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T he e�ect ofshear on persistence in coarsening system s
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W eanalytically study thee�ectofa uniform shearow on thepersistencepropertiesofcoarsening

system s.Thestudy iscarried outwithin theanisotropic O hta-Jasnow-K awasaki(O JK )approxim a-

tion fora system with nonconserved scalarorderparam eter.W e�nd thatthepersistence exponent

� hasa non-trivialvalue:� = 0:5034:::in space dim ension d = 3,and � = 0:2406:::ford = 2,the

latterbeing exactly twice the value found forthe unsheared system in d = 1.W e also �nd thatthe

autocorrelation exponent� isa�ected by shearin d = 3 butnotin d = 2.

PACS num bers:82.20.M j,64.75.+ g,05.70.Ln

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

Thephenom enon ofpersistencein nonequilibrium sys-

tem s has attracted considerable interest in recentyears

[1],both theoretically[2,3,4]and experim entally[5,6,7,

8,9].Thepersistenceprobability,P0(t),ofa uctuating,

spatially hom ogeneousnonequilibrium �eld isthe prob-

ability thatthe�eld X (t)ata given spacepointhasnot

changed sign up to tim et.Thisprobability typically de-

caysasa powerlaw,P0(t)� t� � atlatetim es,wherethe

persistence exponent� hasin generala nontrivialvalue.

Persistence has been studied in a considerable num ber

ofsystem s such as sim ple di�usion from random initial

conditions,phase-orderingkinetics,uctuatinginterfaces

and reaction-di�usion processes[1].

Experim entsto determ ine persistence exponentshave

been carried outin the contextofbreath �gures[5],liq-

uid crystals [6], soap froths [7], di�usion of Xe gas in

one dim ension [8]and uctuating m onatom icstepson a

m etal/sem iconductoradsorption system Si-Alsurface[9].

M any ofthesecasesareexam plesofcoarsening phenom -

ena, where a characteristic length scale increases with

tim easthe system relaxestowardsan equililibrium that

itattainsonly afterin�nite tim e in the therm odynam ic

lim it. The experim entalresults are generally in good

quantitativeagreem entwith (exactorapproxim ate)the-

oreticalpredictions.

A classic exam ple ofa coarsening phenom enon is the

dynam icsofphaseordering,wherea system isquenched

from a disordered high-tem perature phase into an or-

dered low-tem perature phase. In the sim plestcase ofa

two-phasesystem ,dom ainsofthetwoequilibrium phases

form and grow with tim e.Thecharacteristiclength scale

atagiventim eisthetypicalscaleofthedom ain structure

thathasform ed atthattim e. The coarsening dynam ics

isusually characterised by a form ofdynam icalscaling,

in which thesystem looksstatistically sim ilaratdi�erent

tim esapartfrom an overallchangeofscale[10].

Recently there hasbeen interestin the e�ectofshear

in a variety ofsystem s such as m acrom olecules,binary

uids and self-assem bled uids [11]. Shear introduces

anisotropy into thespatialstructure.Forsystem sunder-

goingphaseorderingin thepresenceofshear,thedom ain

growth becom esanisotropic and this resultsin di�erent

growth exponents for the structure along and perpen-

dicular to the ow. At present it is not clear whether

shearleadsto a stationary steady state,orwhetherdo-

m ain growthproceedsinde�nitelyatasym ptoticallylarge

tim es[12]. Shearm ay also induce phase transitions:for

exam ple,shear-induced shiftofthephasetransition tem -

peraturein them icrophaseseparation ofdiblock copoly-

m ershasbeen observed [13].

In this paper we analytically study the e�ect of an

im posed uniform shear ow on persistence for the sim -

plestcaseofa nonconserved scalarorderparam eter.W e

exploit a version of the O hta-Jasnow-K awasaki(O JK )

approxim ation in phase-ordering kinetics [10],m odi�ed

to accountforthe anisotropy induced by the shear[14].

Persistenceisde�ned hereastheprobability thatapoint

com oving with the ow hasrem ained in the sam e phase

up to tim e t. W e em ploy an approach called the in-

dependentintervalapproxim ation (IIA)which hasbeen

successfullyused toobtain ratheraccuratevaluesforper-

sistenceexponentsin unsheared system s[1].Thisproce-

dureassum esthattheintervalsbetween zerosofthepro-

cess X (t) are statistically independent when m easured

in the m apped tim e variable T = lnt. W e �nd thatthe

persistence exponent � is nontrivialand dim ensionality

dependent. Ford = 3 we �nd � ’ 0:5034,com pared to

’ 0:2358 in the unsheared case[3],while � ’ 0:2406 for

d = 2 com pared to � ’ 0:1862 without shear [3]. Re-

m arkably,the value of� in d = 2 is exactly twice the

value obtained for the unsheared system in d = 1 [3]

using sim ilar m ethods. There is a technicalsubtlety in

d = 2 which requires a carefulde�nition ofthe persis-

tence probability. In both d = 2 and d = 3 the shear

increasesthe persistenceexponent.

The paperisorganised asfollows.In the nextsection

the O JK theory is introduced and the autocorrelation

function,which is a necessary input to the IIA calcula-

tion,isobtained ford = 3and d = 2.Section IIIcontains

a briefoutline ofthe IIA,the results ofwhich for the

sheared problem arepresented in section IV.Concluding

rem arksaregiven in section IV.
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II. T H E O JK T H EO R Y

W e consider a nonconserved scalar order param e-

ter �(~x;t) evolving via the tim e-dependent G inzburg-

Landau equation [10]

@�(~x;t)

@t
= r

2
�(~x;t)� V

0(�); (1)

whereV (�)isasym m etricdouble-wellpotential.Theas-

sum ption thatthethickness� oftheinterfaceseparating

thedom ainsism uch sm allerthan thesizeofthedom ains

allowsone to write an equation ofm otion forthe inter-

face,called theAllen-Cahn equation [15].Thevelocity v

oftheinterfaceisproportionalto thelocalcurvatureand

given by

v(~x;t)= � ~r :~n(~x;t); (2)

where ~n(~x;t)isthe unitvectornorm alto the interface,

de�ned in the direction ofincreasing order param eter.

The norm alvectorcan be written in generalas

~n(~x;t)=
~r m (~x;t)

j~r m (~x;t)j
(3)

wherem (~x;t)isthe sm ooth �eld thathasthe sam esign

asthe orderparam eter� and vanishesatthe interfaces

(wheretheorderparam etervanishes).Itiseasiertowork

with an equation ofm otion for m (~x;t)than for �(~x;t),

an idea thatisexploited in the O JK theory [16].

Byconsideringafram elocallycom ovingwith theinter-

face,with a space-uniform shear in the y-direction and

ow in the x-direction (i.e.the uid velocity pro�le is

given by ~u = y~ex),where  is the constantshearrate

and ~ex isthe unitvectorin the ow direction,the O JK

equation forthe �eld m (~x;t)becom es[14]

@m (~x;t)

@t
+ y

@m (~x;t)

@x
=

r
2
m (~x;t) �

dX

a;b= 1

D ab(t)
@2m (~x;t)

@xa@xb
; (4)

where

D ab(t)= hnanbi; (5)

andh:::idenotesaverageoverinitialconditions(or,equiv-

alently,overspace).Thecorrectequation form involves

an unaveraged D ab,but the equation is then nonlinear

and intractable.The essence ofthe O JK approxim ation

isthereplacem entoftheproductnanb byitsaverage.For

an isotropicsystem thisgives,bysym m etry,D ab = �ab=d,

and theequation form reducesto thedi�usion equation.

Forthe anisotropicsheared system ,however,D ab(t)has

to be determ ined self-consistently [14]. From Eq.(5),it

followsthat

dX

a= 1

D aa(t)= 1: (6)

In k-space,Eq.(4)can be written as

@m (~k;t)

@t
� kx

@m (~k;t)

@ky
=

0

@ �

dX

a= 1

ka
2
+

dX

a;b= 1

D ab(t)kakb

1

A m (~k;t): (7)

A . T he case d = 3

W enow considertheaboveequation in dim ension d =

3 and solveitvia the following changeofvariables[14],

(kx;ky;kz;t)! (qx;qy � kx�;qz;�); (8)

with the introduction ofan equivalent�eld

�(~q;�)= m (~k;t): (9)

The left hand side of (7) now becom es @�=@� and as

a result equation (7) can be integrated directly to give

(aftertransform ing back to originalvariables)

m (~k;t)= m (kx;ky + kxt;kz;0)

� exp

"

�
1

4

3X

ab= 1

kaM ab(t)kb

#

; (10)

with non-vanishing m atrix elem ents

M 11(t) = R 11(t)+ 2tR12(t)+ 
2
t
2
R 22;

M 12(t) = R 12(t)+ tR22(t);

M 22(t) = R 22(t);

M 33(t) = R 33(t); (11)

where

R 11(t) = 4

Z t

0

dt
0
f[1� D11(t

0)]+ 2t0D 12(t
0)

+ 
2
t
02[1� D22(t

0)]
	
;

R 12(t) = 4

Z t

0

dt
0
f� D12(t

0)� t
0[1� D22(t

0)]g;

R 22(t) = 4

Z t

0

dt
0
f1� D22(t

0)g;

R 33(t) = 4

Z t

0

dt
0
f1� D33(t

0)g: (12)

Due to the sym m etry ofthe originalO JK equation (4),

the term s R 13,R 23,M 13 and M 23 allvanish. The as-

sum ption thattheinitialcondition,m (~k;0),hasa G aus-

sian distribution,appropriateto a quench from thehigh-

tem peraturephase,isused throughoutthe paper.

In orderto use the IIA to investigate the persistence

properties of the coarsening system , it is �rst neces-

sary [1, 3]to com pute the autocorrelation function of
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therescaled �eld X (t)= m (~x;t)=h[m (~x;t)]2i1=2,which is

constructed to have unit variance,using the initialcor-

relator

hm (~x;0)m (~x0;0)i= �� d(~x � ~x0): (13)

The quantity h[m (~x;t)]2i1=2 can easily be evaluated to

give



[m (~x;t)]2

�1=2
=

"

�

(2�)3=2

1
p
DetM (t)

#1=2

: (14)

Turning now to the two-tim e correlator ofX (t), we

recallthatwe wantto calculate this correlatornotata

�xed pointin space,butata pointthatisadvected with

the shearow. Due to the shear,the �eld atthe space-

tim e point (x + yt1;y;z;t1) at tim e t1 willbe at the

space-tim epoint(x+ yt2;y;z;t2)attim et2.Theauto-

correlation function a(t1;t2)= hX (t1)X (t2)iistherefore

given by

a(t1;t2)=

�
(2�)3

� 2

p
DetM (t1)DetM (t2)

�1=2

hm (x + yt1;y;z;t1)m (x + yt2;y;z;t2)i: (15)

The nextstep is to evaluate the term h� � � i in the above equation. W e note that average overinitialconditions in

k-spaceim plies

hm (kx;ky + kxt1;kz;0)m (k
0

x;k
0

y + k
0

xt2;k
0

z;0)i= (2�)d��(kx + k
0

x)�(ky + kxt1 + k
0

y + k
0

xt2)�(kz + k
0

z): (16)

Using Eqs.(10)and(16)wecan evaluatethe term

hm (1)m (2)i = �
X

k

exp

2

4�
1

2

3X

a;b= 1

kaB abkb

3

5

=
�

(2�)3=2

1
p
DetB (t1;t2)

; (17)

where

B 11(t) =

h

M 11(t1)+ M 11(t2)+ 
2
M 22(t2)� (t2 � t1)

2

� 2 (t2 � t1)M 12(t2)]=2;

B 12(t) = [M 12(t1)+ M 12(t2)�  (t2 � t1)M 22(t2)]=2;

B 22(t) = [M 22(t1)+ M 22(t2)]=2;

B 33(t) = [M 33(t1)+ M 33(t2)]=2;

B 13(t) = B 23(t)= 0: (18)

The notation (1) and (2) in (17) denotes space-tim e

points (x + yt1;y;z;t1) and (x + yt2;y;z;t2) respec-

tively. The problem is now reduced to evaluating the

determ inantsofthe m atricesM (t)and B (t1;t2),asthe

autocorrelation function a(t1;t2)can now be written as

a(t1;t2)=
[DetM (t1)DetM (t2)]

1=4

p
DetB (t1;t2)

: (19)

Theterm sM ab(t)cannotbecom puted explicitly forgen-

eralt;only in thescalinglim it(i.e.t! 1 )can onem ake

progress. In this lim itit can be shown that(to leading

orderforlarget)[14]

M 11(t) =
4

15

2
t
3
;

M 12(t) =
2

5
t

2
;

M 22(t) =
4

5
t;

M 33(t) =
16

5
t: (20)

Using equations (20),the determ inants ofM (t) and

B (t1;t2)can now be evaluated leading to

DetM (t)=
64

375

2
t
5
;

DetB (t1;t2)=
82 (t2 + t1)

5

125

�

4

�
1

3
�

2t2
2t1

(t2 + t1)
3

�

�

�

1�
2t2

2

(t2 + t1)
2

� 2
#

: (21)

Theautocorrelation function follows:

a(t1;t2) =
1

2

W 5=4(t1;t2)
�
1� 3

4
W 2(t1;t2)

�1=2;

=
1

2

sech
5=2

(T=2)
�
1� 3

4
sech

4
(T=2)

�1=2
; (22)

where W (t1;t2)= 4t1t2=(t2 + t1)
2,T = T1 � T2 and the

�nalform followsafterintroducingthenew tim evariable

Ti = lnti. After this change ofthe tim e variable,the

autocorrelation function dependsonly on thetim edi�er-

ence T1 � T2. Since the process X (T)is also gaussian,

the processX (T)isa gaussian stationary process.This

willbethecasewhenevertheautocorrelation function of

X dependson t1 and t2 only through theratio t1=t2,i.e.

when itexhibitsa scaling form .
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B . T he case d = 2

Ford = 2,wefollow thesam eanalysisasford = 3 but

with the changeofvariables

(kx;ky;t)! (qx;qy � kx�;�): (23)

Thesolution ofEq.(7)in thelarge-tlim itisgiven by the

d = 2 analogueofEq.(10):

m (~k;t)= m (kx;ky + kxt;0)

� exp

2

4�
1

4

2X

a;b= 1

kaM ab(t)kb

3

5 : (24)

Them atrix elem entsM ab(t)can beevaluated forlarget

using asym ptoticanalysisalong thelinesoutlined in ref.

[14],with the result

M 11(t) = 4t2
p
lnt�

3t2
p
lnt

M 12(t) = 4t
p
lnt�

2t
p
lnt

M 22(t) =
4



p
lnt; (25)

where we have retained just the leading subdom inant

term s,ofrelativeorder1=ln(t).

The subleading term s in M 11(t) and M 12(t) are nec-

essary asthere are cancellationsto leading term sin the

determ inantofM (t),which isgiven by DetM (t)= 4t2.

Using Eq.(24)the following averagescan be calculated:



[m (~x;t)]2

�1=2
=

"

�

2�

1
p
DetM (t)

#1=2

=
1

2t

r
�

2�
;

hm (1)m (2)i=
�

(2�)

1
p
DetB (t1;t2)

: (26)

where the m atrix elem entsB ab are given by the expres-

sionsin Eq.(18)butwith thecorrespondingM ab(t)given

theirby theird = 2equivalentsin Eq.(25).Theautocor-

relation function a(t1;t2)ford = 2 can now beevaluated

using the setofequations(26)to give

a(t1;t2)=

2

6
4

4t1t2

t2
1

�

1+

q
ln t2
ln t1

�

+ t2
2

�

1+

q
ln t1
ln t2

�

3

7
5

1=2

:

(27)

Notethata(t1;t2)given bythatEq.(27)doesnothave

ascalingform ,i.e.itisnotsim ply afunction oft1=t2,due

to the logarithm s. Howeveritdoesa scaling regim e. In

the lim it t1 ! 1 ,t2 ! 1 ,with t1=t2 �xed but arbi-

trary,the ratio oflogarithm s can be replaced by unity

and a(t1;t2) depends only on t1=t2 in this regim e. In

term s ofthe new tim e variable T = ln(t2=t1),one ob-

tains

a(t1;t2)=
p
sech(T); (28)

where T = T1 � T2,i.e. the processX (T)becom essta-

tionary in thede�ned scaling lim it.W ewilluseEq.(28)

rather than Eq.(27) to extract � for d = 2, but one

m ustnotethespeciallim ittaken toderive(28)wherethe

persistenceprobbaility P (t1;t2)istheprobability thata

pointm oving with theow hasstayed in thesam ephase

between tim est1 and t2.

III. T H E IN D EP EN D EN T IN T ERVA L

A P P R O X IM A T IO N

Theaboveanalysisin both d = 3and d = 2showsthat

X (t)isstationary in the new tim e variable T (with the

caveatnoted aboveford = 2).W enotethattheexpected

form forthe probability,P0(t),ofX (t)having no zeros

between t1 and t2,nam ely P0 � (t1=t2)
� for t2 � t1,

becom es exponentialdecay P0 � e� �(T2� T1) in the new

tim e variable. This reduces the problem ofcalculating

the persistence exponentto the calculation ofthe decay

rates[17].

The orderparam eter�eld in the O JK theory isgiven

by � = sgn(X ).The autocorrelation function

A(T)= h�(0)�(T)i= hsgnX (0)sgnX (T)i; (29)

forthe �eld � ata space pointm oving with the ow,is

given by

A(T)=
2

�
sin� 1 a(T); (30)

which followsfrom thefactthat� isaG aussian �eld [18].

W ewilldeterm inethepersistenceprobability P0(t)from

A(T).

W e briey discussthe IIA [1]and use itto obtain ap-

proxim ate values for the exponent � following the de-

velopm entin ref.[3]. In the scaling lim it,the interfaces

occupy a very sm allvolum efraction and asa result�(T)

takesvalues� 1 alm osteverywhere.ThecorrelatorA(T)

can be written as

A(T)=

1X

n= 0

(� 1)nPn(T); (31)

where Pn(T)is the probability thatthe intervalT con-

tainsn zerosof�(T).Forn � 1,Pn(T)isapproxim ated

by,assum ing that the intervals between zeros ofX are

independent,

Pn(t) = hTi
� 1

Z T

0

dT1

Z T

T1

dT2 � � �

Z T

Tn � 1

dTn

� Q (T1)P (T2 � T1)� � � P (Tn � Tn� 1)Q (T � Tn);

(32)
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wherehTiisthem ean intervalsize,P (T)isthedistribu-

tion ofintervalsbetween successivezerosand Q (T)isthe

probability thatan intervalofsize T to the rightorleft

ofa zero containsno furtherzeros,i.e. P (T)= � Q0(T)

wheretheprim eindicatesaderivative.TheIIA hasbeen

m adein Eq.(32)by writingthejointdistribution ofzero-

crossing intervals as the product ofthe distribution of

singleintervals.TheLaplacetransform ofEq.(32)leads

to ~P (s)= [2� F (s)]=F (s)where

F (s)= 1+
hTi

2
s[1� s~A(s)] (33)

and ~A(s)isthe Laplacetransform ofA(T).

Itisstraightforwardtoshow thatthem ean intervalsize

ishTi= � 2=A0(0). The expectation thatP0(T)� e� �T

forlargeT im pliesa sim plepolein ~P (s)ats= � �.The

persistenceexponent� isthereforegiven by the�rstzero

on the negativeaxisofthe function

F (s)= 1�
s

A 0(0)

�

1�
2s

�

Z
1

0

dT exp(� sT)

� sin� 1 a(T)
�
: (34)

For further analysis is is useful to �rst extract the

asym ptoticbehavioroftheautocorrelation function a(T)

ofthe �eld X (T). From Eqs.(27)and (22)we �nd,for

T ! 1 ,

a(T)�

�
exp(� T=2); d = 2;

exp(� 5T=4); d = 3:
(35)

W e now turn to the results.

IV . R ESU LT S

Theterm A 0(0)can easily beevaluated to giveA 0(0)=

�
p
17=2=� in d = 3 and �

p
2=� in d = 2. From (34)

F (0)= 1,and from (35) F (s) divergesto � 1 for s !

� 5=4 and � 1=2 in d = 3 and 2 respectively. Therefore,

the zero ofF (s)liesin the interval(-5/4,0)and (-1/2,0)

for d = 3 and 2 respectively. Solving (34) num erically

for this zero,we get the IIA values for the persistence

exponentas� = 0:5034:::ford = 3 and � = 0:2406:::

in d = 2. In the absence ofshearthe IIA gives[3]� =

0:2358:::in d = 3 and 0:1862:::in d = 2,which agree

quite wellwith sim ulations[19].

A very interesting feature ofthe d = 2 result for �

is thatitis exactly twice the value ofthe exponentob-

tained within the sam e approxim ation (i.e.using O JK

theory and the IIA) for the unsheared problem in one

space dim ension: �d= 2
sh

= 2�d= 1
unsh

. That this m ust be so

iseasily seen directly from the form (28)fora(t1;t2)for

the sheared problem in d = 2. The equivalent result

for the unsheared system in generalspace dim ension is

a(t1;t2) = sech
d=2

(T=2) [3]. For d = 1 this is identi-

cal to Eq. (28) apart from an overallfactor 2 in the

(logarithm ic) tim escale T. It follows that the relation

�d= 2
sh

= 2�d= 1
unsh

doesnotrequiretheIIA butonly thatthe

underlying �eld m (or,equivalently,X )beG aussian,i.e.

itrequiresuse ofthe O JK theory butnotthe IIA.Itis

interesting to speculate thatitm ighteven hold beyond

the O JK approxim ation,in which case one m ightim ag-

inethatthereisa very sim pleexplanation forit.Asyet,

however,we havebeen unable to �nd one.

The autocorrelation function A(t1;t2)isalso interest-

ing.In thelim itt2 � t1 thatde�nestheautocorrelation

exponent � [10],via A(t1;t2) � (t1=t2)
�,the quantity

a(t1;t2)issm alland Eq.(30)can belinearised in a(t1;t2)

to give,from Eq.(35)with T = ln(t2=t1),

A(t1;t2)�

�
(t1=t2)

5=4; d = 3;

(t1=t2)
1=2; d = 2:

(36)

These results give � = 5=4 for the sheared system in

d = 3,com pared to � = 3=4 in the unsheared system

[10], whereas for d = 2 the autocorrelation exponent

takesthesam evalue,� = 1=2,in both cases.W eshould

repeatthe caveatthat,ford = 2,the sim ple power-law

form (36)requiresthe lim itt1 ! 1 ,t2 ! 1 with t2=t1

�xed but large. Ift2 ! 1 for �xed t1,Eq.(27) gives

a(t1;t2)� (t1=t2)
1=2[ln(t2)=ln(t1)]

1=4,which doesnot

havea sim plescaling form (itisnotsim ply a function of

t1=t2).

V . C O N C LU SIO N

W ehavestudied thee�ectofshearow on thepersis-

tenceexponent�,fora system with nonconserved scalar

order param eter, using an approxim ate analytical ap-

proach based on the O JK theory and exploiting the \in-

dependent intervalapproxim ation". The persistence is

de�ned in a fram elocally m oving with the ow.

The exponent � is nontrivialand is increased by the

presenceofshear.Thisim pliesthattheshearaccelerates

the change ofsign ofthe uctuating �eld. In dim ension

d = 2we�nd theintriguingresultthat� hasavalueequal

totwicethatoftheunsheared system in d = 1,within the

0JK theory.Theautocorrelation exponent� increasesin

the presence ofshearford = 3 butisunchanged by the

shearin d = 2.

For nonconserved dynam ics in the absence ofshear,

experim ents on liquid crystals have been perform ed to

m easureboth � [6]and � [20].Thereisalso a recentex-

perim enton the m easurem entofa two-tim e correlation

function in order-disorderphasetransition in Cu3Au [21].

Liquid crystalexperim ents are a possible candidate for

testing ourpredictionsin a m odelwith nonconserved or-

derparam eter,and num ericalsim ulationsm ay alsoprove

useful. O n the analyticalfront,the m ethod ofthe cor-

relator expansion [4]m ight be used to obtain a m ore

accurateresultfor� in d = 3 than can beobtained using

the IIA.
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