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W e investigate heterogeneous and hom ogeneous nucleation in nearest-neighbor and long-range

Ising m odels for various quench depths. W e

nd that the system has a true crossover from hetero—

geneous to hom ogeneous nucleation for increasing quench depth only ifthe interaction issu ciently
Iongrange. The survival curves, de ned as the fraction of system s that rem ain in the m etastable
state after a given tim e, have qualitatively di erent shapes asa function of quench depth for hetero—
geneous and hom ogeneous nuclkation when the Interaction is short-range, but have identical shapes
w ithin the accuracy of our data for long-range interactions.

N ucleation, the process by which a m etastable state
decays, plays an essential role In a wide variety of sys—
tem s. Thenucleation m echanisn involvesthe appearance
ofa criticaldroplet w hich overcom esa free energy barrier
and Inidates a decay Into the stable state. In hom oge—
neous nuclkation the droplt form s due to spontaneous

uctuations. H eterogeneous nucleation occurs when the
droplt form s w ith the help of a wall, defect, or an in -
purity such as an aerosol. Both hom ogeneous and het—
erogeneous nucleation are technologically in portant, but
much greater progress has been m ade in understanding
hom ogeneous nucleation 'E:, lg', 3, :ﬁf] than heterogeneous
nucleation E, :_é, :j, :_8', :_ 1.

E xisting theories of heterogeneous nuclkation are phe—
nom enologicaland assum e that the hom ogeneous theory
can be adapted to the heterogeneous case t_E;, :_é, :j, :_l-g']
T he predictions of these theories have been com pared to
experim ent, but the com parisons have been indirect by
necessity, and the phenom enological nature of the theo—
ries m akes the connection to experim ent tenuous.

T he existing theories of heterogeneous nuclkation as—
sum e that the hom ogeneous nuclkation process is classi-
cal, that is, the droplet is assum ed to have a distinct vol-
um e and surface and the structure of the droplet interior
isthe sam e as the stabl phase 1:5,-'_6, :_7.]. N o theoreticalor
num erical studies have been undertaken of the e ect of
In purities on nuclation near the pseudospinodal [_1-1:, :_1'z_i],
where In the hom ogeneous case the droplts are di use
w ith no sharp surface/volum e distinction B, :_l-i_’;] This
lack isan in portant om ission becausem any system s such
asmetals E[l_i] and polym ers f_l-g‘;] have a long+range/near—
mean— eld naturew ith im portant pseudospinodale ects.
W ewill nd thatheterogeneousnuclkation in nearm ean—

eld system s w ith long-range interactions di ers in in —
portant respects from heterogeneous nuclkation in sys—

tem s for which hom ogeneous nucleation is classical.

In this letter we discuss our sin ulations of the e ect
of an isolated inpurity and a wall on nucleation. The
sin ulations were done on d = 2 Ising m odels at tem per—
ature T = 4T.=9 w ith an applied m agnetic eld ofm ag—
niude h. W e used the M etropolis algorithm for about
100 M onte C arlo steps per spin m cs) to equilbrate the
system and then reversed the eld. The m agnetization
of the stable phase is negative. A s we will discuss, the
system generally rem ains In a m etastable state for som e
tin e before the transition to the stable phase. W e sin -
ulated system s wih interaction range R = 1 (nearest
neighbor) and R = 10 wih Inear dimension L = 100
(unless otherw ise stated), and R = 20 with L = 200.
T he isolated In purity consists 0of 5 spins in the shape of
a + sign, =xed in the direction of the stable phase. The
e ect of the in purity on the nuclkation rate, the prob—
ability of heterogeneous and hom ogeneous nucleation as
a function of quench depth h, and the structure of the
critical droplet was studied.

In Tabke |l we show fi puriry, the fraction of droplkts
that form on the isolated Im puriy, and fowmer, the frac—
tion of droplets that form on non-im purity sies, even
though an in purity is present. T he num ber of trialswas
n the range 0£100 to 1000. Forboth R = 1 and R = 10
and shallow quenches, that is, close to the h = 0 coexis—
tence curve, the droplt form s on the Inpurity in all of
our trials. Because the nuclkation process is stochastic,
we expect that a few droplts would nucleate on non-
In purity sites if we do signi cantly m ore trials. Ash
is increased, m ore droplets form on non-im purity sites.
This result was found for short—range system s using a
phase eldm odel:_ﬂ7].

However, there isa signi cant qualitative di erence for
deeper quenchesbetween theR = 1 andR = 10 system s.
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To seethisdi erence, weplot in Fjg;:l them agnetization
per spin m as a function of tin e for values of h where

the fraction of droplet form ation events on non-im purity

soins becom es signi cant. ForR = 10 there is a distinct
plateau wherem rem ains roughly constant. T hisplateau

is associated w ith the m etastable state. However, for

= 1 there isno plateau at this quench depth, and thus
the system isnot in a m etastable state.

TABLE I: The fraction of droplt fom ation events at spins
away from the in purity, fotner, and on the in purity, fi purity s
forR = 1landR = 10 asa ﬁmctJon ofthe quench depth h for
L = 240.Asshown in Fig. ﬂ; the droplet form ation events for
deeper quenches cor.respond to nucleation only forR = 10.

R=1 | R = 10
h |fther|fin purity fother | fim purity
025] 00| 10 [[112]007] 093
030] 00| 10 |[113/014] 086
035] 00| 10 |[114|013] 087
040/ 003] 097 |[115/021] 0.79
045/ 002] 098 |[116/032] 0.8
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FIG.1: (color online) The m agnetization per spln m as a
function oftine mcs) ©rR = 1 ath = 0:40 () (rght axis)
and R = 10 ath = 115 (+) (left axis). Note the at region
ofm where the R = 10 system is In m etastable equilbrium .
There isno m etastable equilbrium forR = 1 and h = 0:40.

In nucleation a criticaldroplet is a saddle point ob Fct,
which in plies that it has an equalprobability of grow ing
to the stable state or shrinking back to the m etastable
state if the system is perturbed at the tin e of nucle-
ation fl, &,13]. W e rst ran the sin ulation untila droplet
form ed and the system proceeded to the stable state. T he
soin con gurations and the current state of the random
num ber generator were saved at various tin es. W e then
chose an intervention tim e at which the critical droplet
m ight have appeared, m ade 20 copies of the system , and
restarted the munswih a di erent random num ber seed

for each copy [_l-§'] If the Intervention tim e corresponds
to the form ation ofa saddle point ob ct, one halfof the
coples will go to the stable phase at approxin ately the
sam e tin e and place as in the origihal run and one half
w il retum to the m etastable state. If greater than one
half retum to them etastable state, the Intervention tin e
is too early. If greater than one half proceed to the sta-—
bl phase, the intervention tin e is in the grow th phase.
A Ythough there will be signi cant uctuations wih 20
trials, this num ber of trials is su cient for our purpose.

TABLE II: The number n of interventions (out of 20) for
which the system goes into the stable phase at approxin ately
the sam e tim e and place as in the original run; t corresponds
to the intervention tin e when the random num ber seed was
changed. (The temm \no im purity" signi es that no im purity
was present in the system .)

t @ cs)
n

R = 1 (no inpurity) |[140 148 151 155 160

h= 0% 1 5 11 17 20

R =1 Wwih mmpurity) | 70 90 150 250 500
h= 04 10 5 15 10 20

R = 10 (no impuriy) (108 109 110 111 112
h=12 1 8 10 19 20

R = 10 with inpurity)|198 199 200 201 202
h=1:16 3 5 15 19 20

In Tablke :;I:_‘T we give the num ber of interventions that
proceeded to the stable phase at approxin ately the sam e
tin e and place as In the orighalrun. N ote that a saddlke
point structure is und for the hom ogeneous and het-
erogeneous critical droplets in the deeper quenches for
R = 10. That is, the fraction of interventions that go to
the stable phase is an increasing function of the tim e of
Intervention. Sim ilar behavior was found for both valies
ofR for shallow quenches, w ith and w ithout the presence
of an Inpurity (data not shown). However, orR = 1
In the presence of an Im purity and quench depths deep
enough so that we begin to see a non—zero probability of
droplet form ation at non-in purity sites, no saddle point
structure is ound. In this case the fraction of droplets
that proceed to the stable phase at the sam e tine de-
creases and then ncreases as the intervention tim e In—
creases, In contrast to the behavior found forR = 10 and
forR = 1 in the absence of an Inpurity. The lack ofa
saddlepointob ct orR = 1 and deep quenches is consis—
tent w ith the fact that no plateau was found in Fng_]: .We
conclude that the crossoverto a signi cant probability of
hom ogeneous nuclkation as the quench depth Increases is
found in long-range interaction system s forw hich the nu-
cleation is not classical B]. However, n short-range sys—
tem s the \crossover" occurs at quench depths for which
the system isno longerm etastable and the decay process
cannot be considered to be nuclation [_ign]



Another quantity of interest is the survival curve,
which we de ne asthe fraction of system sthat rem ain In
them etastable state aftera given tin e i_é,:gi], W eperform
this m easurem ent In a slightly di erent but equivalent
way to that ofH eneghan et al. {_8]. W e prepare 1000 sys—
tem s w ith the sam e initial condition, but with di erent
random num ber seeds, and then m easure the fraction of
system s, < s>, that are In a m etastabl state for a given
valie ofh after 10? M onte C arlo steps per spin.
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FIG.2: (color online) Survival curves for heterogeneous nu—
cleation ( ), hom ogeneous nucleation (o in purity present)
(), and heterogeneous nuclkation on a wall () orR = 1.

The curves for nucleation In the presence of the in purity

and on the wall are shifted to the right by h = 0:174

and h = 0255, regpectively, to m ake it clearer that their
shape is qualitatively di erent from the hom ogeneous nucle—
ation curve.
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FIG .3: (coloronline) Survivalcurves forhom ogeneousnucle-

ation () (no Im purity) and heterogeneous nucleation ( ) for
R = 10. T he latter curve is shifted to the right by h = 0:026
to m ake it clearer that the shape of the two curves is alm ost
identical.

In Fjgs.nr_Z and 9’ we plt the survivalcurves forR = 1
and R = 10, respectively. N ote that or R = 1 the shape
of the survival curves for heterogeneous nuclkation on
an in purity and on a wall is qualitatively di erent from

hom ogeneousnuclkation (no In puriy present). Thewall
was in plem ented w ith periodic boundary conditions in
one direction and open boundaries in the other, and a
row of xed spins at x = 0. In contrast, orR = 10,
the shape of the survival curves for hom ogeneous and
heterogeneous nuclation is very sin ilar (see F ig. ::3’) .

In Fjg.:fl the survival curves for R = 10 for hom oge-
neousnuclation (no in purity present) and nuclkation on
awallare shown. T he curves have been shifted to lay on
top ofeach other and are alm ost identical. The results in
F J'gs.lr_ZJ. and -fi In ply that hom ogeneous nucleation, nucle—
ation on a wall, and nucleation on an isolated im puriy
have survival curves w ith sin ilar shapes for long-range
Interactions. T his behavior is rem iniscent of the exper—
Inental result In Ref. i{j’] where the survival curves for
water nucleating on a wallor on a sm all crystal of AgT
have sin ilar shapes. The survival curves orR = 20 are
sin flarto our results OrR = 10 (sseFig.%). W e also did
sin ulationsw ithout xed spinsatx = 0 and obtained re—
sults sin ilar to our other in plem entation ofa wall (data
not shown).
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FIG.4: (color online) Survival curves for hom ogeneous nu-—

cleation () and heterogeneous nucleation () on a wall for
R = 10. The heterogeneous curve is shifted to the right by
h= 0:64.

ForR = 1 and shallow quenches where the nuclkation
is classical, F letcher [b] showed theoretically that the ra—
dius of the critical droplet was the sam e for heteroge—
neous and hom ogeneous nucleation . B ecause the droplet
Interjor in classical nucleation is the sam e as the stable
phase, the critical droplets have the sam e structure aside
from the in purity. However, forR = 10, nuclkation takes
place near the pseudospinodal E[]_:, :_1'@'_], and the critical
droplkts have a di use structure :_f;%,:_l_'6]. The question
arises as to possible changes in the intemal structure due
to the mpurity. In F3g§ we plot the density pro ls
of the critical droplts that form on and away from the
Inpurity for R = 10. W ihin the accuracy of our data,
the structure appears to be the sam e.
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FIG .5: (color online) The survival curves for hom ogeneous
(no In purity present) ( ) and heterogeneous nucleation ( )
for R = 20. The heterogeneous curve is shifted to the right
by h = 0006 to make it clearer that the two curves have
sin ilar shapes.
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FIG.6: (coloronline) The average density < > of the crit—

ical droplet as a function of the radius r m easured from the
center of mass or R = 10. (+ signs Indicate heterogeneous
nucleation and signs indicate hom ogeneous nucleation.)

W e now sum m arize our results and discuss their sign if-
icance. F irst, heterogeneous nucleation droplets appear
to be saddle point ob Ects, which in plies that overa sig—
ni cant range of quench depths, sin ple m odi cations of
hom ogeneous nuclation theory is possible. Second, the
com m on w isdom f_d,-'j] that there isa signi cant crossover
from heterogeneous to hom ogeneous nucleation w ith in—
creasing quench depth appears to be partially correct.
For R = 10 there is a true crossover because the sys—
tem is still in the m etastable state, whereas forR = 1
the \crossover" occurs only after the system has been
quenched beyond the m etastable state. The existence
of a crossover is In portant for the theoretical treatm ent
of nucleation In system s such asm etals where there are
long-range interactions tlé] and the presence of defects
can be In portant.

W e found that the survival curves In long-range sys—
tem s have the sam e shape for both hom ogeneous and

heterogeneous nucleation. This behavior is sim ilar to
the resuls ound experim entally in water B]. H ow ever,
the survivalcurve shapes for hom ogeneous and heteroge—
neous nuclkation are not the same forR = 1.

T he connection between the survival curve shape and
the Interaction range isvery di cult tom ake experin en—
tally because the latter usually cannot be varied system —
atically. This connection gives us the 1rst experim en—
tally accessiblem arker for when a system exhibits nucle-
ation characteristics associated w ith long-range interac—
tions f_?., :_f:’_:, :_fé] T hat is, if the survival curves have the
sam e shape for hom ogeneous and heterogeneous nucle—
ation, nearm ean— eld e ects appear to be in portant.

W e also found that the density pro X of the critical
droplets for heterogeneous and hom ogeneous nuclkation
is the sam e w thin the accuracy of our data or R = 10
and that heterogeneous nucleation is a saddle point pro-
cess in the system swe studied and hence can be described
by amodi ed version ofhom ogeneous nuclation. T hese
results are signi cant for the calculation of nucleation
rates and w ill be discussed in a fiiture publication.
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