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The order-parameter correlation function of the nonconserved, continuum g-state clock model is eval-
uated in the asymptotic scaling limit, during the phase-ordering process after a temperature quench.
The short-distance behavior of the order-parameter scaling function exhibits explicit crossover from that
characteristic of the Ising universality class to that of the O(2) model.

The phase-ordering process of a system quenched from
a high-temperature disordered state into the ordered
phase exhibit universal scaling behavior in the asymptotic
late stages.! The characteristic scaling length for pure
systems grows algebraically in time, L (¢)~t", where n is
called the growth exponent. In addition, the order-
parameter correlation function satisfies similarity scaling

C(r,t)=y§F(r /L (1)), (1)

where 1, is the ordered magnitude of the order parame-
ter. The set of factors that characterize a universality
class, and, in particular, the functional form of F, is
known to include at least the dimensionality of space,
whether the order parameter is conserved, and the degen-
eracy of the ground states.

We shall be concerned here with this last factor for a
system with a nonconserved order parameter. The im-
portance of the degeneracy of ground states lies in the
fact that the symmetry property of the ground state
uniquely determines the types of topological defect struc-
tures that control the late stage ordering in unstable sys-
tems. Recent studies of systems with continuous sym-
metries> ® (with infinitely degenerate ground states)
shows a variation in the behavior of the scattering struc-
ture factor ®(k), the Fourier transform of C(r,t), from
the usual scalar Ising-type systems. Namely, for large
wave numbers, Porod’s law, ®(k)~k ~¢*1 for a scalar
system is replaced by ®(k)~k ¢+ for the general
O(n) model.

In this paper we investigate the phase-ordering process
for the continuum version of the g-state clock model’
(also referred to as the planar Potts model or the vector
Potts model). This model provides an interesting inter-
mediate case between the scalar Ising-type dynamics
(where ¢ =2) and the model 4 dynamics with a complex
order parameter (where g = o). Unlike the latter two
limits, where the topological defects are interfaces and
vortices respectively, the defects in the g-state clock mod-
el involve both interfaces and vortices reflecting the g-
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fold degeneracy of the ground states.® This model clearly
is relevant to understanding the disorder-order transition
in some alloys® as well as in the evolution of cellular
structures ubiquitous in nature.!®

Many numerical studies have been devoted to the in-
vestigation of phase ordering of clock models'! and the
standard Potts models.!> While it is by now well estab-
lished that L (¢)~t!/? in both models, there is consider-
able uncertainty in our understanding of the correlation
functions. Numerical work generally shows indepen-
dence of the correlation functions on the degeneracy g of
ground states. On the theoretical front, Kawasaki® ex-
tended the Ohta-Jasnow-Kawasaki'> method to the clock
model but did not determine the explicit form of the
correlation function. In this paper, we shall derive ex-
plicitly the short-distance behavior of the order-
parameter correlation function in the asymptotic scaling
regime. The auxiliary field method we adopt here has
bee{}1 115)roven useful in previous growth kinetics stud-
ies.’™

The dimensionless free energy for the continuum g-
state clock model'® (g >2) can be written as

F=[ar |IVylP—ly+ 1yl

+§(z/ﬂ+¢*q—2l¢lq) , )

where §(r,1)=|y(r,1)|e’#"" is the complex order param-
eter and v >0 is a constant. By assuming the standard
relaxation Langevin dynamics for the evolution of the or-
der parameter we obtain the equation of motion

%’tﬁ=v2¢+¢(1—i¢|2)—u<¢*q~t¢|q)/¢* : 3)

where the noise term has been neglected for a zero-
temperature quench. The g degenerate ground states are
then given simply by |¢|=1, ¢j=(27'r/q)(j—l) with

2
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ji=12
clock.

The phase ordering process of the clock model involves
the motion and annihilation of both interfaces and vor-
tices. Interfaces separate distinct ground states, while
vortices are places where more than two interfaces meet.
At the late stage of the ordering, it is reasonable to as-
sume that only the topologically stable defect
configurations with the lowest energy will be dominant.
Such a defect configuration is simply a vortex where all
g-distinct interfaces meet, so that the phase of the order
parameter changes by 27 going around the vortex. The
order parameter field around an isolated defect can be de-
scribed by the inhomogeneous solution of the equation of
motion (3). The far-field solution for a vortex centered at
r=0 can easily be found to be of the form

o(r)
2w/q

,..»q, corresponding to g equivalent directions of a

Vrar(1) 4)

q
where 0 is the polar angle of r and we introduce the nota-
tion that [a] is the largest integer not exceeding a. To ex-
amine the solution near an interface but far away from
the vortex core, we extract from (3) the effective equation
of motion for the variation of phase degrees of freedom
only and obtain

¢''(z)+v sin[q¢(z)]=0, (5)

where z is the effective coordinate perpendicular to the
domain wall. Equation (5) is of the sine-Gordon form
and has the soliton-type solution

d)(z)=itan_'exp(\/?];z)ﬂ-m (6)
q q
near the jth domain wall.

In the context of growth kinetics the key question is
the structure of the scaling behavior at long time and
large distances. As usual we assume that, in this asymp-
totic scaling regime, the order parameter structures can
be associated with an auxiliary Gaussian field.* In our
present case, a complex scalar (or equivalently two-
vector) auxiliary field m (r,?) is appropriate. The magni-

tude |m| has the interpretation of the distance to the
J

2. 12
d*x,d*x,

Fo ()= f 4m7y?

Note that the dependence of ¥ on r,t is implicitly contained in the correlator f(r,t).
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nearest vortex and the phase of m specifies the relative
positions of interfaces. The nonlinear transformation re-
lating the order parameter field to this auxiliary field
P(r,t)=9y(m(r,t)) is chosen as the stationary inhomo-
geneous solution of (3) near an isolated vortex, however,
with m the coordinate.

We now proceed to evaluate the correlation function
by writing

C(r,t)={Y(mP*(m,))

= Ppar(m Pl (m,)) +O(L (1)) @)

where m,=m(r,t), m,=m(0,t). The average is now
over probability distributions of the auxiliary field m. It
is essential to note that by extracting out the far-field
term in (7) we have absorbed any nonuniversal,
potential-dependent contributions into a term of order
O(L').* Hence, in the scaling limit L(z)— oo the
asymptotic correlation function is independent of the de-
tailed structure of the potential. Anticipating scaling in
this case we write

7q:<¢’far(ml )d’?ar(mZ)) . (®)
It is easy to show from (4) that

g(elyez) 2mitk —1)/q 9)

Ed’far(ml)l/}f’;r(mZ):e

for 6,€[2m(k —1)/q,27wk /q], 6,€[27w(l —1)/q,27l/q]
and k,/=1,2,...,q. Here 0,,0, are the polar angles of
m, and m,, respectively. Now the average over the auxi-
liary field is of the form

F,= [ d*m,d*m,g(6,,0,)0(m,m,) (10)
with the probability density function
2
O(my,m,)= Y
e 2m7({m?) ]
2,2 2 *
=y mi+m;—2fmm3)
Xex , (11)
P 2({m?)
where y=(1—f2)""2 and f(r,t)={m(r,t)m*(0,t))/

{m?). By suitably rescaling the arguments, (10) can be
cast into the form

2(6,,0,)exp[ —x3/2—x2%/2+x,x,f cos(6,—6,)] . (12)

In principle,'* this function

should be determined self-consistently from the equation of motion. Here we shall only need the property that f scales
and has the short-distance expansion: f =f(r/L(t))=1—const X (r/L)*>+
The radial part of (12) can be easily evaluated first to give

d6,do,

2T 27
F, = f fo iy € (81,0,)Q(f cos(6,—6,)) , (13)
where
_ 1 a T .
Qa)= — + 1—a?) 2 ?+arcsma (14)
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It is advantageous to exhaust the symmetry properties of g and further restrict the limits of integration to obtain more

explicitly that

2,,/qd0 do,

7q:f02ﬂ/qfo 422 qQ(f cos(0

j=1

Finally we complete the 0 integrations in (15) and obtain
the main result of our paper
q—1

> cos

j=0

=9
57q[f]—~2?sm2 p

(mh;+A3),  (16)

where A; =arcsin[ f cos(2mj /q)].

Equation (16) shows explicit dependence of the scaling
function upon the degree of degeneracy of the ground
states g. Several limits can be scrutinized at once. In the
Ising case of g =2 one recovers the well-known re-

sult’3~ 1 for the scaling function
F,=(2/m)arcsinf . (17)

The case ¢ =3 is interesting because the three-state clock
model is identical to the standard three-state Potts model.
In this case (16) gives

9 . . f
=" + A
Fs 87 marcsinf + arcsin 5
2
+ (arcsinf)?— arcsinlzr— (18)

The scaling function for g =4 gives the interesting result
F4=(2/m)arcsinf, which is identical to ¥,. This result,
surprising at first sight, is, upon reflection, not unexpect-
ed, since it is known that the four-state clock model is
isomorphic to a pair of noninteracting Ising models.!”
Note that this behavior occurs because of the accidental
symmetry property of the model; therefore we do not ex-
pect this to recur for larger g. While we could similarly

9-1 1—2j
2~,1——2~J.—/q——+71;sin

= sin(27j /q)

b(q)=-Lsin?
o

i
q9

Recalling that 1—f ~x?2 at small x, the second term on
the right-hand side of (20) gives a linear dependence on X,
for any finite value of g. This can be understood as the
consequence of the presence of interfaces in the system.
Alternatively speaking, this term is responsible for the
power-law decay ®(k)~k ?*D at large k. Thus
Porod’s law remains valid for all g-state clock models.
However, the Porod’s tail gets weaker as the degeneracy
q increases. Evidently, as the limit g — oo is approached,
we have a(gq)~q~!—0. More importantly, notice that
the expansion (20) is no longer valid in the limit g — oo,
due to the noninterchangeable order of the two limits
lim, ,, and lim,_, .. And the coefficient b (¢) diverges,

b(g)~2wlIng +O(1) . (23)

q—1
—0,))+2 3 (g —j)cos

Q(f cos(0,—0,—2mj/q)) | . (15)

f

regard the eight-state clock model as isomorphic to four
Ising models, these Ising models are now coupled, and
there is no simple relation to the uncoupled Ising-type
dynamics. It can be shown that (16) can be further
simplified if even and odd q are treated separately. We
shall, however, not dwell on this any further. Let us
finally examine the limit g — « when we expect the -
state clock model to approach the planar rotator or O(2)
model. To see this explicitly, we may simply replace the
sum in (16) by an integral as g¢— «. Straightforward
algebra leads to

172

2
T
az=TLr 207, a9)

f22

where F is the hypergeometric function. Equation (19) is
of the same form as is obtained for the O(2) model.>*

We next proceed to analyze the short-distance behav-
ior of the scaling function, since it gives rise to the anom-
alous power-law decay of the scattering form factor ®(k)
at large wave numbers. The limit of short distances, i.e.,
x =r/L(t)—0, is associated with the limit f—1. Keep-
ing the leading terms for f near 1, (16) can be rewritten in
the form

i7ff

F()=1—a(g)1—fH)12—p(

q

=)+ -+, (20

where

a(q)=lsin2
T

1] @1
q

and

(g —1 )sinl +cosZ | . (22)
q q

The logarithmic divergence hints some novel behavior.
In fact, in the limit ¢ — o, we have using (19) instead of
(22), the result

Fo=1+L1—=fI)In(1—fH)+ -, (24)

which gives a x%Inx singularity at small x. In Fourier
space, this corresponds to ®(k)~k ~? "2 the recently
discovered result for the O(2) model.> %18

The methodology we adopted here for the clock model
could, in principle, be applied to the Potts model as well.
And it is conceivable that our general conclusion about
the g dependence of the scaling function is correct in the
latter case too. This raises the need for more accurate
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numerical simulations or experiments to further establish
this dependence. Finally, the dynamics for the conserved
clock model is certainly worthy of investigation. Know-
ing that L(t)~t!? for g =2, while L(t)~t!* for
g = 2, there must be crossover behavior as ¢ is varied.
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