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The Kibble-Zurek mechanism (KZM) successfully predicts the density of topological defects de-
posited by the phase transitions, but it is not clear why. Its key conjecture is that, near the critical
point of the second-order phase transition, critical slowing down will result in a period when the
system is too sluggish to follow the potential that is changing faster than its reaction time. The
correlation length at the freeze-out instant £ when the order parameter catches up with the post-
transition broken symmetry configuration is then decisive, determining when the mosaic of broken
symmetry domains locks in topological defects. To understand why the KZM works so well we
analyze Landau-Ginzburg model and show why temporal evolution of the order parameter plays
such a key role. The analytical solutions we obtain suggest novel, hitherto unexplored, experimen-
tally accessible observables that can shed light on symmetry breaking dynamics while testing the

conjecture on which the KZM is based.

The Kibble—Zurek mechanism (KZM) combines Kib-
ble’s insight [1, 2] that, during cosmological phase tran-
sitions, the causal independence of distinct Hubble vol-
umes leads to independent choices of broken symmetry
and thus to the formation of topological defects, with the
realization [3-5] that the universality class and associ-
ated critical exponents determine how the defect density
scales with the quench rate in a second-order phase tran-
sition. This scaling is based on a conjecture about the
dynamics of the order parameter near the critical point:
It uses equilibrium properties of the transition, such as
the critical scaling of the relaxation time and the healing
length, to predict a nonequilibrium outcome — the relic
density of topological defects formed after the transition.
The “freeze-out” (or “adiabatic-impulse-adiabatic” ap-
proximation) and the “sonic horizon” paradigms explain
the defect density by focusing on different aspects of the
order parameter dynamics in the near-critical region. De-
spite their differences, both approaches lead to the same
scaling law. We deconstruct the order parameter dynam-
ics in the Landau-Ginzburg model of the phase transition
to identify the origin of the KZM scaling.

Critical slowing down plays the key role. The relax-
ation time diverges in the vicinity of the critical point
with vanishing €, the dimensionless distance from the
critical point:

7(e(t)) = To/le()]”*.

Above, v and z are critical exponents. The freeze-out
paradigm compares it with the timescale /¢ on which the
distance from the critical point varies during the quench
that can be induced, e.g., by the change of pressure or
temperature. In the narrow near-critical range linear de-
pendence on time:

e(t) =t/
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with 7g the quench timescale can be usually assumed.
Hence;

efé=t.

Consequently, relaxation time 7(e) and €¢/é (i.e., time
from the critical point) equal at the instant ¢ = +¢ when
To/lt/Tq|"* =t. Thus:

= (ToTéz)ﬁ,
and;
¢=1ifrg = (12)Tw=.
TQ

The KZM asserts that the evolution of the order param-
eter will cease to be adiabatic at t ~ -t before the critical
point, enter an impulse regime where the changes im-
posed by the quench outpace relaxation, and will return
to adiabatic after ¢ = +£, but with the initial conditions
set by the fluctuations introduced before +.

To estimate defect density one recognizes [3-5] that at
the freezeout time ¢ the correlation length is:

E=tollel =&, (Q) .

o

A single “unit” of topological defect (e.g., a single
monopole, a section of the line defect, or a “tile” of a
domain wall) is then expected to appear in a domain of
size «f . This leads to the estimated dependence of the
defect density on the quench time 7¢:

N gigen = o (1) T

To
Above, d is the dimensionality of defects (d = 0 for
monopoles, d = 1 for string-like flux lines, and d = 2 for
domain walls), and D > d is the dimensionality of the
space, while &, and 7, are determined by microphysics.
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FIG. 1: Symmetry breaking dynamics in a second order
phase transition. Landau-Ginzburg model attributes
symmetry breaking to the change of the thermodynamic
potential from the single-minimum parabola (top) to
the degenerate minima (bottom). When the order
parameter is a real field (case represented by the dark
line above) there are just two broken symmetry minima.
When the field is complex (i.e., order parameter in a
superfluid), the potential assumes a “sombrero” shape,
with continuum of the broken symmetry states. We
investigate how the temporal evolution of the order
parameter (which starts for ¢ < 0 in the single
symmetric minimum, but must choose one of the broken
symmetry possibilities after the transition, see Fig. 3)
leads to the mosaic of domains that lock in topological
defects. The Kibble-Zurek mechanism posits that the
size of these domains is set by the correlation length at
the instant +¢ when the order parameter catches up
with the new broken symmetry minimum. We show
that this temporal evolution can be analyzed using
ordinary differential equations with solutions that mark
the freeze-out instant +.

The sonic horizon paradigm focuses instead on the
growth of broken symmetry domains from the preexist-
ing fluctuations that act as seeds. The relevant sound
velocity with which the newly selected broken symmetry
vacuum spreads is expected to be:

u=E(e)/7(e) = (&ofTo)le" V.

When the front of the new broken symmetry phase propa-
gates with this velocity over the time interval ~ ¢, the size
of the domains that choose the same broken symmetry
scales as & = fo(:—f)ﬁ, as in the freeze-out paradigm.
The defect density N derived above also follows.

Both paradigms are discussed in [3-6], where it is
emphasized that the crucial prediction of the KZM is
the scaling of the post-transition defect density with the
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FIG. 2: Time evolution of the order parameter:
comparison between the analytical solution of the
ordinary differential equation (2) and the numerical
solution of the Langevin equation for a real scalar field
in (1+1) dimensions [1]. The thick lines represent the
analytical solutions ¢(t) (Eq. (4)) with =1 and

©(0) =107* for various quench timescales 7g, while the
numerical results \/(®(«,t)?) (thin lines), max,|®(z,t)|
(dashed lines) are obtained by solving Eq. (1) with
n=1and = 107%. From left to right,

Tq = 128,256, 512,1024 respectively.

quench time. Although the physical pictures invoked by
the two paradigms differ, they can nevertheless peacefully
coexist in both quantum and classical settings [7]. This
coexistence, and especially the fact that they yield essen-
tially the same scaling, is surprising, as there are transi-
tions that rely on different, non-sonic modes of propaga-
tion of the broken symmetry phase front. For instance,
transitions involving conserved order parameter [8, 9] or
diffusive spreading of the new phase [10, 11] do not fit the
sonic horizon scenario, and neither does structure forma-
tion in steady state (rather than equilibrium) settings
[12, 13] such as Rayleigh-Benard instability. There even
exists an example [14] where spatial degrees of freedom
are absent.

We conclude that the temporal evolution encapsulated
in the freeze-out paradigm captures the essential dynam-
ics of phase transitions relevant for defect formation. Our
aim is to understand why this is the case. We will show
that the temporal evolution of the order parameter plays
a central role and captures the essence of the KZM. More-
over, our results highlight a new observable that has so
far remained largely unexplored but should be accessible
experimentally: the quench-induced temporal evolution
of the order parameter in the near-critical region (Fig.

1).

DECONSTRUCTING THE KIBBLE-ZUREK
MECHANISM: THE TEMPORAL EVOLUTION

The usual “workhorse” in the study of the nonequilib-
rium dynamics during symmetry-breaking phase transi-



tions is a Langevin partial differential equation (PDE)
with a time-dependent Landau-Ginzburg potential,
V(®) = (®* - 2¢(t)®?)/8, for the real scalar field ® rep-
resenting the order parameter [15-20]:

d(x,t) + nd(x,t) - V2B(x,t) + IV (®) = (x,t) (1)
where the noise term ¢ has correlations given by;
(9(x,t),9(x', ")) = 2005 (x" = x)d(t' - t).

Here, 1 represents the damping constant, and 6 is the
temperature of the reservoir.

We now “deconstruct” the Langevin PDE used to
study defect formation, and consider temporal evolution
separately from its spatial part and the noise. As we shall
see, the resulting dynamics of the order parameter sug-
gests the succession of the adiabatic-impulse-adiabatic
stages. Distinguishing between these stages helps explain
why the instants —f and +#, which mark the transitions
between them, are crucial for establishing the KZM scal-
ing.

We focus on the ordinary differential equation (ODE)
in which ¢(t) depends solely on time:

@(t) +np(t) = =0,V (1)) (2)

obtained from Eq. (1) by omitting the spatial degrees of
freedom and the noise term. It captures the essence of the
temporal behavior of the order parameter ¢(t) without
the need to rely on the full PDE (Eq. (1)). Indeed, in
the overdamped case where $(t) < no(t), Eq. (2) is a
Bernoulli ODE;

. 1
ne(t) + §(<P(t)3 —e(t)e(t)) =0 3)
which can be solved analytically:

o(t) et /4

= (4)

#(0) \/14—30(0)2\/%@{“’1( 2;TQ

where ¢©(0) = ¢(¢ = 0) and erfi(y) = %foy ¥ dy’. This
function predicts the evolution of the order parameter in
symmetry-breaking phase transitions that can be mod-
eled by Landau-Ginzburg theory. Indeed, the time evolu-
tion of the order parameter given by numerical simulation
of the Langevin PDE, Eq. (1) in (14+1) dimensions, is in
close agreement with the analytical solution of ¢(t) as
shown in Fig. 2. Thus, \/(®(z,t)?) (thin lines) obtained
by averaging over the spatial dependence of ®(x,t)? is
somewhat smaller than the solution of Bernoulli ODE
given by Eq. (4) (thick lines), as its value is suppressed
by the presence of topological defects. Maximum values
of |®(z,t)], m?x|<1>(x,t)| (dashed lines), by contrast, are

slightly larger than ¢(t), enhanced by the random walk
due to noise. Therefore, the evolution of the order pa-
rameter ¢ is largely captured by solving the ODE Eq.
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FIG. 3: Order parameter dynamics for varying noise
temperature 6 and initial conditions ¢(0). (a) The
order parameter ¢(t) from Eq. (4) for n=1, 7¢ = 128,
and ¢(0) = 1072, 1073, 107, 107> (thick to thin lines),
compared with numerical results: 1/(®2) (solid red) and
max, |®| (dashed red) from Eq. (1) for a real scalar field
in (141) dimensions with =1, 6§ = 107 (see Fig. 2).
The gray line shows equilibrium |pmin| = /€. Vertical
purple lines mark +¢ for ¢(0) = 1072 (thick) and 107°
(thin). (b) Noise-induced /(®2) with § = 1072 to 1073
(thick to thin) slowly accumulates before ¢ = 0, setting
©(0) » \/(®(2,t=0)2) ~ %\/29/6 (dashed lines) for
rapid post-transition growth. (c¢) Plots of log () for
©(0)=1071...1078. As p(t) ~ cp(O)et2/4"TQ when

t € [~t,+t], order parameter buffeted by noise is
amplified, but the freeze-out time +¢ depends only
logarithmically on (0), making it insensitive to its
precise value, and, hence, insensitive to 6, the noise
temperature.

(2). As that temporal equation is the same in multi-
dimensional spaces, we expect that our conclusions also
follow when there is more than one spatial dimension.
In the pre-transition symmetric phase, noise leads to
fluctuations around ¢ = 0, as shown in Fig. 3. This be-
havior is, of course, not observed when solutions of the
noise-free Eq. (2) are traced back to the pre-freezeout
epoch, t < —t, since—consistent with the Bernoulli equa-
tion—the order parameter can attain a finite and mod-
est value at ¢ = 0 only if it starts with a suitably large
lo(t)] in the distant pre-transition past (Fig 3 (a)). By
contrast, in numerical solutions of the Langevin PDE,
the accumulation of noise results in a modestly fluctu-
ating ¢(¢) in the near-critical regime. The influence of
the noise is thus effectively encoded in the “initial condi-
tion” (0), and the resulting dependence of ¢(0) on 6 can
be estimated: Before t = 0, the potential is a harmonic
Vaar (®) = —1€(t)®? near ® = 0. Since the temperature 6
corresponds to the kinetic energy of ®, we can estimate
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FIG. 4: Order parameter evolution for the
Gross—Pitaevskii equation. The black line represents
the analytical solution for the condensate number
density |o(t)|* (Eq. (8)) with ¢(0) =3 x 1073, while the
corresponding numerical result (|®(z,t)|*) (light red
dots) is obtained by solving the stochastic
Gross—Pitaevskii equation Eq. (5) in (1+1) dimensions
for a complex wave function-like order parameter with
6 = 1073. For both plots, v = 1072, g = 0.05, and quench
timescale 7 = 0.05.
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V(®2) ~ 11/20/(—€(t)) where the factor 1/2 results from
averagmg over z (Fig. 3 (b)). More precise estimate is
not really needed for our purpose, as the all-important
t depends only logarithmically on ¢(0) (and, hence, on

(®(z,t=0)?%)) (Fig. 3 (c)).

EVOLUTION OF THE GROSS-PITAEVSKII
WAVE FUNCTION

This approach also applies to a complex wave function-
like order parameter ®(x,t), such as in the stochastic
Gross—Pitaevskii equation, which is commonly used to
describe Bose-Einstein condensates [21-26] and can be
written as

(i=7)b0t) = 3 7%0(x 1) - ()2 (x,1)

+91(x, 1) (x,t) +9(x,1)  (5)

where v represents the dissipation and ¢ is the non-
linearity parameter.

In this case as well, the equation can be deconstructed
into a temporal ODE by omitting the spatial degrees of
freedom and the noise term:

(i=7)(t) = —e()p(t) + glp(®) (). (6)

Applying the ansatz ¢ = |o()[e’®®) to the condensate
wavefunction, this equation also yields an analytically
solvable form of the Bernoulli ODE for |¢(t)]:

@+ POl -glel. @)

Its solution can be written as

el _
|(P(O)| \/1 + g(p(O) \/ Tlrz,:g erﬁ(m)

where ¢(0) is determined by the size of the noise.

Fig. 4 shows a comparison between the numerical so-
lution of the stochastic Gross—Pitaevskii equation (Eq.
(5)), representing the time evolution of the condensate
number density (|®(x,t)[*) (spatially averaged), and that
given by the analytical solution (Eq. (8))!.

This result demonstrates that analytical functions as
simple as Egs. (4, 8) can capture surprisingly well
the time evolution of the order parameter in symmetry-
breaking phase transitions for broad range of systems
that can be modeled within the Langevin / Landau-
Ginzburg or Gross-Pitaevskii framework. The experi-
mentally accessible time evolution of the order param-
eter in transitions involving magnetization, polarization
or condensate density could be modeled using Egs. (4,
8).

The KZM does not directly address the time evolution
of the order parameter. Nevertheless, the temporal be-
havior of the order parameter we discussed anticipates its
essential features. In the next section, we show how these
features emerge and relate them to the core concepts of
the mechanism.

et 121y

(8)

EVOLUTION OF THE ORDER PARAMETER
AND THE KIBBLE-ZUREK MECHANISM

The key insight [3-5] that leads to the KZM scaling is
the realization that, near the critical point of the second-
order phase transition, critical slowing down will result
in a time interval [~f,+{] where the order parameter is
too sluggish to adjust to the potential which is changing
faster than its reaction time. Thus, while outside this
interval the order parameter can be in approximate equi-
librium, within the interval [~#, +] its evolution “cannot
keep up” with time-dependent V(®). This is of little
consequence when t < 0, as prior to symmetry break-
ing the order parameter only fluctuates around the sym-
metric vacuum. Nevertheless, fluctuations imparted near
and especially after —f are unconstrained by V(®). They
seed topological defects that germinate as ®(x,t) begins
to catch up when ¢ > 0 with the local broken symme-
try minima of the potential. As a consequence, near +t
defects become frozen in the broken symmetry configu-
ration in ways that depend on the nature of the system

[7]-

1 We note that in the simulations of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation
“truncated Wigner method” (see, e.g., [27]) is often employed,
with the noise introduced to the initial ®(z,t). Thus, unlike in
the case of the Langevin Eq. (1) (where noise is injected while the
system evolves), quantum fluctuations at or before at —f would
evolve into the seeds of topological defects at +i.



The KZM scaling appears to be insensitive to the de-
tails of that evolution.

This broad applicability of the KZM suggests that, as
proposed in [3-5], the critical slowing down is key to its
success. We now return to Fig. 3 to discuss the con-
nection between the KZM and the dynamics of the order
parameter. Fig. 3 (a) shows the plot of the solution
(Eq. (4)) with n =1, 7¢ = 128 for several values of ¢(0).
After t = 0 all exhibit similar behavior: The initial pe-
riod (where ¢(t) slowly increases till +f) is followed by
a “jump” where the solution catches up with the local
broken symmetry equilibrium, and thereafter follows the
broken symmetry minimum of the Landau-Ginzburg po-
tential.

This behavior is suggested by the adiabatic-impulse-
adiabatic scenario [3-6], and was seen in numerical sim-
ulations [28, 29]. The start of the rapid rise can be iden-
tified with the freeze-out time +¢, when the order param-
eter evolution switches from the sluggish pre-transition
pace to catch up with the post-transition broken sym-
metry equilibrium value ~ \/€(t). Note that before ¢t = 0
(when the critical point is transversed) solution ¢(t) of
Eq. (2) “jumps down” to relatively small values in the
impulse regime, reaching them at the instant suggestive
of ~t. When t € [~£,+t] evolution is slow compared to
these two “jumps”. As was already discussed, noise plays
a key role there.

Fig. 3 (c) shows the plots of log(y) for various ¢(0).
Black circles indicate the freeze-out time +£ for each (0),
where ¢ = 0. This inflection point signifies a “jump”
which we identify with +¢. It demonstrates that the in-
stants +f depend only logarithmically on ¢(0) at the crit-
ical point that incorporates the effect of the noise.

Plotting the rescaled solution ¢(f), where ¢ = {/7¢/n¢
and t = t/\/nT , reveals a clear similarity among the
curves for different quench timescales 7g in the over-
damped regime (Fig. 5(a)), along with only a slow (log-
arithmic) dependence on the initial value of the order
parameter ©(0) (hence, only logarithmic dependence on
he temperature of the noise).

It follows that, in accord with Eq. (4), the freeze-out
time # obeys the relationship [3-5, 16]

toc \/MTq (9)

in the overdamped case.

UNDERDAMPED AND OVERDAMPED
EVOLUTION

For the underdamped case, Eq. (2) can be solved nu-
merically. Fig. 5 (b) depicts the rescaled solution @(t)

of Eq. (2) where the second term n¢ is neglected and
- 13z 1/3
G =Tq i b=t
corresponding to ?i
a clear similarity.

. After this rescaling, the solutions
ifferent quench timescales 7¢ exhibit
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FIG. 5: Order parameter dynamics given by Eq. (2) in
the overdamped and underdamped cases corresponding
to a real scalar field described by the Langevin
equation. The rescaled solution $(f) in the overdamped
case with 7 =1 where the first term ¢ of Eq. (2) is
discarded (a) and in the underdamped case where the
second term n¢ of Eq. (2) is discarded (b).

_ - . L 1/3 % 1/3
@ =/To/np and t =t/ /T in (a). p= TQ/ p, t= t/TQ/
in (b). »(0) =107 and various quench timescales 7¢.

The dashed line represents ¢ = \/¢(t), the location of
the broken symmetry minimum of the potential V.

Therefore, the freezeout time ¢ obeys the relationship
[3, 16]:

> 1/3
focry (10)

in the underdamped case.

Equation (1) that dictates the evolution of the order
parameter and is used to study formation of topologi-
cal defects can have, in general, both first- and second-
order time-derivative terms. As we have seen, purely
overdamped and purely underdamped temporal evolu-
tion leads to different scaling of ¢ and of the defect den-
sity. The question then arises: What is the scaling when
both ¢ and ¢ are present?

Evolution generated by Eq. (1) is—in the spirit of the
KZM—expected to be overdamped when n¢ > ¢ at the
freeze-out time . In this regime, the relaxation time 7, ~
/| scales with € as: 75 ~ nle| ™t ~ n7o|t|™. In accord
with [3], one expects the size £ of the domains of the new
broken symmetry phase to be set at the time ¢, when
the time to (from) the phase transition is comparable to
the relaxation timescale, and the freeze-out of the field
configuration occurs as a result of critical slowing down.
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FIG. 6: Transition of the freeze-out time scaling between the underdamped and overdamped regimes, obtained from
the location of the inflection point of the solution to Eq. (2). The freeze-out time ¢ inferred from the first inflection
point where ¢ = 0 as a function of the quench timescale 7o for damping constants (a) n = 0.01, (b) n =0.2, and (c)

n =1, with ¢(0) = 10™*. The color plot represents the slope of the log plot based on nearest neighbor points. For

1 =0.2, a transition from the underdamped regime to the overdamped regime is observed as 7¢g increases. The
dashed gray line represents the theoretical prediction 7¢ = 1/7% where the transition from underdamped to
overdamped scaling occurs [16]. (d) The number of defects N as the function of 7¢ for = 0.01 (dashed blue line),
1= 0.2 (solid blue line for 7¢ € [4,128] and solid red line for 7 € [128,16384]), and 7 = 1 (thick red line) with

6 =107%. N is obtained by numerically solving the full Langevin PDE (Eq. (1)) in (141) dimensions for a real scalar

field.

This freeze-out condition, 7,;(f;) = £, yields in this case;

1/2
éo (”) . (11)

iy~ ()", =

The correlation length é which sets the stage for the de-
fect formation is then:

o (TQ )1/4
s ——— & — . 12
The density of the number of kinks is given by
1/4
1
NS(-,:A«(”) . (13)
£ \7Q

In the underdamped case, ¢ will dominate, and the
order parameter reacts to the quench-induced changes
in the effective potential on the timescale 75 = [/@3[}/2.

Thus, 75 =~ 7,|e[ /2. The freeze-out condition, 75(fz) =
f¢ yields in this underdamped regime:

£¢ = (TQ/TO)1/37 €¢ ~ (TO/TQ)2/3, (14)

Consequently, the scaling of the characteristic correlation
length with the quench time 7¢ is expected to change to

£ o §o N 1/3
& = g i =Ea™” 15)

Furthermore, the density of the number of kinks is given

in this case by:
1/3
1 1
N¢ ¥ X () . (16)

&p 7Q

We can therefore draw two related conclusions: (i)
In the overdamped regime, the density of kinks should
scale with 771/4, and should become viscosity indepen-
dent in the underdamped case. (ii) Power-law depen-
dence of the density of kinks with the quench timescale

should change from o< 7'6_21/ 4

o« 7,3 in the underdamped case. The overdamped scal-
ings should apply when the evolution is dominated by the
first derivative (n¢ > ¢, ie., n/7y > 1/7‘35) at the instant
when topological defects freeze-out. This will happen for:
|€x] > [€4], or—using Eq. (11) and (14)—when:

in the overdamped case to

n > 1/1q,

as discussed in [16].

We have seen that the freeze-out time £ can be deter-
mined directly from the location of the inflection point
of the solution of Eq. (2). Analyzing the solution of the
ODE without assuming either the overdamped or un-
derdamped limits reveals the transition from the scaling
behavior of the overdamped regime to that of the un-
derdamped regime. We rely on the observation that the
freeze-out time + is the moment when the solution ()
begins to move rapidly toward the broken symmetry po-
tential minima after £ = 0. This happens at the inflection
point when the second time-derivative ¢ =0 for the first
time after ¢ = 0. In Fig. 6,  identified as such inflection
point is plotted as a function of the quench timescale
1o for (a) n = 0.01, (b) n = 0.2, and (c) n = 1, with
©(0) =107%.

In Fig. 6 (a-c), the color plots reflect the slope of the
log plot based on nearest neighbor points. It is found that
£ oc 7% for = 1 and £ oc 752 for = 0.01; Both closely



align with the relations given by Eqgs. (9,10) respectively,
as predicted in [16]. The color plot reveals a transition
from the underdamped regime to the overdamped reglme
as Tg increases for n = 0.2. We have that t o o) 035 for
7q € [4,128] and # oc 73 for ¢ € [128,16384]. The
gray dashed line represents the theoretical prediction,
0 =1/n°, Where the gradual transition between the over-
damped (£ ~ TQ) and underdamped (# ~ TQ) regime is
expected [16].

Fig. 6 (d) shows the number of defects N created
by phase transitions as a function of 7g. This result
is obtained by numerically solving the full PDE (Eq.
(1)) in (1+1) dimensions with 6 = 10™® (Appendix). In
the underdamped case with n = 0.01, the number of
defects NV oc 750! (dashed blue line), while N oc 7507
in the overdamped case with n = 1 (thick red line).
For 1 = 0.2, we observe a change in the scaling of the
number of defects. We have N oc 7,°-3% for small quench
timescales 7¢ € [4,128] and N oc 7572 for large quench
timescales 7 € [128,16384]. The scaling of the number
of defects (N ~ 7973 to N ~ 747 3) corresponds to the
change in the scaling of the freeze-out time ¢ from the
underdamped to the overdamped regime as 7¢ increases.
This is anticipated by the KZM based on the analysis
of the consequences of critical slowing down [3, 16], but
it can be predicted solely by solving simple ODE (Eq.

(2))-

FREEZE-OUT OF THE SPATIAL STRUCTURE
AT ¢

We now turn to the question: How is the timescale ¢
imprinted on the spatial structure of ®(z,t¢)? To address
this, we consider the equation obtained by removing the
time dependence and the noise term from Eq. (1). The
resulting equation for the spatial dependence of ®(z,t)
is:

V26(x) - 95V (9) = 0. (17)
It is solved by

¢<w>:¢(0)cd(”¢(0)2_m— ¢(0)_22€) 18)

2 T 9(0)?
in 1-dimensional case where ¢(0) = ¢(z = 0), ¢'(0) =0
and cd represents Jacobi elliptic function. Eq. (18)
can be approximated by ¢(z) = ¢(0) cos \/e/_2x for small
|#(0)| < /€ when € > 0. It exhibits spatial periodicities
related to 1/\/e. Of particular interest is the periodicity
1/ V€ that emerges for small ¢ near +¢ when the order
parameter ®(z,t) begins to grow from the small fluctua-
tions bestowed during the [~£, +£] interval by the random
walk ¥(z,t) in the Langevin equation Eq. (1), and rises
to the broken symmetry equilibrium +/¢. Focusing on its

-200 -100 0 100 200

FIG. 7: Gradual evolution of ®(x,t) toward its final
configuration, obtained by numerically solving the full
Langevin PDE (Eq. (1)) in (14+1) dimensions for a real
scalar field. The time-correlation function s(¢,tr) (Eq.
(20)) for # = 1072, and three symmetry-breaking
evolutions for each of three quench times: ¢ = 8 (thin,
black), 7g = 64 (blue), and 7¢ = 512 (thick, red). The
locations of topological defects settle by ¢ = 200, and
the correlation function approaches the asymptotic
value of 1 when ®(z,t) and ®(z,tr) are obtained from
the same run—otherwise s(¢,tr) » 0. The correlation
function s(t,tr) in (a) is plotted as the function of t.
The vertical dashed lines indicate +¢ for each Tq, while
(b) s(t,tr) is plotted as a function of rescaled time t/,
where the purple line indicates +t for this case. Now the
plots for different 7o nearly overlap, confirming the
universality predicted by the KZM.

spatial part, we can think of the local ¢(x) as a conse-
quence of the random walk filtered by the spatial compo-
nent of the Langevin equation, Eq. (17). That filtering
attempts to impose periodicities (set by the “spring con-
stant” ~ €) of the Jacobi function (which represents the
solution of the “physical pendulum”). That spatial pe-
riod is exactly ~ 1/V/€, as for small values of ¢ the effect
of the nonlinearity in Eq. (17) can be neglected. This

yields
é (TQ/n)1/4 (overdamped case) (19)
(12/3, (underdamped case)

This structure is both imprinted and erased on ®(z,t)
by the combination of the filtering and random walk due
to the noise term in the interval [, +¢]. It firms up only
after +¢, as the order parameter settles into the potential
minima associated with broken symmetry.



The evidence of its gradual accumulation, which for
t > +t leads to the formation of well-defined topologi-
cal defects, can be seen in the time-correlation function
(Eq. (20)) with the final configuration ®(xz,tp), evalu-
ated at tp, the time after the system has settled to its
post-transition state following +¢. It is a measure of the
proximity of evolving ®(z,t) with the final configuration:

2, (@, )P(xtr)
\/Zz (I)(il,', t)2\/Zm (I)({E, tF)2

In Fig. 7 (a), we see that s(t,trp) begins to rise al-
ready somewhat before the critical point is traversed,
but after —#, and reaches its equilibrium value shortly
after +f when, according to [3], the basic structure of
the broken symmetry state (including the location of
the defects) is determined. This confirms the adiabatic-
impulse-adiabatic parsing of the dynamics of symme-
try breaking quenches. Furthermore, panel (b) presents
s(t,tr) as a function of the rescaled time t/t, demon-
strating that the curves for different 7¢ closely overlap,
in agreement with the universality predicted by the KZM.

We note that, while our discussion was focused on
the Langevin equation for Landau-Ginzburg and Gross-
Pitaevskii models of the phase transition in 141 dimen-
sion, periodicities related to the solutions of Eq. (17)
will arise as long as the Laplacian operator V? is in-
volved, regardless of the number of spatial dimensions.
This appears to be the case in systems where the sonic
horizon motivation for the KZM is difficult to invoke, as
the propagation of the front of the broken symmetry in-
volves diffusion rather than sound, or is a subject to other
constraints (e.g., involves a conserved order parameter).

S(t,tF) =

(20)

DISCUSSION

The KZM predicts consequences of nonequilibrium
phase transitions in diverse settings including condensed
matter [10, 11, 21, 22, 28, 30-57], chemistry [58, 59],
quantum computing [14, 60-76], cosmology [1-5, 77-81],
and in other systems where a spatially uniform pretransi-
tion state is forced to undergo symmetry breaking. While
creation of topological defects and other excitations in
nonequilibrium phase transitions is the best known ap-
plication, the KZM has been successfully used to study
structure formation in transitions between steady states
in systems such as Rayleigh-Benard instability [13].

The cornerstone of the KZM is the conjecture that the
size of the domains that choose the same broken symme-
try corresponds to the equilibrium correlation (or heal-
ing) length at the instant when the relaxation rate of
the system equals to the speed with which the relevant
(e.g., thermodynamic) potential is changing [3]. This
leads to the KZM scaling that predicts the dependence
of the size of domains in the post-transition state on the
quench rate. It is by now widely tested in both labo-
ratory and numerical experiments and verified whenever
the assumptions that lead to the KZM hold.

The question we considered is why the KZM works so
well. To address it we examined a paradigmatic model—
a field theory with the time-dependent Landau-Ginzburg
potential—where the KZM is known to hold, as the den-
sity of topological defects (e.g., “kinks”) generated by
quench follows the KZM scaling [15, 16]. To understand
why the KZM works so well we deconstructed the PDE
used to study the KZM and examined the role of its com-
ponents, starting with the ODE responsible for temporal
evolution.

The advantage of this “piecewise” approach is evident:
Temporal ODE is easy to integrate. Moreover, in the
overdamped case it reduces to the analytically solvable
Bernoulli equation. The time-dependent evolution of
the order parameter exhibits features—e.g., marks the
instants +f—that have been identified (on the basis of
heuristic arguments) as the cornerstones of the scaling
predictions of the KZM. These two instants mark the
end and the beginning of the time intervals where the
order parameter can adiabatically follow the potential
imposed externally. Between these two instants—in the
time interval delineated by —t and +t—the reaction time
of order parameter of the system is too slow to allow
for adiabatic evolution. In the pre-transition period that
ends at the critical point at t = 0 the order parameter is
buffeted by noise. It is especially vulnerable to the noise
after t = —t is traversed, as the restoring force of the
quadratic part of the potential is too weak to reimpose
the pre-transition symmetric equilibrium state. Thus, af-
ter the critical point is traversed, the instability at ¢ > 0
begins to be dominate the evolution as the order param-
eter starts with a small but non-negligible initial (i.e., at
t ~ 0) value imposed by the noise-driven random walk.

The subsequent evolution in the “upside down” har-
monic oscillator potential amplifies the ®(z,¢ = 0) con-
figuration. The order parameter that was “primed” by
fluctuations will start to evolve towards one of the broken
symmetry minima. The expected values of ®(x,t = 0) are
easy to estimate but are difficult to calculate precisely, as
the spatial part plays the role. Fortunately, their effect
on t—the crucial element of the KZM—is only logarith-
mic (hence, negligible).

This rapid (superexponential) evolution for ¢ > 0 slows
down only at t > +f, as the local broken symmetry min-
imum is reached. The structure of the post-transition
configuration of the order parameter—including, in par-
ticular, topological defects—is then seeded by the fluc-
tuations. Topology stabilizes defects after +£, although
annihilation is still possible. Their density is largely de-
termined by the size of the broken-symmetry domains at
+1.

Spatial part of Eq. (1) plays a key supporting role,
as it exhibits spatial periodicity related to ¢ which, at
freeze-out time, corresponds to é Thus, fluctuations
pass through the filter that favors structures with the
approximate spatial periodicity of £. This reasoning ap-
plies whenever the homotopy group allows for existence
of topological defects [1], and whenever the spatial part



of the evolution includes the Laplacian operator. When
the order parameter is complex, phase ordering can be
rapid, but in a closed loop—at least in the 1D case we
investigated—it will leave winding numbers with the ex-
pectation values that can be estimated from the quench
rate [3]. The scaling of the expected winding numbers
depends on the rate of the transition and the size of the
loop: When the diameter of the loop is large compared to
f , the winding number will be given by the square root
of the number of defects that are expected to form in-
side that loop. When the loop has diameter comparable
or smaller than é, the probability of trapping a wind-
ing number is given by the probability of finding a single
defect within the loop of that size [82].

Previous studies of the KZM have primarily focused
on testing the power-law scaling it predicts. This work
highlights the role of the dynamics of the order param-
eter, which should be directly accessible in experiments,
and could provide important insight into the founda-
tional conjecture underlying the KZM. The time evolu-
tion of the order parameter, such as magnetization, po-
larization, or BEC density, is often an experimentally ob-
servable quantity. Remarkably, as demonstrated in this
paper, these dynamics of the order parameters can be
described by simple, often exactly solvable ODEs. Sym-
metry breaking dynamics in second order phase transi-

tions has been so far studied indirectly, primarily through
the quench rate dependence of the density of topologi-
cal defects—relics of such phase transitions. Our results
suggest a possibility of a more direct approach—following
the evolution of the order parameter. This is in a sense an
approach complementary, yet (as we have seen) closely
tied to the emergence of defects. It is certainly possi-
ble to monitor growth of the order parameter (see, for
example, analysis of the time-dependent growth of the
condensate density in [83], and experimental results such
as [84-86]). It remains to be seen whether dedicated
experiments can be done with sufficient temporal resolu-
tion and in systems that are uniform enough so that the
spurious spatial gradients do not obscure the growth of
the order parameter predicted by the relevant ODE. In
addition to these implications for potential future tests,
the study of order-parameter dynamics presented in this
paper has recently inspired the use of machine learning
to predict the locations of topological defects [87].
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NUMERICAL METHODS

We employed the 4th-order Runge-Kutta method to
solve the full Langevin PDE (Eq. (1)) and the Gross-
Pitaevskii equation (Eq. (5)) numerically. For the
Langevin equation, we chose the system size L = 2048
with 4096 grid points. The number of defects N shown
in Fig. 6 (d) is obtained by numerically solving the full
PDE (Eq. (1)) in (1+1) dimensions 15 times (i.e., 15 re-
alizations of random noise), starting the time evolution
at € = =1 and concluding it at ¢ = 32768 (i.e., e = 1 for
Tg = 16384). For the stochastic Gross-Pitaevskii equa-
tion, we chose the system size L = 30 and 300 grid points
to generate the plot in the Fig. 4.

CORRELATION LENGTH

In addition to the method used in the main text, we
can also estimate the correlation length as follows. We
consider the following equation that excludes the time
dependence and the noise term from the Langevin equa-
tion Eq. (1) in the main text, and by introducing a delta-

12

function source —d(x) at the origin:

V26(x) - 0,V (6) = -5(x). (8.1)
We assume ¢(x) = ¢o(x) + d¢p(x) where V2¢o(x) —
0oV (¢0) = 0 while the perturbation d¢ obeys

V256(x) + %e(t)éqb(x) - _5(x). (S.2)

Here the higher-order terms of d¢(x) are discarded. The
solution of this equation takes the Ornstein-Zernike form:

5 (x) ~ [x["“ D7 exp(~[x|/€) (S.3)
in d-dimensional space and £ ~ 1/\/e. This yields
. [ Go/mM, (overdamped case)
§~1 13 (S4)
o (underdamped case)
where
1/2
o (), Ep e ( 7 ) (S.5)
TQ
in the overdamped regime, and
b= (ro/m)'?, &5 = (o)7q)*® (S.6)

in the underdamped regime from Eqs. (11, 14) in the
main text.

GRADUAL CONVERGENCE OF DOMAIN SIZES
TOWARDS ¢

In addition to the correlation s(t,¢r) with the final
configuration shown in Fig. 7, we can also examine the
evolution of the expected domain size to reveal the grad-
ual accumulation of the order parameter. We identify
the expected domain size with half of the spatial period,
(A\(t)), obtained from the Fourier transform:

1 1y %é(k,t)i)*(k,t) (S.7)

(A()  C%

where ®(k,t) = ¥, ®(x,t)e 2™ /L the normalization
C=% i)(k:,t)ci)*(k,t), and L = 2048 is the system size.
Here, we consider half the spatial period L/2k since the
full period of the oscillation would produce a pair of
kinks. Fig. 8 shows (A(t)) as a function of 7o from
t = =2t to t for the overdamped case with n = 1 (a) and
for the underdamped case with 7 = 0.01 (b). The fig-
ure is obtained by averaging the results of 15 numerical
simulations of Eq. (1). As time approaches £, the behav-
ior governed by the periodicity from the spatial compo-
nent of the Langevin equation begins to dominate over
that driven by the noise. The scaling of (A(¢)) eventually
aligns closely with L/A (i.e., the average domain size) at
t =t where N is the number of defects from Fig. 6 (d).
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FIG. 8: Gradual accumulation toward the final
configuration of ®. (A(t)) as a function of 7¢ for
n=1 (a) and for = 0.01 (b). From thick red to thin
black line, ¢t = -2, ~£,0,/2,t respectively. The dashed
black lines represent L/A (i.e., the average domain size)
from Fig. 6 (d). 6 =1075.
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