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The e ect of shear on persistence in coarsening system s
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W e analytically study the e ect ofa uniform shear ow on the persistence properties of coarsening
system s. T he study is carried out w ithin the anisotropic O hta-Jasnow K aw asaki (O JK ) approxin a—
tion for a system w ith nonconserved scalar order param eter. W e nd that the persistence exponent

has a non-trivial value:

= 0:5034 :::in sgpace dim ension d= 3, and

= 02406 ::: ord= 2, the

latter being exactly tw ice the value found for the unsheared system in d= 1. W e also nd that the
autocorrelation exponent isa ected by shearin d= 3 butnotin d= 2.

PACS numbers: 8220M J, 64.75+ g, 05.70 Ln

I. NTRODUCTION

T he phenom enon ofpersistence In nonequilbrium sys—
tem s has attracted considerable Interest in recent years
[1], both theoretically [4,/3,l4] and experin entally 3,164,117,
8,19]. T he persistence probability, P (t), ofa uctuating,
spatially hom ogeneous nonequilbriim eld is the prob—
ability that the eld X (t) at a given space point hasnot
changed sign up to tim e t. T his probability typically de—
caysasapower law , Py (t) t at lJate tin es, where the
persistence exponent  has in generala nontrivial value.
Persistence has been studied in a considerable num ber
of system s such as sinpl di usion from random iniial
conditions, phase-ordering kinetics, uctuating interfaces
and reaction-di usion processes [1].

E xperim ents to determ ine persistence exponents have
been carried out in the context of breath qgures [H], lig—
uid crystals @], soap froths [1], di usion of Xe gas In
one dim ension ] and uctuating m onatom ic steps on a
m etal/sem iconductor adsorption system SiA lsurface [@].
M any of these cases are exam ples of coarsening phenom —
ena, where a characteristic length scale ncreases w ih
tin e as the system relaxes tow ards an equililbbriim that
it attains only after In nite tim e in the them odynam ic
lim it. The experim ental results are generally In good
quantitative agreem ent w ith (exact or approxin ate) the-
oretical predictions.

A classic exam plke of a coarsening phenom enon is the
dynam ics of phase ordering, where a systam is quenched
from a disordered high-tem perature phase into an or-
dered low -tem perature phase. In the sin plest case of a
tw o-phase system , dom ainsofthe two equilbriim phases
form and grow w ith tim e. T he characteristic length scale
ata given tin e isthe typicalscale ofthedom ain structure
that has form ed at that tin e. T he coarsening dynam ics
is usually characterised by a form of dynam ical scaling,
in which the system looks statistically sin ilarat di erent
tin es apart from an overall change of scale [10].

Recently there has been interest in the e ect of shear
In a variety of system s such as m acrom olecules, binary

uids and selfasssmbled uids [1L1]. Shear introduces
anisotropy into the spatial structure. For system s under—
going phase ordering in the presence of shear, the dom ain
grow th becom es anisotropic and this results n di erent

grow th exponents for the structure along and perpen—
dicular to the ow. At present it is not clear whether
shear leads to a stationary steady state, or w hether do—
m ain grow th proceeds inde nitely at asym ptotically large
tin es [14]. Shearm ay also lnduce phase transitions: for
exam ple, shear-induced shift ofthe phase transition tem —
perature in the m icrophase separation ofdiblock copoly—
m ers has been observed [L3].

In this paper we analytically study the e ect of an
In posed uniform shear ow on persistence for the sin -
plest case of a nonoconserved scalar order param eter. W e
exploit a version of the O hta-Jasnow K awasaki (O JK)
approxin ation in phase-ordering kinetics [L0], m odi ed
to acoount for the anisotropy induced by the shear [14].
Persistence isde ned here as the probability that a point
com oving with the ow has rem ained in the sam e phase
up to tine t. We emply an approach called the in-
dependent interval approxin ation (A ) which has been
successfully used to obtain rather accurate values forper—
sistence exponents in unsheared system s [l]. T his proce—
dure assum es that the Intervals betw een zeros ofthe pro—
cess X (t) are statistically lndependent when m easured
In themapped tine vardable T = Int. W e nd that the
persistence exponent  is nontrivial and din ensionality
dependent. Ford= 3 we nd ' 0:5034, com pared to
’ 02358 in the unsheared case[i], while ' 02406 for
d = 2 compared to " 0:4862 without shear I[H]. Re—
m arkably, the value of in d = 2 is exactly twice the
valie obtained for the unsheared system In d = 1 [3]
using sin ilar m ethods. There is a technical subtlety in

= 2 which requires a careful de nition of the persis-
tence probability. ITn both d = 2 and d = 3 the shear
Increases the persistence exponent.

T he paper is organised as follow s. In the next section
the O JK theory is introduced and the autocorrelation
function, which is a necessary input to the TTA calcula—
tion, isobtained ford = 3 and d= 2. Section IIT contains
a brief outline of the ITA, the results of which for the
sheared problem are presented in section IV . C oncluding
rem arks are given in section 1V .
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II. THE OJK THEORY

W e consider a nonconserved scalar order param e—
ter @¢;t) evolving via the tin edependent G inzburg—
Landau equation [10]
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whereV ( ) isa symm etricdouble-wellpotential. The as-
sum ption that the thickness ofthe interface separating
the dom ains ism uch am aller than the size ofthe dom ains
allow s one to w rite an equation ofm otion for the inter—
face, called the A llen-C ahn equation [L8]. T he velocity v
ofthe Interface is proportionalto the localcurvature and
given by

vt = FomEib; 2)

where n (%;t) is the unit vector nom alto the interface,
de ned in the direction of increasing order param eter.
T he nom alvector can be w ritten in generalas

JTm ;1) J
wherem (¢;t) is the snooth eld that has the sam e sign
as the order param eter and vanishes at the interfaces
(W here the orderparam etervanishes). Tt iseasier to w ork
w ih an equation ofmotion form (¢;t) than for x;t),
an idea that is exploited in the O JK theory [L4].
By considering a fram e Jocally com oving w ith the inter-

face, with a spaceuniform shear in the y-direction and

ow in the x-direction (ie.the uid velocity pro e is
given by u = vye;), where is the constant shear rate
and e, is the unit vector in the ow direction, the O JK
equation forthe eldm (¢;t) becom es [14]
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where

D .p (€) = nanpi; 5)

and h:::i denotes average over initialconditions (or, equiv—
alently, over space). T he correct equation form involves
an unaveraged D ,1, but the equation is then nonlinear
and Intractable. T he essence of the O JK approxim ation
isthe replacem ent ofthe product nyny, by itsaverage. For
an isotropic system thisgives, by symm etry,D ;p = ap=d,
and the equation form reducesto the di usion equation.
For the anisotropic sheared system , however, D 4, (t) has
to be detemm ined selfconsistently [14]. From Eq. [@), i
follow s that
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h k-space, Eq. [@) can be written as
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A. Thecased= 3

W e now consider the above equation n dim ension d =
3 and solve it via the ollow ing change of vardables [14],

kxikyiksit) ! iy ko igi )i ®)
w ith the introduction of an equivalent eld

@ )=m K;0): ©)
The kft hand side of [@) now becomes @ =@ and as

a resulk equation [d) can be integrated directly to give
(after transform Ing back to origihal variables)

m ®;t) = m (ky ;']fy +  ktik;;0)
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w ith non-vanishing m atrix elem ents
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D ue to the symm etry of the original O JK equation [@),
the temm s R13, R23, M 13 and M 3 all vanish. The as—
sum ption that the iniial condition, m K;0), hasa G aus-
sian distrbution, appropriate to a quench from the high-
tem perature phase, is used throughout the paper.

In order to use the TTA to investigate the persistence
properties of the coarsening system , i is rst neces—
sary [I,13] to com pute the autocorrelation function of



the rescaled eld X (t) = m (¢;t)=hin (¢;t)Fi'~2, which is
constructed to have unit variance, using the iniial cor-
relator

m (;0)m ®%0i= de 9: 13)
The quantity hin ¢¢;t)Fi'™? can easily be evaliated to
give
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T he next step is to evaluate the tem h
k-space in plies

m (kyiky + ketaikz;0Im ksko + Kotpiky;0)i= @ )¢

U sing Egs. [[0) and [[d) we can evaluate the tem
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w here
h
B = Myu@)+Myp@)+ Mok 6 8)°
2 & &8)Mi2@)]1=2;
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Boo(t) = Moaxt)+ Mo @)E2;
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Bi3() = B3 ()= 0: (18)

The notation (1) and (2) in [[A) denotes spacetine
ponnts x+ y&;yiz;ty) and K+ ybk;y;zit) respec
tively. The problem is now reduced to evaluating the
determm inants of the m atrices M (t) and B (4 ;t), as the
autocorrelation fiinction a (G ;) can now be w ritten as

DetM ()DetM ()]

altit) = P
DetB (t ;%)
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The term sM 4}, (£) cannot be com puted explicitly for gen—
eralt; only in the scaling lim it (ie.t! 1 ) can onem ake
progress. In this lin i it can be shown that (to lading
order for large t) [14]
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Tuming now to the two-tin e correlator of X (t), we
recall that we want to calculate this correlator not at a
xed point In space, but at a point that is advected w ith
the shear ow . Due to the shear, the eld at the space-
tine polnt X+ vy4;y;z;45) at tine 4 will be at the
spacetin epoint (x+ yh;y;z;t) attinet,. The auto-
correlation finction a (g ;) = X (@)X ()i is therefore
given by

m x+ yGryrz;b)m &+ yhry;z;)i: 5)

i1 in the above equation. W e note that average over initial conditions in
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U sing equations [20), the determ inants of M (t) and
B (& ;) can now be evaluated leading to
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T he autocorrelation function follow s:
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whereW (4;t) = 4atb=@G + )%, T=T; T and the

nalform follow s affer introducing the new tim e variable
T; = Int. A fter this change of the tin e variable, the
autocorrelation fiinction depends only on the tin e di er-
ence T; T,. Since the process X (T') is also gaussian,
the process X (T') is a gaussian stationary process. T his
w illbe the case w henever the autocorrelation function of
X dependson ty and t, only through the ratio t=t;, ie.
when i exhibits a scaling form .



B. Thecased= 2

Ford= 2,we follow the sam e analysisas ford= 3 but
w ith the change of variables

kyikyiD ! iy k7o) 23)

T he solution ofEq. [@) in the larget lim it is given by the
d= 2 analogue ofEq. [[0):

m &;t) m iky ¥ Kti0) 3
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Them atrix elem ents M .y, (t) can be evaluated for large t
using asym ptotic analysis along the lines outlined in ref.
[14], w ith the result
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where we have retained jist the lrading subdom inant
tem s, of relative order 1= ( t).

The sublkading tem s in M 1; (£) and M 1, (t) are nec—
essary as there are cancellations to leading tem s In the
detemm nant of M (t), which is given by DetM (t) = 4£2.
Using Eq. 24) the ©llow ing averages can be calculated:
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w here the m atrix elem ents B 5, are given by the expres—
sions in Eq. [[8) but w ith the correspondingM .y, () given
theirby theird = 2 equivalents in Eq. 23). T he autocor—
relation function a (G ;) ord= 2 can now be evalnated
using the set of equations [28) to give
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Notethata (g ;%) given by thatEq. 27) doesnot have
a scaling form , ie. it isnot sin ply a function oft =t,, due
to the logarithm s. However i does a scaling regin e. In
the]injtt1 ! l,tz ! l,Wjﬂ’ltl:tz xed but arbi-
trary, the ratio of logarithm s can be replaced by unity
and a (g ;ty) depends only on =t in this regimne. In

term s of the new tine variable T = I (=t ), one ob—
tains
| J
albin)= s=h(); (28)
where T = T T, ie. the process X (T ) becom es sta—
tionary in the de ned scaling lin it. W ew illuse Eq. 28)
rather than Eq. B) to extract ford = 2, but one
m ust note the special lim it taken to derive [Z8) w here the
persistence probbaility P (g ;%) is the probability that a
point m oving w ith the ow has stayed in the sam e phase
between tinest; and &, .

ITII. THE INDEPENDENT INTERVAL
APPROXIM ATION

The above analysisin both d= 3 and d= 2 showsthat
X () is stationary In the new tine variable T W ith the
caveat noted above ford = 2). W enote that the expected
form for the probability, Py (), of X (t) having no zeros
betw een t and t,, nam e]y Po =) for t t,
becom es exponentialdecay Py e T Ti) in the new
tin e variabl. This reduces the problem of calculating
the persistence exponent to the calculation of the decay
rates [17].

T he order param eter eld in the O JK theory is given
by = sgn X ). The autocorrelation fiinction

A(T)=h () (T)i= hsgnX (0)sgnX (T)i; 29)
forthe eld ata space point moving wih the ow, is
given by

2 .
AT)= —sin “a(); (30)
which follow s from the factthat isa Gaussian eld [1§].
W e w ill determm ine the persistence probability Py (£) from
A(T).

W e brie y discuss the TIA [l] and use it to obtain ap—
proxim ate values for the exponent  follow ing the de-
velopm ent In ref.[1]. In the scaling lin i, the interfaces
occupy a very am allvolim e fraction and asa resut (T)
takesvalues 1 alm ost everywhere. T he correlatorA (T )
can be w ritten as

®
AT)= (

n=0

1Py T); (31)

where P, (T) is the probability that the interval T con-
tainsn zerosof (T).Forn 1, P, (T) is approxin ated
by, assum ing that the intervals between zeros of X are
Independent,

Z T Z T Z T
P, ) =uHmrit dT, dT, dT,
0 Ty Th 1
Q M)P (T, T) P (TL 1)Q (T T);

32)



where T i isthem ean Intervalsize, P (T ) is the distrdbu—
tion of Intervalsbetw een successive zerosand Q (T) isthe
probability that an intervalof size T to the right or left
of a zero contains no further zeros, ie. P (T)= Q°(T)
w here the prin e Indicates a derivative. T he ITA hasbeen
m ade in Eq. [32) by w riting the pint distrdoution of zero—
crossing intervals as the product of the distrbution of
single intervals. The Laplace transform ofEq. [32) leads
toP'(s)= B F (S)FF (s) where

nri
F)=1+ 78[1 K (s)] 33)

and X' (s) is the Laplace transform ofA (T).

Tt is straightforw ard to show that them ean intervalsize
isHri=  2=A%(0). The expectation that Po (T) e T
forlarge T inpliesa simplkpolke n P (s) ats= . The
persistence exponent  is therefore given by the rst zero
on the negative axis of the fiinction
s 2s Za

1 —

F)=1
(s) 200) .

dT exp( sT)

sin *a(r) (34)

For further analysis is is useful to 1rst extract the
asym ptoticbehavior ofthe autocorrelation fiinction a (T )
ofthe ed X (T). From Egs. 20) and B2) we nd, for
T! 1,

T=2);
5T=4);

exp (

d= 2;
a) exp ( d= 3: (33)

W e now tum to the resuls.

IV.. RESULTS

Ehetem A%(0) can easily he evaluated to give A°(0) =
17=2= ind= 3and 2= ind= 2. From [

F©O)=1,and from [BH) F (s) divergesto 1 fors !

5=4 and 1=2 In d= 3 and 2 respectively. T herefore,
the zero of F (s) lies in the interval (5/4,0) and (-1/2,0)
rd = 3 and 2 respectively. Sowing [B4) num erically
for this zero, we get the TIA values for the persistence
exponent as = 05034:::ford= 3 and = 02406:::
In d= 2. In the absence of shear the TIA gives 3] =
02358:::ind= 3 and 01862 :::in d= 2, which agree
quite wellw ith sin ulations [19].

A very Interesting feature of the d = 2 resuk for
is that it is exactly tw ice the value of the exponent ob—
tained within the sam e approxin ation (ie. using O JK
theory and the TTA ) for the unsheared problem in one
space din ension: 2 &1 . That thismust be s
is easily seen directly from the form [R8) Pra(t ;) or
the sheared problem in d = 2. The equivalent result
for the unsheared system in general space din ension is
alt;ty) = sech®™?(@=2) []. Ford = 1 this is denti
cal to Eq. 28) apart from an overall factor 2 in the

d=2 _
sh

(logarithm ic) tinescale T. It follow s that the relation

& 2= 2 31 doesnot require the IIA but only that the
underlying eldm (or, equivalently, X ) be G aussian, ie.
it requires use of the O JK theory but not the TTIA . It is
Interesting to speculate that it m ight even hold beyond
the O JK approxim ation, In which case one m ight in ag—
Ine that there is a very sinm ple explanation for it. A syet,
how ever, we have been unable to nd one.

T he autocorrelation function A (g ;%) is also interest—
ng. Inthelm it t; that de nes the autocorrelation
exponent  [l0], via A (&) (e=tz) , the quantity
a(t;t) isanalland Eq. [30) can be Ineardsed in a (4 ;%)
to give, from Eq. B with T = I =t),

=t)>"";
L =t)'72;

d= 3;
Ait) G (36)

These results give =
d = 3, compared to =

5=4 for the sheared system in

3=4 In the unsheared system
[10], whereas for d = 2 the autocorrelation exponent
takes the sam e value, = 1=2, in both cases. W e should
repeat the caveat that, for d = 2, the sin ple pow er-law
form [Bf) requiresthe limitt ! 1 ,t ! 1 wih b=t
xed but large. Ift, ! 1 Pr xed ty, Eq.[Z]) gives
atit) G=t)" 7 Mh( t)=h( )", whih doesnot
have a sin ple scaling form (it is not sim ply a function of
t=t).

V. CONCLUSION

W e have studied the e ect of shear ow on the persis—
tence exponent , fora system w ith nonconserved scalar
order param eter, using an approxim ate analytical ap—
proach based on the O JK theory and exploiting the \in—
dependent interval approxin ation". The persistence is
de ned in a fram e ocally m oving w ith the ow.

The exponent is nontrivial and is increased by the
presence of shear. T his in plies that the shear accelerates
the change of sign of the uctuating eld. In dim ension
d= 2we ndthe ntriguing resultthat hasavalieequal
to tw ice that ofthe unsheared system Ind= 1,within the
0JK theory. T he autocorrelation exponent increasesin
the presence of shear for d = 3 but is unchanged by the
shear in d= 2.

For nonoconserved dynam ics In the absence of shear,
experim ents on liquid crystals have been perform ed to
measure both I[Eland R20]. There is also a recent ex—
perin ent on the m easurem ent of a two-tin e correlation
function in orderdisorderphase transition In CusAu R21].
Ligquid crystal experin ents are a possble candidate for
testing our predictions in a m odelw ith nonconserved or-
derparam eter, and num erical sin ulationsm ay also prove
usefil. On the analytical front, the m ethod of the cor-
relator expansion 4] m ight be used to cbtain a more
accurate resul for in d= 3 than can be obtained using
the TIA .
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