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The dynamics of the interface of an Ising-like system driven by relaxational dynamics is studied
within the framework of a first-order € expansion near four dimensions. The starting point uses the
static and dynamic equations of the bulk system (model A) and an interface is produced by imposing
suitable boundary conditions. The interfacial dispersion relation is of the form w,=—iT'q*Q(g§),
with z=24+0(€?) and Q(x) universal, and satisfies the Goldstone theorem for the spontaneously

broken Euclidean symmetry.

I. INTRODUCTION

There has been considerable interest, recently, in surface
and interfacial properties of systems near the critical
point.! Static properties in such inhomogeneous systems
have been investigated by a variety of methods, including
the use of renormalization-group (RG) techniques.

Dynamical phenomena have also received a great deal
of attention, and some progress has been made in investi-
gations of critical dynamics involving rigid bounding sur-
faces.> The case of the dynamics of interfaces separating
coexisting phases is perhaps richer, and little progress has
been achieved in this area of critical phenomena using RG
methods. Studies of this kind would allow for a better
understanding of capillary waves and capillary-wave-like
excitations. Critical dynamics of such interfaces has only
begun to be explored in any systematic way,»* and much
remains to be done within mean-field theory as well as
within the RG theory of fluctuations.

It has also been appreciated that the motion of interfa-
cial structures may play an important role in the under-
standing of various nonequilibrium phenomena,’ such as
the evolution of order and spinodal decomposition.
Furthermore, interface instabilities themselves have been
receiving a good deal of attention from fundamental per-
spectives as well as from practical ones in fields of materi-
als research.’

From a fundamental point of view, one would like to
begin at the bulk level, that is, from a (reduced) Hamil-
tonian which correctly describes homogeneous bulk prop-
erties. Then, by arranging the thermodynamic parameters
appropriately and by imposing suitable boundary condi-
tions, one may produce an interface in the system. Inter-
face properties then should follow from the knowledge of
thermodynamic, correlation, and response functions of the
full inhomogeneous system. For real fluids, in which case
the velocity fields are coupled to a (generally) conserved
order parameter, this is a difficult program. Felderhof’
and Langer and Turski® have made some progress in this
regard by treating the statistical mechanics of the fluid at
mean-field level and neglecting viscosity. These calcula-
tions essentially amount to the hydrodynamics of a dif-
fuse interface, but even then the calculations are not
without their difficulties. In the long-wavelength limit,
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one recovers the interface capillary-wave dispersion rela-
tion (containing the properly identifiable surface tension
at mean-field level), in agreement with that coming from
purely macroscopic hydrodynamics.

The program suggested above holds out the hope of
further progress with implications on general predictions
of scaling. For if the interface dispersion relation can be
found (say, from the pole of an appropriate response func-
tion), scaling suggests that it takes the form

0, ~q"UgE) , (1.1)

where q is the (d —1)-dimensional wave vector in the
plane of the interface and £ is the bulk correlation length.
The exponent z is a dynamic exponent which may be
identified with the dynamic scaling exponent of the bulk
homogeneous system. As g£— «, i.e., as the critical re-
gime is approached, the interface disappears and at criti-
cally there should be one characteristic frequency w, ~q%°
On the other hand, in hydrodynamic regime, ¢£—0, vari-
ous invariance properties determine the spectrum, and one
expects w, ~q“ at fixed T <T,, with o typically an in-
teger or simple fraction. The scaling function Q(x) must
contain a singularity as x—0 to go over to this new
behavior. The correlation and response functions of the’
inhomogeneous system should also exhibit interesting
crossover behavior between the two regimes.

This scaling picture has been used by Bausch et al.? to
derive the bulk dynamic exponent z beginning from a
phenomenological drumhead model of an interface. The
above argument suggests that if the drumhead system can
be driven to criticality (indicating bulk criticality), the
characteristic frequency w,~g?® allows identification of
the bulk dynamic exponent z. Bausch et al. were able to
perform such a calculation in bulk d=1+¢ dimensions
and thereby extract an estimate of z to second order in €.
The starting drumhead model for the interface has only
been shown to follow from the Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson
#* model in the limit T << T,."° Furthermore, one might
imagine mechanisms which could make the identification
of the bulk exponent from the surface dispersion relation
questionable (e.g., the presence of possible surface renor-
malization counterterms).
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Further investigation of some of these issues would
seem desirable. As a first step we demonstrate here the
computation of the dispersion relation w, for an interface
of an Ising-like system described by the usual ¢* reduced
Hamiltonian and model-A relaxational dynamics.” A
brief summary of this work has appeared elsewhere.*

The remainder of this paper is divided as follows. In
Sec. II we define our model for the dynamic interface and
adapt the standard field-theoretic dynamic RG formal-
ism!"12 to the case of an inhomogeneous system in which
a diffuse interface is present. A perturbation scheme is
constructed and used to compute the inhomogeneous
system’s linear response function to one-loop order. In
Sec. 111, a renormalization scheme is set up to make per-
turbation theory finite, i.e., cutoff-independent, in the crit-
ical regime. A quantity closely related to the renormal-
ized response function is calculated explicitly to first or-
der in e=4—d, and from this the interface dispersion re-
lation w, follows. This is shown to be of the form
wy ~q*Q(g€), with z=2+0(€?), and the function Q(x) is
calculated explicitly. A discussion of this result follows in
Sec. IV, together with our conclusions. In Appendix A
the dispersion relation for the corresponding one-phase
bulk ordered system is derived, to O(e), for comparison
with the interface spectrum. In Appendix B the result
lim,_,ow, =0 for the interface dispersion relation is
shown to follow nonperturbatively from a general Ward
identity.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL
AND PERTURBATION THEORY

In this paper we will be concerned with the interfacial
dynamics of a system modeled by the kinetic Ising
model,!® or by its continuum version, model A.!* Purely
relaxing systems of this kind include Ising antiferromag-
nets and order-disorder alloys. In the continuum version
of the model, ¢(x,t) is the nonconserved local order-
parameter field (such as the staggered magnetization den-
sity, or the sublattice concentration), and the equation of

motion is given by
9d(x,t) _ 89/
ot 86 (x
Here, 57 is the usual Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson effective
Hamiltonian,

+n(x,2) . (2.1)

F=[d%x %r0¢2+%(\7¢)2+%¢4—h¢ , (22
which is believed to describe appropriately the static prop-
erties of our system in the limit of long wavelength and
large correlation length. I’y is the (bare) kinetic coeffi-
cient, rooc T—TMF (with TMF the mean-field critical
temperature), and A, is the (bare) coupling constant.
7(x,t) is a Gaussian random force obeying

((x,t)n(x’,t")) =2Tod(x —x')8(t —1t') ,

so that the fluctuation-dissipation theorem is satisfied.'
We introduce an interface in analogy with equilibrium cal-
culations!®!” by requiring that (é(x,t))=M(z), where

M (2) is the equilibrium order-parameter profile satisfying
the boundary condition

hm M(z)=+tMjp . (2.3)
Z—P 0
Here, M is the bulk order parameter, and we are dealing
with a flat interface perpendicular to the spatial z direc-
tion. For the & =0 interface and the Hamiltonian of Eq.
(2.2), the interfacial profile is known to one-loop or-
der.!®!” Using minimal subtraction methods, we have

M(z)=Mpgtanh [——

7T‘/§ 2 2
1 2 u sech —2 +0(u”) (2.4)
where
33
M,,—7°[1_§u Ink3+0(u?)], (2.5)
kr =kol 1+ +u(Inkj+7V3—-3)+0u?)] . (2.6)

Here and in the following, k3= |2r|, 7=(T—T,)/T,,
and u —>u*=2¢e/3+0(€?) is the dimensionless renormal-
ized coupling constant with its fixed-point value u*. Mjp
and ky exponentiate to ~«5 and ~«}, respectively.

The quantity of interest in the description of a dynami-
cal interface is the linear response function R(x,t;x’,t'),
defined in the usual way be

($(x,0)) —M(2)= [ dx’dt' R(x,t;x",th(x",t')+O(h?)
2.7)

where h(x,t) is the external field coupling to ¢(x,z). As
usual, the response function is related to the correlation
function,

C(x,t;x',t ) ={p(x,t)p(x",t')) —M(2)M(2') , (2.8)
through the fluctuation-dissipation theorem !
T0C(x,x";0)=ImR (x,x";0) , (2.9)

where o is the frequency of the Fourier component of C
or R appearing in Eq. (2.9).

Thus far, averages, denoted by { ), have been taken
with respect to the random force distribution

P(n)~exp [_(41“0)—1 fdxdm,z} .

However, it is convenient to replace the random force
7(x,t) by an auxiliary field (x,?),'"!? defined in such a
way that, for a given operator Z(¢),

J D0 O($(n)P(y)
fDnP(n)
[D¢Dé o)W (4,)
= = =(ﬁ)¢$.
[ Dy DG W(p,4) '

This procedure generates expectation values taken with
respect to the statistical weight

(0)y=

(2.10)



31 DYNAMIC RENORMALIZATION-GROUP THEORY OF ... 7387

W(6,8)=exp [—fdx dtf(¢,$)] :

where

L (6,8)=To2+id —ﬁ+ro 4

OFO

=Cop?+id é¢’

+ro(—V2+ro)]¢+l

(2.11)

is the Lagrangian of the resulting field theory. As is com-

mon to all field-theoretic RG treatments,!"!? a Jacobian
contribution,
, 9 |6
=—4To=— .1
Jj($) 034 s |5 ¢ J (2.12)

to . is generated, but may be omitted because of the re-

qulrements of causality. The field d) x,t) has the physical
meaning of a response field, since it can be shown that
(for model A)

R(x,t;x’ t)—tFo(¢(xt¢x ,t')) . (2.13)

In the presence of one or more ordered phases, we in-
troduce the shift @(x,t)— M (z)+p(x,t), where M(z) is
the interfacial profile and where now {¢(x,z))=0. The
new Lagrangian is then

ZO[ll)IZ]z

Mofz)) Mq(z5)

9- SO

FIG. 1. Diagrammatic representation of the response func-
tion to one-loop order for T < T,. The circles denote the third-
and fourth-order interaction couplings in Eq. (2.14).

Gp(aiz, 2 w) = —w 4

L =Top2+id 1%—r0v2+roro+—92——°M2(z> ]¢

Aol ~ Aolo A
+HT M@+ b (2.14)
with the usual omission of terms linear in ¢ and ¢, con-
sistent with (¢)=($) = 0. At this point, a perturbation
expansion in the terms M$¢> and ¢¢> can be generated in
order to extract the static and dynamic interfacial proper-

ties. To start with, the free propagators

GB(1,2)=($alx1,t)dp(x2,12))0 ,

where ¢;=¢ and ¢2=$, must be evaluated. We proceed
in the usual fashion!® by introducing external fields
1,(x,t) and [,(x,t), coupling to ¢ and ¢,, and by calculat-
ing the free theory’s generating functional,

fD¢1D¢2exp ‘[—fdx dt Lo+ fdx dt la¢a]

[ D¢ D, exp | — [dxdr f(,]

=exp[ fdxdtdx dt’ 1,(x,8)G Sj(x,t5x",t" ) g(x’ t)]

If Lo=1¢,A4 «p$p is the (symmetrized) free part of the Lagrangian, Eq. (2.14), we find that the G}

differential equation

Aop(x,1)G D) (x,13%" ') =8 B(x —x")8(t —1') .

Introducing the operators
Blx,H) =+ L), Blx)=—V2+ro+FAM2)
one finds that Eq. (2.16) can be explicitly written as

G\9(1,2) ¢19(1,2)
GY(1,2) G¥(1,2)

0 iﬁ(xl,—tl)
iD(x1,t;) 2T,

If we denote by e ~{@* Ptk z)

the £*)(z) are the eigenfunctions of the kink operator,'® 17

[ =3} +ro+TAMY(DIEW (D) =EWEW(2)

=8(1—

(2.15)

satisfy the matrix

(2.16)

(2.17)

2). (2.18)

) the eigenfunctions of D, where p is the position vector in the plane of the interface and

(2.19)

then Eq. (2.18) can be solved by making use of the spectral decomposition
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¢9(1,2)= [dodq e o THTIIH TR e 2 ) £ 9(2) 1 G Y (g, w3p) - (2.20)
The spectral components G( 8 q,0;u) satisfy
0 iliw+Tog?+TToE®) o
i(—io+Tog?+TE™) 2T, G g op)=1, (2.21)

and thus, the spectral representations of the free propagators, in the mixed form appropriate for the geometry of the flat
interface, are given by

- 2r
G (g;z,230)= 3 EM(2)[EW(2)]* =
I3

| +lro( E(p.))|2 4

G(g;2,2"0) =G5 (—gq;2,2"s —w)=3, M (2)[EW(2")]* 1 , (2.22)

_ m 7 w—+ilTyg*+E™)
G (g;2,2";0)=0

For completeness, we reproduce here the spectrum of the kink operator, Eq. (2.19), which consists of two bound states,
1=0,1, and of a continuum of phase-shifted plane-wave states, u =k,

172
3k K
EQ—0, 0= |0 | secn? __Oﬁl ,
1 172 B
E(U:‘i‘K(Z), §“)(z)= —-Zg sech |—— [tanh -ZLZ s
(2.23)
) K K
EW=k2 44, £P(2)= }/Ze’k’ 2k?+ +k}— Fkftanh? —'292—}+3ikoktanh —i”,
Ok
with
o =4k +15) (k24 +i) .
The full response function,
R(g;z,z";0)=iT¢G,(q;2,2";m), Glz(q;z,z’;w)zfdpdt et =P( $(p,z;t)$(0,2";0) ) , (2.24)

can be calculated perturbatively by making use of standard mlxed-representatlon techniques. To one-loop order
G,(q;z,2";w) is given in terms of Feynman diagrams as shown in Fig. 1. Here the propagators G ) and G ) are
represented by a continuous and a continuous wavy line, respectively, and the two different interaction vertlces of Eq.
(2.14) are represented by open and solid circles.

The essential physics of the dynamic interface is already captured by the zero-order theory. Indeed, the unperturbed
(Van Hove) theory’s response function is, from Eq. (2.22),

q*+ 2Kk —i(w/Ty)
2[q%—i(w/T)g*+Kk3—ilw/Ty]? *

This result indicates that the 1nhomogeneous system’s response function contains, in principle, two characteristic fre-
quencies: wp(g)=—iTy(g? +K0) the equivalent of the bulk characteristic frequency, and v, = —iT g% corresponding to
the capillary-wave dispersion relation. It is important to recognize that the amplitude of the simple-pole surface singu-
larity in R ©(g;0,0;0) vanishes as the critical point is approached and the interface disappears. What survives is then a
branch cut singularity at the bulk frequency wg(g). As we shall explain in Sec. III, we have been unable to confirm that
these features are also present in the response function to one-loop order. However, it is reasonable to expect that the
surface-pole singularity has a vanishing amplitude (as T— T,") to all orders in perturbation theory. If this is the case,
then one may imagine the possibility of the interfacial dispersion relation having an exponent different, in principle,
from that of the bulk characteristic frequency, z. The full response function would still retain the proper bulk informa-
tion as T— T, and would reproduce the bulk critical dynamics.
From the diagrammatic expansion of Fig. 1, we now have the bare response propagator G, to one-loop order,

(2.25)

ROg;z=2'=0;0)=

G1(g52,2'30)=G'3(g;2,2';0) — 3ikolo [ dz1 Y g3z,2150) [ dpdvG Y (p;z1,21vG (g521,2'50)
—A(Z)F(z,fdzldzz G(lg)(q;z,zl;w)fdp dvG Y (p;z1,22;v)
XG0 —q;25,21;0 —VIG G322,z ;0 )M o(21)Mo(z,) ,  (2.26)

where M(z) is the mean-field, or zero-order, interfacial profile.
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III. RENORMALIZATION AND INTERFACIAL
DISPERSION RELATION

An inspection of the one-loop contributions to Eq.
(2.26) indicates that for dimensions d <4 the perturbation
expansion is divergent and, therefore, a renormalization
scheme must be used. As in the case of bulk dynamic RG
calculations,'"!? one adds counterterms to the Lagrangian
of Eq. (2.14) and makes use of the bulk renormalization
constants Z4, Z & Z,, and Zy. No surface counterterm

is introduced m the case of an interface and we now
proceed to verify, explicitly to one-loop order, that this re-
normalization scheme yields a finite perturbation theory.
This will demonstrate that the inhomogeneous system’s
response function obeys the same RG equation as for the
bulk response and, hence, that there can be, at least to
O(e), only one dynamic critical exponent, the bulk one, z

Technically, the only novel feature in the present renor-
malization scheme is associated with the renormalization
of the bare propagators. Indeed, the renormalization con-
stants now also enter through the renormalized eigenfunc-
tions £¥'(z) and eigenvalues EJ* appropriate to the re-
normalized operator,

gat— +ZI"F3R’ KR = ~V2+Z¢2T+ %Z,‘UMZ(Z) .

(3.1)
Here, I'=Zg'T,, ’T'=Z;21(ro——-roc)cx T—T,, uug
=Z;'"Ay, and M(z) is the full order-parameter profile,
Eq. (2.4). ug ! sets the length scale of the RG and, as usu-
al, rq. is the critical value. At this point the response
propagator G, could be calculated within the framework
of renormalized perturbation theory. Unfortunately, ow-
ing to the complicated spectral representations for the
bare propagators, Eq. (2.22), the calculation of the full
response function appears to be impractical even to one-
loop order. Nonetheless, the surface-wave dispersion rela-
tion can be extracted from renormalized perturbation
theory by making the reasonable ansatz that w, is the only
pole of the interface response Gg(g,») found by taking
the full renormalized response propagator and projecting
onto the Goldstone-mode eigenfunctions (u=0), which
generate localized interface distortions, i.e.,

rlgo)= [ dzdz’[EQ(D]* G ur(g;2,250)ER(2) . (3.2)

ﬁR:-

To one-loop order, Eq. (3.2) and the renormalized version
of Eq. (2.26) yield

~ 1 1 il +oo
Gr(g,0)= —_—— dz[£02)*Go(2,2)E' % 2)
R o iT+ER) 2" (0+iTg?? J_. @t @r ozt
U I(p,u') 4 ; . (3.3
g 2 T by B B 5 it /]
In the above equation we have defined
(@) 2
Golz,z)= fdpdvG(l‘})(p;z,z;v)=2fdp—|—%—E—z—l)-
u pHE¥
Ko 3 2|1 3 Koz
=— | —143sech? |— | | +«35 7an%—7(an(2)—1)sech2 >
—lésech2 X iann? [ 2% +0(e) (3.4)
4 2 2
and
+ ,
Ipp))= [ _ Az M(2)50@ M @] (3.5)
These coefficients satisfy I(u,u')=[I(p',u)]* and I(u,u)=0, and are given explicitly as follows:
3 1172
9m | ko
1(0,1 —
=128 } ’
172
3 k2 k2 242
I(O k)= —i KO ’;T ( +KQ) B
Uuwy 2kgsinh[7(k /kg)]
(3.6)
B 33 | w4+ Fd) (k2 Fd)?
T | 2uwy wgcosh[m(k /ko)] ’
172
) Ko 6m(k —k’)?
I(k,k")=i 2k%— )2k —k}) + kk'[3(k —k')?+ 6K3
2uogwy kgsinh {7[(k —k’) /o] } { o) o)+ K3 /' 6xol

+ 5[k —k")* 4+ 5kd(k —k')>—2«8]} .
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Alsg, from first-order perturbation theory on the Schrodinger-like equation (2.19), appropriate to the renormalized opera-
tor Ay of Eq. (3.1), we have

K(Z) 3K0

2., 73
Se T 20

— 3o+

where ZR(x)= —Vf,+3 O z) +uAV(z)+0(u?). As for the third contribution to Eq. (3.3), it should be noticed that for
(u,u')5~(k, k') the p integral is finite and, since the extra single k integral converges for large momentum, it need only be
calculated to O(1), i.e., in d =4, that is

1
J PO HEP)p 4 (p—qP+EW L E¥) 1 (@/D)]
_wf dx(x(14x g2 + (1 4+ {EW 4 x[E®) 4i(0 /D))" 2+0(e) .  (3.8)

u+0wu?, (3.7)

EJ(QO) 0)+u f dzg Z)A(l Z)[g(o (Z)]*+0(u2)_ [

However, for (,u,,u')i(k,k’) and extra divergence is introduced through one of the k integrals in ¥, k% associated with
- I(k,k'). The divergent contribution is separated out and expanded in é=4—d; this leads us to the familiar bulk integral

[ dk [ dp , L y
(k?+p*+10) k> +p*+(k —K)*+(p —q)*+ 25+i(0/T)]
1 1 1., -2 2 @
=5~ 77> fo dx(1+x)"“In T )2(‘1 +k )+K0+ll+x T +0(e), (3.9

where we have set k=k—k’. At this point, one can verify that the € poles contained in the three contributions to
Gr(q,») in Eq. (3.3) cancel exactly. This represents a demonstration that, to O(e), the bulk renormalization constants
suffice to renormalize the interfacial response. We obtain
iTk} 2
P o ® 'qz—’ 2
w+ilg (w+iTgq”) k3’ Tw

Grlg,w)= , (3.10)

where ®(x,y) is a universal function given in terms of lengthy multiple integrals. The dispersion relation is the solution
of GR(q,a)q)‘1 =0, and from Eq. (3.10) we find, setting ¥ =u*=%¢ and k=£"1,

2 2
wg=—il q2+%6K2¢ L 4|1 0(e) | =—iTg*QUqe) . (3.11)
K K

The function Q(x) has the following parametric representation:

L€ 1 a3 2 [ 4 2
) =145 [5+ A% ~37T[11<0,1)| [0(0,1]x)+0(1,0|x)]

tedz 5 2 +o dz A )
+f_°° . | 1(0,2) | [Q(o,zlx)+Q(z,0lx)]+f_w 5o 111271012 [ x)+Q(z,1]x)]

Yo dz dz’ |5 2 288m(z —z") (1 +2%)(142"%) 54m*(z—2z") (54427 +42"%) 0(z,2' | x)
—w 27 27 (1442%)(1+42)sinh’[m(z —2z")] ~ (1442%)(1+4z"?)sinh*[m(z —2")] ’
—9 *dy In[14y(1— (2—y)x? ] o), (3.12
f Smhz(m) f y In[14p(1—p)z>+p(2—y)x?] |  +O(€) )
I
where we have introduced the notation Qx)~14+€e(C+0(x?), x <<1
(3.14)
Q(,u,,u'lqé’)zA foldx[(l+x)3(E(“)+xE("")§2 Q(x)gl+e((C1/x2)lnx +(C2/x2)+0(x_3)), x>>1
with
+x(24x)(1+x)*q%E*]1712, 3 4
4y, 2 1
(3.13) C=~0.229, C;= 210 + 1 , Cho=5. (3.15)
as well as
Tu,p!)=(u /) () IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
and we have used the dimensionless integration variable Several aspects of our result, Egs. (3.11)—(3.13), ought

z=k /ky. The limit forms of this function are as follows to be considered at this point.
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(i) Our dispersion relation w, is gapless in the limit
q—0. This is consistent with the nonperturbative result

lim, _,¢w, =0, which follows from a dynamical version of

the Goldstone theorem for the spontaneously broken Eu-
clidean symmetry for all T < T, (see Appendix B). This is
to be compared with the gap in the bulk homogeneous
phase characteristic frequency, wg(k =0)£0, which is
consistent with the nonconserved order-parameter relaxa-
tion of model A (see Appendix A).

(ii) The exponent z in w,, Eq. (3.11), has been identified
with the bulk dynamic exponent z=2-+O(e?), in agree-
ment with scaling. However, it was suggested above that
it is reasonable to expect that the amplitude of the surface
singularity in R(q;z=z'=0;w) vanishes for T=T, to all
orders in perturbation theory. Then if a breakdown of
simple dynamical scaling occurs with @, having an ex-
ponent different from the bulk one, such “breakdown”
would occur with a vanishing amplitude in the response
function. A calculation to O(€?) would be most welcome
in order to investigate this issue.

(iii) A higher-order calculation should also reveal a
singularity in Q(x) as x —0, as discussed in the Introduc-
tion. In the present O(¢€) calculation, this singularity does
not appear, owing to the fact that the value of z has no
O(e€) correction and also to the fact that the O(e) value of
z coincides with the hydrodynamic-limit exponent for w,.
In the case of model B for a conserved order parameter,
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Q(x) has a singularity at mean-field level of the form
Q(x)~x~', as x—0. In fact, z=4 in this approxima-
tion, whereas the interface relaxes as w, ~g? in the hydro-
dynamic limit, g€ <<1. In general, the existence of this
singularity in Q(x) is a consequence of the presence of
long-wavelength Goldstone-mode-like excitations in the
system with an interface. An -analogous situation is
presented by the isotropic ferromagnet for all T <T,, in
which case the singularity of the longitudinal correlation
function, G,|(k)~k ~¢, is determined, in the limit k§—0,
by spin-wave theory.!

In conclusion, we have shown in this work that it is
possible, despite the formidable computational difficulties,
to derive within the renormalization-group € expansion an
interfacial dispersion relation starting from the statistical
mechanics of the bulk system. This approach has been
developed here for an Ising-like system with purely relax-
ational dynamics; extension of this work to more realistic
dynamical models is possible, although not without severe
computational problems. Several issues within the inter-
facial dynamics of model A still remain to be investigated.
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APPENDIX A: BULK HOMOGENEOUS PHASE DISPERSION RELATION

In the case of a homogeneous ordered phase, T <T,, {¢(x))=Mjp, the dispersion relation is the solution of
I y(k,0)=0 since I",(k,w)G,(k,w)=1. The bare two-point vertex response function is given, to one-loop order, by

2 Jd%

Ta(k,0)=0+iTo(k2+ro++AM3) +i

1

PP +ro+7AMj

L (A1)

+A5TaMG [ dp

(P2 4ro+ TAMB){ —0+iTo[p2+(p —k )P +2ro+AcMB1}

We now make use of the ordinary bulk renormalization constants Z,=1 +0w?, Z 2= 14+u/(2e)+0(u?),
Zr=140(u?), and Z,=1+3u/(2€)+O0(u?), and use Eq. (2.5) for Mp, in order to obtain the renormallzed version of

Eq. (A1). The result is, to O(e),

T'prlk,w)=w+il" {k2+K%+€K6

L (i 12 LI
snicg+3)+ [ dxIn *x(1=x) g Hixpa 1| | -

(A2)

The divergent d-dimensional integrals contributing to Eq. (A1) have been calculated in d =4 —€ dimensions using, in
particular, familiar expansions like Eq. (3.9). By solving ",z (k,wp(k))=0, we arrive at the result

1 € V3 172
wplk)=—iTk* |14 S5 + 15 1= + [, dxIn[14x+x(2—x)k%?] (A3)
in which §=§&| 7|~V is the T < T, bulk correlation length, with £=kg'+O(€?) and kg given by Eq. (2.6). A notable

consequence of Eq. (A3) is that wg(k =0)£0, which signifies that the Xk =0 mode, that is, the nonconserved order pa-
rameter | dx{(d(x)), also relaxes, as expected, under model-A relaxational dynamics. To our knowledge, the scaling
function in Eq. (A3), which interpolates between bulk hydrodynamic and critical behavior, has not appeared in the litera-
ture.
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APPENDIX B: WARD IDENTITY FOR THE DYNAMIC
INTERFACIAL RESPONSE FUNCTION

The infinite system with an interface is described by a
Lagrangian, given by Eq. (2.11), which is invariant under
spatial translations of the field ¢,

¢(x,t)_>¢'(x,t)=¢(x,t)+ef§i‘§—;‘ﬁ . (B1)
1

The presence of an interface, however, means that this
Euclidean symmetry is spontaneously broken, and this
fact can be used to demonstrate some general properties of
the response functions valid to all orders in perturbation
theory. If W[l,/l\]=an[l,/l\] is the connected-part gen-
erating functional of the theory (see Sec. II), then invari-
ance of the Lagrangian, Eq. (2.11), under the transforma-
tion (B1) means

A I__a_l_ ~
W[LIl=W|l—¢€ ax, ,l] (B2)
and hence
dl(x,t) SWIL,I] I]
¢ [ xSy B

This relationship can be used to generate a number of
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Ward identities concerning various correlation functions
of the theory. By taking a further derivative 8/8/(x’,¢'),
we obtain

; allx',t')  8*WI[LI] . 9 SWI[LT]

i Id ’ ) — I_> 2

¢ [ dx'ar ax; Sl t8lCe,0) © ax; 8l
(B4)

that is, for an inhomogeneous field /(x,t)=1(z),

[ a2

In the presence of an interface, as the magnitude of /(z)
vanishes, the profile M (z) remains and, therefore, the
correlation function diverges. By virtue of Eq. (2.9), this
also means

9 Miz). (BS)

fd Clp',z';p,z;0= 0)=E

—1
fdpR(p;z,z’;a):O) =R(g=0;z,z";0=0)"'=0,

(B6)
which implies that, barring anomalous behavior,

lim 0, =0, (B7)
g—0

to all orders in perturbation theory.
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