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W e study m otion ofdom ain walldefects in a fully frustrated Josephson-junction laddersystem ,

driven by sm allapplied currents.Forsm allsystem sizes,theenergy barrierE B to thedefectm otion

iscom puted analytically via sym m etry and topologicalconsiderations.M ore generally,we perform

num ericalsim ulationsdirectly on theequationsofm otion,based on theresistively-shunted junction

m odel,to study thedynam icsofdefects,varying thesystem size.Coherentm otion ofdom ain walls

is observed for large system sizes. In the therm odynam icallim it,we �nd E B = 0:1827 in units of

the Josephson coupling energy.

PACS num bers:74.50.+ r,03.75.Lm ,74.81.Fa,74.25.Q t

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Two-dim ensional(2D) arrays ofJosephson junctions

are of interest in various �elds of fundam ental classi-

cal and quantum physics. In the sim plest case, they

provide an experim entalrealization ofthe X Y m odel;

in particular,applying a m agnetic �eld introducesfrus-

tration, m easured by the ux per plaquette in units

of the ux quantum .1 The corresponding vortices in-

duced by the �eld tend to form a regular ux lattice,

thus lowering the free energy, and result in interplay

with the underlying lattice periodicity. This gives rise

to com m ensurate-incom m ensuratee�ectsand leadsto a

rich variety ofphysics,including �rst-order and double

transitions,reentrance,glassy behavior,quantum transi-

tions,topologicalquantization,dynam ic transitionsand

resonance,etc.2,3 In these phenom ena vortex con�gura-

tionsand dynam icsplay crucialroles,driving transitions

and governingtransportproperties.Hereoneinteresting

question arises when an extra vortex is added into the

system . W hile the vortex in generalsitson a plaquette

with m inim um energy,which isseparated by the poten-

tialbarriersetby theunderlyinglatticestructure,itm ay

be driven into m otion by applying currents,as it is ex-

erted by the \Lorentzforce" in the transversedirection,

and accordinglygeneratesnon-vanishingvoltage.Indeed,

thevoltagem easurem entin recentdynam icsim ulations,4

perform ed in thepresenceofexternalcurrents,hasgiven

the pinning energy barriers as wellas the criticalcur-

rents,which agreefully with experim entalresults,5 thus

resolved the long-standing discrepancy in the frustrated

case.

Thispaperfocuseson the vortex dynam icsin ladders

ofJosephson junctions,which providesthe sim plestsys-

tem forprobing the frustration e�ects:Thosestudied in

existing literature include the vortex con�guration and

the criticalcurrent,depending on the frustration,6,7 the

vortex-vortex interaction decaying exponentially,8 quan-

tum e�ects9,and resonance.10 Note the vast di�erence

from the2D system ,especially,in thevortex interaction,

which isexpected to a�ectsigni�cantly the dynam icsof

a vortex in a background ofothervortices,i.e.,in a frus-

trated system . In particular dom ain walls in a ladder

system assum e the sim ple form ofpointdefects,the dy-

nam icsofwhich isconvenienttoprobe.W ethusconsider

the dom ain walldefectscreated by adding an extra vor-

tex in a fully frustrated ladderand exam inetheirm otion

driven by externalcurrents. In sm allsystem s,the sym -

m etry argum entand topologicalconstraintsallow oneto

com puted analytically the energy barrier. M ore gener-

ally,thedefectm otion,driven by uniform currents,isin-

vestigated by m eansofdynam icalsim ulationsperform ed

directly on the equationsofm otion.The resulting value

ofthe energy barrier is found consistent with the ana-

lyticalone obtained forsm allsystem s. Also observed is

thedefectm otion,eithersequentialorsim ultaneous,de-

pending on the size and the initialcon�guration. Such

characteristicsare attributed to the distance-dependent

interaction between defectsand theunderlyinglatticege-

om etry.

There are �ve sectionsin thispaper:Section IIintro-

duces the m odelsystem whereas Sec. IIIis devoted to

the analyticalcalculations ofthe energy barrier to the

defectm otion in sm allsystem s. In Sec. IV,we describe

thenum ericalsim ulationsperform ed on theequationsof

m otion in the presence ofuniform driving currents,and

presentthe results.The current-voltage(IV )character-

istics and the energy function are com puted,which in

turn givethecriticalcurrentand thepinning energy bar-

rierforvarioussystem sizes.Finally,a briefsum m ary is

given in Sec.V.

II. M O D EL SY ST EM

W e considera ladderofJosephson junctions m ade of

2L superconducting grainsweakly coupled to theirnear-

estneighbors,the schem atic diagram ofwhich isshown

in Fig.1.Thegrainsarelocated atsitesi� (x;y),where

x runs from 1 to L (in the leg direction) and the label

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0512081v1
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FIG .1: Schem atic notation fora Josephson-junction ladder.

Each superconducting grain,denoted by a square,ischarac-

terized by thephase�x;y ofthesuperconductingorderparam -

eter. The sym bol
 denotes the ux per plaquette from an

externaltransversem agnetic�eld.Theextraplaquetteon the

righthand side representsthe periodic boundary conditions.

y(= 1;2)describesrespectively thelowerand upperlegs

ofthe ladder. Each grain is characterized by the local

condensed wavefunction orthe orderparam eter:

	 i = j	 ije
i�i: (1)

where the localsuperconducting uid density j	 ijisas-

sum ed to beconstantatlow tem peratures.Accordingly,

relevant uctuations com e from the phases �i and the

Ham iltonian ofthesystem in thepresenceoftheexternal

�eld issim ply given by thesum ofthenearestneighbor-

ing pairenergies

H = � E J

X

hi;ji

cos(�i� �j � A ij); (2)

where E J is the coupling constant between the grains,

hi;jirepresentsnearestneighboring pairs,and the bond

angle A ij is given by the line integralofthe vector po-

tential:

A ij =
2�

�0

Z j

i

A � dl (3)

with theuxquantum � 0 � �~c=e.In theLandau gauge,

thecom ponentsofthevectorpotentialA (x;y)aregiven

by

A x(x;y)= 0 and A y(x;y)= �x; (4)

where � isthe m agnetic ux perplaquette and x isthe

position along the leg direction.

Forthe ladderin Fig.1,theHam iltonian reducesto

H = � E J

X

x;y

cos(�x;y � �x+ 1;y)

� E J

X

x

cos(�x;1 � �x;2 � 2�fx); (5)

wheref � �=� 0 m easuresthefrustration ofthe system .

In the fully frustrated case(f = 1=2),which isourm ain

concern in thiswork,oneevery othersiteisoccupied by

a singlevortex.

W enow add orrem oveonevortex;thiscreatestopolog-

icaldefects(dom ain walls)thata�ectthe ground state.

A typicalvortex con�guration in this case is displayed

FIG .2:Vortex con�guration in the presence ofan extra vor-

tex in thefully frustrated ladderofsize L = 16.Filled circles

representvortices.

in Fig.2. The extra vortex can m ove through the peri-

odicpotentialproduced bythelatticestructurewhen itis

subjectto a perpendicularcurrent.An estim ation ofthe

corresponding lattice pinning barrieris then m ade each

tim e thisextra vortex crossesthe barrier.Note thatthe

periodic potentialis in generalm odulated signi�cantly

by other(underlying)vorticespresentin thesystem with

f = 1=2,resulting in thebarrierstrikingly di�erentfrom

thatin the unfrustrated system (f = 0).

III. A N A LY T IC C A LC U LA T IO N S

Forconvenience,wechoosenew gaugeinvariantphases

thatsim plify the Ham iltonian and the currentdistribu-

tion in the system . Let�x and ’x denote the following

phasedi�erencesbetween the grains:

�x = �x+ 1;1 � �x;1

�
0

x = �x+ 1;2 � �x;2

’x = �x;1 � �x;2 � 2�fx: (6)

Itiseasy to see,by sym m etry and energy considerations,

thatthephasedi�erences�x and �
0

x areoppositeto each

other.6 Indeed,thesum ofthesephasesaround each pla-

quetteisconstrained topologically by theux orfrustra-

tion f and the (integer)vortex num bernx:

�x � �
0

x � ’x+ 1 + ’x = 2�(nx � f)� 2�qx; (7)

whereqx isthe(fractional)vortexcharge,and theHam il-

tonian sim ply reads

H = � E J

X

x

[cos�x + cos�0x + cos’x]

= � E J

X

x

�

2cos

�
’x+ 1 � ’x

2
+ �(nx � f)

�

� cos

�
�x + �0x

2

�

+ cos’x

�

: (8)

Then the condition �0x = � �x decouples the phases be-

tween the transverse directions and leads to a solution

thatm inim izesthisHam iltonian.Using thecurrentcon-

servation laws,we can write a setofL equationsfor�x
and ’x atevery nodeofthe lattice:

sin�x = sin�x+ 1 � sin’x+ 1 (9)

with the boundary conditions

�x+ L = �x and ’x+ L = ’x: (10)
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FIG .3: Con�guration ofa two-plaquette system , with the

phase di�erence labeled along each link. Filled circles repre-

sentvortices.

ThebarrierenergyE B foravortexm ovingalongalad-

dercan be com puted exactly on one sim ple exam ple.In

Fig.3,we considertwo plaquettes under closed bound-

ary conditionsand a single vortex in the system .In the

notation ofFig.3,the equationsforthe phases(�;�0;’)

in case(a)aregiven by

3� � ’ = �

3�0+ ’ = � �

sin�0 = sin� + sin’; (11)

which yields � = � �0 = (� + ’)=3. As a function of’,

the energy

E (’)= � 6cos

�
� + ’

3

�

� cos’ (12)

hasan absolute m inim um for’ = � �=2,which in turn

leadsto � = �=6 and E = � 3
p
3 � � 5:196,and a m axi-

m um for’ = � � togetherwith � = 0 and E = � 5. O n

the otherhand,in case(b),wehave

3� � ’ = � �

3�0+ ’ = �

sin�0 = sin� + sin’; (13)

thesolutionsofwhich are’ = �=2 and � = � �=6 forthe

ground state (with E = � 3
p
3) and ’ = � and � = 0

forthe excited state (with E = � 5). The excited states

in both casesareequivalentsince’ = � � = � (m od2�).

Thiscorrespondstothesituation thatthesystem evolves

from con�guration (a)to (b),nam ely,the instantwhen

the vortex is exactly on the rung between the two pla-

quettes. Accordingly,the energy barrierissim ply given

by

E B = 3
p
3� 5� 0:196: (14)

In the generalcase,the value ’ = � (or � �) in the

excited state does not depend on the frustration pa-

ram eter f since it is always a solution ofthe equation

@E (’)=@’ = 0 with

E (’)= � 3cos

�
2�f + ’

3

�

� 3cos

�
2�(1� f)+ ’

3

�

� cos’: (15)

PSfrag replaements

'

1

'

1

'

2

'

3

'

4

'

5

'

6

'

7

'

8

'

9

�

1

�

1

�

2

�

2

�

3

�

3

�

4

�

4

�

5

�

5

�

6

�

6

�

7

�

7

�

8

�

8

�

9

FIG .4: Phase con�guration ofa Josephson-junction ladder

ofL = 8 plaquettes. Periodic boundary conditions are em -

ployed.

I

G

G

M

E = −16.3083

E = −16.3229

E = −16.1368

FIG .5: Three vortex con�gurations (I,G ,M ),showing the

presence of vortices (denoted by �lled circles) and dom ain

wall defects (denoted by crosses). Also shown is the esti-

m ated energy (in unitsofE J)ofeach con�guration. Arrows

represent the tim e evolution ofthe con�guration,which has

been veri�ed by extensive num ericalsim ulations.

In the following,we accept that ’ = � corresponds to

thesolution oftheexcited statein which thevortex ison

therungforanygiven L;thiswillbechecked num erically

(seeFig.6 below).

In a m ore com plicate case,we considera system with

L = 8plaquettes.Figure4showsthephasecon�guration

ofan eight-plaquette system atf = 1=2 underperiodic

boundary conditions,in the presenceofan extra vortex.

W econsiderthreepossiblecon�gurations(I,G ,M )shown

in Fig.5,where �lled circles and crosses representvor-

tices and defects (dom ain walls),respectively. Starting

from the initialstate I and driven by the injected cur-

rentalong they direction,thesystem evolveseventually

to con�guration G via a num berofinterm ediate con�g-

urations. It subsequently evolves to M and back to G .

Con�gurationsG and M correspond to thelowest-energy

state and the high-energy (excited) state,respectively,

and thisevolution pattern repeatswith tim e,which has

been veri�ed by extensivenum ericalsim ulations.

In the initialcon�guration I,the stationary phase re-
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lationsaregiven by

2�1 � ’2 + ’1 = � �; 2�2 � ’3 + ’2 = �

2�3 � ’4 + ’3 = � �; 2�4 � ’5 + ’4 = �

2�5 � ’6 + ’5 = � �; 2�6 � ’7 + ’6 = �

2�7 � ’8 + ’7 = �; 2�8 � ’1 + ’8 = �: (16)

In unitsoftheJosephson coupling energy E J,theenergy

is estim ated to be E (I) = � 16:3083. For con�guration

G ,the phaserelationsread

2�1 � �2 + ’1 = �; 2�2 � ’3 + ’2 = �

2�3 � �4 + ’3 = � �; 2�4 � ’5 + ’4 = �

2�5 � �6 + ’5 = � �; 2�6 � ’7 + ’6 = �

2�7 � �8 + ’7 = �; 2�8 � ’1 + ’8 = � �; (17)

which yieldsthe energy E (G )= � 16:3229.

Con�guration M describes an interm ediate state via

which thesystem goesfrom thestatewith theoccupation

num ber(n5 = 0;n6 = 1)to thatwith (n5 = 1;n6 = 0),

nam ely,the vortex m oves to the left by one plaquette,

sim ilarly to the evolution from (b) to (a) in Fig.3. In

this case,the vortex num bers in both cells are not well

de�ned,but the vortex is said to be \spread" between

the two plaquettes. To apply Eq.(9),we further take

the two plaquetteson both sidesofthe rung asoneunit

cell.Sincethenetvortexchargeenclosed in thiscell(con-

sisting ofthe two plaquettes) is zero,the sum ofphase

di�erences around it also vanishes. W e thus have the

condition 2�5 + ’5 + 2�6 � ’7 = 2�(n5 � f+ n6 � f)= 0,

with n5 + n6 = 1.The rem aining relationsaregiven by

2�1 � ’2 + ’1 = �; 2�2 � ’3 + ’2 = �

2�3 � ’4 + ’3 = � �; 2�4 � ’5 + ’4 = �;

2�7 � ’8 + ’7 = � 2�8 � ’1 + ’8 = � �: (18)

Asaddressed already,the vortex sitson the rung in this

con�guration and the phases take the radialdirection

around the centerofthe rung,thusleading to the phase

di�erence ’6 = � along the rung.Thisism anifested by

the tim e evolution of’6,as shown in the next section

(see Fig.6). W e thusset’6 = � and obtain the energy

ofthe con�guration:E (M )= � 16:1368.

Togetherwith theresultofE (G ),weestim atethepin-

ning barrieraccording to

E B � E (M )� E (G )= 0:1861: (19)

Notethatthisvalue,obtained forL = 8,islowerthan the

value0:19615in thetwo-plaquettecase(L = 2).W ethus

expectthattheenergy barrierE B in thetherm odynam ic

lim it(L ! 1 )hasa value stilllowerthan 0:1861.

IV . N U M ER IC A L SIM U LA T IO N S

To evaluate the precisevalue ofthe energy barrierfor

various system sizes,we have perform ed extensive dy-

nam ic sim ulations on the resistively shunted junction
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FIG .6:Tim e evolution ofthe phase di�erence ’ 6 acrossthe

rung (solid line,left verticalaxis),together with that ofthe

vortex charge q = n � f on the plaquette just right ofthe

rung (dotted line,rightverticalaxis).Tim etisgiven in units

of~=2eicR .

(RSJ) m odel. The dynam ics of the RSJ m odel, with

single-junction criticalcurrentic and shuntresistanceR,

isgovernedbythesetofequationsofm otion forthephase

�i,

X

j

0

"

~

2eR

de�ij

dt
+ icsin e�ij

#

= Ii; (20)

where e�ij � �i � �j � A ij is the gauge-invariantphase

di�erence acrossthe junction (ij),and the prim ed sum -

m ation runs overthe nearestneighborsofgrain i. The

system isdriven by thecurrentIi = Ix;y = I(�y;2 � �y;1)

(applied tograin i),nam ely,uniform currentI isinjected

to and extracted from each grain on the upper (y = 2)

and lower (y = 1) legs,respectively. Using a m odi�ed

Eulerm ethod,wehaveintegrated Eq.(20)with thetim e

step ofsize �t= 0:05 (in unitsof~=2eicR)fora variety

ofladders up to the system size L = 512. In addition

to theperiodicboundary conditionsim posed alongthex

direction,we introduce a 2� phase slip acrossthe whole

system :

�L + 1;2 = �1;2 + �

�L + 1;1 = �1;1 � �; (21)

which generatesa singleextra vortex.

W e �rst exam ine how the rung phase di�erence ’ 6

varies in the vortex m otion and plot in Fig.6 its tim e

evolution in thesystem ofeightplaquettes.Also plotted

is the evolution ofthe vortex charge q = n � f (with

n being the vortex num ber) on the plaquette just right

ofthe rung. Itisobserved thatq (orn)changesrather

abruptly from 1=2 to � 1=2 (or from 1 to 0),describing

the m otion ofa vortex to the left. In particular,atthe

m om entofthechange,i.e.,when thevortex islocated on

therung,thephasedi�erence’6 indeed hasthevalue�,

asexpected.
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FIG .7:Pattern ofdefectm otion in a fully frustrated ladder

(f = 1=2),with �lled circlesand crossesdenotingvorticesand

dom ain walls,respectively,astim egoesby (in thedirection of

the arrows).Currentsare applied uniform ly along the rungs.
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1=L

FIG .8:IV characteristicsforthe system size L = 8,16,and

24, respectively,from bottom to top. The inset shows the

criticalcurrentIc as a function ofL. CurrentI and voltage

V are expressed in unitsofic and icR ,respectively.

Figure 7 shows typical m otion of defects under the

driving currents. At�rst,two defects (i.e.,two dom ain

wallsseparating thethreeneighboring vortices)arenext

to each other,as shown in the �rst con�guration (from

top to bottom ). The distance between the dom ain wall

defectsgrowswith tim euntilthisdistanceeventually be-

com eshalfthesystem size(seethesecond con�guration).

Then,the defect on the rightm oves�rst(changing the

con�guration to thethird one),subsequently followed by

them otion oftheoneon theleft(resulting in thefourth

con�guration). In the case that there are only a few

plaquettes (L < 40),this behavior is always observed,

regardlessoftheinitialdistancebetween thetwo defects.

O n the otherhand,in a system oflargersize,two types

ofbehaviorareobserved,dependingon initialconditions:

W hen thetwodefectsareinitiallylocated atnearbysites,

they m ove sim ultaneously through transient states and

thedistancebetween them doesnotgrow beyond 20 pla-

quettes.In contrast,twodefectsdistantby m orethan 20

plaquettestend to m ovesequentially forappropriateini-

tialphasecon�gurations.W epresum ethatsuch sizede-

pendencehasitsorigin in theinteraction between defects

and the underlying periodic lattice geom etry. Nam ely,

theinteraction between twodom ain walldefectsbecom es

vanishingly sm allasthe distance isincreased beyond 20

plaquettes,which m ay reecttheexponentially decaying

interaction between vortices.8 In thism annerthecharac-

teristicinteractionbetween dom ainwallsin abackground

ofvorticesappearsto be exposed.

In orderto estim ate the pinning barrier,we com pute

the IV characteristics and the criticalcurrent Ic, and

probetheirbehaviorswith thesystem sizeL.Thevoltage

acrossthesystem isgiven by theacJosephson relation11
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FIG . 9: Tim e evolution of energy E (t) in system s of size

L = 8 (a) and 64 [(b) and (c)]. The uniform driving cur-

rentI = Ic(L)+ 0:0001 hasbeen applied along each rung.(a)

and (b)describe the sequentialm otion while (c)corresponds

to the sim ultaneous m otion (see the text). For convenience,

E (t),given in unitsofE J,hasbeen shifted such thatE = 0

correspondsto the m inim um . The insetin (c)showsa tran-

sientbehavior:Thetwo peaksm ergeeventually intoonepeak

shown in the m ain plate.
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displayed.

hV i=
~

2eL

*
X

x

d(�x;2 � �x;1)

dt

+

(22)

and the resulting characteristicsare displayed in Fig.8

forsystem size L = 8,16,and 24. System slargerthan

L = 24 turn outto exhibit the sam e IV characteristics

as the case L = 24 and are thus not shown here. It

is observed that non-zero voltage develops as the driv-

ing current I is increased beyond a certain value. The

size-dependence ofthe corresponding criticalcurrentIc
isplotted in theinsetofFig.8,which dem onstratesthat

Ic �rstreduceswith the system size L and saturatesto

a nearly constantvalue beyond L = 24. In the therm o-

dynam ic lim it,Ic is shown to approach the value 0:089

(in unitsofthesingle-junction criticalcurrentic);thisis

closeto thevalueIc � 0:1 atf = 1=2,extracted roughly

from Fig.1(a)ofRef.7.

In Fig.9,wedisplaythetypicaltim edependenceofthe

energy E (t).W ith thedrivingcurrentI = Ic(L)+ 0:0001

just above the critical value, the energy is calculated

through the use ofEq.(5). Note in Fig.9 that(a)and

(b)correspond tosequentialm otion ofdefectsforthesys-

tem sizeL = 8 (sm allerthan 40)and 64(largerthan 40),

respectively. As the defect m ovesacrossone plaquette,

E (t)goesthrough a m axim um corresponding to the ex-

cited statediscussed in Sec.III.Thelowest-energy state

corresponds to con�guration G and the m axim um one

to M shown in Fig.5. As pointed out,the defects can

m ove sim ultaneously for appropriate initialconditions.

Such sim ultaneousm otion isindeed observed in Fig.9(c),

which revealsthedoublingofboth theam plitudeand the

period ofE (t)(i.e.,the energy barrierand the period of

the defectm otion).The two transientstatesseen in the

insetofFig.9(c)indicatethatthesystem possessing two

defectsisnotcom pletely coherentin the�rststageofthe

dynam ics.

ThepinningenergybarrierE B ,de�ned tobethedi�er-

ence between the m axim um energy E (M )and the m in-

im um one E (G ),isthuscom puted asthe system size is

varied.ThesizedependenceofE B isthen exam ined and

shown in Fig.10 for(a)sequentialand (b)sim ultaneous

m otion ofdefects.In the form ercase,theenergy barrier

isobserved to approach the value

E B = 0:1827 (23)

in the therm odynam ic lim it. This value is slightly be-

low theonefound analytically in theeight-plaquettesys-

tem ,as expected. In the case ofsim ultaneous m otion,

Fig.10(b)showsthattheenergy barrierbecom esdouble

forthe system sizeL > 40.

V . SU M M A R Y

W e have studied the dynam icsofdom ain walldefects

created by adding an extra vortex in a fully frustrated

Josephson-junction ladder. The defects are in general

pinned by theenergybarriergenerated by theunderlying

latticestructureand othervorticesinduced by an exter-

nalm agnetic�eld orfrustration.M aking useofthesym -

m etry and topologicalconstraints,wehavecom puted the

energy barrierE B in system sofsize L � 8.The defects

m ay be putto m otion by applying currentslargerthan

the criticalcurrent. The corresponding m otion in the

system ,driven by uniform currentsjustabove the criti-

calvalue,hasbeen investigated by m eans ofdynam ical

sim ulations perform ed directly on the equations ofm o-

tion.Theresulting num ericalestim ation ofE B = 0:1827

(in unitsofthe Josephson coupling energy)isfully con-

sistent with the analyticalvalue obtained from resolu-

tion ofthe phases in the eight-plaquette (L = 8) sys-

tem .In thedynam icalstudy ofthesystem ,wehavealso

observed thatthedefectsm ovesequentially in sm allsys-

tem s(L < 40).O n theotherhand,in largersystem s,the

dom ain wallsm ay also display coherentm otion,nam ely,

they can m ovesim ultaneously aswellassequentially,de-

pending on theinitialcon�gurations.Such di�erencehas

been attributed tothedistance-dependentinteractionbe-

tween defectsand the underlying lattice geom etry.
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