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The basis of Goryachev’s analysis ] of conserved
scalar phasgorder_ing dynam ics, to apply only the global
constraint dx = oonst. is incorrect. For physical
conserved system s, which evolve by m ass transport, the
stronger localconservation law em bodied by the continu—
iy equation

@ =Rt+r J=0; @)
is the appropriate one to use E]. Even as an approxin a—
tion, the global constraint is inadequate f1.

T he standard evolution equation for system sw ith con—
served dynam ics is

@ =et=r? F= ; 3

where F [ ] = Rdx r )¥+Ve(? 1) isthee ec
tive free energy. These dynam ics satisfy the local con—
servation law ﬂ), and are m otivated phenom enolgically

by a current j= r F= At very early tines af-
ter a quench from a disordered state, gradients w ill be

large and higher order gradient tem s w ill be needed.

O ther disagreem ents w ith @) can stem , for example,

from hydrodynam ic, themm al, and stress relaxation ef-
fects. T hese indicate in portant extensions needed to E)

and F [ ], however the local conservation ) w ill still
apply n all of these cases.

A special nitial condition em phasizes the di erences
In the m icroscopic evolution of localvs. global conserva—
tion, where we only require that the dissipative dynam ics
be nvariant under ! and that F [ ]ism inin ized

by = 1 everywhere. Consider two half spaces, anti-
sym m etric about a static at dom ain wall, one ofwhich
has = 1 everywhere exoept for a an all sphere where

= 1, the other of which has = +1and 1 r=

spectively. For spheres far from the dom ain wall, under
Jocalconserved dynam ics the totalm agnetization ofeach
half space w ill be constant as the spheres evolve. How —
everw ith only globalconservation, alwayssatis ed by the
sym m etry of the problem , the dynam ics are identical to
non-conserved dynam ics and the m agnetization of each
halfspacew illevole in tin e and w illeventually saturate.
T his is clearly inconsistent w ith a Jocal conservation law .

The di erences between the global constraint and a
localconservation law is alsom ade clearby a class ofdy—
nam ics introduced by O nuki [§] that includes both cases.
In Fourier space we have

@ x=@t= kj F= «; 3)

where = 2 is the locally conserved dynam ics of {),

! 0% in posesthe glbbalconstraint discussed by G ory—
achev, and = 0 is non-conserved dynam ics. The dif-
ferences between local and global conservation law s can
be clearly seen In the late tin e behavior affer a quench,
w hich m ust be govemed by the sam e non-linear dynam —
ics as the early-tin e behavior. A s discussed in a uni ed
treatm ent E] of E), and In agreem ent w ith previous re—
sults f], thegrowth lawsareL () £~ Br (bocally) con—
served scalarquenches,and L (t) t~2 rnon-conserved
and globally constrained quenches, where t is the tine
sihce the quench. L (t) also describes the radius of the
spheres in the previousparagraph, evolving by E) , where
t is the tin e to annihilation.

W e can also consider long-range interactionsw ithin the
e ective freeenergy F [ ]. These are relevant both for
attractive E] and for repulsive ], or com peting, interac—
tions. T he freeenergy should enter into the dynam icsthe
sam e way, iIndependently of any long-range Interactions.
T his leads to sin ilar di erences between local conserva—
tion and a global constraint.

Any approxin ate treatm ent m ust start from dynam ics
that are phenom enologically consistent w ith m icroscopic
dynam icalprocesses and from e ective free energies that
are consistent w ith equilbrium properties. Ik is incor-
rect or G oryachev to apply only a global constraint to
represent physical system s w ith local conservation law s.
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