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A bstract

W eproposea kineticIsing m odelto study phaseseparation driven

by surfacedi�usion.Thism odelisreferred toasM odelS,and consists

oftheusualK awasakispin-exchangekinetics(M odelB )in conjunction

with a kinetic constraint. W e use novelm ulti-spin coding techniques

to develop fast algorithm s for M onte Carlo sim ulations ofM odels B

and S.W e use these algorithm s to study the late stages ofpattern

dynam icsin these system s.
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1 Introduction

Considera hom ogeneousbinary (AB)m ixture,which isrendered therm ody-

nam ically unstableby arapid tem peraturequench below them iscibility gap.

The system prefers to be in a phase-separated state at the lower tem per-

ature. The far-from -equilibrium evolution ofthe system from the unstable

hom ogeneousstate to the segregated state hasreceived considerable atten-

tion [1,2,3,4].Thisevolution ischaracterized by theem ergenceand growth

ofdom ainsenriched in thecom ponentsA and B.Theterm sused to describe

thisnonequilibrium processarephase ordering dynam ics,dom ain growth or

coarsening.A quantitativecharacterization ofphaseorderingsystem sfocuses

on (a)thedom ain growth law;(b)thestatisticalpropertiesoftheevolution

m orphology;and (c)thetem poralcorrelation ofpattern dynam ics.

Theequilibrium phase-separated stateisuniquely determ ined by itsther-

m odynam icproperties.However,thereisadiverserangeofkineticpathways

which enable segregation. For exam ple,phase separation in alloys is usu-

ally driven by vacancy-m ediated di� usion [5]. On the otherhand,for
 uid

m ixtures,hydrodynam ic velocity � elds enable convective transport ofm a-

terialalong dom ain boundariesand give rise to novelasym ptotic behaviors

[6].Furtherm ore,phaseseparation in m ixturescan befrozen (ornear-frozen)

into m esoscopic statesby thepresence ofquenched disorder[7],viscoelastic

e� ects[8,3],etc.

In thispaper,we presentresultsfrom a com parative M onte Carlo (M C)

study oftwo kinetic Ising m odels forphase separation in binary m ixtures.

The � rst ofthese is the usualKawasakispin-exchange m odel[9,4],which

m im icssegregation via di� usion. The second m odelm im icsthe case where

only surface di� usion is perm itted. An im portant goal of this paper is

m ethodological,viz.,the form ulation ofa kinetic Ising m odelwhere bulk

di� usion issuppressed. Another im portantgoalis to com pare pattern dy-

nam icsforphaseseparation with and withoutbulk di� usion.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.2,wedescribethekineticIsing

m odelsstudied here and ourM C sim ulation techniques. OurM C approach

usesnovelm ulti-spin coding techniques,which enable large-scale and long-

tim e sim ulationsofthese m odels. In Sec.3,we discussthe dom ain growth

lawswhich arise from bulk and surface di� usion,and also present detailed

num ericalresults.Finally,Sec.4 concludesthispaperwith a sum m ary and

discussion ofourresults.
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2 N um ericalM ethodology

2.1 K inetic Ising M odels

Thestandard m odelforbinary m ixturesistheIsing m odel:

H = � J
X

hiji

�i�j; �i= � 1; (1)

wherethespinsf�ig(i= 1! N )arelocated on adiscretelattice.Thestates

�i= +1 or� 1 denotethepresenceofan A-atom orB-atom atsitei,respec-

tively. W e consider the case with ferrom agnetic (J > 0) nearest-neighbor

interactions,denoted by the subscript hiji in Eq.(1). The phase diagram

forthebinary m ixtureisobtained in an ensem ble with � xed tem peratureT

and m agnetization M =
P

i�i.

The Ising system does not have an intrinsic dynam ics as the Poisson

brackets(orcom m utators)ofspin variablesare identically zero. Therefore,

one introduces stochastic kinetics by placing the system in contact with a

heat-bath which induces
 uctuations.The Ising m odel,in conjunction with

a physically appropriatespin kinetics,isreferred to asa kinetic Ising m odel

[4,10]. An im portant exam ple is the Kawasakispin-exchange m odel[9],

which hasnearest-neighborspin exchangeswith M etropolisacceptanceprob-

abilities.In an M C sim ulation ofthism odel,a pairofnearest-neighborsites

iand j is random ly selected,and the spins �i and �j are exchanged. The

probability thatthisexchangeisaccepted isgiven by

P = m in[1;exp(� �� H )];

� H = J(�i� �j)

0

@
X

Li6= j

�Li
�

X

Lj6= i

�Lj

1

A : (2)

Here, � H is the energy change due to the proposed spin exchange, and

� = (kB T)
� 1 is the inverse tem perature,with kB denoting the Boltzm ann

constant.In Eq.(2),Li denotesthenearest-neighborsofion thelattice.A

singleM onteCarlostep (M CS)correspondstoN such attem pted exchanges.

A largenum berofM C sim ulationsoftheKawasakim odelhavebeen reported

in theliterature[11,12].

The phase-separation kineticsin thism icroscopic m odelisanalogousto

that for the coarse-grained Cahn-Hilliard-Cook (CHC) equation,which is
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obtained asfollows:

@

@t
 (~r;t) = � ~r �~J(~r;t)

= ~r �
h

D ~r �(~r;t)+ ~�(~r;t)
i

= ~r �

"

D ~r

 
�F

� 

!

+ ~�(~r;t)

#

: (3)

Here, (~r;t)isthe orderparam eteratspace point~r and tim e t. Typically,

 (~r;t)= �A(~r;t)� �B (~r;t),where �A and �B denote the localdensities of

speciesA and B.In Eq.(3),the quantities ~J;D and � denote the current,

di� usion coe� cient,and chem ical-potentialdi� erence between A and B,re-

spectively. The chem icalpotentialisobtained asa functionalderivative of

theHelm holtzfreeenergy,which isoften taken to havethe 4-form :

F [ ] = H � TS

’

Z

d~r

"

�
1

2
kB (Tc� T) 2 +

kB Tc

12
 
4 +

J

2
(~r  )2

#

; (4)

where we have identi� ed h�ii=  (~ri)in Eq.(1)and Taylor-expanded vari-

ousterm s.Here,Tc denotesthe criticaltem perature.Finally,the Gaussian

whitenoiseterm ~�(~r;t)in Eq.(3)haszeroaverageand obeystheappropriate


 uctuation-dissipation relation. The CHC equation isalso known asM odel

B in theHohenberg-Halperin classi� cation schem eforcriticaldynam ics[13].

Further,using a m aster-equation approach,the CHC equation can be m o-

tivated from the spin-exchange m odel[14]. Therefore,we willsubsequently

referto theKawasakim odelas\M odelB".

Before proceeding,we stressthatthegeneralform oftheCHC equation

containsan order-param eter-dependentm obility [15,16,17]:

D ( )= D 0

 

1�
 2

 0
2

!

; (5)

where  0 is the saturation value ofthe order param eter at T = 0. This

is not consequentialfor quenches to m oderate tem peratures,but plays an

im portantrole fordeep quencheswhere  ’ �  0 in bulk dom ains. In that

case,bulk di� usion ise� ectively elim inated and dom ain growth proceedsby

surfacedi� usion [18,19,20].In thecontextoftheKawasakim odel,thiscan

be understood by focusing on an interfacialpairwith the m inim um barrier
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forinterchange:�i = +1 atthe periphery ofan up-rich dom ain and having

only one neighbor with the sam e spin value,and �j = � 1 in a down-rich

dom ain.Atlow tem peratures,thebulkdom ainsareverypureand theenergy

barrier to the interchange �i $ �j is � H = 4J. Thus,the tim e-scale for

thisinterchange �K � exp(�� H )! 1 asT ! 0,e� ectively blocking bulk

di� usion. Ofcourse,once an im purity spin isplaced inside a bulk dom ain,

thereisno furtherbarrierto itsdi� usion.

Apart from this naturalblocking ofbulk di� usion at T = 0,there are

system swhere the bulk m obility dim inishesdrastically due to physicalpro-

cesses, e.g., one or both of the com ponents m ay undergo a glass [21]or

gelation [22,23]transition. At the phenom enologicallevel,this has been

m odeled by setting them obility to zero in regionsrich in theglass-phaseor

gel-phase.Atthem icroscopic level,we proposea kinetic Ising m odelwhere

bulk di� usion issuppressed by introducing a kineticconstraint.W edisallow

exchanges�i $ �j ifthe neighboring spinsofthe pairare allparallel,even

though such an exchange would notraise the energy. In thiscase,segrega-

tion isdriven prim arily by di� usion along dom ain boundaries,though som e

bulk transport occurs via im purity n-spin clusters. (This bulk di� usion is

negligibleform oderatetodeep quenches.) W ewillsubsequently refertothis

m odelas\M odelS" [18]. Clearly,M odelS can be generalized to the case

ofreduced (though non-zero)m obility in thebulk dom ains.Thisisdoneby

allowing spin-exchangeswith di� erenttim e-scalesdepending on thenum ber

and typeofparallelneighborsfora spin pair.

2.2 N um ericalD etails

Allour M C sim ulations were perform ed on an L � L square lattice with

periodicboundary conditions.Attim et= 0,thetem peraturewasquenched

from T = 1 to T < Tc,where Tc ’ 2:269 isthe criticaltem perature ofthe

d = 2 Ising m odel.(Allenergy scalesarem easured in unitsofJ,and weset

theBoltzm ann constantkB = 1.) Thedisordered initialstateconsisted ofa

uniform m ixture ofN A A-atom sand N B B-atom swith N = N A + N B .The

casewith N A = N B correspondsto a criticalquench.

Our M C sim ulations exploit the technique ofm ulti-spin coding. For a

generalintroduction to thistechnique,see Ref.[24]. The basic idea isthat

onecan exploitthe64-bitcom puterarchitecturetoundertakeaparallelsim -

ulation of64 system s.Thisisdoneby storing thespin �i atsiteiin thek
th

system in the kth bitofa 64-bitword S[i]. Recallthat,in one elem entary
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m ove for M odelB,we propose to exchange the spins located on nearest-

neighborsitesiand j.ForM odelS,weim posethekineticconstraintthata

pairofspinssurrounded by aligned neighborsisnotexchanged.

Forthe d = 2 square lattice considered here,each site hasfournearest-

neighbors. Let n0,n1 and n2 be the three nearest-neighbors (other than

j) ofsite i. Sim ilarly,let m 0,m 1 and m 2 be the three nearest-neighbors

(otherthan i)ofsite j. To determ ine the change in energy resulting from

theproposed spin exchangesin all64 sim ulations,we � rstidentify which of

the six neighbors(n0;n1;n2;m 0;m 1;m 2)are antiparallel. Thiscan be done

in six operationswith theexclusive oroperation � :

A k = S[i]� S[nk]; k = 0! 2;

B k = S[j]� S[mk]; k = 0! 2: (6)

The energy changeassociated with thespin exchange and (thereby)theac-

ceptance probability is governed by the num ber ofantiparallelspins. In

an ordinary program ,thiswould involve a sum m ation overthe surrounding

spins.W ith logicaloperations,itism oreconvenientto determ inethelogical

variablesPk which tellwhether�iisantiparalleltoatleastk ofitsneighbors

(otherthan �j).NotethattheM etropolisalgorithm only requiresP1;P2 and

P3.Thesecan beobtained with six operations:

P2 = A 0 ^ A 1;

P1 = A 0 _ A 1;

P3 = A 2 ^ P2;

P2 = P2 _ (A 2 ^ P1);

P1 = P1 _ A 2: (7)

Sim ilarly,thevariablesQ k thattellwhether�j isantiparallelto atleastk of

itsneighbors(otherthan �i)can beobtained with six operations.

Finally,the acceptance probability for the proposed spin exchanges is

obtained by using random bitpatterns R 0,R 1 and R 2. These are designed

so thatthe probability foreach bitto be 1 isPb = exp(� 4�J). Thus,the

following statem entscom prisethecoreofourM odelS algorithm :

Flip = (S[i]� S[j])^ (P1 _ Q 3 _ R 0)^ (P2 _ Q 2 _ R 1)^ (P3 _ Q 1 _ R 2);

Flip = Flip^ (P1 _ :Q 3)^ (Q 1 _ :P3);

S[i] = S[i]� Flip;

S[j] = S[j]� Flip: (8)
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The im plem entation ofM odelB dynam ics is sim ply obtained by om itting

thesecond oftheabovestatem ents.

These 36 operationsforM odelS (or30 forM odelB)acton all64 bits

and thus perform 64 elem entary m oves. In conjunction with the required

load and store operations,and generation ofthe random bit patterns,our

im plem entation ofM odelB fora5122 system with m ulti-spin codingrequires

4.6 nsCPU-tim eperelem entary m oveon an AM D-64 com puterwith 3 GHz

clock frequency. Thisshould be contrasted with a directim plem entation of

thism odel,which requiresapproxim ately 100 nsCPU-tim e perelem entary

m oveon thesam em achine.

The procedure outlined above,which sim ulates 64 separate system s,is

known asa synchronous m ulti-spin algorithm [24].The boundariesofthese

64 system scan beglued togetherto yield an asynchronous m ulti-spin algo-

rithm [24],sim ulatingonesystem which is64tim eslarger.Thiscom esatthe

costof(a)m orecom plicated program m ing;and (b)a sm allreduction in the

program e� ciency.Thestatisticalresultsfordom ain m orphologiespresented

in Secs.3.1,3.2 and 3.3 were obtained by averaging over150 asynchronous

sim ulationswith system sizesL = 512. The resultsforthe autocorrelation

function in Sec.3.4 wereobtained by averaging over64 synchronously sim u-

lated system swith L = 1024.

3 D etailed R esults

Asstated earlier,the initialcondition forourM C sim ulationsconsistsofa

random con� guration.Thetem peratureisquenched to T < Tc att= 0,and

thesystem evolvesvia eitherM odelB orM odelS dynam icstowardsitsnew

equilibrium state. Figure 1 shows the typicaltim e evolution for a critical

com position (50 % A and 50 % B)aftera quench to T = 0:63Tc forM odel

B (left)and M odelS (right). Notice that the evolution m orphology has a

characteristic dom ain size,which we denote as R(t). The growth process

is substantially slower for S-dynam ics,as expected. W e willdem onstrate

shortly that the growth law due to bulk di� usion is R(t) � t1=3,which is

referred to asthe Lifshitz-Slyozov (LS)growth law. The corresponding law

forsegregation viasurfacedi� usion isR(t)� t1=4.However,wereiteratethat

bulk di� usion isnotelim inated entirely in M odelS because ofthe presence

ofim purity spin clustersin bulk dom ains. Athigh tem peratures,there isa

reasonablefraction ofim purity spinsand weexpecttheS-dynam icsto cross

7



Figure1:Evolution picturesforphase separation in a binary (AB)m ixture

with a criticalcom position.Thecom ponentA (� = +1)ism arked in black,

and the com ponentB (� = � 1)isunm arked. The system wasquenched at

tim e t= 0 from T = 1 to T = 0:63Tc. The top and bottom panelsshow

snapshots at tim es t= 104 and 106 M CS,using either M odelB dynam ics

(left),orM odelS dynam ics(right).TheM C sim ulationsweredoneon square

lattices ofsize 5122 with periodic boundary conditions. The details ofthe

sim ulationsaredescribed in thetext.

over to t1=3-growth at late tim es. The crossover tim e increases rapidly at

lowertem peratures where there are very few im purity spinsin the bulk as

Pim p ’ [1+ exp(8�J)]
� 1

in d = 2.

W e willstudy the evolution depicted in Fig.1 using quantities like the

correlation function and autocorrelation function.

3.1 G row th Law s

The� rstrelevantproperty isthegrowth law governing thesegregation pro-

cess.W ecom puted thetypicaldom ain sizeR(t)asthe� rstzero-crossing of
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thetwo-pointcorrelation function:

C(~r;t) =
1

N

NX

i= 1

[h�i(t)�i+ ~r(t)i� h�i(t)ih�i+ ~r(t)i] (9)

� g

�
r

R

�

: (10)

Here,~r denotesthedisplacem entvector,and weconsidersystem swhich are

translationally invariantand isotropic. The angularbracketsin Eq.(9)de-

notean averaging overindependentinitialconditionsand noiserealizations.

Equation (10)isthe dynam ical-scaling property ofthe correlation function

[25],and re
 ects the factthatthe m orphology is self-sim ilar in tim e,upto

a scale factor(see Fig.1).One can use otherde� nitionsofthe length scale

also,buttheseareallequivalentin thescaling regim e.

Atthisstage,itisusefulto clarify the dom ain growth lawswhich arise

due to bulk and surface di� usion. A convenient starting pointisthe CHC

equation (3)with an order-param eter-dependentm obilityD ( ).W econsider

a generalsituation where thedi� usion coe� cientattheinterface( = 0)is

D s,and thatin the bulk [ =  s(T)]isD b with D b � Ds. Thisdi� erence

in surface and bulk m obilities m ay be the consequence oflow-tem perature

dynam icsorduetophysicalprocesseslikeglassform ation orgelation.Then,

thesim plestfunctionalform which m odelsthem obility is

D ( )= D s

 

1� �
 2

 2
s

!

; � = 1�
D b

D s

; (11)

which isequivalentto Eq.(5)with D 0 = D s and  2
0 =  2

s=�. W e focuson

thedeterm inistic caseofEq.(3):

@

@t
 (~r;t)= D s

~r �

(  

1� �
 2

 s
2

!

~r

�

� (Tc� T) +
Tc

3
 
3 � Jr2 

�)

; (12)

where we have used the  4-form ofthe free energy from Eq.(4). The sat-

uration value ofthe orderparam eterin Eq.(12)is s(T)=
q

3(1� T=Tc).

Using the naturalscales for the order param eter,length and tim e,we can

rewriteEq.(12)in thedim ensionlessform :

@

@t
 (~r;t)= ~r �

h�

1� � 
2
�
~r
�

�  +  
3 � r2 

�i

;

� 2 [0;1] for D b � Ds: (13)

9



TheRHS ofEq.(13)can bedecom posed as[20]

@

@t
 (~r;t) = (1� �)r2(�  +  

3 � r2 )+

�~r �
h�

1�  
2
�
~r
�

�  +  
3 � r2 

�i

; (14)

where the � rstterm on the RHS corresponds to bulk di� usion. This term

disappearsfor� = 1 orD b = 0. The second term on the RHS corresponds

to surface di� usion and isonly operationalatinterfaceswhere  ’ 0. Fol-

lowing Ohta [26],we can obtain an equation which describesthe interfacial

dynam ics. The location ofthe interfaces~ri(t)isde� ned by the zerosofthe

order-param eter� eld:

 [~ri(t);t]= 0: (15)

Focus on a particular interface,and designate the norm alcoordinate as n

(with dim ensionality 1)and theinterfacialcoordinatesas~a [with dim ension-

ality (d� 1)].Then,thenorm alvelocity vn(~a;t)obeystheintegro-di� erential

equation [26,20]:

4

Z

d~a0G[~ri(~a);~ri(~a
0)]vn(~a

0;t) ’ (1� �)�K (~a;t)+

4�

Z

d~a0G[~ri(~a);~ri(~a
0)]r 2

K (~a0;t);(16)

whereK (~a;t)isthelocalcurvatureatpoint~a on theinterface,and � isthe

surfacetension.TheGreen’sfunction G(~x;~x0)obeys

� r2G(~x;~x0)= �(~x� ~x0): (17)

A dim ensionalanalysisofEq.(16)in thescalingregim eyieldsthegrowth

laws due to surface and bulk di� usion. W e identify the scales ofvarious

quantitiesin Eq.(16)as

[d~a]� R
d� 1

; [G]� R
2� d

;

[vn]�
dR

dt
; [K ]� R

� 1
: (18)

Thisyieldsthecrossoverbehaviorofthelength scaleas

R(t) � (�t)1=4; t� tc;

� [(1� �)�t]1=3; t� tc; (19)
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wherethecrossovertim eis

tc �
�3

(1� �)4�4
: (20)

Theabovescenarioappliesforboth M odelsB and S,asD b < D s in either

case.Atm oderatetem peratures,thiscrossoveroccursrapidlyforM odelB in

oursim ulations.However,in M odelS,thereisa drasticsuppression ofbulk

di� usion with Db � D s and � ’ 1. Therefore,the crossoverto t1=3-growth

is strongly delayed and not observed over sim ulation tim e-scales. This is

seen in Fig.2,which plotsR vs. tattem peraturesT = 0:63Tc and 0:88Tc
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Figure 2: Typicaldom ain size (R)asa function oftim e (t)aftera quench

att= 0 from T = 1 to T = 0:63Tc (left)and 0:88Tc (right). The circles

and squares indicate data obtained with M odelB and M odelS dynam ics,

respectively.Lineswith slope1=4 and 1=3 arealso provided on theplotsas

guidesto theeye.

forM odelsB and S.Thedata forM odelS isconsistentwith thegrowth law

R � t1=4.Theearly-tim edataforM odelB isalsoconsistentwith thisgrowth

law,assurface di� usion isdom inantatearly tim es. Atlate tim es,one sees

crossover behaviorbetween the t1=4-regim e and the asym ptotic t1=3-regim e.

Note that the crossover for M odelB is delayed at the higher tem perature

T = 0:88Tc because the decrease in � is m ore than com pensated by the
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reduction in � due to softening ofthe interfacesasT ! T�

c [see Eq.(20)].

M oregenerally,westressthatithasbeen notoriously di� cultto observethe

asym ptotic t1=3-growth in M C sim ulations ofthe Kawasakim odel[11,12].

Sim ilarresultshave been obtained from Langevin studiesofcoarse-grained

m odels[18,19,20].

Before proceeding,we rem ark that we have also studied m odels where

bulk di� usion ism orestrictly suppressed by im posing additionalkineticcon-

straints which elim inate 2-spin di� usion,3-spin di� usion,etc. The corre-

sponding results forthe growth law are num erically indistinguishable from

theM odelS resultsin Fig.2overthetim e-scalesofoursim ulation.Thisun-

derlinestheutilityoftheproposed M odelS in thecontextofphaseseparation

via surfacedi� usion.

Itisalso relevantto discusso� -criticalquenches,where one ofthe com -

ponentsispresentin a largerfraction.In Fig.3,weshow evolution pictures

for M odels B and S for the case with 25% A and 75% B.Ifthe evolution

Figure3:Analogousto Fig.1,butforan o� -criticalquench with 25% A and

75% B.Thetem peratureisT = 0:63Tc.
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m orphologyisnotbicontinuous,e.g.,therearedropletsofthem inority phase

in a m atrix ofthem ajority phase,thesurface-di� usion m echanism isunable

to drive growth. Nevertheless,athigh tem peratures,growth m ay stillpro-

ceed by theBrownian m otion ofdroplets[27].Thecorrespondinggrowth law

dependsexplicitly on thedim ensionality:

R(t)� (Tt)1=(d+ 2): (21)

Thus,dom ain growth through dropletm otion obeysthe law R(t)� (Tt)1=4

in d = 2,which isanalogoustothesurface-di� usion growth law.Thegrowth

kineticsofM odelsB and S foro� -criticalm ixturesatT = 0:63Tc isshown in

Fig.4.W eseethattheS-dynam icsshowstheexpected t1=4-growth overex-

tended tim e-regim es.Asbefore,theB-dynam icsshowsa crossoverbehavior

between the t1=4-regim e and the asym ptotic t1=3-regim e. At low tem pera-

tures,the Brownian m echanism isine� ective and the evolution ofM odelS

freezesinto a m eso-structure.

3.2 C orrelation Functions

Next,letusstudy them orphologicalfeaturesoftheevolution in Figs.1 and

3.Theseareusually characterized by (a)thecorrelation function de� ned in

Eq.(9),or(b)itsFouriertransform ,thestructurefactor.W ehavecon� rm ed

thatthesequantitiesexhibitdynam icalscalingforboth M odelsB and S.For

thesakeofbrevity,wedo notshow theseresultshere.

An im portantthem ein thiscontextisa com parison ofthem orphologies

arising from both dynam ics.Earlierstudieswith coarse-grained m odels[18,

19,20]have found thatthe correlation functions and structure factors are

num erically indistinguishable forgrowth driven by bulk di� usion orsurface

di� usion.Atthevisuallevel,thisalsoseem stobesuggested bythesnapshots

in Figs.1and 3.In Fig.5,wecom parethescalingfunctionsforM odelsB and

S fora criticalquench with T = 0:63Tc. To elim inate � nite-size e� ects,we

considercaseswith the sam e typicaldom ain size:t= 106 M CS in M odelS

and t= 3:4� 105 M CS in M odelB.In Fig.5(a),weplotC(r;t)vs.r=R.The

scalingfunctionssuperposeon thescaleoftheplot,in accordancewith earlier

studiesofphenom enologicalm odels.In Fig.5(b),weplotC(r;t)� (r=R)vs.

r=R sothatthelarge-distancebehaviorism agni� ed.Som esubtledi� erences

between the two functions are seen at large distances r=R > 2. W e m ake

som eobservationsin thisregard:
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Figure4:Analogousto Fig.2,butforan o� -criticalquench with 25% A and

75% B.W eshow resultsforT = 0:63Tc.

(a)The statisticalerrorin the di� erence between the curves atthe second

peakisaboutfourtim essm allerthanthedi� erence,soitcannotbeattributed

to statistical
 uctuations.

(b) W e have also replotted the correlation functions for M odels B and S

from di� erenttim eson the scale C(r;t)� (r=R)vs. r=R. In thatcase,the

secondarypeaksshow am uch bettercollapse,suggestingthatthediscrepancy

in Fig.5(b)isnottheresultofcorrectionsto scaling.

Though itisdi� culttoattributephysicalsigni� cancetothesedi� erences,

itisconceptually im portantto stresstheobservabledi� erencesbetween the

m orphologies for M odels B and S.Sim ilar scaling plots for the o� -critical

quench shown in Fig.3 are shown in Fig.6. It is known that the scaling

functionsforphase-separating system sdepend on thedegreeofo� -criticality
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Figure 5: Superposition ofscaling functions for M odels B (solid line) and

S (dashed line)forthe evolution depicted in Fig.1. ForM odelS,the data

setcorresponds to t= 106 M CS;forM odelB,the data setcorrespondsto

t= 3:4� 105 M CS.Both dom ain sizescoincide atthese tim es. (a)Plotof

C(r;t)vs.r=R.(b)PlotofC(r;t)� (r=R)vs.r=R,so asto m agnify thetail

behavior.

[28].Noticethattheoscillationsin theplotofC(r;t)vs.r=R dim inish with

increase in the o� -criticality. Further,the discrepancy between the scaling

functionsforM odelsB and S islargerfortheo� -criticalcase.

3.3 Island D istribution and Excess Energy

Oursubsequentresultswillfocuson thecaseofa criticalquench.An alter-

nativem ethod ofdescribing thedom ain m orphology istheisland-sizedistri-

bution.W ede� nean island asa setofaligned spins,allofwhose neighbors

are either partofthe island,orhave an antiparallelspin. Tafa etal. [29]

have shown thatthe dom ain-size distribution in a phase-separating system
eP(l;t)exhibitsscaling,and hasan exponentialdecay:

eP(l;t)= R
� 1
f

 
l

R

!

; f(x)� e
� ax for x ! 1 ; (22)

where lis the dom ain size and a is a constant. The corresponding scaling

form fortheisland-sizedistribution P(s;t)in d = 2 isobtained as

P(s;t) =

Z
1

0

dl�(s� bl
2)eP(l;t)
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Figure6:Analogousto Fig.5,butforan o� -criticalquench with 25% A and

75% B atT = 0:63Tc. In thiscase,the tim esforthe di� erentdata setsare

t= 9:8� 105 M CS (M odelS)and t= 2:7� 105 M CS (M odelB).

= hsi� 1 g

 
s

hsi

!

; g(x)=
1

2
p
x
f(
p
x); (23)

wherebisa geom etricfactor,and hsiistheaverageisland size.

In Fig.7,weplot
q

shsiP(s;t)vs.
q

s=hsiforboth M odelsB and S.W e

m aketwo observationsin thiscontext.First,thedata forthetwo m odelsis

num erically indistinguishableon thescaleofthisplot.Thesubtledi� erences

in the correlation-function data are notseen in the island-size distribution

function.Second,theplotinFig.7exhibitsanexponentialdecay,asexpected

from Eqs.(22)-(23).

A m acroscopic quantity which depends on the density ofsm allislands

isthe totalenergy E (t). The interfacialenergy fora dom ain is�R d� 1,and

thenum berofdom ainsin the system � N =Rd.Thus,theoverallinterfacial

energy dependson thelength scale asE (t)� E (1 )� N �=R.In Fig.8,we

plotE (t)=N vs.R � 1 forboth M odelsB and S atT = 0:63Tc and 0:88Tc.W e

observe a power-law convergence ofthe excess energy with the slope being

proportionalto the surface tension �(T). Again,the data setsatthe sam e

tem peraturecannotbedistinguished on thescaleoftheplot.
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Figure7:Scaled probability distributionsforisland-sizesin M odelsB (solid

line)andS(dashed line)atT = 0:88Tc.Thedataisshown onalinear-logplot

as
q

shsiP(s;t)vs.
q

s=hsi,suggested by Eqs.(22)-(23). ForM odelS,the

data setcorrespondsto t= 106 M CS;forM odelB,thedata setcorresponds

to t= 3:4� 105 M CS.Both dom ain sizescoincideatthesetim es.

3.4 A ging ofthe A utocorrelation Function

The data presented so farhasfocused on the m orphologicalfeaturesofthe

phase-separating system . Letusnextstudy the tem poralcorrelation ofthe

pattern dynam icsin Fig.1.Thisism easured bytheautocorrelation function:

A(tw;�) =
1

N

NX

i= 1

[h�i(tw)�i(tw + �)i� h�i(tw)ih�i(tw + �)i]; (24)

wherethetim estw and (tw + �)arem easured afterthequench att= 0.Here,

tw isthereferencetim eform easurem entoftheautocorrelation function,and

isreferred to asthewaitingtim e.Them ostgeneralcorrelation function cor-

17



d

d

d

d

d
ddddddddddddddddddd

○

○

○

○

○○○○○○○○○○○○○○○○○○○○○○○○○○○○

♦

♦

♦

♦

♦
♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦♦

b

b

b

b

bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbb

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
-2

-1.5

-1

-0.5

0

R -1

E
 / 

N

Figure 8: Plotofthe energy persite E (t)=N vs. R � 1 forM odelB attem -

peraturesT = 0:63Tc (squares)and T = 0:88Tc (circles),and M odelS atthe

sam etwo tem peratures(diam ondsand crosses).

respondstounequalspaceand tim e,and com binesthede� nitionsin Eqs.(9)

and (24).Equilibrium system sarestationary and thecorrespondingA(tw;�)

only dependsupon thetim e-di� erence�.On theotherhand,fornonequilib-

rium system s,A(tw;�)dependson both tw and �.

Therehavebeen som eearlierstudiesofA(tw;�)fordom ain growth in ki-

neticIsing m odels.Therearetwo m echanism swhich drivethedecorrelation

process:

(a) First,there are 
 uctuations in bulk dom ains,which give a stationary

contribution.Huseand Fisher[30]studied decorrelation arisingfrom theap-

pearanceofa dropletof(say)down-spinsin an up-dom ain.Theprobability

thatadropletofsizeR appearsvia
 uctuationsisPd / exp(� ��Rd� 1).The

lifetim e ofthisdropletis� � R1=�,where � isthe growth exponent. Thus,

thecorrespondingautocorrelation function showsastretched-exponentialbe-
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havior:

A eq(�)’ exp(� ���
�);

� = (d� 1)� ford < dc and 1 ford > dc: (25)

Here,thecriticaldim ensionality isde� ned by (dc� 1)� = 1.

(b) Second, there is decorrelation due to dom ain-wallm otion. This can

be eitherstochastic (due to therm al
 uctuations)orsystem atic (due to the

curvature-reduction m echanism ). Considerthe T = 0 case,where there are

no 
 uctuations in the bulk or the surface. The characteristic dom ain-wall

velocity decreaseswith tim e,sothism echanism givesanon-stationary orag-

ing(tw-dependent)contribution [31].Fisherand Huse[32]used scaling ideas

to arguethattheaging contribution to A(tw;�)hasa power-law dependence

on thelength scale:

A age(tw;�)=

"
R(tw)

R(tw + �)

#�

; R(tw + �)� R(tw): (26)

There have been various studies of the aging exponent � in cases with

both spin-
 ip and spin-exchangekinetics[1].Forpower-law dom ain growth,

Eq.(26)obeysthe scaling form A age(tw;�)= h(�=tw),which hasbeen ob-

served in som estudiesofspin glasses[31].

In Fig.9,weplotA(tw;�)vs.� forM odelsB and S fora criticalquench

to T = 0:63Tc. The solid linesdenote data forM odelB with waiting tim es

tw = 102;103;104;105 (from lefttoright).Thedashed linesdenotethecorre-

spondingdataforM odelS.Asexpected,theautocorrelation function decays

m orerapidly forM odelB.W em akethefollowingobservationsin thisregard:

(a)The quantity A(tw;�)exhibitsaging,with an explicitdependence on tw
forboth M odelsB and S.In general,the decay isslowerforlargertw,i.e.,

when the dom ain size ofthe reference state islarger. Further,the decay is

fasterforhighertem peratures,where larger
 uctuations are present in the

system .

(b)The data in Fig.9 isplotted on a log-log scale,and exhibits a contin-

uous curvature for both M odels B and S.This is not consistent with the

sim plepower-law decay in Eq.(26).Asa m atteroffact,theautocorrelation

data doesnoteven exhibit�=tw-scaling,aswe have con� rm ed. In the case

ofM odelB,thisisbecause thedecorrelation processisdriven by both bulk


 uctuations(with astationarycontribution)and dom ain-wallm otion (with a

non-stationary contribution).In thecaseofM odelS,bulk 
 uctuationshave
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Figure 9: Tim e-dependence ofthe autocorrelation function for M odels B

(solid line)and S (dashed line)atT = 0:63Tc. The waiting tim esare tw =

102;103;104;105 M CS (from leftto right).

been e� ectively elim inated and onem ay naively expectto recoverpower-law

decay.However,thisisnotthecasebecauseinterfacial
 uctuationsalso con-

tributeto decorrelation.W e believe thatthescaling behaviorin Eq.(26)is

only realized in kineticIsingm odelsortheircoarse-grained analogsatT = 0.

In thislim it,coarsening occursonly through thesystem aticm otion ofinter-

faces and the system always reduces its energy. However,the T = 0 lim it

isnotinteresting in thecontextofkineticIsing m odelsbecausetheevolving

system invariably getstrapped in localfree-energy m inim a.

(c)In recentwork,Puriand Kum ar[33]havestudied thedecorrelation pro-

cessin aspin-1m odelusingastochasticm odelbased on thecontinuous-tim e

random walk form alism .W earecurrently trying to adapttheirm odeling to
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understand thebehaviorin Fig.9.

4 Sum m ary and D iscussion

Letusconcludethispaperwith asum m ary and discussion oftheresultspre-

sented here. W e have studied phase separation in a kinetic Ising m odelfor

phase separation m ediated by surface di� usion. Thism odel(referred to as

M odelS)isobtained by im posing akineticconstrainton theusualKawasaki

kineticIsing m odel(referred to asM odelB).In general,thesurfacedi� usion

m echanism can drivesegregation only when them orphology consistsofper-

colated clusters,i.e.,fornear-criticalquenches. W ehave undertaken M onte

Carlo (M C) sim ulations ofM odels B and S using m ulti-spin coding tech-

niques.Theseprovideaccelerated algorithm swhich enablethesim ulation of

largesystem sforextended tim es.Ourresultsshow thatthem ajordi� erence

between the m orphologies ofM odelsB and S lies in the growth dynam ics.

In thisregard,itisrelevantto em phasize thefollowing:

(a)Theearly-tim edynam ics(t� tBc )ofM odelB isalso dom inated by sur-

face di� usion with the growth law R(t) � t1=4. For late tim es (t � tBc ),

there is a crossover to the t1=3-growth regim e. In the lim it ofT ! 0,the

crossovertim ediverges(tBc ! 1 ).However,thelow-tem perature dynam ics

ofM odelB usually freezes into m etastable states. Therefore,itis hard to

seean extended regim eoft1=4-growth in M odelB.

(b)Ourkineticconstraintelim inatessingle-particlebulkdi� usion,and wesee

extended regim esofgrowth driven by surfacedi� usion.However,n-particle

di� usion (with n � 2) is stillpossible and is governed by the probability

forexistence ofim puritiesin bulk dom ains.Thus,atsu� ciently largetim es

(t� tSc),weagain expectacrossovertot
1=3-growth.However,thiscrossover

isextrem ely delayed,even atm oderatetem peratures.

(c)W ehavealsostudied kineticm odelswith constraintswhich elim inatethe

di� usion ofn-spin clusters. The dom ain growth data obtained from these

m odelsisnum erically indistinguishable from thatforM odelS.

(d) Forhighly o� -criticalquenches,the m orphology consists ofdroplets of

them inority phase in a m atrix ofthem ajority phase.In thiscase,the sur-

facedi� usion m echanism cannotdrivephaseseparation.However,Brownian

m otion and coalescence ofdropletsalso givesriseto t1=4-growth in d = 2.

Apart from growth laws, we have also studied quantitative properties

ofthe evolution m orphology like correlation functions and island-size dis-
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tribution functions. There are subtle di� erences in the scaled correlation

functionsforM odelsB and S,butitisdi� cultto attributephysicalsigni� -

cance to these.Further,these di� erencesarenotre
 ected in theisland-size

distribution function.

Finally,wehavestudied theagingoftheautocorrelation function A(tw;�)

in M odelsB and S.In both cases,we � nd thatthe decorrelation processis

driven by both 
 uctuations and dom ain-wallm otion. Thus,A(tw;�) does

notexhibita sim ple power-law decay orscaling behavior.W e arepresently

adapting thecontinuous-tim erandom walk approach developed by Puriand

Kum ar[33]to study theaging oftheautocorrelation functionsin M odelsB

and S.
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