge akL )] qkL (t)]; (16)
Ay kitt) = L (2 ) kL Ol k1, ()] 07)

Fora xedt’andt! 1 ,the contrbution ofA, becom es
negligble, as for large t and hence L (t), only the contri-
bution of snallwave vectork L (t) ' m atters. U sing
the result ofEq. {14), we indeed nd that that this tem

is of order k? L (t) %, whereas the m aln contribution
A, nEq. {l6) isoforders? which isa constant. C ontrary
to what occurs for S k;t), it isnow the tem depending
on the iirial conditions via sj which dom inates. Hence

in this lim it of xedt’andt! 1 ,we nd
C ki) C kitj0) = ge = kL O] @8)
and in real space
hs(x;0)s0;)i= L@ ‘gk=L O 19)

where g is the Inverse Fourder transform of G . One re-
covers, in the Imitt t° to be m ade m ore precise later,
that the large tin e autocorrelation exponent is . = d,
which is observed in all conserved m odels including ther—
m al uctuations [§, :_'l]. In this Iim i, conventional scaling
holds. However, we w illnow show that the contribution
ofEqg. ('_lj:) which has not so far been considered dom i-
nates In a wellde ned tin e regin e, and w ill prom pt us
to introduce another autocorrelation exponent 2.

For general t° and t > t°, we now proceed to cal
culate the autocorrelation for a soin on a given lattice
site. De ning A %) = hsx;t%)sx;t)i, we nally nd
AGth=2, O+ 2, Y, where

? d%k
AL ) = 2 e akL ()] akL ©] . 20
1 (Gt) 0 2 ) 20)
A fter a change of variabl and noting that the region of
k L) ! barely contributes to the integral, we nd
A =1L 0O ‘al @=L Ol 1)
Thus, A t;t°) obeys conventional scaling for any t° and
t> t°. W e explicitly nd
Z

a; ) = sé e

d
k? 1+ u?)+ cgk? 1+ u?)

PRl @2)

w here this integral is now over the entire space. a; (u)
rem ains bounded and of order s for any valie of u =
Lt)=L @) 1. Keeping the notation u = L (©)=L (t)

1, the expression Br A, t;t%) can be written in the
rescaled form

Az t) = L) @ Pul
Z L (t)

@3)
e k(@ ut)+cgk? @ u2)F (ku) &'k .
@)

Let us analyze the di erent asym ptotics for A , ;t0).
First of all, or large t = t° @ = 1), the integral is
dom inated by the region of large k’s. Using Eqg. ('_8),
we nd the expected resul A, (t;t) ¥, which is the



equilbriim valie of hs?i. Note that ift £ 1,
we obtain A, Gt0) = A, )  Kgete ©) + i where
K4 is a computable constant. W e now assume that
1 L LO L (%, which ensure that u is very
close to 1. In this regin e, we nd that

A, Gt JL@w 9?1

& €

where Jq and JJ can be written exactly as sinpk inte-
grals. Finally, and this constitutes the central result of
this Letter, we considerthe reginel L ¢°) L ). =
thiscase,u 1, and the integralofEq. £3) isdom inated
by the region of k of order unity, so that the small ar-
gum ent asym ptotics can be taken for ¥ (ku) in Eq. {_23) .
We nd

£ @ 274, @5)

1, to d+ 2
A, 50 L) @2 LL(U) ; 26)
Z 1
dek
4 = 2TC kZe k4+ Cdk (2 )d (27)

@@I ) takes exactly the expected form ofEq. Q'J:),wjth

=d+ 2: (28)

Hence, we nd that A, t;t°) prevails over A, ;t%) for
L) L L), withLi L& and = 2.
ForLt) L) Lo, the autocorrelation A (;t%)

A, %) is then given by Eq {26) M oreover, Eq. {23)
show sthat Instead ofEq. 62 the correct scaling is rather

AP =20+ @ bLo=Ld; @9

wih D (I=u) ue Pru 1. Both scaling are equiva—
lent only oru 1. W e now present an heuristic argu-
m ent based on din ensional analysis which suggests that
the result g = d+ 2 may be ofgeneral validity for con-
served spin system s. Indeed, the occurrence of a new

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

from the sm allk behaviorofS k;t). mthen ! 1 limic
and Brk ! 0,Eq. (10) kads to
S (k;jt) €+ 2T KL O + ::: 30)

A naturalmomentum scal ko (£) Io ) ! arises by
m atching the two term s of the RHS of Eq. C_?;(_i), which

ladsto = 2 and hence 2= d+ 2.
In the general case, or shortrange correlated initial
conditions, we expect the follow Ing general form to hold
S kit = F1 kL ©1+ L ©°

Fo kL ©F (31)

wih F; 0) = s(z) being a non zero constant (equalto the
variance of the initial totalm agnetization nom alized by
the volum e), w hile the scaling contridbution should vanish
fork = 0, mplying F, (0) = 0. Inposing F, () P
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FIG .1: Tlstrating the resuk of Eq. 29), we plot A (tjt,)

A@EO) =D L ®=L ()], orL ) LO)¥,with r= 1:5
and k = 1;:3;7 (40000 sam ples of length | = 5000). AL
though the mnitial slope is sm aller ( ° 511 ; dotted Iine),
the asym ptotic exponent is very close to 2 3 (dashed line
t). The bottom inset shows the original data for A (t;tx)

and A (5&) A (t;0) (dashed lines). The top Inset shows
LA Gaw) A ;0)] as a function of L (t)=L (&) (with

= 3=2). Lines of slope 2 1 are shown for 2= 3 (dashed
line) and ¢ 25 (dotted Ine).

is necessarily an even integer. If were not integer, the
correlation finction scaling finction £ de ned in Eq. {14)
would have a power law decay for large distance, which is
unphysicalas such correlations cannot develop in a nite
tin e starting from short—range ones. cannotbe an odd
Integer as space isotropy guarantees that £ should be an
even function. Contrary to the case ofa quench at T =
0, or which convincing theoretical argum ents or d 2
fi5] and experin ents [16] show that F, (o) g, there
is no reason to expect the sam e for critical quenches.
Generically, we expect F, (o)  as ound orthed= 1
conserved Isingm odel E_G,:j], and in the present Letter for
theO m) modelforn ! 1 .Finally, the an allk behavior
of the structure factor should be of the form

S k;t) %+ COkZL ©! o+ 3 (32)
where Cy > 0 is a constant. A ssum Ing that the length
scale obtained by m atching both temm s of the RHS of
Eqg. GZ is the sam e as the crossover length between the
tw o observed regin es for the autocorrelation, and using
the general resul ofEq. (-'_?'1), we obtain

2
-2 2= v (33)

(o]
which implies = d+ 2. This resul also extends to
d = 1 after omally taking = 1, kadingto 2 = 3
and = 3=2. Note that the crossover scale can also be
written Lo ) t™*  £7?, which is the di usion scak
associated to them alnoise. At Jeast n d = 1, this scale
can be related to the equilbriim di usion oftagged spins
observed in [_l-:}] W e now present sin ulations ofthe Ising
modelKawasakidynamics n d = 1 and d = 2 after a
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FIG.2: In the bottom inset, we plot A (t;t) and A (5t )

A (t;0) (dashed lines) as a function of L (t), for L (&) 1)_5,
withr= 15andk = 1;:55 (16 ssmplsofsizeN = 500 500,
L@O) = 1= 2). The mai plt shows L (&) B (tit)

A (0)]= DL (=L (& )‘]. A though the initial slope is con—
sistent w ith 2 35 :Ll_l] (dotted line), the e ective exponent
certainly increases and the asym ptotic slope is m ore com —
patible with 2 = 4 (dashed line t). The top inset shows
L®*R ) A (;0)] as a function of L (t)=L (&) (W ith

= 15=8). A though not as ckan as in d = 1, the scaling
plot is better described by the line corresponding to 2 =4
(dashed line) ratherthan 2  3:5 (dotted line).

quench at T.. In thed = 1 case, we use the accelerated
algorithm introduced in f_'/:], which is fasterthan that used
n [_l-]_:] (but does not pem it to com pute sin ply the re—
sponse fiinction aswas needed in [_1-1:]) .By ttingA tt°)
in the scaling regin e, the authors of {I1] ound ¢ 25
Jow er than our prediction 2 = 3. However, for them od—
erately large num erically accessible tin es, the contrbu-
tion of A1 ;t% A (;0) is signi cant. W hen plotting
At A (0) asa function ofL (), one actually nds

9 3 instead of ¢ 25, Resul of sinulations for
the d = 2 Ising m odelevolving w ith K awasakidynam ics
at T, are shown on Fig. 2. Considering the very slow
growth of L () €715, it isdi cul to cbtah data span-
ning m ore than one decade In L (t). Hence, the regine
ofinterest 1 L ) L (t) cannot be reached and the
separation of scales properly achieved. Still, subtracting
A ;0) from A (tY) leadsto O 4, signi cantly greater
than thevalnie 2 335 fund in |1i].

In conclusion, in view of the exact result for the
Om = 1) model, a general argum ent for any n and
d, and convincing sin ulationsin d= 1 (and consistent in
d = 2), we have strongly suggested that 2= d+ 2 and

= z=2 generally holds. W e also nd that the scaling
form ofEq. C_Z-C:i) ism ore appropriate than Eq. @). The

com pelling generalization of our heuristic argum ent to a
quench at T < T; (hd 2,and adm itting B, )  B)
leads to A ;1) L ©=L@©] HrL) L ()

L) ,with °= d+ 4and = 1+ d=4. md= 2,
the prediction %= 6 is signi cantly larger than the nu-
merical resulr ° 4 :_ﬁ)] However, the t 1 :@] was
perform ed in the short scaling regin e over less than a
decade in L (), and subtracting A (t;0) before perform —
Ing the t could lead to a signi cantly higher valie for

9, as noted in the two exam ples treated in this Letter.
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