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At a very rapid super uid transition in ’He, Pllows after a reaction w ith single neutron, the
creation of topological defects (vortices) has recently been dem onstrated in accordance w ith the
K bbleZurek scenario for the coan ological analogue. W e discuss here the extension of the K bble—
Zurek scenario to the case when altemative sym m etriesm ay be broken and di erent states nucleated
Independently. W e have calculated the nucleation probability of the various states of super uid ‘He
during a super uid transition. O ur resuls can explain the transition from supercooled A phase to
the B phase, triggered by nuclear reaction. The new scenario is an altemative to the welkknown

\baked A laska" scenario.

PACS number: 67577z, 64600b, 98.80Cqg

Super uid®He has an order param eter w hich describe
the simulaneous spin, orbial and gauge symm etries
w hich are broken at the super uid transition. T his tran-
sition can be regarded as the closest condensed m atter
analogy to the coam ologicalgrand uni cation transition.
T his analogy have been utilised in the experim ental test
of the K bbbl cosn ologicalm echanisn of cosm ic strings
creation. A ccording to this m echanisn f], at the tran-
sition separate regions ofthe Universe are independently
nuclkated w ith a random ordentation ofthe gauge eld in
each region. The size of these initial regions (dom ains)
depends strongly on the rapidiy with which the transi-
tion is traversed. A ccording to Zurek []the findam ental
distance betw een the independently—created coherent do—
mains (n the language of E] the distance between the
ensuing vortices 7 ) is of the order of 2 = ¢ (o= o)™,
where | isthe zero tem perature coherence, ¢ = ( o=v )
is the characteristic tim e constant of the super uid, and

o isthe characteristictin e for cooling through the phase
transition. A s the dom ains grow and m ake contact w ith
their neighbours, the resulting gauge eld cannotbe uni-
form . The subsequent orderparam eter \glass" forces a
distrdbution of topological defects leading to a tangl of
quantized vortex lines. The rst quantitative tests ofde—
fect creation during a gauge symm etry transform ation
have been recently perform ed in super uid’He.

The super uid®He (at very low tem perature i the
G rencble experiment ] and at a relatively high tem -
perature In the Helsinki experin ent E]) was heated lo—
cally by neutron irradiation via the nuclear reaction:

SHe+ n=3H + p' + 764 kev
T he energy released by a neutron reaction heatsa am all
region of the liquid *He (@about 30 m ) into the nom al
state. T his region recools rapidly through the super uid
transition ow ing to the rapid out ow of quasiparticles
Into the surrounding super uid. For the experin ental
conditions ofboth experin ents i hasbeen proposed that
quasiparticles from the heated region disperse outwards,
m eaning that the hot bubble is cooled rapidly from is
sides and that the cooling rate is so fast that the or-

der param eter of the surrounding super uid®He cannot
follow the changing tem perature front fast enough (see
E] for theoretical details) . C onsequently intemal regions
of the hot volum e transit into the super uid phase in—
dependently In accordance w ith the Zurek cosn ological
scenario. The experin ental results of both experim ents
Justify this assum ption. In the G renoble experin ent the
excess num ber of quasiparticles created by the reaction
hasbeen counted and i was found that a signi cant frac—
tion of the energy released by the reaction does not ap—
pear in the quasiparticles them al reservoir. T his energy
de cit agreeswellin m agniude w ith the energy expected
to be trapped as topologicaldefects (in this case vortices)
as calculated from Zurek’s scenario for the K bble m ech—
anism .

U nder the relatively high tem perature conditionsofthe
Helsinkiexperin ent any vortices created by the neutron
reaction would be rapidly destroyed via interaction w ith
the quasiparticle gas. However, In the ROTA profgct
rotating cryostat there is an added bias eld, that of ro—
tation. This eld can extract a few vortex rings from the
bubble w hich then grow to the din ensionsofthe cell. A £
ter the process the num ber of vortices can be m easured
directly by NM R . T he num ber of extracted vortices cor-
responds wellto that calculated from the Zurek scenario.

O ur know ledge of super uid’He ismuch better than
our know ledge of the Universe. In the case of super—

uid®H ewenot only know the sym m etries broken during
the super uid transition but we also know the G lnzburg—
Landau potential exactly and we can calculate quantita—
tively the dynam ics of the order param eter during the
transition. There are two di erent stabl phases of He,
the A and B phases which correspond to di erent bro—
ken symm etries. The energy di erence between these
tw o states is relatively an all. Let us say that it is negli-
gble on the tin escale of the transition! Thism eans that
regions which independently enter the super uid state,
should not only have di erent orientation of the order
param eter but m ay also correspond to statesw ith di er—
ent sym m etries ]. Tt is this com plication ofthe K bble—
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Zurek scenario which we considered in the calculations
below . Tronically, a very sin ilar situation m ay be rele-
vant to the U niverse, where in addition to the creation of
the SU 3) SU ) U (1) state, other statesm ay also be
created, in particular, SU @) U () state []l. The rst
state, we believe, corresponds to the energy m Inim um of
our Universe, whereas the second state hasm uch higher
creation probability ow ing to its higher symm etry. This
is exactly the situation in super uid’He where the B
phase has the lower energy, except In the case of the
strong interaction correction for high pressure and tem —
perature.

T he rotational and gauge symm etries of °He are usu—
ally represented by a 3 3 matrix of com plex num bers
A ,; which is known as the order param eter. Above the
transition allthe elem ents of the m atrix have zero values
(representing full sym m etry) . Below the transition, som e
of these quantities becom e non—zero. The symm etry of
the order param eter after the transition corresponds to
the m anifold of sym m etries which rem ain unbroken. In
the case of super uid’He there are 13 possibilities (13
states) corresponding to the various symm etries of the
order param eter E]. T he free energy of these states can
be expressed in the fram ew ork of the phenom enological
theory of G inzburg and Landau by:

F= A aj_Aai+ 1AaiAaiAbjAbj+ ZAaiAaiAbjAbj+
3AaiAbiAajAbj + 4AaiAbiAbjAaj + 5AaiAbiAbjAaj
where = (01 T=T.) changes sign at the transition

tem perature T., and the quantities ; are functions of
pressure (and also of tem perature through the so-called
\strong correction") and depend on the details ofthem i
croscopic interaction.

The di erent possible sym m etries of the order param —
eter correspond to local m inima and saddle points in
this 18-din ensionalenergy surface. In super uid’Hewe
know there are two stable states, the A and B phases.
T he energy balance between the A and B phases isdeter-
m ined by the relation betw een the param eters ;. At zero
pressure, the B phase corresoonds to the absolute m in—
Inum , while at pressures above 20 bar there is a region
of tem perature w here the A phase becom es the preferred
state.

These two states have di erent order param eter sym —
metries. In the B phase, relative spin-orbi symm etry
SO (B)s+1 rem ains unbroken (such that A,; ressmbles
a rotation m atrix). In the A phase (the \axial" state)
the symm etry of the spin system is reduced to a gauge
symm etry, which couples to the orbitalm otion to yield
a com bined symm etry of the orbial rotation and gauge
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A ccording to Zurek scenario, regions on a distance
scale of Z undergo the super uid transition separately.
W e can consider these regions as independent elem en—
tary samples of *He. (Later we shall analyse the in u-
ence ofthe gradient energy between thedi erent regions.)
W e have num erically m odelled the creation of the super—

uid phases in a single region during a rapid super uid
transition. W e applied a an all random perturbation to
the A matrix at T = T.. Then we have reduced the
tem perature w ith som e velocity and have calculated the
developm ent of order param eter during this \dow nhill"
process. For this we have applied the tim e dependent
G Inzburg-Landau equation in the fomm :

EhLit ALy (1A, BpsBpit 2AaiA Ay,
+ 3AbiAajAbj + 4AbiAbjAaj + SAbiAbjAaj) =0

W e have m oniored both the symm etry of order pa-
ram eter and the energy during this tin eevolution. W e
have found that both the A and B phases @@swellas the
axiplanar state at 0 bar, see below ) can develop. The -
nal state depends on the starting orientation ofthe order
param eter and the pro I ofthe 18-dim ensions potential
surface. O therm etastable statesm ay develop transiently
after the application ofan iniialperturbation which has
the exact symm etry of these states. However the tra—
fctory of A,; In these cases is unstablk and any sn all
perturbation away from the nalsymm etry leads to the
more stable A orB states.
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FIG .1. The tin e evolution of the firee energy density dur-
ing a super uid phase transition after a an all random pertur-
bations. T he tem perature was reduced from T = TctoT = 0
in atine of 10 ®s. Dashed lnes correspond to transitions
resulting In A phase, whilke dotted lines end In B phase.

Tt is in portant to note that, although according to
Zurek the cooling rate determm ines the din ensions of the
Independent regions, the tra pctory of the order param e-
ter for a single coherent region is rate independent and is
determ ined only by the pro l ofthe G-L potential. At
zero pressure, when we only have the weak interaction
where ;= ( 1;2;2;2; 2),theB phase corresgoonds to
the absolute energy m inim um . In our com puter sin ula—
tion we nd that, even under these conditions, nuclation
of the A phase has a high probability. In quantitative
term swe nd the probability of B phase creation to be
54% % , while that of the A phase creation is 46% .
Tt isdi cuk to visualise the tra ctory of the order pa—
ram eter In 18 din ensional space, but we can m onior the
G -L energy during the transition. Fig.l shows typical
trafctories of the super uid®H e free energy after rapid



cooling. In som e cases the tra fctory approaches regions
ofsaddle pointson the energy surface. T he behaviorhere
isclari ed by reducing the rate of energy change.

For to study the in uence of gradient energy on the
developm ent of the order param eter we have considered
a one-din ensional spatial sam ple of Zurek length Z di-
vided into 100 points. W e have chosen Z to agree w ith
the G rencble experin ent at zero bar (@bout 8 g). Two
di erent perturbations have been applied, one for the

rst 50 points and the other for the second 50 points.
T he developm ent of the A ,; m atrix during the \down-—
hill" process has been calculated at each point, taking
Into acoount the gradient energy. The results of these
calculations, when a perturbation w ith A phase symm e~
try is applied to one side, and w ith a B -phase sym m etry
on the other, are shown in Fig2. W e have found that
the boundary between the two di erent states rem ains
alm ost stationary during them ain part ofthe \dow nhill"
process. Towards the end of this process the boundary
begins to m ove in the energetically favourable direction.
This result looks very natural, sihce the boundary re-
placem ent is detem ined by the energy di erence, and
the tin e dependence of the energy is very sin ilar for the
two di erent sym m etries at the beginning of the \dow n—
hill" process (see Fig.l).

0.60

0.50

------------------- i YRe(A ),

0.40 | ..
0.30
0.20
0.10 |-

0.00 frrmnemmarananaanns

_0.10\\\\””\” — NI AR A !
-4.0-3.0-2.0-1.0 0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0

€

0

FIG.2. The nonzero tem s of the orderparam eter evolu—
tion during a super uid phase transition. At tim e zero a am all
perturbation was applied W ith B phase sym m etry for the left
hand side and A -phase sym m etry for the right hand side).

A swas discussed by Volovik E], the A phase at 0 bar
has an additionalhidden symm etry. It is corresoond to
the degenerate m anifold of states between \axal" state
and \planar" state. T he planar state is corresoonds to
saddle point, it does not separated by potential barrier
from the B state. Nevertheless the dom ain boundary
form s even between \planar" and B states, but then
moved relatively fast. W ith pressure the degeneracy re—
m oved in favour of \axial" state.

The ; param eters depend on the pressure and tem -
perature. There are a num ber of theories which suggest

som ew hat di erent dependencies of these param eters on
pressure at T .. W e have used the param eters, calculated
by Sauls and Serene @]. In Fig3 we show the probabil-
iy of A phase nucleation as a fiinction of pressure along
w ith the energy balance between the A and B phases. It
is In portant to notice that the probability of A state nu-—
cleation m ay becom e greaterthan 50% even in the region
where the B phase is stable.

T he tem perature degpendence of ; hasnot been much
Investigated theoretically. Q ualitatively, we expect that
they should change In the sam e way as the A -B equilb—
riim Ihe changes on the *H e phase diagram . T hiswould
In ply that w ith cooling the strong interaction correction
should decrease very rapidly. The tem perature depen—
dence of ; param eters is in fact very in portant for our
scenario, because under the non-equilbrium conditionsof
the fast phase transition the tem perature changes faster
than the order param eter.
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FIG . 3. Theprobability of A state nucleation as function of
pressure for tem perature near T, and the di erence of energy
between A and B states.

A1l experin entalists who work with super uid3He
have noticed the crucial asymm etry ofthe A’ B tran-—
sition. If one is cooling *He at a pressure above 20 bar,
the A phase may survive as a supercooled m etastable
state arbelow the equilbrium A B transition line. On
the other hand, on wam ing i is di cul to get super-
heated B phase. In @] it was shown that a transition
from A to B phase will always occur at som e critical
tem perature. T he pressure dependence of this threshold
tem perature isparallel to the equilbriim A -B transition
line. It crosses the T. tem perature line at about 15 bar.
T his corresponds well to the situation in our calculations
w here the probability of B nucleation exceeds that of A
phase nucleation.

T his ocbservation m ay supply the critical jgsaw piece
of inform ation for the long-running puzzl oftheA B
transition in super uid®He. A s proposed by Leggett and
dem onstrated In the Stanford experin ents (see review
E]) cogm ic rays can trigger the transition from super—
cooled A phase to B phase. In the wellknown \baked



A Jaska" scenario, proposed by Leggett @], it isassum ed
that a shell of nom al liquid expands from the reaction
site. A fter the shell has passed the tem perature nside
falls below T. and a new state nucleates. T he presence
of the expanding nom al shell is needed to isolate the
nucleation of a new phase from any in uence of the sur-
rounding A phase. From our point of view, this is a
rather arti cial suggestion. It is lkely that the cosn ic
event creates very energetic quasiparticles. T hese ener-
getic quasiparticles travel out from the site of the event
and create m any new low energy quasiparticles on ther—
m alization. It is in portant to point out that the low en-
ergy quasiparticles do not m aintain the direction of the
prim ary energetic ones. That is why it is lkely that the
quasiparticles rem ain inside the hot bubbl and expand
by the usualdi usion process.

However, in fram ework of the cosn ological K bble-
Zurek approach we do not need such a nom al shell to
protect the interior of the hot bubble from the In uence
of the outside state. The di usion cooling runs so fast
thatm any seedsofA and B phase are nuclkated indepen-
dently. T he \backed A laska" process, if it occurs, would
Jead to an even larger num ber of such dom ains. T he sub—
sequent developm ent ofthe structure depends rst on the
relative densities of the two phases and secondly on the
energy balance between them and on the dom ain bound-
ary surface energy. Ifone state hasa signi cantly higher
probability ofnuclkation than the other, then percolation
occurs and them ore probable phase grow s at the expense
of the less probable to reduce the surface energy. That
isthe reason for the asymmetry in the A B transition.
O n cooling, the A phase can be supercooled because after
a coan ic rays events the seeds of B state do not survive
In conditions where the A phase has a higher nucleation
probability. For to pass throw transition, the seeds ofB
states should form a cluster of critical din ensions, w hich
is possble only when B state nucleation probabiliy is
near to 50% .

In the casew here there isa possibility ofnucleating tw o
distinct phases, then ow Ing to the eventual suppression
of one phase, the distance between the subsequent vor-
tices which rem ain from the orderparam eter \glass’ w ill
be larger than that in plied by the straightforw ard Zurek
scenario. A sin ple argum ent suggeststhat the separation
increasesby oforderQ °® ,where Q isthe probability of
nuclation of the surviving state. T his correction m akes
the calculated distance between vortices closer to that
observed In the G renoble E] experin ent. Furthem ore,
the In uence ofthe proxin iy ofthe A phase on the den—

sity of vortices created has recently been dem onstrated
i

Having considered super uid®He we should ook m ore
carefully at sin ilarpossibilities for the early Universe. In
other words, the vacuum of the Universe after a grand
uni cation transition may also have had metastable
statesw ith di erent sym m etries. Forexam ple vacua w ith
symmetries (SU (4) U (1)) and (SU 3) SU ) U 1))
m ight have been abl to coexist in the early Universe
In separate dom ains. T he spatial scale of these dom ains
should be of the order of the param eter Z iIn Zurek’s
scenario. The transition of the m etastable phase to the
stable m ight have given rise to tem perature and density
Inhom ogeneities which m ay have in  uenced the Universe
Inhom ogeneity observed at present.
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discussions.
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