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A bstract

W e propose a kinetic Ising m odel to study phase separation driven
by surface di usion. Thism odelis referred to asM odel S, and consists
oftheusualK aw asakispin-exchange kinetics (M odelB ) in con jinction
w ith a kinetic constraint. W e use novelm ultispin coding techniques
to develop fast algorithm s for M onte C arlo sin ulations of M odels B
and S.W e use these algorithm s to study the late stages of pattem
dynam ics in these system s.
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1 Introduction

Consider a hom ogeneousbinary A B) m xture, which is rendered them ody—
nam ically unstable by a rapid tem perature quench below them iscibility gap.
The system prefers to be in a phasessparated state at the lower tem per-
ature. The farfrom equilbriim evolution of the system from the unstable
hom ogeneous state to the segregated state has received considerable atten—
tion fii,2,'3,'4]. Thisevolution is characterized by the em ergence and grow th
ofdom ains enriched in the com ponentsA and B . The termm s used to describe
this nonequilbrium process are phase ordering dynam ics, dom ain growth or
aarsening. A quantitative characterization ofphase ordering system s focuses
on (@) the dom ain growth law; (o) the statistical properties of the evolution
m orphology; and (c) the tem poral correlation of pattem dynam ics.

T he equilbrium phase-ssparated state isuniguely determ ined by isther-
m odynam ic properties. H ow ever, there is a diverse range of kinetic pathways
which enabl segregation. For exam pl, phase ssparation in alloys is usu—
ally driven by vacancy-m ediated di usion i5]. On the other hand, or uid
m xtures, hydrodynam ic velocity elds enable convective transport of m a—
terial along dom ain boundaries and give rise to novel asym ptotic behaviors
[6]. Furthem ore, phase ssparation In m xtures can be frozen (ornear-frozen)
into m esoscopic states by the presence of quenched disorder {1], viscoelastic
e ects B3], etc.

In this paper, we present resuls from a com parative M onte Carlo M C)
study of two kinetic Ising m odels for phase ssparation in binary m ixtures.
The rst of these is the usual K awasaki spin-exchange m odel 9,1 ], which
m In ics segregation via di usion. The second m odelm im ics the case where
only surface di usion is pem itted. An Inportant goal of this paper is
m ethodological, viz. the formulation of a kinetic Ising m odel where buk
di usion is suppressed. Another im portant goal is to com pare pattem dy-—
nam ics or phase ssparation w ith and w ithout buk di usion.

T his paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. 2, we describe the kinetic Ishg
m odels studied here and our M C sin ulation techniques. OurM C approach
uses novel m ulti-spin coding techniques, which enable large-scale and long-
tin e sin ulations of these m odels. In Sec. 3, we discuss the dom ain grow th
law s which arse from buk and surface di usion, and also present detailed
num erical results. Finally, Sec. 4 concludes this paper w ith a summ ary and
discussion of our resuls.



2 Num ericalM ethodology

2.1 K inetic Ising M odels

T he standard m odel for binary m ixtures is the Ising m odel:

X
H= J i 1= 1 @)
hiji

wherethe oinsf ;g i= 1! N ) are located on a discrete Jattice. T he states

;= t+1or 1denotethepresence ofan A-atom orB-atom at site i, regoec—
tively. W e consider the case with ferrom agnetic (J > 0) nearest-neighbor
interactions, denoted by the subscript hiji in Eq. ). The phase diagram
for the binary m xture jsPobtajned In an ensamble wih xed tempermture T
and m agnetization M = ; ;.

The Ising system does not have an intrinsic dynam ics as the Poisson
brackets (or com m utators) of spin variables are identically zero. T herefore,
one Introduces stochastic kinetics by placing the system in contact wih a
heat-bath which induces uctuations. T he Ising m odel, in conjunction with
a physically appropriate spin kinetics, is referred to as a kinetic Ising m odel
B, 10]. An inportant exam pk is the K awasaki spin-exchange m odel [B],
w hich has nearest-neighbor soin exchanges w ith M etropolis acosptance prob—
abilities. Tn an M C sim ulation ofthism odel, a pair of nearest-neighbor sites
iand j is random ly selected, and the spins ; and 5 are exchanged. The
probability that this exchange is accepted is given by

P

m in [l;eXp(g H)I;

H = J(; ;)@ L; L @)

Here, H is the energy change due to the propossd spin exchange, and
= (ks T) ! is the nverse tem perature, w ith ks denoting the Boltzm ann
constant. In Eq. (), L; denotes the nearest-neighbors of i on the Jattice. A
single M onte Carlo step M CS) correpondsto N such attem pted exchanges.
A largenumberofM C sinulationsoftheK awasakim odelhave been reported
in the literature {12, 12].
T he phase-ssparation kinetics In this m icroscopic m odel is analogous to
that for the coarsegrained Cahn-H illiard-Cook (CHC) equation, which is



obtained as follow s:

e @t = ¥ J@t
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Here, (¢;t) is the order param eter at space point ¥ and tim e t. Typically,

;) = A @©10) s @;t), where 5 and  denote the local densities of
soecies A and B.In Eq. @), the quantities J;D and denote the current,
di usion coe cient, and chem icalpotentialdi erence between A and B, re—
goectively. The chem ical potential is obtained as a functional derivative of
the Helm holtz free energy, which is often taken to have the “—fom :

F[] = H TS
2 " ky T J ’
’ dr Zk T) 2+ =< 44 2@ )2 ; 4
2 B (Tc ) 12 2( ) I4 ( )
where we have denti ed hiji= (&) n Eq. () and Taylorexpanded vari

ous tem s. Here, T, denotes the critical tem perature. F inally, the G aussian
white noissterm ~ (£;t) in Eq. [8) has zero average and obeys the appropriate

uctuation-dissipation relation. The CHC egquation is also known asM odel
B In the Hohenberg-H alperin classi cation schem e for critical dynam ics[L3].
Further, using a m asterequation approach, the CHC equation can be m o—
tivated from the spin-exchange m odel {[4]. T herefore, we w ill subsequently
refer to the K awasakim odelas \M odelB".

Before proceeding, we stress that the general form ofthe CHC equation

contains an order-param eterdependent m cbility (5,186,171

D()=Do 1 — ©)

where , is the saturation value of the order parameter at T = 0. This
is not consequential for quenches to m oderate tem peratures, but plys an
In portant role for desp quenches where '/ o In buk dom ains. In that
case, buk di usion ise ectively elin nated and dom ain grow th prooeeds by
surface di usion '[I8,19,20]. In the context of the K awasakim odel, this can
be understood by focusing on an interfacial pair w ith the m Ininum barrer



for nterchange: ;= + 1 at the periphery of an up—rich dom ain and having

only one neighbor with the same spin value, and 5 = 1 n a down-rich
dom ain. At low tem peratures, the buk dom ains are very pure and the energy

barrer to the interchange ; $§ 3 is H = 4J. Thus, the tinescalk for

this interchange ¢ exp( H)! 1 asT ! 0,e ectively blocking buk
di usion. O f course, once an In purty soin is placed inside a buk dom ain,
there is no further barrier to its di usion.

Apart from this naturalblocking ofbuk di usion at T = 0, there are
system s where the bulk m obility dim inishes drastically due to physical pro—
cesss, eg., one or both of the com ponents m ay undergo a glass 1] or
gelation P32, 23] transition. At the phenom enological kvel, this has been
m odeled by setting the m obility to zero in regions rich in the glassphase or
gelphase. At the m icroscopic level, we propose a kinetic Ising m odel w here
buk di usion is suppressed by Introducing a kinetic constraint. W e disallow
exchanges ; $ j if the neighboring spins of the pair are all paralkel, even
though such an exchange would not raise the energy. In this case, segrega—
tion is driven prim arily by di usion along dom ain boundaries, though som e
bulk transport occurs via Inpurity n-spin clusters. (This bulk di usion is
negliglble form oderate to desp quenches.) W e w ill subsequently refer to this
model as \M odel S" {1§]. Clearly, M odel S can be generalized to the case
of reduced (though non-zero) m obility in the bulk dom ains. This is done by
allow Ing spin-exchanges w ith di erent tim e-scales depending on the number
and type of parallel neighbors for a soin pair.

2.2 N um erical D etails

A1l our M C sinulations were performed on an L L square lattice with
periodic boundary conditions. At tine t= 0, the tem perature was quenched
from T =1 toT < T,,where T, ' 2269 is the critical tem perature of the
d= 2 Isihgmodel. @A llenergy scales arem easured in units of J, and we st
the Boltzm ann constant kg = 1.) The disordered initial state consisted of a
uniform m ixture of N, A-atomsand Ny B-atomswih N = N, + Ngz . The
casewith N, = Ny ocorresoonds to a critical quench.

Our M C smulations exploit the technique of m uld-spin coding. For a
general ntroduction to this technique, see Ref. P4]. The basic dea is that
one can exploit the 64-bit com puter architectire to undertake a parallel sin —
ulation of 64 system s. T his is done by storing the spin  ; at site i in the k™
systeam in the k™ bit of a 64-bit word S [i]. Recall that, in one elm entary



move for M odel B, we propose to exchange the spins located on nearest—
neighbor sites 1 and j. ForM odel S, we In pose the kinetic constraint that a
pair of soins surrounded by aligned neighbors is not exchanged.

For the d = 2 square lattice considered here, each site has four nearest—
neighbors. Let ngy, n; and n, be the three nearestneighbors (other than
j) of site i. Sim ilarly, ket m o3, m; and m, be the three nearest-neighbors
(other than i) of site j. To detem ine the change In energy resulting from
the proposed spin exchanges in all 64 sin ulations, we rst identify which of
the six neighbors (ng;n;;n,;m ¢;m 1;m,) are antjparaliel. This can be done
In six operations w ith the exclisive or operation

Ay = SH Skhli k=0! 2;
By = SOl Sml; k=0! 2: (6)

T he energy change associated w ith the soin exchange and (thersby) the ac-
ceptance probability is govemed by the number of antiparalkel spins. In
an ordinary program , this would involre a summ ation over the surrounding
soins. W ith logicaloperations, it ism ore convenient to determ ne the logical
variables P, which tellwhether ; isantiparallelto at least k of its neighbors
(ctherthan ). Note that theM etropolis algorithm only requiresP,;P, and
P;. These can be cbtained w ith six operations:

P, = A" Ayj

P; = Ag_A;y;

P; = A" Py;

P, = Py,_ @A,"P1);

P; = P1_Aj: (7)

Sim ilarly, the variables Q ¢ that tellwhether 5 isantijparallelto at least k of
its neighbors (otherthan ;) can be obtained w ith six operations.

F inally, the acosptance probability for the proposed soin exchanges is
obtained by using random bit patterns Ry, R; and R,. These are designed
o that the probability for each bittobe 1 isPy, = exp( 4 J). Thus, the
follow ing statem ents com prise the core of our M odel S algorithm :

Flip = SHE SQOD” Gi_Q3_Rog)™ P2_Q2_R1)" P3_0Q:1_Ry);
Flp = Flp” P1_:03)" ©Q1_ :P3);

SHE = SHE Flp;

SHl = SOl Flp: 8)



The in plam entation of M odel B dynam ics is sin ply cbtained by om iting
the second of the above statam ents.

These 36 operations forM odel S (or 30 orM odel B) act on all 64 bits
and thus perform 64 elm entary m oves. In conjinction with the required
Jad and store operations, and generation of the random bit pattems, our
in plem entation ofM odelB fora 5122 system w ith m ultispin coding requires
46nsCPU-tineperelm entary move on an AM D 64 computerwih 3GHz
clock frequency. This should be contrasted w ith a direct in plem entation of
this m odel, which requires approxin ately 100 ns CPU -tin e per elem entary
m ove on the sam e m achine.

T he procedure outlined above, which sinulates 64 ssparate systam s, is
known as a synchronous multispin algorithm R4]. T he boundaries of these
64 system s can be glued together to yield an asynchronous m ultispoin algo—
rithm [R4], sin ulating one system which is 64 tin es lJarger. T his com es at the
cost of (@) m ore com plicated program m ing; and () a an all reduction In the
program e clency. T he statistical results fordom ain m orphologies presented
in Secs. 31, 32 and 33 were cbtained by averaging over 150 asynchronous
sim ulations w ith system sizes L = 512. The resuls for the autocorrelation
function in Sec. 34 were obtained by averaging over 64 synchronously sinu-—
lated system swith L = 1024.

3 D etailed R esuls

A s stated earlier, the initial condition for our M C sin ulations consists of a
random con guration. T he tem perature isquenched to T < L att= 0, and
the system evolves via eitherM odelB orM odel S dynam ics tow ards its new

equilbriim state. Figure § shows the typical tin e evolution for a critical
com position 50 & A and 50 $ B) after a quench to T = 0:63T. orM odel
B (eft) and M odel S (rght). 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 will dem onstrate
shortly that the growth law due to buk di usion is R (t) ¥3, whith is
referred to as the Lifshitz-Skozov (LS) growth law . The corresoonding law

or segregation via surfacedi usion isR () £*. However, we reiterate that
buk di usion is not elin nated entirely in M odel S because of the presence
of In purity soin clisters in buk dom ains. At high tem peratures, there is a
reasonable fraction of in purity spins and we expect the S-dynam ics to cross



Figure 1: Evolution pictures for phase ssparation In a binary A B) m xture
w ith a critical com position. The component A ( = + 1) ism arked in black,
and the component B ( = 1) isunm arked. The system was quenched at
tinet= 0from T =1 toT = 063T.. The top and bottom panels show

snapshots at tines t = 10* and 10° M CS, using either M odel B dynam ics
(left), orM odelS dynam ics (rght). TheM C sim ulationswere done on square
lattices of size 5122 with periodic boundary conditions. The details of the
sim ulations are describbed in the text.

over to £=-growth at late tines. The crossover tin e ncreases rapidly at
Jower tem peratures where there are very f&w In purity soins in the buk as
Pup’ M+ exp® J)] ' ind= 2.

W e will study the evolution depicted in F .1 usihg quantities lke the
correlation finction and autocorrelation function.

30 Growth Laws

The st rekevant property is the growth law goveming the segregation pro—
cess. W e com puted the typicaldom ain size R (t) asthe rst zero-crossing of



the twopoint correlation function:

1 X

Cet) = = hif) w.®i hi®ih . O ©)
=1

- (10)
9 R

Here, ¥ denotes the digplacam ent vector, and we consider system s which are
translationally invariant and isotropic. The angular brackets n Eq. (9) de-
note an averaging over independent Iniial conditions and noise realizations.

Equation (LQ) is the dynam icalscaling property of the correlation function

P51, and re ects the fact that the m orphology is selfsin ilar in tin e, upto
a scale factor (see Fig.d). One can use other de nitions of the length scake
also, but these are allequivalent In the scaling regin e.

At this stage, it is usefiil to clarify the dom ain growth law s which arise
due to buk and surface di usion. A convenient starting point is the CHC
equation () w ith an orderparam eterdependentm obility D ( ). W e consider
a general situation where the di usion coe cient at the interface ( = 0) is
Dy, and that n thebuk [ =  (T)]isDy wih Dy Dg. Thisdi erence
In surface and bulk m cbilities m ay be the consequence of low -tem perature
dynam ics or due to physical processes like glass form ation orgelation. Then,
the sim plest functional form which m odels the m obility is

which isequivalent to Eq. (§) with Dy = D and 2= 2= .We cuson
the determ nistic case ofEq. @):

( ! )

~ ~ Te 5 2
(e;t) = D (T 1 — £F (T T) +§ Jr

S

— ; @12
Qt 42)

where we have used the “-om of the free energy from Ed, @). The sat—
uration value of the order parameter n Eq. (13) s (T)= 3@ T=L).
U sing the natural scales for the order param eter, length and tine, we can
rew rite Eq. {12) in the dim ensionless fom :
h 2 3 , t
a: ®t)= 71 1 i + r ;
2 0;1] or D, Dg: 13)



The RHS of Eq. {13) can be decom posed as U]

— b = @ i o+ 3 2 )+
et h i
o 1 2 ¥ + 3 r? ; (14)

where the 1rst temm on the RHS corresponds to bulk di usion. This tem
disappears for = 1 orD, = 0. The sescond tem on the RH S corresoonds
to surface di usion and is only operational at interfaceswhere 7 0. Fol-
lowing Ohta ], we can obtain an equation which describbes the interfacial
dynam ics. The location of the Interfaces #; (t) is de ned by the zeros of the
orderparam eter eld:

Bes (O);t]= O: 15)

Focus on a particular interface, and designate the nom al coordinate as n
(w ith din ensionality 1) and the nterfacial coordinates asa W ith din ension-
alty @ 1)]. Then, thenom alvelocity v @;t) obeys the integro-di erential
equation P8, 201:
z
4 daGm@);=EM @Y 1 ) K @0+
z
4 d&% b @);e @) I K @%1); (16)

where K (@;t) is the ocal curvature at point @ on the interface, and  is the
surface tension. T he G reen’s function G (x;X% cbeys

r’G ;89 = @ R9): a7)

A dim ensionalanalysis of Eq. (16) in the scaling regin e yields the grow th
law s due to surface and buk di usion. W e identify the scales of various
quantities in Eq. {1§) as

de] R Bl R Y
dr

dt’
T his yields the crossover behavior of the length scal as

i ] K] R"': 18)

R ) (%t ot
[a ) 0t 0t 19)
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w here the crossover tin e is

3
@y

T he above scenario applies forboth M odelsB and S,asD, < D ¢ In either
case. Atm oderate tem peratures, this crossover occurs rapidly forM odelB in
our sin ulations. However, in M odel S, there is a drastic suppression ofbulk
di usibonwith D, Dgsand ’ 1. TherePre, the crossover to t'=>-growth
is strongly delayed and not observed over sinulation tin escales. This is
seen In Fig.%, which plots R vs. t at temperatures T = 0:63T, and 0:88T,

t 20)

T=0.63T,

T=0.88T,

10* 10° 10° 10* 10° 10°
t [MCS] t [MCS]
Figure 2: Typicaldom aln size R) as a function oftime () after a quench
att= 0from T =1 toT = 0:63T. (efft) and 0:88T. (right). The circles
and squares indicate data obtained wih M odelB and M odel S dynam ics,
respectively. Lines w ith slope 1=4 and 1=3 are also provided on the plots as
guides to the eye.

forM odelsB and S.The data orM odel S is consistent w ith the growth law
R ™. Theearly-tin edata orM odelB isalso consistent w ith this grow th
law, as surface di usion is dom inant at early tin es. At late tin es, one sees
crossover behavior between the ™% -regin e and the asym ptotic £ =>+egin e.
N ote that the crossover or M odel B is delayed at the higher tem perature
T = 088T. because the decrease In  is m ore than com pensated by the
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reduction n  due to softening of the interfacesas T ! T, e Eq. €0)].
M ore generally, we stress that it hasbeen notoriously di cult to observe the
asym ptotic t-growth in M C sin ulations of the K awasakim odel {7, 12].
Sin ilar results have been obtained from Langevin studies of coarsegrained
m odels {18,129, 201.

Before proceeding, we ram ark that we have also studied m odels where
bulk di usion ism ore strictly suppressed by in posing additional kinetic con—
straints which elin inate 2-goin di usion, 3-soin di usion, etc. The corre-
goonding results for the growth law are num erically indistinguishable from
theM odelS results in F ig.?2 over the tim e-scales of our sin ulation. This un-
derlines the utility ofthe propossd M odelS In the context ofpphase ssparation
via surface di usion.

Tt is also rlkevant to discuss o —critical quenches, where one of the com -
ponents is present in a Jarger fraction. In F ig.3, we show evolution pictures
for M odels B and S for the case wih 25% A and 75% B. If the evolution

. SRR S L o T R RO G o PR
B S O P e et
I T thalth N0 o 9 ! " P2, y o w el : 4

AL SRE S O SRl O AR AR IR0

=%
.

e

L N

; o
oo T ERG i
AR NI NN 8

Figure 3: Analogous to Fig.'}, but oran o -criticalquench w ith 25% A and
75% B.Thetamperature is T = 0:63T..

12



m orphology isnot bicontinuous, e g., there are droplets of them inority phase
In am atrix ofthe m a prity phase, the surfacedi usion m echanisn isunablk
to drive grow th. Neverthelss, at high tem peratures, growth m ay still pro—
ceed by the B rownian m otion ofdroplets 27]. T he corresponding grow th law
depends explicitly on the din ensionality:

R ) (Tt @2, 1)

T hus, dom ain growth through droplet m otion cbeys the law R (t) Tty
in d= 2, which isanalogousto the surfacedi usion growth Jaw . T he grow th
kinetics ofM odelsB and S foro -criticalm ixturesat T = 0:63T, is shown in
Fig.4. W e see that the S-dynam ics show s the expected t*-grow th over ex—
tended tin e-regin es. A s before, the B dynam ics show s a crossover behavior
between the t©™*—+egin e and the asym ptotic £ =+egine. At low tem pera-
tures, the Brownian m echanian is ine ective and the evolution of M odel S
freezes Into a m eso-structure.

3.2 Correlation Functions

N ext, et us study the m orphological features of the evolution in Figs. 1 and
3. These are usually characterized by (@) the correlation finction de ned in
Eq. ), or ) itsFourier transfom , the structure factor. W ehave con m ed
that these quantities exhibit dynam ical scaling forboth M odelsB and S.For
the sake of brevity, we do not show these results here.

An In portant them e in this context is a com parison of the m orphologies
arising from both dynam ics. Earlier studies w ith coarsegrained m odels {1§,
19, 20] have found that the correlation fiunctions and structure factors are
num erically indistinguishable for growth driven by bulk di usion or surface
di usion. Atthevisuallevel, thisalso seem sto be suggested by the snapshots
nFigs.d and3. InF ig.§, we com pare the scaling functions forM odelsB and
S for a crtical quench with T = 0#63T.. To elin nate nie=size e ects, we
consider cases w ith the sam e typicaldom ain size: t= 10° M CS in M odel S
andt= 34 10MCS i ModelB.mFig.H(@@),wepltC (r;t) vs. =R . The
scaling functions superpose on the scale ofthe plot, in accordance w ith earlier
studies of phenom enologicalm odels. Tn Fig.§ b), we plot C (r;t) (=R ) vs.
r=R o that the lJargedistance behavior ism agni ed. Som e subtle di erences
between the two functions are seen at large distances r=R > 2. W e m ake
som e observations In this regard:

13



50 ) ) IIIIIII ) ) LI

t [MCS]

Figure 4: Analogous to Fig.2, but oran o -criticalquench w ith 25% A and
75% B.W e show results for T = 0:63T..

(@) The statistical error .n the di erence between the curves at the second
peak isabout fourtin esan allerthan thedi erence, so it cannotbe attributed
to statistical uctuations.

() W e have also replotted the correlation functions for M odels B and S
from di erent tin es on the scale C (r;t) (r=R) vs. r=R . In that cass, the
secondary peaks show am uch better collapse, suggesting that the discrepancy

in Fig.§ () is not the resul of corrections to scaling.

Though it isdi cultto attrbbutephysicalsioni canceto thessedi erences,
it is conosptually in portant to stress the cbservable di erences between the
m orphologies for M odels B and S. Sim ilar scaling plots for the o —critical
quench shown in Fig. 3 are shown I Fig.'d. T is known that the scaling
functions for phase-separating system s depend on the degree of o  —criticality

14



C(r,t)

C(r,) * (R)

Figure 5: Superposition of scaling functions for M odels B (solid line) and

S (dashed line) for the evolution depicted In Fig. ﬂj ForM odel S, the data
et corresponds to t = 10° M CS; for M odel B, the data st corresponds to
t= 34 10 MCS.Both domai sizes coincide at these tines. (@) P ot of
C () vs. r=R . ) PIot ofC (r;t) (r=R) vs. r=R, 0 as to m agnify the tail
behavior.

P81. N otice that the oscillations in the plot ofC (r;t) vs. =R din fnish w ith
Increase In the o —crticality. Further, the discrepancy between the scaling
functions forM odels B and S is larger for the o —critical case.

3.3 Island D istribution and E xcess Energy

O ur subsequent results w ill focus on the case of a critical quench. An aler-
native m ethod of describing the dom ain m orphology is the island-size distri-
bution. W e de ne an islhnd as a set of aligned soins, all of whose neighbors
are either part of the island, or have an antiparallel spin. Tafa et al. R3]
have shown that the dom ain-size distribution In a phasessparating system
F (1) exhibits scaling, and has an exponential decay:
|
1 1 ax
FGo=R °f R ; fx) e for x! 1 ; 22)

where 1 is the dom ain size and a is a constant. T he corresponding scaling
form for the island-size distrdbution P (s;t) In d = 2 is obtained as
z 1
P = dl6 B)F Lt
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C(r,t)

C(r,) * (R)

Figure 6: Analogous to Fig.§, but oran o —criticalquench w ith 25% A and
75% B at T = 0:63T.. In this cass, the tin es for the di erent data ssts are
t=98 10MCS ModelS)andt= 27 10MCS M odelB).

L1 S 1 (p_
= hsi g =i ; g(x)=§p—§f X); 23)

where b is a geom etJ:jcq factor; and hsi J'CL;, the average island size.

In Fig.7, weplot shsiP (s;t) vs. s=hsi forboth M odelsB and S.W e
m ake two obsarvations in this context. F irst, the data for the two m odels is
num erically indistinguishable on the scale ofthisplot. The subtle di erences
In the correlation—fiinction data are not seen In the island-size distrbution
function. Second, theplot in F ig.7 exhbits an exponentialdecay, asexpected
from Egs. £2)-@3).

A m acroscopic quantity which depends on the density of am all islands
is the totalenergy E (t). The interfacial energy fora domain is RY !, and
the num ber of dom ains In the system N =R%. Thus, the overall interfacial
energy depends on the length scakasE © E (1) N =R.In Fjg:::8, we
pltE ©)=N vs.R ! forbothM odelsB and S at T = 0:63T. and 0:88T.. W e
cbserve a power-law convergence of the excess energy w ith the slope being
proportional to the surface tension (T). Agaln, the data sets at the sam e
tem perature cannot be distinguished on the scale of the plot.
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Figure 7: Scaled probability distributions for island-sizes n M odels B (solid
Jjn?g gd S (dashed chll“le) atT = 0:88T.. Thedata isshown on a lnearJogplot
as shsiP (sjt) vs. s=hsi, suggested by Eqgs. £2)-@3). ForM odel S, the
data set corresponds to t= 10°M CS; ©rM odelB, the data set corresponds
tot= 34 10 M CS.Both dom ain sizes coincide at these tin es.

34 Aging ofthe A utocorrelation Function

T he data presented so far has focused on the m oxphological features of the
phase-separating system . Let us next study the tem poral correlation of the
pattem dynam ics in F ig. 1. This ism easured by the autocorrelation function:

%

Ai: ) = hit):6+ )1 hi@G)ih:@G + )il; @4)

=1

1
N

wherethetinest, and &, + ) aremeasured afterthequench att= 0. Here,
t, isthe reference tin e form easurem ent of the autocorrelation fiinction, and
is referred to as the waiting tim e. The m ost general correlation function cor-
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Figure 8: P Iot of the energy per site E (t)=N vs. R ! ©rM odelB at tem —
peratures T = 063T. (squares) and T = 088T. (circles), and M odel S at the
sam e tw o tem peratures (diam onds and crosses).

responds to unequal space and tin e, and com bines the de nitions in Egs. i(9)
and @4).Equilbrium system s are stationary and the corresponding A (6, ; )
only dependsupon the tinedi erence . On the other hand, for nonequilio-
rium system s, A (&, ; ) dependson both , and

T here have been som e earlier studies ofA (,; ) fordom ain growth in ki~
netic Ising m odels. T here are two m echanian s which drive the decorrelation
process:
(@) First, there are uctuations in buk dom ains, which give a stationary
contrdoution. Huse and F isher 3] studied decorrelation arisihg from the ap—
pearance of a droplet of (say) down-soins in an up-dom ain. T he probability
that a droplet of size R appearsvia uctuationsisP; / exp ( R ). The
lifetim e of this droplt is R~ ,where isthe growth exponent. Thus,
the corresponding autocorrelation fiinction show s a stretched-exponentialbe-
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havior:

Agg () exp( )i
= d 1) Hrd< dandl ord> d.: 25)

Here, the critical din ensionality isde nedby @ 1) = 1.

) Second, there is decorrelation due to dom ain-wall motion. This can
be either stochastic (due to them al uctuations) or system atic (due to the
curvature-reduction m echanian ). Consider the T = 0 case, where there are
no uctuations in the bulk or the surface. The characteristic dom ain-wall
velocity decreases w ith tim e, so thism echanisn gives a non-stationary or ag—
ing (t, dependent) contribution B1]. Fisher and Huse B4]used scaling deas
to argue that the aging contriloution to A (t,; ) hasa powerdaw dependence
on the length scale:

n #
R (t)

Aggetui )= W"') i R+ ) RE&): (26)
There have been various studies of the agihg exponent in cases wih
both spin— ip and spin-exchange kinetics[1]. For powerJaw dom ain grow th,
Eqg. {?:6) obeys the scaling form A,g. & ; ) = h( =§), which has been ob-
served In som e studies of spin glasses B1].
nFig.9, wepbtA (,; )vs. fHrModelsB and S fora critical quench

to T = 0:63T.. The solid lines denote data forM odelB w ith waiing tin es
t, = 10%;10%;10%;10° (from Jeft to right). T he dashed lines denote the corre—
goonding data forM odel S. A s expected, the autocorrelation fiinction decays
m ore rapidly forM odelB .W em ake the ollow Ing observations in this regard:
(@) The quantity A (&, ; ) exhibits aging, w ith an explicit dependence on t,
forboth M odels B and S. In general, the decay is slower for larger t, , ie.,
when the dom aln size of the reference state is lJarger. Further, the decay is
faster or higher tem peratures, where larger uctuations are present in the
system .
(o) The data .n Fig. 9 is plotted on a log-dog scale, and exhibits a contin-
uous curvature for both M odels B and S. This is not consistent with the
sin ple power-aw decay in Eq. £6). A sam atter of fact, the autocorrelation
data does not even exhlbit =t, scaling, aswe have con med. In the case
ofM odel B, this is because the decorrelation process is driven by both bulk

uctuations (w ith a stationary contribution) and dom ain-wallm otion (W ith a
non-stationary contribution). In the case ofM odel S, bulk uctuations have
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Figure 9: Tin edependence of the autocorrelation function for M odels B
(solid line) and S (dashed line) at T = 063T.. The waiting tinesare , =
10%;10%;10%;10° M CS (from left to right).

been e ectively elin Inated and one m ay naively expect to recover pow er-law
decay. H owever, this isnot the case because interfacial uctuations also con—
tribute to decorrelation. W e believe that the scaling behavior n Eq. £4) is
only realized In kinetic Ising m odels or their coarsegrained analogsat T = 0.
In this lim it, coarsening occurs only through the system atic m otion of nter—
faces and the system always reduces its energy. However, the T = 0 lim it
is not Interesting in the context of kinetic Ising m odels because the evolving
system invariably gets trapped in local freeenergy m inin a.

(¢) In recent work, Puriand K um ar B-;%] have studied the decorrelation pro-—
cess In a spin—-1 m odelusing a stochastic m odelbased on the continuous-tin e
random walk fom align . W e are currently trying to adapt theirm odeling to
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understand the behavior n F ig. 9.

4 Summ ary and D iscussion

Let us conclude this paperw ith a sum m ary and discussion ofthe results pre-
sented here. W e have studied phase ssparation In a kinetic Ising m odel for
phase ssparation m ediated by surface di usion. Thism odel (referred to as
M odel S) is obtained by in posing a kinetic constraint on the usualK awasaki
kinetic Isihgm odel (referred to asM odelB). In general, the surface di usion
m echanisn can drive segregation only when the m orphology consists of per—
colated clusters, ie., for nearcritical quenches. W e have undertaken M onte
Carlo M C) simulations of M odels B and S using multisoin coding tech-—
niques. T hese provide accelerated algorithm s which enable the sin ulation of
large system s for extended tin es. O ur results show thatthemaprdi erence
between the m oxphologies of M odels B and S lies In the growth dynam ics.
In this regard, it is relevant to em phasize the follow ing:
@) Theearlytimedynamics &t t ) ofM odelB is also dom inated by sur-
face di usion with the growth law R (t) £*. For late tines £t ),
there is a crossover to the £=>-growth regine. In the limit of T ! 0, the
crossover tin e diverges (£ ! 1 ). However, the low ~tem perature dynam ics
ofM odel B usually freezes Into m etastable states. Therefore, it is hard to
see an extended regin e of £~ growth in M odelB .
(o) O urkinetic constraint elin inates sihglepartickbuk di usion, and we see
extended regin es of grow th driven by surface di usion. H owever, n-particle
di usion Wih n 2) is still possble and is govemed by the probability
for existence of In purities n bulk dom ains. Thus, at su ciently large tim es
€t t),weagah expect a crossover to t' > -grow th. H owever, this crossover
is extrem ely delayed, even at m oderate tem peratures.
(c) W e have also studied kinetic m odels w ith constraints w hich elim nate the
di usion of n—spin clusters. The dom ain growth data obtained from these
m odels is num erically indistinguishable from that forM odelS.
(d) For highly o -critical quenches, the m oxphology consists of droplets of
the m nority phase In a m atrix of the m a prity phase. In this case, the sur-
face di usion m echanisn cannot drive phase ssparation. H owever, B row nian
m otion and coalescence of droplets also gives rise to £~ growth in d = 2.
Apart from growth laws, we have also studied quantitative properties
of the evolution m orphology like correlation finctions and island-size dis—
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tribution functions. There are subtle di erences in the scaled correlation
functions forM odels B and S, but i isdi cul to attrbute physical signi —
cance to these. Further, these di erences are not re ected in the island-size
distrdoution function.

F inally, we have studied the aging ofthe autocorrelation function A (&, ; )
In M odelsB and S. In both cases, we nd that the decorrelation process is
driven by both uctuations and dom ain-wallmotion. Thus, A ;; ) does
not exhi a sin ple power-aw decay or scaling behavior. W e are presently
adapting the continuous-tin e random walk approach developed by Puriand
Kum ar 33] to study the aging of the autocorrelation functions in M odels B
and S.
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