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A rigorous hydrodynam ic theory of the A-B transition is presented. A 1l dissi-
pative processes are considered. At low interface velocities, those occurring on hy-—
drodynam ic length scales, not considered hitherto, are m ost probably the dom inant

ones.
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TheA ! B transition of super uid *He is rather rem arkable. IFfundercooled su ciently,
it takes place w ith a spectacularly fast rate, and is accom panied by m agnetic signals that
can only be called bizarre fl]l. However, no-one was keft wondering about the dam ping
m echanism , as Y i and Leggett B] nstantly identi ed it: The super uid orderparam eter
varies rapidly within the Interface, transfom ing one phase into the other. This scatters
quasiparticles @A ndreev scattering) and constitutes a restoring force. T he balance between
this and the driving force (the di erence In chem icalpotential of the two phases) yields
a term inal interface velocity u that can be com pared w ith experin ental data []]. Further
and m ore detailed m icroscopic calculations [§] con m ed Andreev scattering as the source
of dam ping; also, the m agnetic signals were recently deciphered f1.

A 11 this, one should think, holds for the hypercoold regin €, w th an undercooling "

1 T=Ts - 0:5% . W ih " analler, the latent heat would wam up the B phase, and
render it them odynam ically unstable again. So u ismuch slower and lin ited (instead of
by A ndreev scattering) by how e ciently the latent heat can be ram oved from the interface
region. @ di cult, non-localproblem notorious from m orem undane interfaces such as snow

akes.) Thisisquite wrong: In super uid °He, there isneither a transition regin e lin ited by
heat transfer, nor a sudden onset of hypercooled phasetransition. R ather, it is the ssocond-
sound velocity o, that separates two di erent types of transitional behavior. Foru ¢,
or" < 2%, second sound is very e cient in rem oving the latent heat, which therefore can
not be the lim iting factor. W hat ism ore, phase coherence across the interface equalizes the
chem ical potential, elin inating as the driving force. A hydrodynam ic consideration [{]
show s Instead an Interface driven by T and dam ped by the K apitza resistance. Curiously,
the grow ing B -phase is in this regin e of bhase-ooherent transition’ colder than the receding
A -phase. W hen u greatly exceeds o, startingat "  20-30% , second sound is In com parison
too slow to transfer appreciable am ount of heat. Only then does the orighal scenario of
hypercooling re-em erges.

Follow ing all the m icroscopic theories (3], the hydrodynam ic consideration [{] also

contains the starting assum ption that the dissipation acoom panying the A-B transition



occurs w ithin the mean free path ¢ of the interface, and that no disspative tem perature
variations exist on hydrodynam ic length scales. T his universal assum ption ism ost probably
ncorrect. To understand why, we rst exam ine the case of a stationary interface between
super uid *He and a vessel wall, through which heat but no m ass is transferred. G enerally,
the e ective, m easured resistance here is the sum oftwo contrbutions ], '= '+ Sql.
The rstaccounts forthem icroscopically fastdrop T acrossthe interface, the second stem s

from the “gm ode’, a hydrodynam ically slow variation T exp( XF ) In the super uid.
D ue to the enom ous extent of the decay length ( T-=T. is at Jeast 250 tim es the
mean free path, usually much Jarger) the e ective resistance ' isdom nated by & [l
Consequently, T T . G oingbadk to them oving A -B Interface, it is clear that som ething
akin the sgm ode could also exist there. A swe shall see, this is ndeed the case. And since
this what we continue to call) sg-m ode has, oru ¢, essentially the sam e spatial extent,
it is here probably also the dom inant source of dissjpation.

W hat ism ore, there is som e Indication that, ndependently, T ! 0. Recently, Schopohl
and W axm an [{] considered a m oving interface, between the A and B -phase that are in
equilbriim otherwise. In contrast to all previous m icroscopic calculations @] that are
perturbative in essence, they have obtained an exact solution, in the ballistic lim i, w ith an
essential shgularity at u= 0. Am azingly, they found thism otion to be (up to a airly high
criticalvelocity) little dam ped [@]. A sw illbe show n below , the in m ediate consequence ofthis
isa diverging K apitza conductancs,and T ! 0 foru c,. In otherwords, ifthis nding
can be veri ed, Andreev scattering as a dissipative source is elin nated altogether, whilke
the hydrodynam ic variation of tem perature and counter ow becom es the only m echanian
to prevent the transition rate u from diverging.

In this paper, we present the general hydrodynam ic theory of the AB transition. A1l
dissipative m echanisn s that m ay occur are considered. D egpite a rather di erent language,
they Include collisions and scattering of quasiparticles, both am ong them selves and at the In—

terface. M ore speci cally, we derive the generalboundary conditions connecting tw o strongly

coupled super uids and calculate the tam perature and counter ow  elds. A lthough the hy—



drodynam ic theory is never com plete by itself, our results do provide a rigorous fram ew ork
for the m ore detailed, and rather m ore com plicated, m icroscopic theory. In fact, the latter
is essentially reduced to the calculation of three O nsager coe cients.

Concrete results are obtalned forthetwo IImitsu o andu <. In the st cass of
slow , phase-ooherent transition, the general tem perature variation contains two exponential
decays T.® exp( XF o) In the respective phase, and a discontinuity T at the interface
= 0); cfFig.1. W hile T;® stem predom inantly from collisions am ong quasiparticlkes,

T accounts for their scattering at the interface. (The ocounter ow is not independent,

wh® T# ) The decay kngth 4, is a function of known buk coe cients; to Iowest
order in u=c, i is equalto the decay length, m entioned above, of *He close to a vesselwall,
and hence large. The interface m otion is dam ped by a total, e ective K apitza resistance,
which isa series of three consecutive resistive elem ents, each causing one ofthe tem perature
drops. The am plitudes of these are detem Ined by three O nsager coe cients, unknown n
size. So it is these three num bers that need to be calculated, or m easured. Until now, it
was assum ed that T.® = 0, leaving T to account for the totaldissipation. If, conversely,

T isnegligble asm entioned, onemay (for lack ofbetter know kedge) assume T [, T,-
T hen the totalK apitza resistance depends only on one param eter, which can be determm ined
from the experim entaldata on u, aswe shalldo.

Ifu o, thevarying elds of the tem perature and counter ow T, w; are nde-
pendent, di usive and decay only into the A -phase; cfF ig.2. T he decay length is an aller by
the factor o,=u. N either the tem perature nor the chem ical potential is continuous across the
Interface; T, 6 0. Thereisno specialreason why T should bemuch larger or sm aller
than T; . The interface m otion is damped by a total growth coe cient which, however,
contains additive as well as m ultiplicative contributions.

It is noteworthy that all the results of Ref. [{] ram ain asym ptotically valid (i for dis-
tances from the interface that are Jarge com pared to all decay lengths), if one substitutes
the resgpective resistance w ith the total K apitza and growth resistance obtained here. A s

w il be explained In details below, this is connected to the fact that one can consider an ef-



fective Interface, hydrodynam ically w ide, that includes all the tem perature and counter ow

variations; cf the dotted lines of Figs. 1. and 2. Then, of course, the origihal assum ption
that dissipation takes place only w ithin the interface is again correct. In thiswork, for lack
of space, we do not consider the e ects of lateral walls, which lead to an R -dependence of
the tem ialvelcity u, as observed [1.

An interface In m otion can be viewed as condensate and quasiparticles traversing the
Interface. Tt is plausbl that the condensate should not be dam ped. But the Schopohl
W axm an solution [§] shows that even the quasiparticles are little dam ped in equilorium ,
despite considerable A ndreev scattering. This is a surprising resul, and as the ollow Ing ar-
gum ents show , has direct bearing on the non-equilbbrium properties ofthe Interface: U sually,
the tam perature establishes itself on the scale ofthem ean firee path ¢, and the tem perature
gradient r T has a hydrodynam ic scale much larger. However, across a strongly resistive
cbstaclk ofm icroscopic din ension £, the change in the tem perature w illbe on the sam e
scale and can be hydrodynam ically accounted for as a discontinuity T.The A-B Inter-
face, w ith a w idth of order correlation length £, wWas taken as jist such a m icroscopic
obstack PA]. And its resistivity (outside a very narrow range next to the nom aksuper uid

transition) would com e m ainly from A ndreev scattering of ballistic quasiparticles. If this is

Indeed inoperative in equilbrium , it cannot tum Into a strongly resistive m echanisn ever
o slightly o equilbrium . The tem perature gradient w ill therefore have nom al, hydrody—
nam ic valies, and T ¢r T vanishes. A more fom al line of argum ents that shall be
published elsew here leads to the sam e conclusion. Further away from equillborium , when u
becom es com parable to, or much larger than, the ssocond sound velocity o, builds up
across the interface {]. This would constitute the m icroscopic cbstack lacking atu. o,
and an accom panying T can no longer be ruled out by the sam e argum ent.

W e start our hydrodynam ic consideration w ith the general solution that is stationary
in the rest fram e of the Interface. For both u o and uw o, we may linearize the
hydrodynam ic equations [[J] as in Ref. [], with respect to the variables (1) w s (7

V)=, % g= and (@) T® T, the deviation of the tem perature in the respective



phase from the initial tem perature T;. Retaining tem s of rst order in u=c,, the solution

(in both phases) foru o is

TR = T, + Té“B + T;"B exp ( X= o) ; (1la)
s __ 1
3 ST ; T ; X
wh® = e T ® — ToPexp — B (1b)
w sq

N otations and explanations: Upper sign refers to the A -phase, here and below . T? P
am plitude of the second sound step—fiinction in the respective phase []. A though the steps
areat gt,t! 1 mustbe st, shee Egs. (1) display the stationary solution. (Here and
below , if the context is clear, the superscriptsA and B, eg in &, willbe suppressed.) T4” :
am plitude of the sg-m ode, source of hydrodynam ic dissipation and resistance. : entropy
per unitmass, - @ =T . 3P° = 2(¢ W)l (r + 4)u=c,: the sydecay length for
a moving Interface, k=@g T 1), w [(4=3) (+ )+ 2+ ?31:=2 L),
w here the heat conductance k and the viscosities , ;1 4 are de ned in the usualway ],
neglecting the anisotropy.

The solution oru ¢ is, to Jowest order n ,=u

TP = T;+ T°;T" =T+ T)exp( ux=2g 1); a)

W= W ;W = Wyexp( ux=2g¢ ,): (2b)

T} and wj) are respectively the di usive m odes of a m oving interface [L1]]. N ext order
termm s in ,=u m ix these two m odes.

Each of the four am plitudes of Egs. (1,2) are to be detem Ined In conjinction wih u
from boundary conditions, better: connecting conditions (CoCos). The general structure
of the C oC os depends, as do buk hydrodynam ic theories, only on the conserved quantities
and the spontaneously broken symm etries on both sides of the interface [§]. Tn our case, the
CoCos are given by the continuity ofthe uxes for energy, m ass and m om entum , the phase
coherence across the A B interface, and the surface entropy production rate R;. Thes are

respectively



Q= g= e+ + ")=0; 3a)
’ ( +vovet+ 22)=0; (3b)

Re=hfiT+qg (+z )+ @n( + P 2)) (3c)

fo: pressure; : the nonlinear part of the stress tensor, ° its dissipative part; z° :
disspative part of the Jossphson equation.) Egs. (3) reduce to the expressions of Ref. [{]
if one exclides dissipative tem s W ith superscript D ). A 1l quantities are de ned in the
Interface system; h 1 and denote average and di erence across the interface; and all
suppressed indices point along the nterface nom al. Neglcting = 10 ® and fortine
scales slow com pared to rst sound velocity, g = u holdsand g= 0 isalways satis ed.
L inearizing the other CoC os, for the weakly supercooled caseu o, wih repect tow, w

and T,we obtain

£=0; @+ P)=0; (+z°)=0; (4a)

hfi= T ;v2?® am (° b/ A (4b)

Eas. (@) are the O nsager relations that ollow from R ofEq. Bd). The last two CoCos
are new : N eglecting dissipative temm s, they would vanish ( rst in R g and hence altogether).
P ositivity of entropy production requires 5 > 0;the crosstem s, such asvha T mR ¢, are
neglected for sin plicity. The values of , 5 detem ine the rate of dissipation both w ithin
the interface (contrbution to Rg) and outside (contrbution from the sgm ode). The latter
w ith a vastly larger w idth sqr dom inates.

W e expand Egs. (4) around T; and denote all them odynam ic quantities at that tem —
perature. To distinguish, a square bracket with index iisadded, eg [ 1; s (Ti; 1)

a (I;;pi); whik In Egs. (@) s MsiPs) a@ajpa). Wih ~ @ .=+

(= )2, the results are

h i
P =1 =h i @=e) =h 1i; e
h i
T;;B — ,7“1}3 % =h i+ @=cj,)h i=h 11 ; 5b)
! n #
2 oh i
. — | ehrl Ge)
(NA + ~B ) + C2h Tl zh 1 i



The extended part T, ® of the tem perature eld agrees w ith that of Ref. {], n which
the dissipative tem s were neglected. To understand why this is not an accident and what
the essence of the new Inform ation here is, we need to address the concept of the e ective
CoCo. Since the C oC osare, asem phasized, quite generally valid, we have a certain discretion
tow ards the choice of the Interface width: It can be either m icroscopic, of order ¢, or it
can be hydrodynam ic, som ewhat larger than <. Egs. (4), such as they stand, are the
proper CoCos for the m icroscopic interface, it provides com plte informm ation on u, the
hydrodynam ic elds from x = 0 to 1 , and their discontinuities across the nterface,
g T = T+ T B T cfFig. 1. and Eq. {Id) or x = 0. The CoCos
of the m acroscopic Interface (dotted lines n Fig. 1.) are sinpler In three agoects: First,
since it is thicker than the sgdecay lngth 44, it ends in a region where the dissipative
termm s are an all and can be neglected. Second, elin inating dissipative temm s especially
sin pli es Ry and reduces the number of CoCos, comm ensurate wih the fact that only

Tf ® need to be detemm ined. Third, the e ective discontinuities across the w ider nterface
inclide the sgdecay, eg T = T, T ; cfEq. [1d) Pr kj sq- Egs. @) wih
these three m odi cations n-cooperated reduce to f[] £=0, . = 0,hfic= . .T,
wih an e ective K apiza conductance .. They constitute the e ective CoCos for the
hydrodynam ically wide interface, and are in fact the very CoCos employed in Ref. [{] to

obtain T, ® and
u= [ =hi?%: 6)

The sgdecay was hence In plicitly Included as a source of nterface dissjpation. These
previous resuls therefore rem ain valid, and the new informm ation provided by the CoC os,
Egs. (4), can be seen by com paring these resultsw ith Egs. (5), yielding an expression for

. X

1 )1 :
(e 5 @hrl) ~= + (~ ¢h i)
A B

1 .

(7

The total e ective resistance _! has four constituting elem ents: The three in series

e

are on the right hand side: one m icroscopic and two sy-contrlbutions. The latter becom e



maxinalfor ,pz = 0, ¥ if the sg-am plitudes are m axin al. The fourth resistive elem ent,
on the kft ofEq. (]), is circuited in parallel to the other three. It stem s from em ission of
seocond sound which rids the interface of Jatent heat independent from heat transfer across
the interface. T herefore, this term enables phase transition even if the actual conductance
vanishes. (Since its contribution is num erically an all, it was not, but should have been,
displayed In Eqg. (5) of Ref. E].) A s discussed above, the actual resistance 1= is m ost
probably negligbl. The experim ental data []] on u then imply ~, B 8 ipifwe take
a = p forlack ofbetter know ledge.
Foru ), the sam e doublk approach of actual and e ective CoCos applies. From R ¢

ofEq. 8d), we cbtain (each to the lowest order of w=u and neglcting cross tem s)

g=K hiT+ ( o+2°) ; 8a)

hfPi= T;v2= (P 2" ; 8b)

n

where  isthe chem icalpotential for a given tem perature and pressure In a system w ith
v, = vz = 0, and £ the dissipative part of the entropy current. The e ective CoC os are
givenby Q0 =0, /. =0andg=K.h i T+ . o).Aspartly reported in Ref. [{],

the latter lead (again via an expansion around T;) to

"= ( o+T )=C 7) ; (%a)
u= Ke[ o % TB]j_; b)
wh = (=Wl o P TPl 9c)

(T he second equation is valid including ( T® )?. T he proper CoC os for the m icroscopic

Interface, Egs. (3al; 8), provide the additional inform ation

to #
1 1 C 1 1 TB
—_— = —+ —4+ — 1+ -—— ; (10a)
K. K 2 2 0y,
1 u?1l

wh=—"—=; Ti= T° 1 —2T— ; (10b)

if and aresuch that wji u, TP T T® . (O themw ise, the hydrodynam ic
dissipation would be too large for the experim ental data ].) C % ( +=(r w)



% ) ¢} T°®. In the r=t factor ofK _!, three resistive elem ents are in series: the rst

tw o are m icrosoopic in origin, from and T, regpectively; the third is from w-di usion;

tem perature di usion gives rise to the second factor.

10



REFERENCES

[L1D .S.Buchanan, G .W .Swift, and J.C .W heatley, Phys. Rev.Lett. 57, 341 (1986); S.
T.P.Boyd and G .W .Swift, Phys.Rev. Lett. 64, 894 (1990); J.Low Temp.Phys. 86,

325 (1992) and 87, 35 (1992).
R1S.YIp and A .J.Leggett, Phys.Rev. Lett. 57, 345 (1986).

BlA .J. Leggett, J. Low Temp.Phys. 87, 571 (1992); J. Paln erd, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62,
1872 (1989); Phys.Rev.B42,4010 (1990);N .B .Kopnin, Zh.Eksp.Teor.Fiz. 92, 2106

(1987) Bov.Phys.JETP 65,1187 (1987)]; S.Y ip, Phys.Rev.B 32, 2915 (1985).

4]1P.Panzer and M . Lii, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 3658 (1992); J. Low Temp.Phys. (to be

published); Yu.M .Bunkov and O .D .T in ofeevskaya, Phys.Rev.Lett. 69, 3662 (1992).
BIM .Grabinskiand M .Liu, Phys.Rev. Lett. 65, 2666 (1990).

6IM .G rbinskiand M .Liu, Phys.Rev.Lett. 58, 800 (1987); J.Low Temp.Phys. 73,79

(1988).

[71Y .Sun, P.W olfe and S.Y Ip, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 1613 (1989); Y. Sun, P.W olfs, S.

YipandM .C.Cross, J.Low Temp.Phys. 80, 237 (1990).
BIN .Schopohland D .W axm an, J.Phys.: Condens.M atter 4, L639 (1992).

©] T his is a ballistic resu It that does not extend into the collision-dom nated hydrodynam ic
regin e.O n hydrodynam ic length scales, any v, that traverses the Interface induces @, v, ,
and hence a tem perature variation, via ,z ofEqg. {4). This large scale dissipation
will always feed back to the interface m otion, even if it starts at = T = 0,and

hal it eventually.

[LO0]D . Volhardt and P.W olfe, The Super uid Phases of Helium 3, Taylor and Francis,

London (1990).
L1]JE.A.Brenner and V. I.M elnikov, Adv. In Phys. 40, 53 (1991); B. Castaing and P.

11



N ozieres, J.Phys. (Paris) 41, 701 (1980).

2] Continuity ofenergy ux, Q = 0, and phase ocoherence, ’_= 0, are quite generally

valid stationarily irrespective of the interface w idth. A lso cfRef. f].

12



T& T

34 eB : : 3H eA

FIG.l. The temperature ed oru ¢, ash Eq. {d).
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FIG.2. Thetemperature ed oru o, ash Eq. ).
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