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Abstract

W e study the form ation of vortices In a U (1) gauge theory follow ng a rst—
order transition proceeding by bubble nuclkation, in particular the e ect of
a low velocity of expansion of the bubbl walls. To do this, we use a two—
din ensionalm odelin w hich bubbles are nuclkated at random pointsin a plane
and at random tin es and then expand at som e velocity v, < c¢. W ithin each
bubble, the phase anglk is assigned one ofthree discrete values. W hen bubbles
collide, m agnetic “ uxons’ appear: if the phases are di erent, a uxon{anti-

uxon pair is form ed. These uxons are eventually trapped in threebubble
collisions when they m ay annihilate or form quantized vortices. W e study in
particular the e ect of changing the bubblk expansion speed on the vortex
densiy and the extent of vortex {antivortex correlation.
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I. NTRODUCTION

C oan ic strings are topologicaldefectswhich m ay have been form ed at a high-tem perature
phase transition very early in the history ofthe Universe []1. To estin ate their cbservational
consequences, we need to follow the evolution of a network of coan ic strings, either analyt—
ically or num erically. In either case the starting point m ust be som e estin ate of the initial
string density shortly afterthe sym m etry-breaking phase transition. T here has recently been
considerable debate about this question, particularly in the case of gauge theories B1.

To be speci ¢, we consider a spontaneously broken Abelian U (1) gauge theory, wih a
com plex scalar eld . At zero tem perature, there is a degenerate ground state in which
has a vacuum expectation valuie of xed m agnitude, but arbitrary phase. The symm etry is
restored above som e critical tem perature T.. T he conventional picture of defect form ation
is this []: as the Universe cools, the phases In su ciently far-ssparated regions are uncor-
related; if the phase change around a large loop In space is a non—zero m ultiple of 2 , then
a string or strings must pass through it. If the transition is second-order, we m ay m odel
the e ect by considering the space asmade up (@t som e tem perature slightly below T.)
of separate dom ains whose size is determ ined by the length scales of the m icrophysics [{],
and supposing that wihin each dom ain the phase is chosen random Iy and independently.
A cross the boundary between two neighboring dom ains, the phase is assum ed to interpolate
an oothly between the two values, along the shortest path (this is called the Yeodesic rule’)
[@1. O n the line where three dom ain m eet, a string is trapped ifthe net phase change around
the lineis 2

Here, we shall be particularly concemed with the case where the transition is rst
oxder, proceeding by bubbl nuclkation. In this case, the expanding Universe supercools,
ram aining In the symm etric phase below the critical tem perature. W hen it has coold
su ciently, bubbles of the truewvacuum phase begih to nuclkate and expand until they
eventually percolate and 11 the whole of space. W e m ay then reasonably assum e that the
phase w ithin each bubbl is chosen random Iy and independently.

There is of course a com plication here, em phasized In a recent paper by Rudaz and
Srivastava []]: because of the gauge invariance, the phase of the eld is not wellde ned.
Indeed unless we have xed the gauge, even the relative phase between di erent bubbles is
not m eaningfiil. Is it then correct, in order to estin ate the mnitial string density, to use a
m odel n which a phase is random } assigned In each bubblk and strings are trapped when
three bubbles m ect if the net phase change is 2 ?

In a previous paper []], two of us have analyzed the meaning of relative phase and
the process of phase equilbration In a bubbl oollision. The relative phase can be given
a gauge-nvariant de nition, In tem s of the line integral of the covariant derivative. In
general, that de nition is path-dependent, but the initial phase di erence is unam biguous,
provided wem ay assum e that the electrom agnetic eld is mitially zero. W e showed that, n
the usually considered case w here the bubble walls expand aln ost at the speed of light, phase
equilbration alwvays proceeds m ore slow Iy than bubbl expansion, so that the sin ple m odel
Just described is indeed correct. However, this leaves open the question of what happens
when the bubbl walls expand m ore slow k7, due to the dam ping e ect ofthe am bient plasm a.
T his is the question we ain to address in the present paper.

W hen two bubbles w ith di erent phasesm eet, a current ow s across the interface. The



phase di erence between the two bubbles (@long their line of centres) oscillates w ith fre—
quency detem ined by the gauge- eld m ass and decays due to dam ping by the plasna [fl.
T he current In tum generates a loop ofm agnetic ux surrounding the collision region. W hen
the bubbles expand at close to the speed of light, the radius ofthe collision region, and hence
ofthe ux loop, expands faster than c. (In that case, it isbest to think ofthe ux not as
expanding but asbeing created and decaying at successively larger radii) W here three bub-
blesm ect, the uxes in the three separate loops com bine. O foourse the total ux trapped is
then either zero or a ux quantum . Because the ux isalways tied to the ocollision region,
we can nd out whether a string is trapped m erely by exam ning the initial phases of the
three bubbles.

T he situation isvery di erent, how ever, ifthe bubbl walls expand m ore slow k. Then the
rate ofexpansion ofthe ux loop m ay be kss than ¢, in which case it is quite possble that it
m ight propagate away from the ocollision region and becom e ssparated from the bubbles that
gave it birth. Ifthat happens, i would be lkely to suppress the num ber of strings produced
and to a ect their distribution | In particular the relative proportions of long strings and
Joops. O nem ight think that if strings becom e rare, then m ost ofthem would be In the form
of an all closed loops [g]. If so, that would have a dram atic im pact on cosm ology.

The actual speed of m agnetic ux spreading depends on the plasn a conductiviy In
the region between the bubbles. A realistic sim ulation of all the processes involred would
be very com plicated, and we shall not attem pt it here. Instead, we shall study a sinple
two-din ensionalm odel and represent the ux spreading by the propagation of particle-like
Y uxons'. A Ihough it is cbviously unrealistic in details, we believe that thism odel lncludes
the essential features necessary to answer (qualitatively) our central question: what is the
e ect of ux soreading on the defect statistics?

W e shall consider a tw o-din ensional space, In which circular bubbles nuclkate at random
and expand with som e velocity w,, and in which vortices m ay be trapped at the points
where bubbles nally coalesce. W hen two bubbles m est, they generate not a loop of ux
buta uxon{anti- uxon pair. For sim plicity, we approxin ate the U (1) phase anglkes by three
discrete values (0; 2 =3). Then allthe uxonsgenerated carry thesame ux (up to a sign).
In units ofthe ux quantum , 2 =e, the possble uxon chargesare 1=3.

W e assum e that so Jong as the Junction points of the colliding bubbl walls m ove faster
than certain critical speed ve > W, the uxons are xed to them , but when the junction
goeed falls below vg, the uxons are freed and continue to m ove independently w ith speed
Vg, bouncing o any other bubbles they encounter.

Ifwe wait long enough of course the bubbls w ill percolate and 11 the whole of space,
s0 all uxons w ill eventually becom e trapped. The gaps between the bubbles will nally
close, trapping vortices w ith quantized ux, so the uxonsw ill either annihilate orbe forced
together In threes to form vortices. But of course the total ux trapped w here three bubbles

nally coalesce cannot now be found Just by looking at their initial phases. Som e of their
uxonsm ay have escaped, whik others from farthera eld m ay have wandered in.

W hen a uxon passesbetween two bubbles, it changes the relative phase between them .
So to follow allthe changes in phase as the system evolves would be a very com plicated task.
Fortunately, it is not necessary to do so. O ur strategy w illbe not to choose the phases until
it isnecessary to do so, at bubble collisions. W hen tw o bubbles collide, there are two distinct
cases. If they belong to dispint bubbl clusters, the relative phase between these clusters



has not yet been xed, so we m ake a random choice, here restricted to the three discrete
values. In principle i would be possble to trace the evolution of the phase di erence back,
follow Ing the m ovam ents of all the intervening uxons, to discover what the iniial phase
di erence was when the bubbles nucleated, but this is not som ething we ever need to know .
W henever i is chosen, the phase di erence is random .

The other possbility is that the two bubbls belong to the same cluster. Then the
collision com pletes a circuit within the bubble cluster, usually enclosing a region of the
sym m etric phase, or solitting an already enclosed region into two. (O ther cases are described
below .) In that case, the relative phase between the two colliding bubbles is already in
principle xed by earlier choices, so we do not have a random choice to make. In fact,
by consistency, the relative phase must be such as to ensure that the total ux within the
new Iy enclosed region is an integer num ber of ux quanta, ie., that the net uxon num ber
isa muliple of three. In line w ith the geodesic rule, we assum e the phase di erence is as
an all as possible consistent w ith this condition. In other words, we create at m ost a sihgle

uxon {anti- uxon pair.

The algorithm we adopt is described In the follow ing Section, its in plem entation in
Section ITT and the results In Section IV . W e are particularly interested in exam ining the
dependence of the defect density on the velocity ratio w=ve. If the bubbl-wall velocity is
low , one expects the num ber of defects per bubbl to be reduced. This is because three—
bubbl collisions w ill less often trap strings, since the phases of the st two bubbles m ay
have equilbrated before they encounter the third. In ourm odelthise ect is represented by
the escape of the relevant uxons. In the three-din ensional case, another e ect could be to
change the ratio of long strings to an all loops. In two din ensions, the analogue ofa sm all
loop is a close vortex {antivortex pair, so we also study the ratio between the m ean nearest—
neighbor vortex {antivortex distance and the corresponding vortex {vortex one. Forw, = vg,
there is strong vortex{antivortex correlation: the ratio is substantially less than one. But
for v, < ve we shall see that, In contrast to m odels w ith tilted potentials ], the reduction
In the num ber of defects is accom panied by a reduced vortex{antivortex correlation. Our
conclisions are discussed in Section V.

II.ALGORITHM

In the standard num erical sin ulations of defect production [§] relative phases are assigned
at random to sites on a lattice corresponding to the centres of causally disconnected regions
of true vacuum (eitther bubbles In a rst-order or dom ains in a second-order transition).
B etween these sites the phase istaken to vary along the shortest path on the vacuum m anifold

| the so—called geodesic rule. D efects are then form ed wherever this geodesic interpolation
between sites generates a topologically nontrivial path in the vacuum m anifold.

Fora rst-ordertransition this form alisn corresponds to true vacuum bubbles nuckating
sim ultaneously, equidistant from all their nearest neighbors. Consequently all collisions
betw een neighboring bubbles occur sin ultaneously, and the associated phase di erences are
sin ply given by the di erences In the initial assigned phases. In this paper we re ne this
approach In two ways. Firstly the bubbles are nuckated at random tin es and places, so
that their collisions are also random 1y distriouted In tim e and space. Secondly, we consider



the e ect of ux spreading on defect formm ation, wih ux soreading being represented by
the propagation of uxons.
O ur algorithm is therefore as follow s:

1. generate a population of bubble nuckation events distribbuted random Iy within som e
nie volum e of 2+ 1 dim ensional spacetin e.

2. expand these bubbls at som e xed sub-lum nal speed vy, .
3. at every 2-bubble collision determm ine the relative phase di erence:f

(@) if the oollision does not close 0 a region of false vacuum , assign the uxon pair
at the two intersection points at random .

(o) ifthe oollision does close 0 a region of false vacuum , assign the uxon pairat the
tw o intersection points so as to round the total charge w ithin the closed region
to the nearest Integer.

4. at every Intersection point, detemm ine the tin e at which the associated uxon escapes,
and follow its subsequent free evolution, bouncing it o any bubbl that it encounters.

5. at every 3-bubbl ocollision, sum the uxons associated w ith the three Intersections to
give the total defect charge.

A 11 the defects In this approach are ulin ately form ed at 3-bubble collisions (or equiva—
lently at the collision of three two-Jbubbl Intersection points). H owever three bubbles can
collide n two ways. In the rst case Fig. 1, called an extermal collision) all the ocollisions
occur In the false vacuum and a closed curvilinear trianglk’ of alse vacuum is form ed whose
vertices are the three two-bubble Intersection points. A s the bubbles expand this trangle
shrinks to a point, condensing all the charge (poth at the intersection points and in the
form of free uxons trapped in the closed region) into an integercharged defect. T his is the
usual defect generating m echanisn , and the only one available in Jatticedbased sim ulations.
A tematively Fig. 2, called an intermal collision) one of the three ocollisions occurs w ithin
the third bubble. In this case the three Intersection pointsm eet as the Intemal one em erges
into the false vacuum . A lthough there isno closed region of false vacuum , ifthe two extemal
Intersection points carry uxons ofthe sam e sign, this con guration generates a defect and
an anti- uxon. This can be viewed as the production of a virtual uxon{anti- uxon pair as
the 12 intersection point em erges from bubbl 3. The uxon then pinswih the 13 and
2-3 uxons to generate a defect and the anti- uxon is released. In the case of relativistic
bubbls, i can be shown that the division of collisions into intermal and extemal is fram e—
dependent. For any intemal collision one can nd a fram e of reference where it is seen as
extermal, and vice versa. Since defect production should be fram e-independent, this suggests
that the sam e rules should be applied to both types of collisions.

In our algorithm , the defects are held stationary once they are form ed and we have
Ignored any evolution of the defect gas during the course of the phase transition. For the
soeci c case we have In m ind | the breaking ofa U (1) gauge symm etry In two din ensions

| there are no Iong—range interdefect forces and the only evolutionary e ect would be due
to the mnitial random velocities of the defects. Evolution due to such random velocities



would result In som e m ixing of the defects and w ill som ew hat decrease the correlations of
defect and antidefect Jocations. In the case where there are Iong range Interdefect forces
or In the case of strings in three din ensions where the string tension can be the cause of
evolution, our results should be used w ith care. H owever, even In these cases, if the m ean
distance traversed by defects during the course of the phase transition is not larger than the
Interdefect separation, our results would be applicable.

III.IM PLEM ENTATION

Our simulation is su ciently sin ple that it does not require discretization of space and
tin e: the bubbles and uxons can be evolved com pletely analytically. T his, however, m akes
the In plem entation quite com plicated. W e have rst to generate a population of bubbles,
then to calculate when all the key events (2-bubbl collision, uxon freeing, and 3-bubble
collision) occur, then to tim eorder these, and only then to work through Including them in
the smulation.

A . P reparation

To generate a population of bubbles we choose som e predeterm ined num ber of random
events, each lying w ithin the designated sim ulation volum e. T in e-ordering these we rect
allthose which would correspond to a bubblk being nuckated w ithin anotherbubble. F inally
we check post hoc that the ram aining bubbles com pltely 1l the sinulation space by the
end of the sinulation tine. W e now have a tin eordered list of bubbles de ned by their
nucleation events

B:  (xy): @)

N ext, we determm ine the coordinates of the collision event of every pair of bubbles. Any
tin e-ordered pair B ;;B 5 collide at C 44 (&5 x45) when

(s + 53 = Jx 57 @)

where r; = W %) is the radius of bubblk B; expanding at speaed w,, and the spatial
separation ofthe bubbl centres is x ;3= x5 x.Solving fort; we nd

JX )t G+ )

by = 3)

2Vb

The co-ordinates of the intersection points associated w ith collision Cy; at any tinet
are given by Fig. 3)

x50 = x;+ Oy (tn; )

where fij; is the unit vector along the line of centres from B; to By, i}, is a unit vetor
perpendicular to 1,4, and
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Calculating x5 (Gi3) and neglecting any collision occuring outside the sin ulation volum e, all
the ram aining 2-bubble collision events are held in a tin e-ordered list.

Any uxon associated w ith either of the above intersection points w ill be released when
their speed fallsbelow that ofa free uxon, ve. D i erentiating equation () with respect to
tin e gives

vy (O = _Ony  —Ony; ©)

o the Intersection points allbelow the uxon speed when

Jriy © J= Ve (7)
Solving ortwe nd
R,
t=t+ —; ®)
Vb

where R, isthe positive root of the equation
vﬁ(vﬁ tfj X?j)
4vi  ¥)

and the tem poral ssparation ofthebubblesis ti; = t; %. The location ofthe intersection
points at this tin e are then given by equation {4). Ifsuch a point liesw ithin another bubble
at thistin e then any associated uxon w illalready have been involred in a 3-bubble, defect-
form ing, collision and can be neglected. A gain neglecting any events occuring outside the
sim ulation volum e the ram aining potential uxon-release events are also held n a tine-
ordered list.

U ltin ately we want the coordinates of all 3-bubble collisions. In practice we only need
consider tin ecordered triplets B ;B 5;B for which C;5;C 5 and Cy; occur w ithin the sinu-—
Jation tin e. Such a triplet collides at D s (G 7 X15x ) when

R2 A'A tin+

=0; ©)

Kigx  ®%J= rtix)s
Kigx  %J= 1)

Kigx X% J= n (k) : (10)
Solwing for tijxy we nd
a ik + U:ijk + Cc= 0,' (11)
where
a= AR (X3 ta Xy ty) (X5 %3)°);
b= 4 bf\fé[xij A tij tlk( tij+ tlk) X?_j t13k ka tij]
_ 4 2 2,2 2 U2 2
c= v, (X435 Ly X L)+ i x5 (X y Xik)
2704 eh+ x5 th) xy om xh xL(th+ th)k: 12)



Any solution of this quadratic equation satisfying tis % then corresponds to a potential
defect fom ation event whose position is easily established using equation {4). The correct
root is determ ined by checking for consistency w ith the appropriate equation {J). R efcting
any events occuring outside the sim ulation volum e, the rem aining 3-oubble collision events
are stored In a tin e-ordered list.

B . Sim ulation

H aving generated tin e-ordered lists of all 2-bubble collisions, potential uxon releases,
and 3-bubble collisions occuring w ithin the simulation spacetin e volum e, we are now In
a position to work through all these events noorporating them into the simulation in the
correct tin e order. As we step through these events, however, we must also follow the
m otion ofany free uxons previously released from slow intersection points. At the tin e of
Esreleasea uxon’svelbciy is n the direction ofm otion ofthe intersection point, and from
equation (§) given by

Ve

Va = — _Vj_j: (13)
Vi3]

The free uxon is then assum ed to travel at a constant velocity until it hits a bubblk wall,
whereupon it undergoes a relativistic bounce F ig. 4)
2Vb @+ \g )ul .

v =
! 1+v  2uw |

1 ¢

u :
1+ v 2uw

14)

Vo, =

Before ncluding any event allthe free uxons in the sin ulation m ust be progressively up—
dated to theirpositions at the tin e ofthe event. Foreach free uxon F 4 Grxa (t)iva (G))
we calculate its collision tim e t,5 w ith bubble B 5 from the condition

Kasy) %= rys): 15)
Solving for t,; we nd
at; + btuy+ c= 0; 16)

where
a=vi i
b= 2K, %) & 2&vi+24%;
c= &a %) 2b&a x) mtgvi £; a7

and refpct as unphysical any roots which are in aginary or in the past (ty < & orty; < ).
Taking the an allest physical collision tin e the new uxon position is sin ply

X =x.)+ € F)vaO; 18)



and the new velcity given by equation {I4). One further com plication to note is that it
is possbl for a free uxon to be recaptured by a fast intersection point; n this case we
sin ply add the uxon charge to whatever is already present at the intersection. T hisprocess
is repeated until either the uxon is recaptured or we reach the tin e of the event. Having
thus updated every free uxon we are now In a position to process the event itself.

Ifthe event isa 2-bubbl collision we rst determm ne whether it closeso a region of alse
vacuun . Thisw illonly occur if the colliding bubbles are m em bers of the sam e cluster. T hus
ifwe assign each bubbl a unique cluster num berwe can in m ediately tellw hether a collision
causes a closure or not. If the collision does not close, then we assign a uxon{anti uxon
pair at random to the two intersection points and renum ber all the m em bers of one cluster
w ith the cluster num ber of the other. If the cluster does close, then we calculate the total
charge w ithin the closed region (from both uxons trapped at intersection points and fiee

uxonsnow trapped inside the closed false vacuum region) and assign the uxon{anti- uxon
pair so as to round the charge In the closed region to the nearest integer. Ifthe closed region
isbounded by three bubbles then, provided no bubbl is nuckated w ithin the region before
it disappears, this Integer charge w illbe that of the associated defect. N ote that because of
the possbl presence of free  uxons the defect can have any integer charge, com pared w ith
the 1 dhargespossbl in standard sim ulations.

Iftheevent isa uxon freeing, then we calculate its nitialposition and velociy as above
and add it to the free uxon list, ready for updating before the next event.

TIfthe event is a 3-bubbl collision, then we need to know if it is an extemaloran intemal
collision . If it is an extemal collision, then it w ill have been preceeded by a closing 2-bubble
collision and we w ill already know the charge associated w ith the defect. In this case we
sin ply ram ove the associated uxons from the sin ulation and add the defect position and
charge to the defect list. For intermal collisions free uxons clearly play no roke. W e sin ply
sum the uxons at the two extemal intersection points and round the defect charge to the
nearest Integer. H owever in this case we also have to Include the appropriate com plem entary

uxon at the em erging intersection point Eig. 2b). If the em exging intersection point is
slow then this uxon is Inm ediately freed as above. Furthemn ore the convergence of the
tw o extermal Intersection pointsm ay reduce a closed region bounded by four bubbles to one
bounded by three, In which case the new bounded charge should be calculated ready for the
ensuing extemal 3-bubble collision.

Tt should be noted that at varous points during these calculation it is necessary to
test two real num bers for equality. Since this can only be done to nite accuracy we have
to include a di erence cuto , below which two numbers are deam ed to be equal. To the
extent that this ntroduces am nin alm easureable space and tin e Interval there is still som e
discretization Inherent in these sim ulations.

A few snapshots of the sin ulation for the case w=v: = 05, w ith the resulting system of
vortices, are shown In Fig. 5. T he vortex distributions obtained for w=v: = 1 and using the
standard lattice sin ulation of defect form ation [] are shown in Fig. 6 for com parison.

IV.RESULTS

W e are Interested In the varation in the defect statistics w ith the matio w,=v¢. For each
value of this ratio, we must nucleate a su cient number of bubbles to 1l the sinulation



goace by the end ofthe sin ulation tin e. However we can then draw the statistics of interest
only from the region su ciently far away from the edge of the sim ulation not to have been
a ected by the absence of bubbls beyond the edge. Since the uxons are taken to have
ve = 1, for a 2+ 1 din ensional sin ulation of size X ? and duration T this region covers the
range (T ;X T ) in each direction. To cbtain reasonable statistics we ensure that this wafe’
region contains of the order of 100 bubbles and then calculate

1. the ratio of the num ber of defects to the num ber ofbubbles, N 4=N, .

2. the ratio of the m ean m Ininum defect{antidefect ssparation to the m ean m inin um
defect{defect separation, R D yqi=D g41i.

3. the fraction of the defects of charge Y j= n forn = 1;2;:::

The an aller 4, isthe m ore bubbleswe need to 1l the sim ulation volum e whilst generating
100 safe’ bubblks, and we are constrained by com puting resources to wv,=ve 02. The
resuls, averaged over 100 runs for each value of w=v¢, are shown In Fig. 7.

V .DISCUSSION

Our goal in this paper was to study the statistical properties of the system of vortices
formed in a rst-order phase transition. In particular, we were interested in the dependence
ofthese properties on the speed ofbubbl expansion, which is characterized In ourm odelby
the param eter v,=ve. Ourm ain resuls are presented in Fig. 7 which show s the number of
vortices form ed per bubbl and the ratio of the average nearest-neighbor vortex {antivortex
and vortex{vortex distances, R = 1D 44i=ID 441, as functions of w,=v¢. The ratio R gives a
quantitative m easure of the vortex {antivortex correlation.

W e s=e, st of all, that the num ber of vortices decreases as v, gets analler @t xed
ve). This is not di cuk to understand. At low valies of vy, uxon escape prevents the
fom ation of vortices in places where they would otherw ise be form ed. The escaped uxons
are eventually captured, but they m ix w ith the escaped anti- uxons, and there is a tendency
for the net ux to cancel. Annihilation of large groups of uxons and anti- uxons can be
seen in Fig. 5.

Apart from a decrease in the num ber ofdefects, a visual nspection ofvortex distribbutions
In Figs. 5e and 6a suggests that the ux escape decreases correlation between vortices and
antivortices. For v, = v¢ there isno ux escape, and the distrbution in Fig. 6a contains
m any close vortex {antivortex pairs, whilke there are very few such pairs for , = 05ve.
This trend is con m ed by the graph in Fig. 7 which show s a decrease In vortex {antivortex
correlation w ith a decreasing speed ofbubbl walls v, .

Tt is interesting to com pare the vortex distribbution forw, = ve w ith that cbtained using a
random -phase lattice sin ulation ig. 6b). T he visual appearance of the latter distribution
is quite di erent, but it also show s a strong correlation between vortices and antivortices.
T he nearest neighbors of alm ost all vortices are antivortices and vice versa. A calculation
of the ratio R for the lattice sinulation gives R = 058, which is fairly close to the value
R = 05 Prw = ve. The di erence probably arises from the fact that the lattice in poses
amihinum defect{antidefect ssparation distance. It is noteworthy that R decreases w ith
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decreasing defect density. This is In contrast to the biased’ case when the order param eter
potential is tilted f{]. There it is ound that R decreases w ith increasing defect density.

T he strong vortex{antivortex correlation in lattice simn ulations has been known for a
long tine [@]. The totalm agnetic ux through a region of size L is proportional to the
phase variation around the region’s perim eter. If the phase varies at random on the scal
of the Jattice spacing ,wehave / (L= )2. On the other hand, the number of defects
Inside the region isN L= 3, and an uncorrelated distroution would give a much larger

ux, / N ¥ L= .Essentially the sam e argum ent applies to our bubble sin ulation, but
now the soread In bubble sizes resuls In a soread in the nearest-neighbor ssparations. This
soread is responsible for the di erent visual appearance of the two distributions.

The decrease In the vortex{antivortex correlation at low bubble speeds can be easily
understood. Correlations are destroyed when uxons escape from the bubble intersections
w here they originated. The escaped uxons form a random gas, and we expect no correla—
tionson an all scales, where uxons and anti- uxons had enough tin e to random ize. IfL , is
the characteristic scale on which random ization has occured, then we expect m agnetic ux

uctuationsto scakas / N Y2 orL < Lyandas / N ™ orL > L,.

W e nally brie y discuss the in plications of our resuls for defect form ation in three—
din ensional phase transitions. A s already m entioned in the Introduction, a close vortex{
antivortex pair is a two-dim ensional analogue of a an all closed loop of string. O ur resuls
suggest thatm agnetic ux soreading w illdecrease the am ount of string in am all loops relative
to the n nite strings.

If m agnetic m onopolks are ormed In a slow rst order phase transition, we expect a
decrease In the m onopol density and In the correlation between m onopoles M ) and anti-
monopols M ). Fora suitably de ned scale L., the m agnetic charge uctuations w ill scale
asN 2 orL < Lyand asN ' orL > L,. This random ization of the m onopole distribu—
tion can be in portant in m odels where m onopoles get connected by strings, particularly in
LangackerP itype m odels [LJ] where strings disappear at a subsequent phase transition. If
M ’sand M ’'s are strongly correlated, as In second-order or fast rst-order transitions, then
most ofthe M M pairs get connected by the shortest possibble strings of length 1 com para—
bl to the average interm onopole distance d. Longer stringswih 1 d are exponentially
suppressed [[1]], f[3]. Form onopoles orm ed in a slow  rst-order transition, the length dis—
trbution of strings can be much broader. Since the lifetine of M M pairs is detem ined
m anly by the tin e it takes to dissipate the energy of the string, the num ber of m onopoles
surviving after the strings disappear can be signi cantly a ected.
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FIGURES

FIG.1.
An Extemal collision ofthree bubbles (@) before the collision, (o) at the collision, show —
Ing the fom ation of a vortex. In all such gures squares represent uxons and circles
vortices, w ith black being positively and white negatively charged.

FIG .2.
An ‘intemal collision ofthreebubbles (@) before the collision, (o) at the collision, show ing
the formm ation of a vortex and a com pensating anti- uxon.

FIG.3.
T he geom etry of a two-bubble collision.

FIG .4.
T he relativistic bounce ofa uxon o a bubble.

FIG.5.
Snapshots of the sin ulation at six equally spaced tines @) { (f) Porthe case w,=ve= 05.

FIG .6.
The nal vortex distributions obtamned (@) for viy=ve = 1 and () from the standard
VachaspatiV ilenkin Jattice sim ulation for com parison.

FIG.7.
T hem ean num ber ofdefects perbubbl (circles) and the ratio between them ean nearest—
neighbour defect{antidefect and defect{defect distances (squares) plotted against the ve-
locity ratio w=v¢ . T he error bars indicate standard deviations over 100 runs.
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