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Abstract

The review considers statistical systems composed of several phases that are intermixed
in space at mesoscopic scale and systems representing a mixture of several components
of microscopic objects. These types of mixtures should be distinguished from the Gibbs
phase mixture, where the system is filled by macroscopic pieces of phases. The description
of the macroscopic Gibbs mixture is rather simple, consisting in the consideration of pure
phases separated by a surface, whose contribution becomes negligible in thermodynamic
limit. The properties of mixtures, where phases are intermixed at mesoscopic scale, are
principally different. The emphasis in the review is on the matter with phases mixed at
mesoscopic scale. Heterogeneous materials composed of mesoscopic mixtures are ubiqui-
tous in nature. A general theory of such mesoscopic mixtures is presented and illustrated
by several condensed matter models. A mixture of several components of microscopic
objects is illustrated by clustering quark-hadron matter.
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1 Types of Phase Mixture

There are three types of mixtures consisting of several phases or components, macroscopic,
mesoscopic, and microscopic. Macroscopic, or Gibbs, mixture consists of pieces of different pure
phases having macroscopic sizes, for instance as is shown in Fig. 1. To form a thermodynamic
phase, the substance has to have sizes [ much larger than the mean interparticle distance a.
The size of a phase [ is called macroscopic, when it is of the order of the system size L, so that
a < | ~ L. The phases are separated by a surface whose influence becomes negligibly small in
the thermodynamic limit. The description of this kind of mixture reduces to the consideration
of separate pure phases [I] complimented by the conditions of phase equilibrium. This simple
case is not considered in the review.

Phase 1

Figure 1: Macroscopic Gibbs mixture.

Much more interesting is the case of mesoscopic mixtures, where the phases are intermixed
in space so that at least one of the phases is randomly distributed inside another phase in
the form of regions of mesoscopic size that is between the mean interparticle distance and the
size of the system, a < [ < L. Usually, mesoscopic size in condensed matter corresponds
to nanoscale. This situation is schematically shown in Fig. 2. Many materials in nature are
formed by such mesoscopic mixtures, as will be discussed below. This kind of materials is of
the main interest in the present review.

The third type of mixed systems is presented by microscopic mixtures, where the particles
that could form separate phases are intermixed on microscopic scales, as is shown in Fig. 3,
so that the sample becomes a multicomponent composition, but not a multiphase system.
However, such a multicomponent matter can exhibit mesoscopic fluctuations and even separate
into phases composed of different particles. The microscopic mixture will be touched upon in
the last section of the review and illustrated by the example of mixed quark-hadron matter.

Throughout the paper, we shall, as a rule, use the system of units, where the Planck constant
and the Boltzmann constant are set to one. This will be done everywhere, except those places
where concrete numerical values are evaluated.
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Figure 2: Mesoscopic mixture of two phases.

2 Mesoscopic Heterophase Mixture

In order to characterize a mesoscopic mixture, it is necessary to recollect the main spatial and
temporal scales typical of condensed matter.

The range of particle interactions is described by the interaction radius r;,;. The mean
interparticle distance a is connected with the mean particle density p as pa® = 1. The mean

free path can be evaluated as

3
A2 (2.1)
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The largest spacial scale is prescribed by the linear system size or the length of the region
subject to the experimental observation, lc,,.
These spatial scales define the related temporal scales: The interaction time reads as

2
Tint ~ MTh, h
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where v is the characteristic particle velocity. The local equilibration time is
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In condensed matter, r;,; ~ a ~ 107 cm, while X is of the order of a or only slightly larger.
Then the interaction time is t;,; ~ 107'* s and the local equilibration time is ¢, ~ 10713 s.

In dilute gas, where r;,; can be much shorter than a, instead of r;,;, one considers the
scattering length a,. Typical times could be t;,; ~ 1078 s and #,. ~ 1072 s.

In nuclear matter arising, e.g., in fireballs formed under heavy-ion collisions, the strong-
interaction time is t;; ~ 1072* s and the local-equilibration time ¢, ~ 1072% s, while the
fireball lifetime is t,, ~ 10722 .



Figure 3: Microscopic mixture composed of several kinds of particles.

Heterophase inclusions, arising inside the host phase, are mesoscopic, since their size is
between the mean interparticle distance and the size of the experimentally studied region,

a <K< lhet < lemp . (24)

Usually, these inclusions are not frozen but can appear and disappear, because of which they
are named heterophase fluctuations. Their lifetime has also to be mesoscopic, being between
the local equilibration time and the time of experimental observation,

tloc < thet < texp . (25)

To form an embryo of a phase, the size of a mesoscopic fluctuation l.; has to be at least an order
larger than the mean interparticle distance which, for condensed matter, gives le; ~ 10a ~ 1077
cm. Respectively, the lifetime of a phase fluctuation has to be essentially longer than the local
equilibration time which results in tje ~ 10t ~ 10712 s. Thus typical mesoscopic fluctuations
in condensed matter are of nanosize. However the size [ ~ 1077 cm and lifetime ¢j,,; ~ 10712
s of heterophase fluctuations should be considered as low-boundary estimates.

To summarize, the main features of a mesoscopic heterophase mixture are as follows.

(i) The phase arising inside another phase appears in the form of mesoscopic embryos, with
the sizes being between the interparticle distance and the size of the experimentally studied
spatial region. This implies that not necessarily all, but at least one of the sizes has to be
mesoscopic. For example, quantum vortices can be treated as embryos of the normal phase
inside the superfluid phase. Although their length can be close to the system size, but the
vortex radius is mesoscopic. Another example are dislocations in crystals, whose length can be
comparable to the whole crystal sample, but whose radius is mesoscopic.

(ii) Heterophase fluctuations are not frozen, in the sense that their fractions are not pre-
scribed, as for the case of fixed admixtures, but are defined by the material parameters and
external conditions. Often, the fluctuations are of final lifetime, appearing and disappearing.



But this is not compulsory. The main is that their concentrations are self-consistently defined
by the system parameters and external conditions.

(iii) Usually, heterophase fluctuations are randomly distributed in space. In some cases they
can form spatial structures. The most important is that the weight, or probability, of these
heterophase fluctuations be defined self-consistently in the sense explained above.

(iv) A system with heterophase fluctuations, strictly speaking, is quasi-equilibrium. This
is because the notion of a phase requires the existence of at least local equilibrium. At the
same time, dynamically, the appearance of such fluctuations assumes the occurrence of local
instability. Overall, on the average, the system can be treated as equilibrium, since its space-
averaged characteristics are constant.

Heterophase materials with mesoscopic fluctuations is not an exotic object but rather the
typical situation in condensed matter as can be inferred from the books [2H4] and reviews [5H11].
Below some concrete examples are listed.

3 Examples of Heterophase Materials

There are numerous examples of materials that are formed not by a single phase but by a
mixture of several phases, or where inside the host phase there occur nanosize regions of a
competing phase. We do not plan to give an exhaustive enumeration of all available references
on experimental data where the mesoscopic heterophase coexistence has been observed. There
are thousands of such works. Here we mention only some typical situations, while many more
references can be found in the reviews [5HIT].

3.1 Mixture of Ferromagnetic and Antiferromagnetic Phases

In the pioneering article, Wollan and Koehler [12] reported their neutron diffraction study of
the magnetic properties of the series of Perovskite-type compounds Ca,La;_,MnOs. They
found that the samples are mainly ferromagnetic, but also containing a small admixture of
antiferromagnetic inclusions dispersed in the matrix as metastable bubbles. A number of other
materials exhibit the coexistence of ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic clusters, for example
in micromagnetic MnBi alloys [13], in many magnetic semiconductors, such as La;_,Ca,MnOs,
La;_,Sr,MnOg, [14], in disordered AuysMn and CugMn [I5], in alloys MnZn, Mn,Cr;_,Sb,
FePd,Pt;_,, Sci_,Ti,Fey, Zr,Nb;_,Fes, and (Mn;_,Ni,)3B, [16], in manganites [17], such as
Lal_mCamMnOg [18, 19], Lal_xSI'wMIl03, Lal_wBaanOg [20*26], La5/8_mPrmCa3/8Mn03 [27],
Pro5Cag5_,Sr,MnOj3 [28], Pr;_,Ca,MnO3 [29], Pr;_,Sr,MnOj [30], and in many other colossal
magnetoresistance materials [31H33].

3.2 Mixture of Magnetic and Paramagnetic Phases

Many materials exhibit the coexistence of magnetic (ferromagnetic or antiferromagnetic) and
paramagnetic phases. Thus, using the Mossbaur effect, the coexistence of antiferromagnetic
and paramagnetic phases is observed in FeF3 [34], in CaFe,O4 [35], and in a number of or-
thoferrites, such as LaFeOs, PrFeOs, NdFeOs, SmFeO3, EuFeO3, GdFeOs, ThFeO3, DyFeOs,
YFeOs, HoFeOs, ErFeO3, TmFeO3, YbFeO3 [36L[37]. Ferromagnetic cluster fluctuations, called



ferrons or fluctuons, can arise inside a paramagnetic matrix of some semiconductors [38-42]. In
magnetic materials, magnetic cluster excitations can occur in the paramagnetic region above
T. or above Ty [45H50], causing the appearance of spin waves in the paramagnetic phase, for
instance in Ni, Fe, EuO, EuS, PdsFe, and Gd [51H56]. The coexistence of ferromagnetic and
nonmagnetic phases were also observed in Y5Coz, YCosz, Co(S,Se;_z)2, Co(Ti,Al;_;)2, and
Lu(Co;_,Al,)s [5758]. In colossal magnetoresistance materials, such as La;_,Ca,MnO3 and
La;_,Sr,CoQOg, one observes the coexistence of a paramagnetic insulating, or semiconducting,
phase and a ferromagnetic metallic phase [59-61], while in Lagg7_,Bi,Cag33MnO3, paramag-
netic and antiferromagnetic phases coexist [62]. Nanoscale phase separation into ferromag-
netic and paramagnetic regions has been observed in the colossal magnetoresistance compound
EuBi 99Co.01 [63]. The regions of competing phases are of mesoscopic size between 10 A and
100 A.

3.3 Mixture of Magnetic and Spin-Glass Phases

Ferromagnetic and spin-glass phases coexist in many alloys, for instance in Au-Fe [64], Pd-
Ni [65], Ni-Mn [66] alloys and in solid solutions, such as (CuCraSey),(Cug s5Ing5CraSey);—, and
(CuCrySey ), (Cug5GaCraSey)1—, [67]. Spin-glass phase can also coexist with an antiferromag-
netic phase or with a paramagnetic phase [68,69].

3.4 Mixture of Phases with Different Magnetic Orientations

Magnetic phases with different orientations of magnetic moments coexist in rare-earth magnets
[71], in Fe; ,Co,Cly - 2H,0 [72], in yttrium iron garnets with substitution of Ru* [73], and
in Mn-Cu alloys [74]. Such mixtures occur around spin-reorientation transitions [75]. The
regions of competing magnetization directions remind fluctuating domains or droplets, because
of which they are called precursor fluctuations or local configuration fluctuations.

3.5 Mixture of Ferroelectric and Paraelectric Phases

In many materials around ferroelectric-paraelectric phase transitions there exist pretransitional
effects caused by the arising clusters of competing phases [76H82]. This happens, e.g., in HCI,
HCI-DCI, RbCaFj3, BaTiOs, and SbSI. It is believed that these pretransitional fluctuations
are responsible for the characteristic saggings of the Mossbauer-effect factor at the point of
ferroelectric phase transitions [83H89).

Similar anomalous saggings of the Mossbauer factor happen at the Morin magnetic reori-
entation phase transition [90], structural transitions [911[92], structural transitions accompany-
ing superconducting transitions [93H96], and at structural transitions in macromolecular sys-
tems [97]. The typical depth of the Mossbauer-effect factor sagging is about 30% as compared
to its value at the temperature above the phase transition.

3.6 Mixture of Different Crystalline Structures

In the vicinity of structural phase transitions, there appear the embryos of competing structures.
Thus in He3-He?* solid solutions, in a wide range around the structural transition between
the body-centered cubic (bce) structural phase and hexagonal close packed (hep) structure



there exists a mixture of both these phases randomly intermixed in space [98,99]. This type
of coexistence of different phases around first-order crystallographic transitions is typical of
martensitic transformations [I00HI03]. The clusters of competing phases have the linear sizes
of order 10 — 100A. Similar pretransitional structural fluctuations exist around other structural
transitions [4,[104-107] and in liquid crystals [L08].

3.7 Mixture of Gaseous and Liquid Phases

A typical illustration of a two-phase mixture is the mixture of a gas and a liquid close to
the evaporation-condensation point [I09-I15]. Before evaporation, there appear heterophase
fluctuations in a liquid in the form of gas bubbles, and before condensation, there develop liquid
droplets in a gas. A similar liquid-gas coexistence happens in exciton (electron-hole) systems
in semiconductors, where one phase is formed by a more dense exciton liquid and the other
phase is a less dense exciton gas [I13/116]. Another close example is the existence of vacancy
rich regions in emulsion bilayers [I17]. A general description of the nucleation dynamics can be
found in Refs. [118,119].

3.8 Mixture of Liquid and Solid Phases

Rontgen [120] was, probably, the first who has proposed that liquid water is not a single-phase
fluid but a mixture of two components, a bulky icelike component and a less bulky normal liquid.
This idea was developed by Brody [121] and Bernal and Fowler [122]. According to this picture,
in the solid state below the melting point there occurs a fluctuational appearance of local
regions of liquid phase and above the melting temperature there develop fluctuational crystalline
clusters. Frenkel [2,3] emphasized that such heterophase fluctuations are common for condensed
matter and happen around almost all phase transitions. The role of heterophase fluctuations
in the vicinity of melting points was studied by Bartenev [123-126] who stressed that the
existence of these heterophase fluctuations explains thermodynamic anomalies occurring around
the points of melting phase transitions.

A great number of experimental data confirm that liquids above the crystallization point
contain heterophase fluctuations in the form of quasi-crystalline clusters [127-132]. The sizes of
the clusters range from about 10 to 100 molecules [133]. The quasi-crystalline structure changes
very quickly. The clusters themselves are not permanent entities but continuously form and
dissociate under the influence of thermal fluctuations. The fluctuating cluster lifetime is much
longer in comparison with molecular vibration periods of order of 10713 s, but at the same time
it must be shorter than the typical experimental measurement time of about 107!! s, so that

10_135 ~ oe K thet K texp ~ 10_118 5

hence the reasonable estimate for the heterophase fluctuation lifetime is 1072 s. The linear
cluster size is typically of order of 10~7 cm [I33HI36]. Icelike heterophase fluctuations are espe-
cially noticeable in supercooled liquids [I37H141], although they do exist on both sides of the
usual melting-crystallization transition. Below the melting point, heterophase clusters are rep-
resented by regions of disorder created by defects, such as vacancies, interstitials, dislocations,
and disclinations [I42H145] and above the melting point, heterophase fluctuations are formed by
quasi-crystalline clusters [127H132,[146]. The effects caused by the appearance of heterophase



fluctuations around the melting or crystallization point, are termed premelting and prefreezing,
respectively [147H150].

Melting and crystallization have been studied by means of computer simulations using
the Monte Carlo method [I51] and molecular dynamic calculations [I52-154]. These studies
confirmed that around the point of the crystal-liquid phase transition there is a region of
coexistence of solid-like and liquid-like phases. It is important that the melting transition
is a first-order phase transition in either 3 or 2 dimensions [I52-156]. This is contrary to
speculations on the possible second-order melting transition in two dimensions [I57,[158].

Heterophase fluctuations appear even without any external influence, although they arise
more easily if in the system there exist impurities. Then around these impurities in solids there
happens local premelting [I59-161].

3.9 Mixture of Metallic and Nonmetallic Phases

The coexistence of solid and liquid phases can be accompanied by the coexistence of metal-
lic and nonmetallic (dielectric or semiconductor) phases, where the metallic phase is liquid
while the nonmetallic phase is solid. This type of coexistence occurs in liquid Te and Hg, in the
liquid solutions InsTez, GasTes, Tl Te, AlsTes, Mg, Bi;_,, Te,Se;_,, Hg;_,Cd,Te, in the metal-
ammonia solutions Li-NH; and Na-NHj [I62HI71], in sulfides of 3d metals [172], in bimetallic
alloy clusters, such as PdgNi; [I73], and in manganites, e.g., in La,MnO;_s [174]. The inhomo-
geneity in these materials is due to local density fluctuations, which causes a random spatial
variation of conductivity. The metal-semiconductor transition is a continuous second-order
phase transition.

3.10 Mixture of Superconducting and Normal Phases

A model representing low-temperature superconductors as a mixture of superconducting and
“normal” components was suggested by Gorter and Casimir [I75HI77]. However, for the low-
temperature superconductors, the two-fluid model is just an effective representation of a single
superconducting phase, where the so-called “normal” component describes excitations above the
ground state. The same concerns the two-fluid model of superfluid helium, where there exists a
single superfluid phase and the “normal” component corresponds to particle excitations above
the coherent ground state [L78[179)].

Real mixtures of superconducting and normal phases have been observed in high-temperature
superconductors [I80HI85]. The occurrence of such mixtures sometimes is called mesoscopic
phase separation [I86]. The normal phase is formed by insulating clusters or droplets. The
phase separation is dynamic, the insulating and superconducting phases change their locations
and shapes. The phase mixture often arises close to the structural instability of the lattice.

3.11 Mixture of Metastable Amorphous Phases

There exists a class of the so-called glass-forming liquids that solidify into a glassy state [4,[9]
10,I87HI9T]. Numerous experiments have found that both these liquid and solid states are,
actually, heterophase systems consisting of a mixture of liquidlike and solidlike clusters. The
glassification is a transition that can be discontinuous (first order), although more often it is a
continuous transition.
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Amorphous solids and glasses are metastable objects. Respectively, the mixtures of solidlike
and liquidlike phases, forming these objects, are examples of metastable heterophase mixtures.

3.12 Mixture of Nonequilibrium Phases

Heterophase mixtures can arise as well in nonequilibrium systems. For example, electric current
in a superconductor can display the so-called resistive states, where superconductivity coexists
with normal state. This coexistence is not stationary. The gap, that is the order parameter
for superconductivity, fluctuationally becomes zero for some period of time at random spatial
regions. These regions of zero gap are the nuclei of normal phase [192].

Inside a laminar liquid flow, there can appear turbulent regions, arising stochastically in
space and time, then disappearing, and then again spontaneously arising in random areas [193].

By subjecting a system of trapped bosonic atoms to an alternating external field, it is
possible to create several nonequilibrium states housing the mixtures of Bose-condensed and
uncondensed phases. Thus, a vortex turbulent state can be formed, where inside the Bose-
condensed phase there exists a random bunch of quantum vortices playing the role of normal
phase nuclei [194H197]. The other heterophase state occurs when inside the normal incoherent
fluid there happens a cloud of randomly located Bose-condensed droplets [197-202]. This state
represents grain turbulence or droplet turbulence.

4 Theory of Heterophase Systems

In this chapter, the basic ideas of the theory for describing mesoscopic heterophase mixtures
are presented. Because of the importance of this topic and in order to avoid the following
questions of how the concrete models are defined, the exposition of the basic theory is sufficiently
comprehensive.

4.1 Spontaneous Breaking of Equilibrium

That was, probably, Boltzmann [203] who first advanced the idea that in a large system, that on
average looks equilibrium, there can develop strongly nonequilibrium local fluctuations. This
idea is called the Boltzmann fluctuational hypothesis. Actually, Boltzmann was talking about
the Universe, but the same is applicable to any large system.

Mesoscopic heterophase fluctuations can emerge spontaneously [2[3[6,203], because of which
this effect can be termed spontaneous breaking of local equilibrium [6]. Local defects and external
fields can facilitate the emergence of these fluctuations.

There also exist systems, called stochasticity amplifiers, where even small external pertur-
bations can be drastically strengthened [204]. Also, there are systems, where any weak initial
noise can be transformed and result in strong fluctuations, characterized by the system proper-
ties, at any further times, being independent from the initial noise. These systems are termed
stochasticity generators [204,205].

Suppose, we are studying an observable quantity f(¢,£) as a function of time and depending
on an external noise of strength £. If the limits ¢ — co and £ — 0 are not commutative, so that

lim lim f(¢,&) # él_l)r(l) tllglo f(t,6),

t—oo £€—0
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this property is called stochastic instability [6,2206]. The property of stochastic instability is
responsible for the irreversibility of time [207-209).

In this way, there can exist two origins of heterophase fluctuations, even when the system
as a whole looks equilibrium on average. These fluctuations can be produced by the system
itself. Or they can be triggered by some weak external noise, that always exists, as far as
there are no absolutely isolated systems, but only quasi-isolated [210,211]. In both these
cases, the properties of the fluctuations are completely characterized by the system parameters,
under the given external conditions. Therefore in both the cases we can say that there occurs
spontaneous breaking of local equilibrium. When the fluctuations correspond to a phase with
a symmetry different from the surrounding matter, we can say that there happens spontaneous
local symmetry breaking or restoration [68,212].

4.2 Statistical Ensembles and States

Before going to the specification of heterophase systems, we need to briefly recollect the main
notions employed for describing statistical systems, keeping in mind the general case of quantum
statistical systems. Here we give a brief account of notions that will be used in the following
sections. More details can be found in Refs. [6,213-216].

First, we have to define a Hilbert space of microstates

H = span,, {¢n} (4.1)

that is a closed linear envelope over an orthonormalized basis. The system state is described
by a statistical operator p that is a semi-positive trace-one operator on H. The pair {H, p} is
a quantum statistical ensemble.

Local observables are represented by operators on H forming the algebra of local observables
A. This is a von Neumann algebra that is a self-adjoint, closed in the weak operator topology
subalgebra, containing the identity operator, of the algebra of all bounded operators on a
Hilbert space. Observable quantities are the averages

(AYy=Trp A= (pnpApn) (4.2)

of operators A € A. The trace is over H. The collection of the averages of all observable
quantities is the statistical state R R
(A)={{4)}. (4.3)

A special role is played by the order-parameter operator n € A that yields the order pa-
rameter

n={(1n) (4.4)
helping to distinguish different thermodynamic phases. Order parameters characterize the
long-range order. A more general classification of thermodynamic phases, including those
characterized by mid-range order, can be done by means of order indices [217,218].

The notion of pure thermodynamic phases requires to consider the thermodynamic limit,
when the number of particles in the system N and the system volume V tend to infinity, with
their ratio, defining the particle density, tending to a constant,

N
N = o0, V= o0, V—>const. (4.5)
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Then the averages of the operators of local observables are proportional to the number of
particles, because of which one has to consider the ratio <fl> /N. If a system exhibits a phase
transition, then there exists a region of parameters, where the thermodynamic limit yields the
decomposition of the system state into pure states:

(Ar ), (4.6)

Here flf is the representation of A on a subspace Hs C H of microstates associated with
the f-phase. The index f = 1,2,... enumerates the phases. The limit N — oo implies the
thermodynamic limit (£3). Respectively, the Hilbert space of microstates in that case becomes
a direct sum of subspaces associated with the pure phases,

" PH (N> o). (4.7)
f

The state decomposition (4.6]) corresponds to the macroscopic Gibbs mixture, but not to a
heterophase system with mesoscopic phase fluctuations. When the system possesses a symmetry
described by a symmetry group, the decomposition into pure states (4.6) is the decomposition
over the symmetry subgroups. In order to describe a particular pure state, it is necessary to
select the microstates characterizing this particular symmetry subgroup.

4.3 Methods of Symmetry Breaking

The state decomposition arises when the system Hamiltonian is invariant with respect to a
symmetry group, while a pure phase corresponds to a broken symmetry. The selection of a
pure phase can be done in several ways. In order to separate a pure phase, it is possible to break
the symmetry of the Hamiltonian using the Bogolubov method of quasi-averages [219-221].

Let the system be described by a Hamiltonian H that is invariant with respect to a trans-
formation forming a group. One introduces a Hamiltonian

Hpo = H+ely, (4.8)

by adding to the initial Hamiltonian a term containing an operator I’ ¢ breaking the symmetry
to a subgroup corresponding to the required phase f. Here € is a real-valued parameter. For
the operator of an observable A, the quasi-average, selecting the representation corresponding
to the f-phase, is
1 . 1 .

lim — (A;)=1lim lim — ( A) . 4.

g {4y ) =lim tim 5 (A e (4.9)
In the right-hand side, the average is defined for the case of Hamiltonian (48). The limit
N — oo implies the thermodynamic limit (£3]). It is useful to stress that the limits here are

not commutative. The thermodynamic limit has to necessarily be taken before the limit € — 0.
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Instead of taking two limits, it is possible to define thermodynamic quasi-averages [222,223]
calculated with the Hamiltonian

~ ~ 1 -
in which 0 < v < 1. Then the thermodynamic quasi-average is
im — (A,)= lim — (A) (4.11)
Noso N VT =N N o '

where the right-hand side is calculated with Hamiltonian (4.10).

Among other methods of symmetry breaking, it is possible to mention the method of re-
stricted trace or restricted Hilbert space, the method of boundary conditions, breaking of com-
mutation relations, use of canonical transformations, analytical continuation, imposing sym-

metry conditions for correlation functions or Green functions, and mean-field approximations.
The details can be found in Refs. [224-230)].

4.4 Weighted Hilbert Space

All methods of symmetry breaking can be summarized by formulating the notion of the weighted
Hilbert space [6-8]. Suppose, we are considering a system characterized by the Hilbert space
(41). Let each member ¢, of the basis be associated with a weight ps(¢p,) describing how
typical this basis member is for the phase f. The weights are normalized, so that

> prlen) =1,  0<pplp,) <1.
f

The set of all weights is denoted as

pr(e) ={ pslen) : Vn }. (4.12)
The weighted Hilbert space is the Hilbert space with a weighted basis,
Hi={H,ps(p) } - (4.13)

The quantum statistical ensemble characterizing a phase f is the pair {#y, p}. The statistical
state associated with a phase f is the collection of the averages for the operators of local
observables defined as

( Af ) = Ty, p A= pr(gpn) (@n: P A ©n) - (4.14)

The basis weights are to be such that the order parameter

ny = (1) (4.15)

would have the symmetry properties typical of the considered phase. Concrete models exem-
plifying this procedure will be given in the following sections.
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4.5 Spatial Phase Separation

When a system consists of several thermodynamic phases, its spatial geometry can be described
following the Gibbs idea of imagining that the phases are divided by a thin surface [231-234].
The Gibbs separating surface is standardly defined by considering thermodynamic quantities.
In our case, we need to introduce a separating surface allowing for the additive, with respect
to phases, representations of the operators of extensive observables. As we show below, the
additivity of operators does not preclude from the possibility of defining interfacial effects on
the macroscopic level.
The number of particles in the system is the sum

N=> N, (4.16)
f

of the particles in the phases composing the system. The system real space can be associated
with the spatial orthogonal covering

V=V, ViV, =05Y;. (4.17)
f

Respectively, the system volume is the sum

V= Z Vi (V =mesV ,V; = mesVy) . (4.18)
f

It is convenient to represent the topology of a composite system by using the manifold
indicator functions [235] defined by the condition

&r(r) :{ (1) i;gi , (4.19)

with the properties

DG =1, &r)(r) = dps(x)
7

and
/gf(l') dr = Vf .
%
The collection of all manifold indicator functions ([AI9) will be denoted as
E={&(r):reV, f=12..}. (4.20)

In order to consider different shapes and locations of the phases, the spatial covering can
be represented as being composed of the orthogonal subcoverings

nf

i=1

Then the manifold indicator functions(4.19) can be written as the sums
ny
&)= &nulr—an)  (ap €Vy) (4.22)
i=1

15



of the submanifold indicator functions
. 1, rc Vfi

Here ay; is a fixed vector associated with a spatial cell Vy;. The collection of the manifold
indicator functions ([{22]) for a given phase f is denoted by

Er={&(r): reV}. (4.24)

The Hilbert space of microscopic states is the tensor product

H=) H (4.25)
f

of the weighted Hilbert spaces described in the previous section. Space ([A25]) can be called the
fiber space.

In agreement with the additivity of extensive quantities, the related operators of observable
quantities are additive, although being dependent on the spatial configuration of the phases.
Thus the number-of-particle operator is

NE) =P Ni(&y) (4.26)
f

and the energy operator is

HE =P H(&) (4.27)

f

Here N #(&r) and H #(&r) are the representations of the corresponding operators on the Hilbert
space Hy, the notation ¢ denotes the set of the manifold indicator functions ([£.20) and &; is
the set (4.24]) of the manifold indicator functions for a fixed f.

4.6 Statistical Operator of Mixture

The statistical operator of a mixture formed by different thermodynamic phases can be found
from the minimization of an information functional [6-8]. The statistical operator is assumed
to satisfy several conditions. First of all, this is the normalization condition

Tr / pE)DE=1, (4.28)

where the trace is over the fiber space ([4.20]) and the integral over £ means a functional integral

over the set (AL20) of the manifold indicator functions. The integration over the manifold

indicator functions implies the averaging over a random phase distribution in the system space.
The system energy is given by the average

T [ 4() O DE=E (4.29)

And the total number of particles in the system is fixed by the condition
T [ 5(6) M) D= (4.30)
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Taking account of these conditions, the information functional in the Kullback-Leibler form
[236,,237] reads as

o)1= [ 56 w 2% D¢+ a[Tr/ﬁ(f)Dé“—l] "
- B{Tr/ﬁ(ﬁ)ﬁ(i)%—E] + V{Tr/ﬁ(ﬁ)ﬁ(ﬁ)Dﬁ—N} : (4.31)

where a, 3, and v are Lagrange multipliers and po(&) is a trial statistical operator, with 1/,
meaning (po) .

Minimizing the information functional, we set v = —fu and introduce the grand Hamilto-
nian R A
H(§) = H(§) — pN(E) - (4.32)
The parameter § = 1/T implies the inverse temperature. The grand Hamiltonian acquires the
form
H(g) = D Hyler) =P | Hle) — nlsley) | - (4.33)
f f

Thus we find the statistical operator of the mixture

) ep{—BH(E)
PO = R T po@ exp(—BHE)]

If there is no any a priori information on the distribution of the heterophase regions, we have

o pol€) = (Tr / D&)_l . (4.35)

As a result, we come to the statistical operator

(4.34)

. 1
ple) = - exp{=BH()} . (4.36)
with the partition function
7 = Tr/exp{—BH(ﬁ)} D¢ . (4.37)
Specifying the operators of observables, we employ the second quantization representation
and use the identity
/ dr = / Ep(r) dr . (4.38)
Vi \%

The operator of energy for an f-th phase reads as

+ % / &r(r) & (r) i) wh(r)) @(r — r') ¢y (x') Yy (x) dr dr’ (4.39)
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where 1¢(r) is the representation of a field operator on the Hilbert space H, U(r) is an external
potential and ®(r) is an interaction potential. The number-of-particle operator for the f-th
phase is

Ny(ey) = / £4(r) Gh(r) Gy(r) dr. (4.40)

Here and in what follows, the integration over space, where the volume is not shown, assumes
the integration over the whole system volume V. The dependence of the field operators on the
spatial variable is shown explicitly, while the internal degrees of freedom, such as spin, isospin,
or like that, can be taken into account by representing the field operators as columns whose
rows are labeled by these internal degrees of freedom.

4.7 Averaging over Phase Configurations

The thermodynamic phases are assumed to be distributed in space randomly. The averaging
over their locations and shapes is denoted by the integration over the manifold indicator func-
tions. For each given phase configuration, the system is nonuniform. The main idea of the
approach to describing heterophase fluctuations, advanced in Refs. [238-244], is to reduce the
nonuniform multiphase problem to a set of single-phase problems, which could be done by av-
eraging over phase configurations. In the earlier papers, this averaging was assumed to lead to
effective models. The explicit mathematical integration over the manifold indicator functions
is accomplished in the papers [245-248] and summarized in the reviews [6H8].

Concretely, the idea is as follows. Suppose we are able to find the renormalized grand
Hamiltonian

H=-T / exp{—BH (&)} D¢, (4.41)

which requires to accomplish the averaging over phase configurations

[ {51 ()} D = exp(-5H) (1.42)
then the partition function (4.37]) becomes
Z = Trexp(—SH) . (4.43)

The renormalized Hamiltonian (£.47]) already does not depend on the spatial phase distribution.
Now we need to define the functional integration over the manifold indicator functions. Let
us introduce the variable

1
T =y /ﬁf(r) dr (4.44)
and the set of these variables for all phases

r={xp: f=1,2,...}. (4.45)

Quantity (4.44]), having the meaning of a varying geometric weight of an f-th phase, has the
properties
dap=1, 0<z<1. (4.46)
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The differential measure DE can be separated into two parts,

D¢ =[] D¢ do (4.47)
f

characterizing the variation over the locations and shapes of the phases and over their geometric
weights.
For the subcovering, defined in Sec. 8, the volume of a cell Vy; is

v = /gﬁ(r —ay;) dr = mesVy; . (4.48)
From the equality
ny
Z Vyi = Vf (449)
i=1

it follows that the number of small cells increases, so that
ng — 00, vy — 0. (450)

For the averaging over the locations and shapes of the regions containing an f-th phase, the
differential measure can be written as

D¢ = lim H dasi (4.51)

nf—00

where the limit (4.50) is understood. The averaging over the geometric weights of the phases
corresponds to the differential measure

dr =9 (fo—1> def : (4.52)
f f

where the normalization condition (4.40) is taken into account. Each weight can vary between
0 and 1.
Consider a functional

/§f r1) £r(r2) ... &p(rm) Cp(ry, o, ..., 1y) dridry ... dr, . (4.53)

Replacing here {; by z¢, in the sense of the substitution

Cylzp) = lim  Cy(&y) (4.54)
ff—mf
we come to the functional
Crxy) = Z ' /Cf(rl, Ty, ..., Tp) dridry...dr, . (4.55)
m=0

The following theorem holds [246/-248].
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Theorem 1. The averaging of functional (4.53) over the spatial locations and shapes of the
f-th phase yields functional [{{.53),

[ cxten pey = cyta. (4.56)

Proof. To prove the theorem, it is possible to resort to the Dirichlet representation of the
manifold indicator functions [246H248] or one can take into account that

/ffi(l' —ay;) day; = vy (4.57)
and
/gfi(l' — afi) £f2-(r' — afi) dafl- S ’U]2cl- . (458)

In the latter inequality, the quantities r and r’ are independent variables. Under the limit

(4350), we have

"2
%SIf maxvy; ~ 0 (ny —00) ,
i=1
il VyriUfj
Z # ~ 15 (ny — 00) .
i#]
Therefore we come to the equalities
[ st Dgy = (459)
and
[ &t &) Deg =3 (4.60)

Continuing this procedure results in the general equality

[ et grtea) - g5 DE =2 (461)

from where Eq. (£355) follows. O

4.8 Thermodynamic Potential of Mixture
The grand thermodynamic potential of a mixed heterophase system
Q=-ThhZz (4.62)

is defined through the partition function (4.43]), which is expressed through the renormalized
Hamiltonian (A.41]). Keeping in mind the method of averaging over phase configurations [6,[7]
described in the previous section, the partition function reads as

1
2__/
0

], / exp{—BH, (&)} DE; | da (4.63)
f
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Expanding the exponential in powers of the Hamiltonian and using Theorem 1 of the previous
section yields

[ epl=8H,(¢7)} DE = exp{-5Hy(a1)} (4.64)
For the grand Hamiltonian (£.32) specified in Eqs. (4.37) and (£.40), this gives

Hag) = [ 6}0) | = o0+ U@ = | vyto) e+

1 / / / /

+ 50 [ o] B~ ) vs(x) vytr) dvcr” (4.65)

Then the partition function (E63) becomes

1
= / HTer exp{—FH(zs)} dx . (4.66)
0
!
Introducing the notation
Qf(l’f) =—TIn Tl"y.[f exp{—BHf(xf)} (467)
results in the equality

Try, exp{—fH(xs)} = exp{—F Qs(zy)} . (4.68)

Then the partition function (£.66) takes the form

7z /0 exp{—B0z)} de | (4.69)

in which

x) =Y Qp(zy) . (4.70)
f

If the number of thermodynamic phases in the mixture is v, then the partition function (£.69)

reads as
Z = / _BQ(I <Z ZL’f — 1) H dl’f (471)
0

The thermodynamic potential (A70) is an extensive quantity that in the thermodynamic
limit is proportional to the number of particles in the system N. It is convenient to define the
reduced quantity

() = % Q) | (4.72)

which in the thermodynamic limit is finite. Therefore the partition function (ETI]) can be

presented as
Z = / —Nbw(z) def (4.73)
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Defining the absolute minimum

w(w) = abs min w(x) , (4.74)

where the set of weights wy is denoted as
w=A{ws: f=1,2,...,v}. (4.75)
By the Laplace method for large N > 1, we obtain

1 v—1 v—1
2
/ e N Ty e TT [0
0 f=1 f=1 W

where )
" 0 wr (wf )

wh =
f 2
8wf

Therefore the partition function (L73]) becomes

>0.

v—1

— 89w 2T
7 = e POw) N (4.76)
=1 I
Since
In(Nw¥) 0 N
T ~ ( — OO) R
we find the grand thermodynamic potential
Q(w) = Nw(w) =Y Qp(wy) , (4.77)
f
in which
Qp(wy) = =T'n Try, exp{—FHs(wys)} . (4.78)

The weights wy, by their definition, are the geometric probabilities of the phases, and they
enjoy the properties
dwp=1, 0<wp<1. (4.79)

In agreement with Eq. (474, these weights are the thermodynamic potential minimizers,

Q(w) = abs min Q(x) . (4.80)

xr
The results of the present section can be summarized as a theorem.

Theorem 2. The grand thermodynamic potential of a heterophase system in the thermo-
dynamic limit has the form B
Qw) = =TI Tr exp(—GH) , (4.81)

with the renormalized Hamiltonian

H=EP Hy(wy) . (4.82)
f
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In the case of Hamiltonian (£.65), the terms of the direct sum (£.82) are

st =y [ 4}w) [——w() by(r) dr +

+ % /TP}(T) () ®(r — 1) Pp(x') Yy (r) drdr’ . (4.83)

The geometric probabilities of the phases composing the system are the minimizers of the
thermodynamic potential. [

4.9 Observable Quantities of Mixture

The operators of observables A(€) act on the Hilbert space ([@25). The related observable
quantities are the statistical averages of these operators,

(A)=Th / p(€) Ae) De . (4.84)

where the trace is over . Similarly to the number-of-particle operator (£26) and the energy
operator (4.27)), the operators of observables are given by the direct sums

A =P As&) (4.85)
f
whose terms have the form
/§f r1) £p(r2) ... &p(rm) Af(ry,ro, ..., 1p) dridry. .. dry, . (4.86)
The statistical average (4.84]) reads as

1 1 N
_1 Toy, exp{—BHy(E)} Ayley) x
Z/ozf:/ ” 7€)} As(&s

X H Try, exp{—BHy(&)} Hfo dz . (4.87)
9(#f)

The averaging over heterophase configurations [6}[7] is accomphshed using Theorem 1. As a
result, we get the expression

/0 Tr p(x (fo—1> dry = /0 v p(z) A(z) [ day (4.88)

with the operator of observable



and the statistical operator

. 1
plr) = - exp{=FH(x)} , (4.90)
in which the effective grand Hamiltonian is
H(z)= @D Hy(zy) . (4.91)
f
In view of the identity
Tr exp{—FH(z)} = exp{=Npw(z)} , (4.92)

we can write

exp{—Nfw(z)}A(z)

Tr p(z) A(z) = , 4.93
A A = (=N (o)} (499)
where we use the notation .
L Trexp{—BH(x)}A(x)
Az) = 4.94
W= o5 @) oy
Then the average (4.88]) can be represented as
1 1 a
. —N A(z)d
/ Tr p(z) A(z) de = ) efp{ fula)}A(z)de (4.95)
0 Jo exp{—Npw(z)}dx
In the thermodynamic limit, when N — oo, we have
1 vi—1
— — 2m
/ exp{—Npw(x)} A(z) dr ~ exp{-NBuw(w)} Aw) [T/~ (4.96)
0 f=1 f

where w(w) is the absolute minimum of w(z), in agreement with definition (4.74]). Therefore
we come to the equality

_ Trexp{=BH(w)}Aw)

A =Aw ~ , 4.97
A ST I) 0
in which R R
A(w) =P Ap(wy), (4.98)
f
with o
Af(wf) = Z wfm/Af(rl, ry,...,Ipy) dridry...dr, . (4.99)

These results can be summarized as a theorem

Theorem 3. Observable quantities of a heterophase system in the thermodynamic limit can
be represented by the statistical averages

(A) =T [ 3¢) A D¢ =T j(w) Alw) (4.100)
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with the statistical operator

p(w) = - exp{—pAw)} (1101)
partition function B
Z ="Tr exp{—FH(w)}, (4.102)

and the renormalized grand Hamiltonian H = H(w). O

4.10 Statistics of Heterophase Systems

For the convenience of the reader, let us summarize the main formulas describing a heterophase
system [0,[7]. The latter is characterized by a renormalized Hamiltonian

H=Hw) =D Hy(wy) . (4.103)
f

Similarly, the operators of observable quantities have the form

A(w) =P Ag(wy) . (4.104)
f
For instance, the number-of-particle operator is
N(w) =@ Ny(wy), (4.105)
!
where
Nyt =y [ 606) v i (1.106)
The observable quantities are given by the statistical averages
(A) =Tr p(w) A(w) , (4.107)
with the statistical operator
. 1 ~ .
plw) = — exp{~BH(w)} = Q) ps(wy) (4.108)
f
and the partition function
Z =Tr exp{-BH(w)} =[] % . (4.109)
f
where ]
prlwy) = 7 exp{—BHs(wys)},  Zy=Try, exp{—SHs(wy)} . (4.110)

Thus the observable quantities become

(A)y=>"(4;), (4.111)
f
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with X R
(Ap) =Trew, pr(wp)Ap(wy) . (4.112)

The grand thermodynamic potential reads as

Q=-Tln Tr exp(—BH) = Y _ Qp(wy) (4.113)
f

where

Qf(wf) =—TIn Tl"y.[f exp{—BHf(wf)} . (4114)
The number of particles in an f-th phase can be found from the derivatives

Oy (wy) OHy(wy)
N _ - _ ) 4.11
floy) = = =L n (1115)

The particle density of an f-th phase is

_ Ny(wy) 1 i
o=~ = [l v dr (4.116)
where we take into account that the geometric probability of a phase has the form
Vi
=—. 4.117
wy % ( )
The average density of all particles in the system is
N 1
pP=v= VZNf(wf) = wsps. (4.118)
f f

The phase probabilities are the minimizers of the thermodynamic potential €2. This implies
that the system state corresponds to the minimal between the thermodynamic potential of the
mixture {2 = Q(w), with the phase probabilities defined by the equations

oUw) 0?Q(w) B
By =0, TU]%>O Xf:wf_l : (4.119)

and any of the pure states, so that

QO = min{Qw), Q1): f=1,2,...}. (4.120)

In the same way, the phase probabilities can be defined as the minimizers of the system free
energy F' = Q + puN. Then the most stable state corresponds to the free energy

F=min{F(w), F;(1): f=12,..} (4.121)

providing the minimum for the set of the mixture free energy F' = F'(w) and of the free energies
F¢(1) of possible pure phases occupying the whole system.
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4.11 Interphase Surface States

It is important to stress that thermodynamic potentials as well as observables of a heterophase
system are not simple linear combinations of the corresponding quantities for pure phases.
Therefore all effects, related to the existence of surfaces separating the phases of the mixture,
are taken into account. Actually, the introduction of separating surfaces acquires the meaning
only on the thermodynamic level [232H2341249] and does not contradict the formal additivity of
operators (A.I04) at the operator level. The definition of surface effects can be clearly illustrated
by using the local-density approximation [250],251].
Let us start with the definition of the surface free energy that is given as the difference

Fow=F — Fg (4.122)

between the real free energy of a heterophase system F' and the free energy of the Gibbs mixture

Fe=) Ff. (4.123)
f

Recall that the Gibbs phase mixture is a mixture of uniform phases occupying each its part
of the volume V; of the whole system. Thus the surface free energy is the excess free energy
caused by the nonuniformity of the system due to the coexistence of different phases,

For=F=> Ff. (4.124)
f

The free energy F f of a phase occupying the volume V; and the free energy Fy(1) of this
pure phase occupying the total system volume V' are connected by the relation

B
Vi |72
which yields
Ff =wpFy(1) . (4.125)
Hence the surface free energy is
Fow=F =Y wFy(1). (4.126)
f

The free energy of a heterophase system reads as

F=>Y Fywy). (4.127)
f

Thus we come to the surface free energy

Far =Y [ Frlwy) —wpFp(1) ] (4.128)
f

Since the system free energy F' is not a linear combination of the energies F(1), the surface
free energy (412§)) is not zero.
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Moreover, if a heterophase system is in an absolutely stable thermodynamic state, then the
surface free energy is non-positive. This follows from the inequalities

F = abs min F(w) < min Fy(1), min Fp(1) <) wpFy(1), (4.129)
f

from where
Four < F = min Fp(1)<0. (4.130)

Analogously, it is straightforward to introduce the surface grand potential or other thermody-
namic potentials.

In the same way, it is possible to define the excessive term of an observable describing the
difference between the corresponding operator average (4I11]) in the case of a heterophase
system and the sum of the related observables

~

Ap(1) = lim (Ay) (4.131)

wf—>1

for the Gibbs mixture. Similarly to definition ([AI26), the excessive part of an observable, due
to the phase separation in the space, is

(A= (A) = ) wpAn1). (4.132)
!
This, in view of Eq. (AIIIl), results in the surface observable

(Ao =3 [ (Ag) = wsas (1) ] (4.133)
!
The set of all surface observables (AI33) forms the interphase surface state.

4.12 Geometric Phase Probabilities

In the description of heterophase systems, as compared to homogeneous systems, there appears
a novel quantity, the geometric probability of phases

wf:% (F=1,2..) (4.134)
showing the fraction of the system volume occupied by the related thermodynamic phases.
This quantity plays the role of an additional order parameter characterizing the system [6]
24112521 253]. The qualitative change of this probability parameter signifies that the system
experiences a kind of a phase transition. The point of the standard phase transition is defined
by the qualitative variation of a phase order parameter [1,213224,226254] or of order indices
[217,218,255.256]. In addition to the usual phase transitions, there can arise the point where
a phase probability changes as follows. For instance, there is a phase probability that below

some point, say below a temperature T}, equals to one, hence there exists a pure f-th phase,

wi(T)=1 (T<T,). (4.135)
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However, above this point, the admixture of at least one other phase appears, so that
we(T) <1 (T >1T,) . (4.136)

The point where a pure phase becomes mixed, due to the arising nuclei of another phase, can
be named the nucleation point. In the above example, it is the nucleation temperature.
The nucleation at the point 7, can be either continuous, when

or discontinuous, such that
| 'LUf(Tn—I—O)—'LUf(Tn—O) | >0. (4138)

Contrary to this, in the case of a phase transition between two pure phases, the process of
nucleation is discontinuous, with the phase probability jumping between 1 and 0, and the
nucleation point coincides with the phase transition point.

Phase probabilities enter in the expressions of observable quantities as well as in thermody-
namic characteristics. For example, the number of particles in an f-th phase is

Ny =y [(0](6) vy(e)) (4.139)
This defines the phase fraction
Ny
= 4.14
satisfying the normalization
dmp=1, 0<n;<1. (4.141)
f

== 4.142
PI= T = P (4.142)
where p is the total average density
N
f
Then relation (AI39) becomes
f _ Py
[ ol vy ar =2 (4.144)

If the phases possess the same density, while being distinguished by other properties, say
magnetic, electric, or structural, then the phase probabilities and phase fractions coincide,

wy=mns;  (pr=p), (4.145)
which follows from equation ([AI42]). In that case, expression ([AI44) reduces to

[ v dr =N o =p). (4.146)
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5 Models of Heterophase Systems

In the present section, some typical models of heterophase systems are considered. We keep in
mind mesoscopic phase mixtures whose theory is exposed in the previous Chapter 4. Numerous
examples of such systems are listed in Chapter 3. We start with the model that, in particular,
describes ferromagnets with paramagnetic fluctuations. However this model is generic for a
large class of order-disorder systems, because of which it is described in detail, since many
other models are treated analogously.

5.1 Heterophase Heisenberg Model

A typical model for ferromagnets is the Heisenberg model [257]. To take into account param-
agnetic heterophase fluctuations, we follow the theory of Chapter 4 and, averaging out phase
configurations, we obtain the effective Hamiltonian describing the mixture of ferromagnetic and
paramagnetic phases

H=H  H, (5.1)

with the phase-replica Hamiltonians

N
Hy=— wiU —w} Y Ji; Sip - Sjr - (5.2)

2 —
7]

Here U is a parameter characterizing the strength of effective direct interactions between the
particles forming the system, while J;; is an exchange interaction potential. In the standard
Heisenberg model, the constant parameter U is usually omitted, since it does not influence
the thermodynamics of the system. However for a heterophase system, the first term, with
the parameter U, contains the phase probability w; depending on thermodynamic variables,
hence it cannot be neglected. Summation is over the lattice cites enumerated by the index
Jj = 1,2,...,N. The exchange interaction .J;; is of ferromagnetic type, which implies that
Ji; > 0. The operator S, is a representation of the spin operator for the f-th phase, acting on
H¢, and located at the lattice cite j. The lattice is assumed to be ideal. In the present section,
we keep in mind spin S = 1/2.

The phases are distinguished by the observable values of the average spin. The phase
labeled by f =1 is assumed to correspond to ferromagnetic state, while that labeled by f = 2,
to paramagnetic state, so that

1 1
<NZSJ1>$A07 <NZSJ2>:O' (5.3)
J J
It is convenient to introduce the relative average spins

ssziSj <sjf>=%;<sjf> (5.4

and to distinguish the phases by the order parameters

817&0, 82:0 (SfE|Sf|). (55)
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In the mean-field approximation

Siy - Sjr = (Sis ) - Sjr +Sir - (Sjr) = (Sif )(Sjs )

Hamiltonian (5.2) becomes

N
Hf——wf <U—|——S?c) waSf ZSJf, (56)
J
in which )
JENZJZ-J>O (5.7)
i#]
The free energy of the mixture is
F=F+F, (5 8)
where
T 1 J Jw?s
— —BHy __ 2 2 i
Ff——ﬁlnTre f_§wf <U+§sf)—Tln |:2COSh< 5T )} . (5.9)

The order parameters can be found either directly from definition (5.4)) or by minimizing
the free energy (5.8)) with respect to s;. Both ways give the same equation

Jw?s
s¢ = tanh ( 2; f) : (5.10)

This equation possesses a nonzero solution as well as the zero solution, in agreement with
condition (5.5)). In what follows, we measure the free energies and temperature in units of .J
and use the notation

U
=—. 5.11
u= (5.11)
For the ferromagnetic state of the mixture, we have
1 1 2
Fi= 5t (u +5 sf) — Tl [2 cosh (1’21;1)} , (5.12)
while for the paramagnetic state,
Loy
F, = 5 Watk — Tn2. (5.13)

Minimizing the free energy (5.8]) with respect to wy, under the normalization condition wy 4wy =
1, we find the probability of the ferromagnetic phase

2u
= (4u > s7) . (5.14)
1

wh
For simplicity, below we use the notation
wy =w, wy=1—-w. (5.15)
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A state is stable, provided it has the minimal free energy and satisfies stability conditions.
For this purpose, we compare the free energy (5.8) of the mixed state, which takes the form

1 1 w?sy
F:<w2—w—|—§>u+1w28f—T1n [4cosh(2T )] : (5.16)

under the order parameter
2

w?s
s; = tanh ( 2T1) , (5.17)

with probability (5.14)), the free energy of the pure ferromagnetic phase

1 1
FferEFl(wlzl):§u+152—Tln [2005h<%)} , (5.18)
under the order parameter
s
_ tanh (—) , 5.19
s = tanh { o (5.19)
and the free energy of the pure paramagnetic phase
1
Foor = Fo(wy =1) = U~ Tn?2. (5.20)

Also, we compare the free energy F' = F(w), given by Eq. (5.I6), under probability (5.14)
and the order parameter (5.I7), with the free energy

1 1
FOEF<§) :Zu—Tlnél (5.21)

of the degenerate paramagnetic state, with w = 1/2 and s; = 0.
The stability conditions for the mixed state, characterized by the free energy (5.10]), are as
follows. The state is an extremum, provided that the first derivatives are zero,

OF 1, oF  w? w?s;
%—w<2u—§sl)—U—0, 8—31_7{81_tanh<2T =0.

The necessary and sufficient condition for the potential F' to be minimal is the positivity of the
Hessian matrix for all the variables s; and w. The elements of the Hessian matrix are

PF 1, ws? )

gz =2~ g5 o (=),
O*F :_w381 (1—82) 02_F:w_2 _ ’LU_4 (1—82)
Owds, 2T v 0s? 2 AT !

The matrix is positive when all its principal minors are positive, which yields the stability
conditions

0°F ?F  O°F 92F \?
—— >0, - ~ > 0.

> w2 9s? Owds,

The behavior of heterophase ferromagnets has been studied in Refs. [6,7,258-263]. The
stable state is described by the minimal thermodynamic potential among F', Fy,, Fpqr, and Fp.
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Figure 4: Two branches of solutions for the thermodynamic potential F' as a function of dimen-
sionless temperature 7" for the parameters: (a) u = 0.5 and (b) u = 0.7. (c¢) The probability
w of the thermodynamic phase. (d) the order parameter s; as a function of temperature. The
stable branch is shown by solid line and the unstable one is shown by dashed-dotted line.

Generally, the potential I’ can have two branches and, respectively, two types of solutions for
w and s; as is shown in Fig. 4. We have to choose the branch that is minimal. Overall, there
exist the following qualitatively different types of behavior depending on the parameter w.

(i) v < 0. No stable heterophase states exist. Heterophase ferromagnet can only be
metastable. Below the critical temperature 7, = 1/2, the pure ferromagnetic phase, with
wy; = 1, is absolutely stable. At the critical temperature 7, = 1/2 the system becomes para-
magnetic through the phase transition of second order. The behavior of the thermodynamic
potentials F., and F,,, the probability of the ferromagnetic fraction w, and of the order
parameter s as functions of temperature, are shown in Fig. 5.

(i) 0 < u < 0.5. At low temperature, the free energy FY., is lower than Fy up to the
temperature Tj, where the first-order phase transition occurs from the pure ferromagnetic phase
to the degenerate nonmagnetic phase with the free energy Fy. The transition temperature is
in the interval 0.090 < Ty < 0.181. The overall behavior is presented in Fig. 6.

(iii) 0.5 < u < 3/2. In the region of temperatures 0 < 7' < Tj, the system is a mixture of
ferromagnetic and paramagnetic phases. A first-order phase transition from the mixed state
to the degenerate nonmagnetic state occurs at the temperature 7 that lays in the interval
1/8 < Ty < 0.182. The first-order transition occurs when the free energies F' and Fp intersect.
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Figure 5: Thermodynamic potentials Ff.. and F),,, the probability w of the ferromagnetic
phase, and the order parameter s; as functions of temperature 7' for u = —0.5. Second order
phase transition takes place at T, = 0.5.

This is illustrated in Fig. 7.

(iv) u = 3/2. At low temperature, the system is heterophase, with the free energy F', up to
the transition temperature 7" = 1/8, where it becomes nonmagnetic, with the free energy Fj.
The temperature T} is a tricritical point separating the lines of first- and second-order phase
transitions (see [264265]).

(v) u > 3/2. Heterophase ferromagnet, with the free energy F', is stable at low temperatures.
The second-order phase transition to the nonmagnetic phase, with the free energy Fy, happens
at the critical temperature 7F = 1/8. The corresponding behavior is shown in Fig. 8.

Having the expression for the free energy, it is straightforward to find other thermodynamic
characteristics. Thus for the heterophase system, the relative internal energy is

H 1 1
E:%:(wz—wjti)u—zwzs%. (5.22)
The relative entropy reads as
E_F 2.2 2
S=" = “;;1 +ln lzxcosh (“;;1” . (5.23)

34



0.2

o
1
1
!
1
1
!
]
\

02} i — ]
/ : F ~<

04} fer

0.6
‘: T =05 !
08 . / L C \

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 T 0.6
1 ’ T T T T 1 - T
| S |
w 3 (b) 1 | (c)
0.8} i 1 0.8} i 1
0.6} | ; 0.6}
. !
0.4} | . 0.4} 5
; T, =0.144 ! T,=0.144
0.2 i 0.2 i
0 . / 0 . /

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 T 0.6 0 0.1 0.2 0.3

0.4

0.5 T 0.6

Figure 6: Free energies, the probability of the ferromagnetic phase w, and the order parameter
s1 as functions of temperature T for u = 0.2. First-order phase transition occurs at temperature
Ty = 0.144 between the pure ferromagnetic phase with the free energy FY., and the nonmagnetic

phase with the free energy Fy.

At the critical temperature 7* the critical exponents of the specific heat

OFE oS N
CH 8—T T 8_T X (—T)
and of the order parameter s; o< (—7)?, where
T-T
T = T —0 5

experience a jump, when 77" becomes a tricritical point,

_[o, u#3/2 _ 12,
O‘_{1/2, u=3/2 ﬁ_{1/4,

u# 3/2
u=3/2

(5.24)

The property a + 23 = 1 remains valid. This behavior is typical of tricritical points [264].
The influence of an external magnetic field is considered in Ref. [266]. At zero tempera-
ture, the system is in a pure ferromagnetic state. However, at finite temperatures, for some
interaction parameters, the system can exhibit a zeroth-order nucleation transition between the
pure ferromagnetic phase and the mixed state with coexisting ferromagnetic and paramagnetic

phases.
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Figure 7: Free energies, the probability of the ferromagnetic fraction w, and the order parameter
s1 as functions of temperature 71" for u = 1. First-order phase transition occurs at temperature
Ty = 0.129 between the mixed phase with the free energy F' and the nonmagnetic phase with
the free energy Fj.

5.2 Role of Spin Waves

In the previous section, a ferromagnetic system with paramagnetic fluctuations is treated in
the mean-field approximation. Heterophase fluctuations are nonlinear and mesoscopic, which
principally distinguishes them from homogenous microscopic fluctuations [267]. Homogeneous
fluctuations in ferromagnets are represented by spin waves [268,269]. The characteristic time of
spin fluctuations is defined by spin interactions, which gives t;,, ~ 1071 — 10713 s. The lifetime
of heterophase paramagnetic fluctuations is about tp.; ~ 107'2 s. In the present section, we
consider the interplay between heterophase paramagnetic fluctuations and spin waves [270] for
the model with Hamiltonian (5.1).
Aiming at using the random-phase approximation, we define the magnon operators

by =Si+iSY, bl =57, —iSY, . (5.25)
Hence the spin operators are
« _ L (i Lt
ir=5 <bjf+bjf> g S;'/fzﬁ <bjf_bjf> ’
z 1 ~
if =75 — M (5.26)
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where
fup = blbiy (5.27)
is the operator of magnon density. The magnon operators satisfy the commutation relations
[big, bip ] =0,  [big, bl ] =6;5(1 = 2n) , (5.28)
and the property
by =0. (5.29)
Then Hamiltonian (5.2]) takes the form
N J . L
Hf = 5 U)ch (U - 5) + w]%Janf - U)ch Z Jij <nifnjf + Qb;[fbjf> . (530)
J i#]

In what follows, we use the causal Green functions [271H273] also called propagators. The
magnon propagator is R
Gijp(t) = =i (T big(t) b1,(0) ) , (5.31)

where T is the chronological operator. The Fourier transforms for the propagator read as

1 : dkdw
Giis(t) = = [ Gp(k,w) erii—wt) ——
]f() p/ f( ,w) e (2m)4 )
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Gk, w) = %Z / Gijp(t) e”eria=et) gt (5.32)
i

where p = N/V is the spin density and r;; =r; — ;.
In the evolution equation for the magnon propagator we resort to the random-phase ap-
proximation

(blg big by buy ) = bly big (bl by ) - (5.33)
In this approximation, we get the equation
[w—wrk) ] Grlk,w) = sy, (5.34)
with the magnon spectrum
wr(k) = wj% splJ—Jk)]. (5.35)
Here the Fourier transformation for the interaction is employed,
1 ikeri; dk 1 —ikery;

i#]

If the magnon density is small, magnons can approximately be treated as bosons. This can
be assumed for the ferromagnetic phase, for which the solution to equation (5.34]) becomes

Grlr,w) = s { w—wi(k)+i0 w—wi(k)—10 |’ (5-36)
with the magnon momentum distribution
1 w1 (k)
k)= - h —= — 1] . )
n(k) 5 {cot 5T } (5.37)
For the order parameter (5.5]), according to (5.26), we have
2 .
sp=1 — NZ(rzjf ). (5.38)
J
For the ferromagnetic phase, the relation
~ . S1 dk
() = Gl =0) = 2 'm0 (5.39)

gives the equation for the order parameter

: o [42] o

For the paramagnetic phase, where so = 0, Eq. (5.38) yields

(Rj2) =3 (5.41)
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while the evolution equation (5.34) reduces to

w Gyk,w)=0. (5.42)
An approximate solution for the latter is
Go(k,w) = —imd(w) , (5.43)
which gives .
Giplt) = — % 5y (5.44)

The probability of the ferromagnetic phase w = w; is defined as the minimizer of the free
energy

T ~
F=-= In Tr e PH (5.45)
This yields the condition
or 1 OH
(= \Y=0 5.46
ow N < ow > ’ (5.46)
which gives
U—20,
- 5.47
YT U, - ) (5.47)
where the notation for the energy of spin interactions is introduced,
1
D, = NZJU (Sif-Sj; ). (5.48)
i#]
In the random phase approximation, the interaction energy of the ferromagnetic phase is
J 81(1 + 81) / dk
op=— - ——— = [[J-Jk k 5.49
1 4 2p [ ()]nl()(Q'f(‘)?” ( )

while the interaction energy of the paramagnetic phase is ®5 = 0.

Using the notation
U

7 )
and measuring temperature in units of J, we find [270] the probability of the ferromagnetic
phase at low temperature

u (5.50)

67C(5/2) (T\**  4572%¢(7/2) (T \"* (5.51)
~wy — ————= | — - —— | = : )
O wwdpdd \or 2uwh pai \ 27
Here wy is the probability at zero temperature,
2u
= 5.52
BT (5.52)
and ag is the effective interaction radius defined by the relation
1 Jij
2 _ ij 2
7]

At zero temperature, the mixed state can exist when u > 1/4.

The consideration of the system behavior at the point of the phase transition from the
mixed state to the paramagnetic state shows that in the system with spin waves the transition
is of first order, while without spin waves it would be of second order.
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5.3 Heterophase Ising Model

Taking account of heterophase fluctuations in the frame of the ferromagnetic Ising model results
in the effective Hamiltonian [274]

~ N
H=H P H,, H==uwjU—-sw}J]Y ooy, (5.54)

where the summation is over the nearest neighbors and o;; = £1.

We consider the two-dimensional model that enjoys an exact solution. Employing the
transfer-matrix approach, we notice that the maximal eigenvalue corresponds to the completely
ordered phase, while the minimal eigenvalue corresponds to the disordered phase [275]. Then
the order parameters discriminating the ordered and disordered phases are

1
sp=x2low)  (F=12), (5.55)
J
under condition (G.5).
The free energy reads as
1
F =3 [w”+ (1—w)*] U—=T(A —As) = Tln (2sinhas) , (5.56)
where Lo
Af = ﬁ/ / In [ cosh? ay — (cos ¥ + cos ) sinh iy | diddd)’
™ Jo Jo
and
ap = ws J

The equation for the ferromagnetic probability has the form (5.47) but with the interaction
energies
1+ sinhay — 1

1
D= —
! +( sinh oy + 1

5 K(py) coshay , (5.57)

in which
8sinh ay - cosh? af

K(g) / T dv
Yr) = - ’ P = :
! 0 \/1—ppsin®d ! (1 + sinhay)?
The phase transition of second order from the mixed state to the paramagnetic phase occurs
at the critical temperature

. 1
T* = TR (5.58)

The specific heat at the transition temperature behaves as

o o 32n(1+ V)P
VT r(u+ 0.348)

In*(—-7)  (r = —0). (5.59)

However the mixed state is metastable, since its free energy is larger than the free energy
of the pure ferromagnetic phase.
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5.4 Heterophase Nagle Model

Nagle [276] considered a one-dimensional spin model with the Hamiltonian containing compet-
ing short-range and long-range interactions. The total interaction can be written [277] in the
form

Jij = aJobji—j1 + (1 —a)Jy; . (5.60)

Here J; is the intensity of the nearest-neighbor interactions, J;; is a long-range interaction with
the properties

_ 1 _
lim J; =0, lim > T #0, (5.61)

N—oo N—o00 —t
7]

and « is a crossover parameter. In what follows, the mean long-range interaction is assumed
to be positive,

1 —
J=52 Ti>0. (5.62)
The heterophase generalization [278] of the Nagle model is characterized by the Hamiltonian
77 N Loy
H=H P H,, Hf=5wa—waZJ,-jaifajf, (5.63)
i#]
where 0;; = 1. We consider a mixture of ferromagnetic and paramagnetic phases, so that the

order parameter is the same as in (5.55]), with s; # 0 and s, = 0.
Using the transfer-matrix method [254], we find the free energy of the system

1 1
F = (wz—w—l—§) U— ZwQ [T —(1—a)Jsi] —
— Tln { cosh p + \/sinh2 @ +exp(—4p1) | — T'In(2cosh¢y) , (5.64)
where w = w; and
N Gl CA — w2 = (1w &
pEW T =g wm=loe) g
In what follows, we introduce the dimensionless parameters
U Jo
= — = — 5.65

and measure temperature in units of J. For the ferromagnetic order parameter, we have
sinh ¢

. (5.66)
\/sinh2 © + exp(—4p1)

S1 =

The ferromagnetic probability is defined as the minimizer of the free energy. For instance, at
zero temperature, this gives

_ 2u—|alg
S du—1+a—(at+|alg’

Wo (5.67)
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Depending on the parameters, the system can be either purely ferromagnetic or representing
a ferromagnet with paramagnetic fluctuations [278]. At low temperature, the ferromagnetic
order parameter behaves as

2
31:1—Qexp{—%(1—a+4ag)} : (5.68)

The critical temperature, defined by the condition s;(7,) = 0, is given by the equation

11—« ag
T. = g P <8TC) : (5.69)

There exists a tricritical surface, given by a relation u = wu3(g,«), where the order of
the phase transition changes between second and first. The critical exponents, describing the
behavior of the specific heat C,, order parameter s;, susceptibility y, and the ferromagnetic
probability w, defined by the relations

1
Cyo|T|™%, slo<|7'\ﬁ, xo| 7|7, w—§o<\7'\€

on the tricritical surface experience a jump, so that outside the surface, one has

1
a=0, 525, vy=1, e=1 (u # ug) , (5.70)
while on the tricritical surface,
1 1 1
i S =1 =Z = . 71
Q 9 ) ﬁ 4 ) 7 ) € 9 (U U3) (5 7 )

The condition a + 23 + v = 2 is always valid.

5.5 Model of Heterophase Antiferromagnet

Antiferromagnets are characterized by two sublattices having opposite average magnetizations.
In each of sublattices there can occur heterophase fluctuations representing disordered param-
agnetic phase. The model of such a heterophase antiferromagnet is defined as follows [279,280].

Let us consider two sublattices, A and B, the lattice A, enumerated by the indices {i, j},
and the lattice B, by the indices {l,m}. The particles forming the sublattices interact directly
with the strengths U, inside the sublattice A and Ug, in the sublattice B, respectively. The
direct interaction between the nodes of different sublattices is denoted by Uup. Also, there are
exchange interactions J{; and JZ between the spins inside each sublattice, as well exchange
interactions J ﬁ‘B between the spins of different sublattices. The corresponding spins are denoted
as S;; and Sj, for the sublattice A, and as S;; and S, for the sublattice B. The probabilities
of the magnetic and paramagnetic phases are denoted as w4; and w42 in the sublattice A and
as wp1, and wpsy in the sublattice B. Thus the Hamiltonian reads as

H=H D H.

N
HfITAw?LXf UA - wifzjz? Sif'ij—i-

Np
ij I#m
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4+ Nup WAf WRy UAB—l—QwAf waZJﬁB ij-Slf, (572)
il
where

1
NABE§(NA—|—NB).

The order parameters for the sublattices are defined as nonzero magnetizations for the
magnetic phase,

1 L
CAE<N—AZsﬂ>7A0, CBE<N—BZS“>7§O, (5.73)
j=1 =1

and zero magnetizations for the paramagnetic phase,

1 & 1 &
<N—AZSj2>=0, <N—B§Sl2>=0. (5.74)
Taking into account the normalization conditions
war +war =1, wpr +wp2 =1, (5.75)
it is possible to simplify the notation by defining
Wa = Wy , Wao =1 —wy , wp = wpy , wpy =1—wpg . (5.76)

Considering the case of the sublattices with the equal number of sites,

Nyp= N =N, (5.77)
we look for the free energy
1 ~
= _ —BH
F 5N Thn Tre : (5.78)
We employ the mean-field approximation and define the average exchange interactions
_ 1 A _ 1 B _ 1 AB
JA:NZJU, JB:NZJM, JAB:NZJJI , (5.79)
1#£] l#m Jjl
and effective fields
hAEwiJACA—wAwB JABCB> hBEw% JBCB—wAwB JABCA. (580)

We assume that the average spins C4 and Cpg are directed along the same axis, say the z-axis,
and are opposite to each other, so that the order parameters are C4 = C% and Cp = C5. For
these order parameters, we get

CA:SA BSA(SL’A), CB:—SB BSB(:L’B), (5.81)

where S, and Sp are the corresponding spin values and Bg(z) is the Brillouin function

25 +1 25 +1 1 x
Bs(z) = 55 coth( 55 x)—%coth<ﬁ),
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with the notation
QSA I QSB I
Ty = — rg = — )
A T A B T B

Then for the free energy, we obtain

1 1 1 1 1 1
1
+ 3 (QwAwB — Wy —wB+1) Uasp —wa wp Jap Ca Cp —
T sinh (25#:;1 xA) T sinh (25#;1 xB)
——In — — In —
2 sinh (2%‘) 2 sinh (%—i)
T T
-3 ln(QSA—l—l) -3 111(253—0—1). (5.82)

The analysis of the derived free energy [280] shows that, depending on the system pa-
rameters, the mixed antiferromagnetic-paramagnetic state can become stable and thermody-
namically preferable, as compared to the pure antiferromagnetic phase. The phase transition
between the mixed state and paramagnetic state can be of second as well as of first order.

5.6 Heterophase Hubbard Model

A heterophase Hubbard model describing the mixture of ferromagnetic and paramagnetic
phases is studied in Ref. [281]. The total Hamiltonian of each phase f contains the terms
corresponding to delocalized band electrons and electrons localized on ions,

H=H P H,

Hp = Hy™ + HP" 4 Hygo ™ + o™ + Higo, ™" + Hygo " - (5.83)

Here the first term describes quasi-free band electrons, the second term, the electrons localized
on ions, the third term, the direct Coulomb interactions of ion electrons, the fourth term, the
exchange interactions of ion electrons, the fifth and sixth terms describe the direct Coulomb and
exchange interactions between the band and ion electrons. The band electron wave functions
are the Bloch waves |nk), where n is the band number and k& is quasi-momentum. The band
electron field operators pertaining to the f-phase are cf,i,, With o being the spin index. The
ion electrons of an f-th phase are characterized by the localized wave functions | fjv), where j is
the site index and 7 is the set of quantum numbers including the number of electrons v localized
on the ion shell, the total ion spin S (or the orbital momentum J), and the z-projection m of
the total spin S* (or the orbital momentum J#). Thus |fjvy) = |fjrSm). The ion electrons are
represented by the Hubbard operators

X5 =1 £iv)(65f | (5.84)

describing the change of the ion state in the f-th phase and the site j from |fjv) to |fjd). The
exchange interactions of the ion electrons localized on an ion j in the f-th phase are written
through the spin operators Sy, localized at a site j.
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The phases are distinguished by their magnetization, being either nonzero for ferromagnetic
phase or zero for paramagnetic phase. The properties of this model are similar to other het-
erophase models describing the mixture of ferromagnetic and paramagnetic phases, although
the consideration is essentially more complicated [281].

5.7 Heterophase Vonsovsky-Zener Model

Another model comprising the mixture of ferromagnetic and paramagnetic phases is the het-
erophase generalization [282] of the Vonsovsky-Zener model [283,284]. The system Hamiltonian
can be represented as the sum

H=H P H,

Hf = H; + H](”l + H + HfC’oul + er:cch + HfC’oul + er:cch (585)

Here: the first term corresponds to quasi-free electrons,

Hf = Wy Z Enk — Cfnkcr Cinko » (586)

nko

where n is a band index, k is quasi-momentum, and o is a spin index; the second term corre-
sponds to single-particle localized electrons,

Hf =w;y (B dio dpmjo (5.87)

mjo

where m is a quantum number of a localized electron and j is a lattice index; the third term
describes the on-site interactions of localized electrons,

Hdd = wf Z Z U nfm]cr nfmgo + Z vam’ nfmjo nfm jo! +

m#m/' oo’

+ Z ZIMm’ d}mjcr d}m’jcr’ dfij' dfm’jU ) (588)

m#m’ oo’

the fourth term, to the intersite direct Coulomb interactions of localized electrons,
w?
Fdd o
fC'oul Z Z Z ‘/ZJ nfmw nfm jo! ) (589)
i#j mm/ oo’
the fifth term, to the intersite exchange interactions of localized electrons,
Jydd wf
femch Z Z Z[ dme fm'jo’ dfmiU/ dfm’jo ) (590>
i#j mm’ oo’

the sixth term, to the direct Coulomb interaction between conducting and localized electrons,

fCoul = Wy Z Z Z Z Gkk’ i) er‘n’k’a d;r”mja’ dfmjor Crnko ; (5.91)

nn'/ kk/' mj oo’
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and the sevenths term describes the exchange interaction of conducting and localized electrons,
sd
erxch = Wy Z Z Z Z kk’ yag C}n’k’ d}mjo" Cfnko’ dfij : (592)
nn’ kk' mj oo’

Depending on the system parameters, the model demonstrates the existence of pure ferro-
magnetic phase and mixed ferromagnetic-paramagnetic state. The phase transition between
the mixed state and paramagnetic phase can be of second as well as of first order [282].

5.8 Heterophase Spin Glass

Spin glass can be described by the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick model [285,286]. This model can be
generalized by taking into account the possible appearance of paramagnetic fluctuations inside
the spin-glass phase [278,287]. The Hamiltonian of the heterophase model reads as

f-n, @ Hy,  Hp=H({J}),

Hi({J;}) = wf U—w}Y Ty oiojy (5.93)
i#]
where 0, = 1 and the exchange interaction is distributed by the Gaussian law
N N T\

Setting the mean Jy = 0 excludes the possibility of ferromagnetic phase. The randomness of
the exchange interactions corresponds to the frozen disorder, which implies that the frozen free
energy

F({J5}) =~ 1 n Tr exp{~8H({J,})) (5.95)

has to be averaged over the 1nteract10ns,
dJ;;
= (F{Juh ) = | FEI) TTe() - (5.96)
i#]
The phases are distinguished by the Edwards-Anderson [288] order parameter
g = ((ajr)?) ) - (5.97)
The spin glass phase is indexed by f = 1 and the paramagnetic phase, by f = 2. Then
an#0, 2 =0. (5.98)

The calculation of the free energy involves the use of the replica trick

InZ = lim l(Z"—l)zlim QZ".

n—0 n n—0 On

46



This makes it possible to write

T .1
F=-lim—(Z({Jy}) -1) (5.99)
where B
Employing the replica trick gives the free energy
1 1 J: 1 J?
F—_ 2 (1 — )2 R T R R A A S
5 [+ (1-w)? ] U= Jw'(l-9¢° Z= - 7 (1-w) =
= 2172 J
— Tlh2-T p(z) In | 2cosh | wq T dx (5.101)
in which ]
_ _ o —x2/2
w=w, = s xTr) = (&
1 q q1 p( ) \/ﬁ
For the spin glass order parameter, we get
= o 2172/
q= p(z) tanh” | wq T dx . (5.102)

Minimizing the free energy with respect to w results in the equation
w(1—q)*—(1-w)?—uw—-1)T=0, (5.103)

where u = U/J and temperature is measured in units of J.
At low temperature 7" — 0, the spin-glass order parameter is

q:l—%T—uo(uo—u)T‘V3 (u < ug) ,

u
q:l—?OT—7 (u > up) (5.104)

2
L ug=2 \ﬁ = 1.595769 . (5.105)
m

At this low temperature, the spin-glass probability reads as

where

<

u

w~1— (ug —u) TY3 (u < ),
w~1 (u > uyp) . (5.106)
Specific heat is positive, although divergent,

1
Cy ~ 6 (w—=up)® T2 (u <),

(7° — 6)

C
v 2Un

12

ug T (u > up) . (5.107)
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However, the entropy can become negative and divergent,

1
S:—Z(uo—u)4/3 723 (u <) ,

1
S~In2— - =053390  (u>u). (5.108)
T

similarly to the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick case [285,286], which is connected with the instability
of the Sherrington-Kirkpatrick solution for the low-temperature spin glass [289].
In the vicinity of the critical point

T, — i (¢=0), (5.100)

the spin-glass order parameter behaves as

g (—7) (TE T_Tc) (5.110)

and the phase probability is

1 72
~s__ T 5.111
U T Au—3) (5.111)
The stability condition
0?f
p ~2J(u—3)>0 (T — Tv) (5.112)

shows that the phase transition between the spin-glass and paramagnetic phases is of second
order, provided that u > 3. The value v = 3 corresponds to a tricritical point, where the
transition changes to first order one. For u < 3, the transition is of first order.

Thus, the system ground state could be the pure spin glass phase, since w = 1 at T" = 0.
However, when u < ug, the system is not stable at low temperature, similarly to the Sherrington-
Kirkpatrick case [285,286]. For u > wg, the mixed state becomes partially stable, as far as the
specific heat and entropy demonstrate the normal behavior. Unfortunately, the corresponding
free energy is not minimal. The system regains stability for the use of the solution for the order
parameter with broken replica symmetry [290]. By numerical analysis, it is possible to show
that the free energy with broken replica symmetry, representing the mixed state of spin glass
with paramagnetic fluctuations, is lower than the free energy of the pure spin glass phase [287].

5.9 Systems with Magnetic Reorientations

Materials, exhibiting the phase transitions of magnetization reorientation, are often character-
ized by the coexistence of phases with different directions of magnetization [40,41]. A material
with coexisting magnetic phases, with different orientations of magnetization, is described as
follows [278,1291-293].

Let us consider a system in zero magnetic field, where four phases can coexist, so that
f =1,2,3,4. Three of the phases correspond to magnetic states with their magnetizations
along one of the mutually orthogonal axes and the fourth is the paramagnetic phase. The role
of the order parameter is played by the set of four quantities

N
1
Sf:<—NSZSJ]'Cf> , si=0  (f=1,2,34), (5.113)
j=1
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where ij s Isan f component of the spin operator localized at a site j of the f-th phase. The
first three quantities are the reduced magnetizations sy # 0 along the axes f = 1,2, 3, while
the fourth phase is paramagnetic with s, = 0.

In view of the existence of four phases, the space of microscopic states is the fiber space

H=m Q) Hs Q) Hs Q) Ha (5.114)

of four weighted Hilbert spaces. Respectively, the Hamiltonian is the direct sum

4
H=(p H, (5.115)
f=1
of four terms
w? l
Hp= I NU -ty (785 ) - (5.116)
i#j

The order parameter can be written as the vector
S = S1€1 + Sg9€es + S3e3 , Sq4 = 0 s (5117)

where e, is a unit vector along the axis a.
If all four phases are present, then the minimization condition

af S
o7 —0 (;wf — 1) (5.118)

yields the equations for the phase probabilities

(Z U:;?) (f =1,2,3,4), (5.119)

in which

o = Z (82 8% ). (5.120)
i#j
Similarly, when some of the probabilities are identically zero, say ws = 0, then the mini-

mization condition
OF Z?’
Owy ( =1 Y ’w4 ) ( )

gives the equations for the phase probabilities

T A
wy = (Z m) (f=1,2,3). (5.122)

a=1

Altogether, it is necessary to analyze 15 possible cases:
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1. w #0 we # 0 ws #0 wy #0
2. w =0, we #0 w3z #0 wy #0
3. wl#O, ngO, 'LU37£0, w47é0,
4. wl#O, w27é0, 'ngO, w47é0,
5 w; =0, wy =0 , wy #£0 wy #0
6. w; =0, we #0 w3 =0, wy #0
7. w #0 wy =0, w3 =0, wy #0
8. w =0, wy =0 w3 =0, wy=1,
9. wl#O, w27é0, wg#(), w4EO,
10. w; =0, we #0 wg #0 wy =0,
11, w; #0 wy =0, ws #0 wy, =0,
12wy #0 we # 0 w3 =0, wy =0
13. wi =1, wy =0 w3 =0, wy =0,
4. w1 =0, wy =1, w3 =0, wy =0,
15, wy =0, wy =0 wg =1, wyg =0 .

The system state is described by the minimal of the free energies corresponding to these
cases.

The analysis has been done in the mean-field approximation [278/291H293], when the Hamil-
tonian (5.116) takes the form

N
N 2
— a2 2 E !
in which

N
1
Cy= < NZS}}> =S sy (5.124)
j=1

Then the total free energy, for spin one-half, reads as

3 2
U waCf U
F= 2= 2) —Tln | 2cosh [ LZ277 22 _Tln2 12
f:1{wf<2+JfC’f) n[ cos < T )}}+w42 n2, (5.125)

where ]
— f
Jr= 5 S I (5.126)
i#j
For concreteness, we set that the average exchange interactions are arranged in the order

O< i< Jy< J;. (5127)

The conditions
ST =0 (f=1,23) (5.128)

define the reorientation temperatures, the largest of which is the critical temperature

T, =sup Ty (5.129)
f
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of the ferromagnet-paramagnet phase transition.
The temperature, where there appears the f-th phase, is called the f-th phase nucleation
temperature, where for example

wiT)=0 (T <Ty,).

The average spin along the f-th axis is given by the equation
1 w2 J;C
Cr =3 tanh_<-;i§?—i) . (5.131)

The overall picture of the transitions between the stable solutions can be represented in the
following scheme describing the phase transitions an their order depending on the value of the
parameter

U
J3
In the square brackets, zero implies the absence of magnetization along the related axis f =
1,2, 3, and plus means the existence of magnetization along the corresponding axis. The arrow
shows the increase of temperature.

For u < 0, there exists a single phase transition of second order at the temperature T, =
J3/2, which is represented as

u

(5.132)

00+ =5 [000].

For the range 0 < u < 0.5, there may happen either the reorientation transitions

00+ —5 [+0+ 3 [+++ > oo,

or the sequence of the transitions

00+ ~5 [+0+ 3 [+++ > oo,

or the transitions -
00+ T [+ + 4+ F 000].

In the range 0.5 < u < 9/4, we have the first-order phase transition

To
—

00 +] [000] .

And for u > 9/4, the following sequence of phase transitions occurs,
ny Tng Te

4 s D4 3 0o+ P 000]

More details can be found in Refs. [278291H293].
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5.10 Model of Heterophase Superconductor

High-temperature superconductors are known to often be heterophase, being composed of the
mixture of superconducting and normal phases. Actually, it is widely accepted that the ma-
jority of high-temperature superconductors, such as cuprates, possess the principal property
distinguishing them from the conventional low-temperature superconductors. This property is
mesoscopic phase separation, implying that not the whole volume of a sample is superconduct-
ing but it is separated into nanosize regions of superconducting and normal phases. There exist
numerous experiments confirming the occurrence of the phase separation in high-temperature
superconductors, as is summarized in Refs. [I8T,[I83HI85]. For instance, in high-temperature
superconductors there appear the so-called stripes that are self-organized networks of charges
inside small bubbles of 100 — 300A fluctuating at the time scale 10~'2 s [294].

A model of a heterophase superconductor was advanced [295,296], yet before the high-
temperature superconductors had been discovered [297]. The models with isotropic gap [296]
208-301], as well as with anisotropic gap [302,303] have been suggested.

The Hamiltonian of a heterophase superconductor has the general form

H=H P H,, Hy=H{"+H", (5.133)

consisting of the sum of a kinetic term and interaction term. The kinetic term reads as
Hy =gy [ ) () = ) ) (5.134)

where 1),¢(r) is the field operator of a charged Fermi particle with spin s in the phase f. The
interaction term has the form

mt f Z/w W’f (r') Vf(r,r') Vg ¢ (r") Ysp(r) drdr’, (5.135)

in which Vf is an interaction operator for two particles in the phase f. This operator is

symmetric, K R
Vi(r,r') = Vi(r',r) . (5.136)

The superconducting and normal thermodynamic phases can be distinguished by their order
indices [217,218,255,1304] or the order parameters. For the superconducting phase, the role of
the order parameter is played by the non-zero anomalous average

(s1(r) Yo (r) ) #£0, (5.137)

with the anomalous average for the normal phase being identically zero,
(Ysa(r) Yyra(r) ) =0 (5.138)

The field operator can be expanded over a complete set of functions,
ar(r) chf (5.139)
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For a uniform system, one takes the plane waves and for a crystalline structure, one uses Bloch
functions.
In that way, we meet the following matrix elements: the kinetic transport matrix

the vertex A
Vf(k> kla p/> p) = (S%‘Pk% Vf@p’%@p) ) (5141)
and the effective interaction

Due to the symmetry property (5.I36), we have

Vf(k> k,a p,> p) - Vf(k/> ka P, p,) ) Jf(k> p) = Jf(_ka _p) .
The kinetic Hamiltonian acquires the form
Hf"™ =wp Y > [ Kp(k,p) — 6k Jc 4 (K) o (p) (5.143)
s kp

and the interaction part becomes
2
. w
Hyt = 20y 0% > Vil K p'p) el (k) (k) s (0) esp(p) - (5.144)
ss’ kk' pp’

Then we use the Hartree-Fock-Bogolubov approximation [305] and consider the restricted
space comprising the processes with conserved spin and momentum, so that

el (k) cop(K) = by i ¢l () cp(k)
el (k) el (k) = 6_sw 0 cp(K) ol (—K) . (5.145)
Introduce the momentum distribution
np(k) => (i (k) eir(k)) (5.146)

and the anomalous average
05(k) = ( ooy (k) cop(K) ). (5.147)

The resulting Hamiltonian can be diagonalized by means of the Bogolubov canonical trans-
formation

oy (1) = (0 () + (k) (09 (5.115)
in which
u g _ 1 wy (k) v s _ 1 _ wr(k)
w9 =g 1+ 25 | =g [1- 5] e

Here we have defined the effective single-particle spectrum

Wf(k) = Kf(k, k) + wy Mf(k) — U (5150)
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and the excitation spectrum

er(k) = \/A;(k) +wi(k) (5.151)
with the mass operator
M) = 3 | Vilkoppd9 = 5 Vilkopkep) | ns(o) (5.152)
p
and the gap
As(l) = wy Y Jy(k,p) o5(p) (5.153)

p

As a result, the Hamiltonian reduces to

Hy=w;» Y ep(k) al (k) agp(k) +w,Cy (5.154)
s k
with the nonoperator term
1
Cp=> | wr(k) —es(k) + Ap(k) ay(k) — 5wy My(k) ny(k) | - (5.155)
- 2
The momentum distribution becomes
wy (k) wyes(k)
k)y=1-— tanh 5.156
and the anomalous average is
Ay(k) wyes(k)
k)= tanh ) 1
or(k) %K) an 5T (5.157)

The anomalous average is the order parameter distinguishing the superconducting and nor-

mal phases, so that
o1(k) Z0, os(k) =0. (5.158)

This yields the distinction for the gap in the superconducting and normal phases,

A(K) 20, Ayk)=0. (5.159)

5.11 Stability of Heterophase States

The existence of a heterophase state implies the stability of the state with respect to the
variation of phase probabilities. For grand thermodynamic ensemble, we need to consider the
grand thermodynamic potential N

Q=—-Tln Tre ¥ (5.160)

where § = 1/T. The extremum of the grand potential with respect to w = wy, with wy = 1—w,
yields the equation defining the phase probability w,

o0 OH
a_w_<a_w>_0' (5.161)
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This extremum is a minimum provided that

520 021 AN
= <W>_ﬁ<<%> > > 0. (5.162)

Since the second term in the last inequality is positive, the necessary condition for the minimum

1S
02 H
< o > > 0. (5.163)

(Hf™)=wsQp,  (H{M)

from (B.IGI]), we get the equation for the phase probability
P+ Qr—
W= 2T 2T K1

Introducing the notations

2
w
71” Dy, (5.164)

S (5.165)
and from (5.I63), we find the stability condition
O+ Dy > 0. (5.166)
For the heterophase superconductor, we have
D = 37 My(k) ns(k) 23" Jy(k, p) oy (K) o (p) (5.167)
k kp

Then the stability condition (5.166]) yields
DD My(k) ns(k) > 2 Ji(k,p) o1(k) 01(p) - (5.168)
f k kp

The gap equation (B.I54)reads as

As(p) wres(p)
Ap(k) =wp y  Jp(k D22 tanh : 5.169
A positive solution for the gap requires that
Je(k,p) >0 (5.170)

in the region of momenta making the main contribution to the summation. Therefore a neces-
sary condition for (B.168) is

>N My(k) ny(k) > 0. (5.171)
f ok

This implies that there should exist in the system sufficiently strong repulsive interactions.
The first candidate for this is the Coulomb interaction of charge carriers. Thus we come to the
requirement:

Conclusion 1. Heterophase state in a superconductor can exist only in the presence of
repulsive interactions, such as Coulomb interactions.
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5.12 Uniform Heterophase Superconductor

For the case of a uniform system, it is reasonable to deal with the plane waves

1 ik-r
Pr(r) = VoAl (5.172)

where V' is the system volume. Since the gap for the normal phase is trivial, Ay(k) = 0, it is
necessary to consider only the gap of the superconducting phase. It is convenient to define

Jik,p) = % J(k,p) . (5.173)

To simplify notations, we can omit the index 1 in the expressions related to the superconducting
phase, such as
Ai(k) = A(k) , e1(k) =e(k), wi(k) = w(k) .

Taking into account that in the thermodynamic limit the replacement
1 dp
P H
1% ; / (2m)3
is valid, where the integration is over all values of the momentum, from Eq. (5.169) we come

to the equation for the gap of a uniform heterophase superconductor

A(p) we(p) dp
2e(p) P T G

A(K) = w / J(k, p) (5.174)

The charge carriers interact with each other in two ways, through attractive interactions in-
duced by phonon exchange and repulsive Coulomb interactions [306,307], which can be denoted
as

J(k,p) = Jon(k,p) + Jo(k,p) . (5.175)

The phonon-exchange part is

2
[0
Il p) = ——2]

2, Tel®) (PP (5.176)

with the electron-phonon coupling

o 4 i Zioneg Pion 2
T k(1 + 2/kE)

and the characteristic phonon frequency w,,. Here e is the charge of the carriers, kg is the
Fermi momentum defined by the equation w(kr) = 0, »>~! is the screening radius of charge
interactions, and pjon, Mion, and Z,,, are the density, mass, and charge of an ion. The Fermi
momentum approximately is kr ~ (372p.)'/3), where p, is electron density.

The term due to the screened Coulomb interactions is

Jo(k,p) = — /(I)C(r) e 1kP)IT gy Oo(r)=—¢e ", (5.177)
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which gives
4rel

Jo(k,p) = — Kk—pl2 452"

(5.178)

where the notation (5.142)) with the sign minus is taken into account. The screening radius s !

is defined by the expression
1/3
, 4 (3
= =Zp)
ap s

where ag = 1/(m.e?) is the Bohr radius. Thus we have

a |? 4mre?
I, p) = —— °

w2, — W) —w@)?  k—p] a2

(5.179)

The main contribution to integral (5.174) comes form the momentum p that is close to
the Fermi momentum kp. To simplify the gap equation (5.I74]), let us average the effective
interactions over spherical angles,

1
J(k) = lim —/J(k, p) dQ(p) . (5.180)
p—krp 4T
This gives
J(k) N T (k) (5.181)
S Wik T |
where ) (h + kp)? )
e + Kp)” +
k)=-—>1 182
Jolk) = 7, n‘(k—k:F)2+%2 (5.182)
The gap equation (5.I74]) can be approximated by the equation
A(p) we(p) dp
Ak) =wJ(k tanh . 5.183
(k) =w ()/26(p) YT np (5.183)
The condition for the existence of a nontrivial gap is
LS (k) > 0 (5.184)
why, — w?(k) ¢ ' '
At the Fermi surface, this reduces to the condition
ol
s— — Jolkr) >0, (5.185)
w
ph
where ) 2
Jelkp) = 20 n (1 +4 —1;) . (5.186)
k. ”

This is similar to the Bardeen-Cooper-Schriffer criterion of superconductivity, [308,309], how-
ever in our case [296]300,301] the characteristic phonon frequency depends on the probability
of superconducting phase,

wpn = VW wy (5.187)
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where wy is the characteristic phonon frequency for a pure superconducting phase.
Defining the ion plasma frequency

o\ 12
Wion = 2Zion €o ( pwn) (5188)
Mion
translates condition (5.I85) to the form
2 1 2 k2
Zion o2 (142 ) (14+42E) (5.189)
wop 4 k. 2

For sz ~ kp, the right-hand side of the above inequality is close to one, hence giving wie, > wWph.
Taking into account the phonon frequency softening, defined in (5.I87), we come to the criterion

Wion
\/E wWo

In that way, we see that the mesoscopic phase separation facilitates the appearance of
superfluidity. Despite that in a pure bad conductor, without heterophase states, there may
be no superfluidity because of the inequality w;,, < wp, in a heterophase system the criterion
(5.190) can become valid, since w < 1. Thus we can conclude:

>1. (5.190)

Conclusion 2. Phase separation enables the appearance of superconductivity in a het-
erophase sample even if it were impossible in pure-phase matter.

Considering the gap equation (5.I83]) at the Fermi surface, we define the gap
A= Akr) , (5.191)
the density of states
1 dS(w)
N(w) = / )
=G | Tout0/0K [

where the integration is over the Fermi surface given by the equation w(k) = 0, and the effective
coupling parameter

(5.192)

|22 - Jc(kp)] . (5.193)

wwy

| o

Asz@{

Assuming that the main contribution to the integral (5.183]) comes from a narrow region around
the Fermi surface, where w varies between zero and wy;,, we get the gap equation

A wvV A% 4+ w?
——  tanh | —— | dw=1.
0 VAZ + 2 2T

The equation for the critical temperature, where A = 0, is

“rh ] ww
A — tanh dw=1. 1
/o — tan <2Tc> w (5.195)

In the case of weak coupling, the critical temperature reads as

Wph

(5.194)

1
T. ~ 1.14 w*? wy exp (— K) (A1) (5.196)
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and for strong effective coupling, it becomes

1
T~ w? Nwy  (A>1). (5.197)

In order to clearly show the dependence of the critical temperature on the phase probability,
let us define the coupling parameter A and the Coulomb parameter p* corresponding to the
pure superconducting phase,

| o]

A= N(0) R w = N(0) Jo(kr) . (5.198)
Then the effective coupling (5.193)) reads as
A=X—wyu*. (5.199)
Define the dimensionless critical temperature
b= Lo (5.200)
Wo

Then equation (5.195]) for the critical temperature takes the form

1 3/2 d
(A — wu*)/ tanh (w x) o (5.201)
0

2t, T

The probability of the superconducting phase depends on thermodynamic parameters, such
as temperature, and on the system parameters, such as the electron-phonon coupling, charac-
teristic phonon frequency, density of states, effective Coulomb interaction, and doping of the
material with admixtures. If the crystalline structure does not change at the phase transition,
then the phase probabilities, defined as the minimizers of the thermodynamic potential, are
equal at the transition point, where the gap becomes zero. However, if the superconducting
transition is accompanied by a structural transition, the situation can be more complicated,
so that the phase probabilities might be not equal at the transition point due to different ef-
fective interactions Vy(k,k’,p’,p). Keeping in mind this possibility, it is possible to consider
the phase probability w as a variable between 0 and 1. The variation of w, for instance due to
doping, changes the critical temperature in a nonmonotonic way. As is seen from (.201]), the
critical temperature tends to zero when w tends to zero and also when w tends to A/u*. For
good conductors, one has p* < A, hence the limit A\/u* for w cannot be achieved. However,
for bad conductors, corresponding to high-temperature superconductors, the limit A/u* can be
reached, since for them p* > A. The typical for high-temperature superconductors bell shape
of the critical temperature, as a function of the superconducting fraction w, is demonstrated in
Fig. 9, Fig. 10, and Fig. 11.

5.13 Anisotropic Heterophase Superconductor

The gap of a high-temperature superconductor is known to often display anisotropic dependence
on momentum. Numerous experiments point at the predominantly d—wave symmetry of the
superconducting order parameter [310,311], though in some cases one claims that the isotropic
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Figure 9: Critical temperature T, of superconducting phase transition as a function of the
superconducting fraction w for the electron-phonon coupling A = 1 and different effective
Coulomb couplings: p* = 1 (dotted line), p* = 3 (dashed-dotted line), p* = 5 (dashed line),
and p* = 10 (solid line).

s—wave symmetry can be dominant [312]. The majority of experiments evidence the existence
of the mixed s + d pairing in cuprates, which describes well experimental data [311].

To describe the anisotropy [302,303], one may introduce a basis {x(k)} of functions char-
acterizing the lattice symmetry, with the index ¢ = 1,2, ... enumerating irreducible represen-
tations of the symmetry group. The basis is assumed to be orthonormal and complete,

DR (k) =0 > X (k) xiP) = Oy -

The effective interaction Ji(k, p) can be expanded over this basis,

Jik,p) = Z Ji; xi(k) X;(p), (5.202)
ij
together with the gap,
Ak) =D A xi(k) . (5.203)

Then the gap equation (5.169) reduces to

J

where

= 3 3 (“22)) o) o) (5.205)

with the summation over the Brillouin zone.
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Figure 10: Critical temperature T, of superconducting transition as a function of the super-
conducting fraction w for the electron-phonon coupling A = 3 and different effective Coulomb
couplings: p* = 3 (dashed-dotted line), p* = 5 (dashed line), and p* = 10 (solid line).

The system of uniform algebraic equations (5.204]) enjoys nontrivial solutions, provided that

det (1—A4)=0, (5.206)

with 1 being the unity matrix and the elements of the matrix A being given in (5.205).

The effective interaction (5.202) includes the attractive part caused by the electron-phonon
interaction and a repulsive part due to the direct Coulomb interaction. This means that J;;
has the structure

g = (el (kr) ) by (5.207)
(Y wwg C\IMF ij - .
At the critical temperature, we have
AT =Y Wi o (PP o) o (p) (5.208)
1] [ . 2w(p) 2Tc XZ p X] p . .
The density of states can be written as
Nij(w) = d(w—w(p)) x;(P) Xx;(p) . (5.209)
p

with the normalization condition
o0
/ Nij(W) dw = (Sz'j .
—00

Replacing the summation over momenta by the integration over the Brillouin zone,

1 dp
ZHE/B(%)?”

peB
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Figure 11: Critical temperature T, of superconducting transition as a function of the super-
conducting fraction w for the electron-phonon coupling A = 5 and different effective Coulomb
couplings: p* =5 (dashed-dotted line), u* = 7 (dashed line), and p* = 10 (solid line).

we have ) ;
b
Ni-w:—/éw—wp X; (P) x;(p . 5.210
()pB( ())()]()(27r)3 (5.210)
Then Eq. (5.208) can be represented as
* Njj(w) ww

Assuming again that the density of states is the largest on the Fermi surface and quickly
diminishes outside it after the effective phonon frequency w,,, we come to the equation

UJph
Ay(Te) = w Jz’jNij(O)/ tanh (ww) o (5.212)
0

Introducing the electron-phonon coupling and effective Coulomb interaction for the pure anisotropic

superconductor,
| o

)‘ij = Nw(O) bij s M = Nw(O) JC(kF) bij s (5213)

w2
reduces the effective coupling matrixoto the form

Aij = Nij —wij (5.214)
Taking account of relation (5.I87) gives
w2

1
) 2T,

X

The critical temperature is defined by equation (5.200]), with the matrix A having the elements

(G.2135).
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Defining the quantity A.f¢(7.) by the equation
1— A p(T.) = det (1 — A) (5.216)

and the effective coupling A,y by the relation

1 3/2 d
w>*wy x
Acrr(T.) = Ae tanh —, 5.217
o) = Aoy [ (U200 (5:217)
we come to the equation for the critical temperature
1 3/2 d
w x
A, tanh — =1 5.218
If /0 an <2tc x) . (5.218)

having the same form as equation (5.201]) for an isotropic superconductor, except that now,
instead of the coupling A, we have A.y.

The analysis of the properties of anisotropic heterophase superconductors [302,1303] allows
us to make the following conclusions.

(i) Mesoscopic phase separation in superconductors can be thermodynamically stable only
in the presence of repulsive Coulomb interactions.

(ii) Phase separation enables the appearance of superconductivity in a heterophase sample
even if it were impossible in pure-phase matter.

(iii) Phase separation is crucial for the occurrence of superconductivity in bad conductors.

(iv) The critical temperature for a mixture of gap waves is higher than the critical temper-
ature related to any pure gap wave from this mixture.

(v) In bad conductors, the critical temperature as a function of the superconducting fraction
has the bell shape.

(vi) Phase separation softens the single-particle energy dispersion.

(vii) Mesoscopic phase separation suppresses the contribution of d—wave superconductivity
and enhances that of s—wave superconductivity.

5.14 Model of Heterophase Ferroelectric

Dipolar ferroelectrics, exhibiting order-disorder phase transitions, mathematically are similar
to magnetic systems, except that instead of magnetic moments they possess electric dipolar
moments [7T9/3T3]. Taking account of paraelectric fluctuations in ferroelectrics is accomplished
in the same way as taking into account paramagnetic fluctuations in ferromagnets [314H317].

It is illustrative to show how the ferroelectric model can be derived. Let us start with the
standard Hamiltonian of a heterophase system

H=H P H
_ T
Hf = wf/wf(r) H(](I‘) wf(l') dr +

+ % / Phr) ¥I) ®(r — 1) y(r') y(r) drdr’ (5.219)
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where the field operators pertain to either boson or fermion statistics, which is not of great
importance for well localized particles. Here

Ho(r) = — % +U(r) (5.220)

is a single-particle term, with an external potential U(r). Keeping in mind a periodic solid, we
expand the field operators over Wannier functions,

r) = chjf Wy (r —15) , (5.221)

with n being the band index and r;, a vector of a particle location. Intending to consider an
insulating state, we assume that Wannier functions are well localized [318].
Substituting expansion (5.221)) into Hamiltonian (5.219) gives

Hy=wy» Y EFtel e+

ij  mn
w?
f Pranznan T
Z Z 311]233]34 ! n1]1 an]z CnSJS Cn4j4 I (5222)
{7} {n}
where
IS /wm(r —1;) Ho(r) wy(r —1;) dr (5.223)
and ®"172"2" are the matrix elements of the interaction potential over Wannier functions.

J1J2J3J4
Considering a lattice with one particle in each lattice site, it is necessary to impose the

no-double-occupancy constraint
Zcij Cpj =1 Cmj Cnj = 0. (5.224)

In the case of an insulating lattice, with well localized particles, the no-hopping condition is
valid,

- eni = 0 ch] Cnj - (5.225)

Then Hamiltonian (5.222) reads as

Hf—waZEmn f Cn]

Z D vpmenena of el enyg cnsi s (5.226)
ij  {n}
with
VI = @ g
where the upper sign is for the Bose and the lower, for Fermi statistics.
In ferroelectrics with the order-disorder phase transition, a lattice site is formed by a double
well. To describe the motion of a particle between the wells of a double well, it is necessary to
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consider at least two lowest energy levels, corresponding to the ground state and the first excited
state, so that in what follows we take n = 1,2. The typical situation is when the ground-state
wave function is symmetric with respect to spatial inversion, while the wave function of the
first excited state is antisymmetric,

wl(—r) = wl(r) s wg(—r) = —U)Q(I') .
Taking into account that the interaction potential is symmetric, such that
D(—r) = () |

we see that the matrix elements where the energy indices enter in odd numbers, are zero, for
instance

mmmn __ {ymmnm __ yymnmm __ {/nmmm __
Vi = Vg = Vg = Vg = 0

for m # n. The nonzero elements enter the following expressions in the combinations

1 1
Aij = Z (‘/;;'111 + ‘/3222 + 2‘/2;221) 7 Bij = Z (V;Hl + ‘/5222 - 2‘/;;221) ’
1
Cz'j = 5 (‘/5222 - ‘/;;111) 7 Iij — _2%;122 ) (5227)

Introducing the notations for the matrix elements of kinetic energy,

K = / W’ (r—r;) (— V—Z) wa(r — 1;) dr (5.228)

2m

and of the external potential,
Uij" = /wfn(r —1;) U(r) wy(r — 1) dr, (5.229)
and using the symmetry properties, we find
EG" = 0y K + U™, K5 = O KT (5.230)

Also, let us introduce the notations

2
pj _ 1 11 22 _ 1 11 22
2—:§(KJJ+KJJ)7 UOZW%:(UJJ+UjJ)’
1 p?
_ 11 22\ _ j
Ey=5) (Bj+ES) =) -+l N. (5.231)
J J
The quantity
_ 22 11 ~ 122 11
O, =E% - E) +waCij ~ E? - pl (5.232)

is the frequency of tunneling between the wells of a double well. The value of €2; depends on
the shape of the double well and can be varied in a wide range [319]. The expression

_ 12 21 12 21
Bj=-LEj; — Ejj = U = Uj; (5.233)
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plays the role of an external field acting on a particle in the j-th lattice site.
Employing the transformation

1 1
i _ T _
s Cur =5 55, Gy =5 — Sy
T _ ; T _ ;
Crjp Cojf =S5 —i Sy, Cyip Crjf = Sip+1i S, (5.234)
we obtain the operators

. _ L (i i qu _ L (g i
if = 5 \Gur Cuf T G255 €21 ) if T 5 \Cuir Cuf T Cop CUf )

. _ L1 (i t

it =5 \Cus C2ir + gy s ) (5.235)

satisfying the algebra of spin one-half operators, because of which they are called pseudospin
operators. The above transformations are valid for Bose as well as for Fermi statistics. In that
way, Hamiltonian (5.220]) reduces to the form

Hy = wiEy — wy Z (9 S5 + B; S3) +

J

1
2 x T 4 z
+ wy Z <§ Aij + Bij Siy Sjp — Lij S5y jf) : (5.236)

If the tunneling frequency €2; and the transverse interaction B;; are small and can be ne-
glected, then the Hamiltonian H; reduces to the Heisenberg form considered in Sec. 5.1. The
similar form of the Hamiltonian Hy occurs for double-well optical lattices [320321], macro-
molecular systems [322], and granular Bose condensate [323]. The role of phonon degrees of
freedom on the order-disorder phase transition has also been studied [324,[325].

5.15 Heterophase Crystalline Structure

In addition to phonon vibrations, crystalline structures can exhibit structural phase transitions
and heterophase structural fluctuations [326H329]. The Hamiltonian of a heterophase system,
where two crystalline structures coexist, can be written as in (5.219). The following idea is to
consider the ground state of the system characterized by this Hamiltonian and to describe the
collective excitations by means of phonon variables [330,331]. For this purpose, we expand the
field operators over Wannier functions of the lowest-level band

Up(r) =) ejp w(r —rjy) (5.237)
J
omitting the band index. This reduces Hamiltonian (5.219) to the form similar to (5.220]),

2

_ Z i wfz o

Hf = Wy Ejjf ij Cif + 7 ‘/ijf Cz’f ij Cif Cif - (5238)
J ij

Then we employ the no-double-occupancy constraint (5.224]) and no-hopping condition (5.225))
that now read as

c;-f cir=1, circir=0, cjf cif=0ij . (5.239)
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As a result, we come to the Hamiltonian

2 2
% w
Hy =w; ) (—27{,{;+Ujf> +—2f§ Vis | (5.240)
J i

in which

0= W= i) (9l - nyg)

Ujr = /w*(r —1,7) U(r) w(r —rjy) dr . (5.241)

The phase probabilities are defined as the minimizers of thermodynamic potential. We again
can simplify the formulas by using the notation w; = w and wy = 1 — w. The Hamiltonian
(5240) depends on the phase probabilities explicitly as well as implicitly through the values
under summation. If we neglect the implicit dependence on the phase probabilities and consider
the case without external fields, then the minimization of the free energy gives the equation

Qy + Ky — K

w=—2——2_ "1 5.242
31 D (5.242)

where
N 2 1 N
_ Pjy _
Kf:< E: o > , ®f:<ﬁj§:1 V;jf> . (5.243)

Excitations above the ground state are described by phonon degrees of freedom. For this
purpose, the vectors r;s, showing the location of a particle in the vicinity of the vector of a
lattice site a;; in the f-th phase, is represented as

rjr=a;s + u,r, (5244)
so that
ajr = (rjs), (ujr)=0. (5.245)

Expanding the interaction V;;; = V(r;; — r;s) in powers of the deviation u;s up to the second
order transforms Hamiltonian (5.240) into the expression

N 2 N 2 N

f f af f

Z om T2 Z Z i ufy Z V(ayy) (5.246)
= voed i

in which

0V (auy)

=
3
8a§‘f Oa "

iif = y aijf = Air — Ajf . (5247)

Introducing phonon operators bys; by the relations

. Cksf (b bT > ik-a;p
Ujp = \/— Z \/Tks ksf + —ksf € )
Pjr = \/— Z V MWgsf eksf (bk‘sf b f) eik.ajf s (5248)
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where ej,¢ are the polarization vectors of the crystalline lattice in the f-th phase, reduces
Hamiltonian (5.246]) to the form

1
Hy=wp ) Wi <b£sf brss + 5) + L NAy, (5.249)

ks

where

f=— ZV (aij7) (5.250)

Z#J
and the phonon frequency is defined by the equation

3

N

wy

EZ Z Y b etkas eksf Wi pChes - (5.251)
=1 =1

To separate the explicit dependence on the phase probabilities, let us introduce the frequency

Eles = Z Zcbj”j} €hss Chsp €. (5.252)

Jlocﬁ

Then the phonon frequency reads as

Wisf = A/Wf Eksf - (5253)
Hamiltonian (5.249) becomes
1 2
Hy = wj’z/Q Z{—:ksf (blsf bksf + 5) + —= NAf (5.254)

ks

With Hamiltonian (5.254), it is straightforward to find the kinetic energy Ky,

o 1 WrWgsf
K= ngw cosh -t ) (5.255)

and the potential energy ®; ,

Oy = As+ o ZZ S (uuly) (5.256)

iy af

defined in (5.243). Here the deviation-deviation correlation function is

a B
ij Chs € wrw
a B 1] ksf“ksf fWksf
By — Ll oy (LLL) 5.257
(i u]f> 2N %: MWis f 0 2T ( )
The average of Hamiltonian (5.246) reads as

2
w
<Hf>_wafN+—fZZ<b”f ufpufy) + 5 AN (5.258)

ij  ap
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while (5.254) gives

2
w
(Hy) = 2wy KfN+7fAfN. (5.259)

Comparing these two forms results in the relations
waZcbwf Uy =2K; (5.260)
ij  af

and
wy (I)f:’LUf Af+2Kf. (5.261)

The free energy is F' = F; + F5, where
w? T W W
_f : fWksf
Fy = 5 Ap + N Eks In [281I1h< 5T )] . (5.262)

Minimizing the free energy with respect to the probability w = w; yields

Ay +3(Ky — Ky)
N Ay + A, '

As is easy to check, expression (5.263) coincides with (£.242), if relation (5.261)) is taken into

account.

(5.263)

5.16 Structural Phase Transition

The existence of heterophase fluctuations of competing structures is especially noticeable in the
vicinity of structural phase transitions. Several quantities that can be measured are connected
with the mean-square deviation that for the f-th phase reads as

rf=Y (ufpul, ). (5.264)
With Eq. (5.257), the mean-square deviation becomes

1 1 W W
_ o (1) 5
= 5N %: oy co o7 (5.265)

Defining the frequency averaged over polarizations gives

where

ety = Z D @y eterar (5.267)

]I(X
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In the Debye approximation [332], for the mean-square deviation we obtain [327)328330,331]

the form )
Qw e
2 _ f f
e = mo; /0 x coth (_QT x) dx | (5.268)

in which the effective Debye temperature

O =w}? Tpy (5.269)

is expressed through the Debye temperature Tp; of a pure phase f. Due to the existence
of heterophase fluctuations, the mean-square deviation in each phase depends on the phase
probability wys. At the point of a structural phase transition, the probability of structures
is close to wy ~ 1/2, which results in the increase of the mean-square deviations in each
structure [327,1328].
The mean-square deviation is related to the Mossbauer factor or Debye-Waller factor for an
f-th phase,
fup =exp (—q2 r]%) , (5.270)
in which ¢ is the momentum of a gamma-quantum in the case of the Mossbauer effect and the

momentum of a Rontgen quantum or a neutron momentum in the case of the Debye-Waller
factor. The averaged factor for the whole sample is

v =wr fa, + w2 fur, - (5.271)

The Mossbauer and Debye-Waller factors exhibit anomalous behaviour at the points of
phase transitions, such as cusps and saggings [333-342]. It was shown [343,1344] that these
anomalies cannot be explained by the appearance of soft modes. But such anomalies can
be explained by the existence of heterophase fluctuations increasing in the vicinity of phase
transitions [345-351].

Depending on temperature, the mean-square deviation can be written as

9

2
Ty = —— (T'=0) (5.272)
! 4mw}/2TDf
at zero temperature and as
9T

at finite temperature. These expressions show that the appearance of heterophase fluctuations,
when the phase probability w; becomes less than one, increases the mean-square deviation,
hence diminishes the Mdossbauer factor. The sharp decrease of the Mossbauer factor at phase
transitions explains the cusp-shape anomaly observed at different phase-transition points.
Sound velocity also exhibits anomalous behavior in the vicinity of phase transitions [32§].
The sound velocity of a pure phase f in the Debye approximation can be defined by the relation

Tpr=crkp (k= 67%p) | (5.274)

where kp is the Debye momentum and p is the average density of the sample. In this approxi-
mation, the phonon spectrum wys of a heterophase system takes the form

Wisf = ka‘ (O S k S ]{TD) s (5275)
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with the sound velocity
Sp = 4/Wyr Cy . (5276)

The average sound velocity through a heterophase sample is
S = 1wy S1 + Wy S = w‘f/zcl + wg’/z@ ) (5.277)

To estimate the variation of the sound velocity caused by heterophase fluctuations, let us
consider the case where the sound velocities in competing pure heterophase structures are close
to each other, so that ¢; =~ c. Then the average sound velocity in a heterophase system is

s = (wi’/z + wg’/2> c. (5.278)

If at the point of the phase transition, w; approximately equals 1/2, then the average sound
velocity diminishes to s = 0.7c.

5.17 Stability of Heterophase Solids

Solids are characterized by localized particles. In the case of crystals, particles form crystalline
lattices, while in amorphous solids the particle location in a sample is random. Particle localiza-
tion is described by mean-square deviation. When this deviation becomes close to half-distance
between the nearest neighbors, the solid gets unstable. The condition

Ty
a

< (5.279)

N | —

is called the Lindemann criterion of stability [352]. This criterion defines the stability boundary
of solid state [330,331,[353,1354]. For heterophase materials, this criterion includes the phase
probability wy, so that the stability condition can essentially change, as compared to that of a
pure phase.

Studying the mean-square deviation in the Debye approximation, it is instructive to consider
a sample in arbitrary space dimensionality d = 1,2,3,.... Then the sum over momenta can be
reduced to the integral,

1 2 ko d—1
Nzk: o (47r)d/2f(d/2)p/0 K dk (5.280)

where kp is the Debye momentum, or Debye radius,

kp = Vin { g r <g) p } . : (5.281)

with pa® = 1, p being the average density and a, the average distance between the nearest
neighbors.
In a pure f-th phase, the mean-square deviation is expressed through the Debye temperature

Dy [d_ [d\ "
Tps = cf kp = 4wﬁf{§r(§” , (5.282)
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in which
Lf
- - -2
Cr a (5 83)

is the sound velocity in a pure phase and

1 d 82V(aij)

Dp==) oo
d = dafdafy

(5.284)

is the dynamic parameter equal to the dynamical matrix in the nearest-neighbor approximation.
In a heterophase system, the role of Debye temperature is played by expression (5.269]).
Then Eq. (5.267) takes the form

o wyd’ Lo O
T = 2me, /0 % coth (ﬁ x| do. (5.285)

At low temperature, this gives

d2
2~ T < Oy). 5.286
T 3 d = 1)mTyy s (T < &) (5.286)

Introducing the characteristic kinetic energy

1
we get the stability criterion

Ex d—1
— < — T < 0Oy). 5.288
< qE VT (1<) (5.25%)

This shows that an infinite one-dimensional crystal cannot exist. For a two-dimensional crystal,
we have

FE NJw
KoY T (17«6, d=2) (5.289)
Tpy 16
and for a three-dimensional crystal,
E N/ w
K YT (7«<e;,d=3). (5.290)
Tpy 18

At high temperature, the mean-square deviation reads as

Td?

r: = (T > ©;), (5.291)
5 (d— 2)mTp; w? !
which yields the stability criterion
Ex (d—2)Tps
T : 292
Ty < st (T'> ©y) (5.292)
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Hence, there are no one- and two-dimensional infinite crystals, while for a three-dimensional

crystal, we have
Ex Tpr o
— < = T>0;, d=3). 5.293
Ty < mr v >0 ) (5.203)

Since in a heterophase system w; < 1, the stability boundary diminishes as compared to a pure
system.

The above criteria are derived for spatially infinite solids. For finite solids, it is necessary
to take into account finite-size effects that limit the smallest wave vector by

T
Fimin = 7 (L=NYq) . (5.294)

Then in the mean-square deviation (5.287), the integral has to be limited from below by the
value

_ Fomin _ VT
min = T S (d/2)T(d/2) VAN (5.295)

For one-dimension, the latter is

1
min — a7 d=1 s
toin =y (d=1)
while for two dimensions,
1 s
min — & T d=2).
x sy @d=2)
At low temperature, for a one-dimensional crystalline chain, it follows
In N
- (T<O;,d=1). (5.296)

2

reoY —————————

Y 2mTD f A/ Wy

Then the stability criterion gives the largest number of particles that are able to form a finite
chain,

Tpr Jw
N < exp 2LV S (T< O, d=1). (5.297)
AFE
At high temperature, for a one-dimensional chain, we have
NT
R T>0;,d=1). 5.298
Ty mT%f wjzv (T > 7o ) ( )

The stability criterion results in the inequality

oy (T>0;, d=1) (5.209)
< — . .
8T E I
For a two-dimensional solid at high temperature, we find the mean-square deviation
TIln N
R T>0;, d=2 5.300
s mTp, w} (T> 6y, ) ( )

which limits the largest number of particles by the value

T2 ,w2
N < exp (E;)TfiE;) (T>0;,d=2). (5.301)

The obtained stability conditions demonstrate that heterophase fluctuations diminish the
possible size of finite solids.
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5.18 Solids with Nanoscale Defects

There exists a large class of solids containing nanoscale defects, such as pores, cracks, dis-
locations, heterophase embryos, and polymorphic inclusions [4,B355H359]. Such solids can be
considered as heterophase systems composed of two phases with different density [360H365].

The system Hamiltonian has the standard form

FI:Hl—i_HQ’

Hy =y [ufte) (= 5o n) wrle) e+

b Sk [0 V) 0l x) () st drae

The number of particles in an f-th phase of the heterophase mixture is

M=wﬂ@mwmwr

occupying the volume V}, so that the density of an f-th phase is

_ Ny _ 1 i
pfzvfzvfwf(rwf(rndr.
The average density of the total system is

N

=—=w +w .
P v 101 2 P2

The phases differ from each other by their densities, such that

pr > P2 -

Thus the first phase can be called dense, while the second, rarefied.

It is also convenient to introduce the lattice filling factor

_N _p
V= — = |
N pL
the density of lattice sites
Ny,
L = 7 )
and the dimensionless phase density
T = ﬁ
PL

Then the equality (5.303]) reduces to
V=W T+ W To

and the condition (5.306) becomes
T > To .
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The field operators can be represented as expansions over the localized orbitals ¢,,;(r) [256].
Here n is a band index, j = 1,2,..., Ny is the label enumerating lattice sites. Let c,;¢ be the
annihilation operator of a particle in a band n at a lattice site j, in a phase f, and the variable
e;s take the values 0 or 1, depending on whether the site j is free or occupied by a particle.

Supposing that the considered temperatures are much lower than the energy gap between
the lowest and excited levels allows us to resort to the single-band approximation writing down
the field-operator expansion as

Usr) =3 eir eis ¢4x) - (5.312)

Assuming that each lattice site can host not more than one particle imposes the unipolarity
condition
dier=1,  c¢rep=0. (5.313)

We consider a good isolator, where the intersite transitions are suppressed, so that the only
surviving matrix elements are the diagonal elements

2= [o) (-5 ) e ar,

By = / S1(r) () B(r — 1) ;') i(x) drdr’ . (5.314)

Then we get the Hamiltonian

Np, Np,
1
Hy = 2 w Z Dy eigejr — wy (b — o) Z €if - (5-315)
i#j j=1

The phase density (5.304]) reads as

., ! ENLj (5.316)
= T = — €, .
Pf Vf PL NL if

and the dimensionless density (5.309) becomes
Ps L
xfz?:<mj;ejf> : (5.317)
Minimizing the grand potential
Q=-TIn TrePH (5.318)

with respect to the phase probabilities w; = w and wy = 1 — w gives the probability of a dense
phase

w— Dy + (g0 — p) (w2 — 1)

, 5.319
B 1 D, (5.319)
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where

1
B = o [0 V) 0 1) Uyl) vy ) v’ =

1 &

- EZ% (eifejr) . (5.320)
i#]

By a canonical transformation, it is possible to introduce pseudospin operators,
1 : ; 1
ejf:§+5jf, ij:€jf— 5 . (5321)

Then Hamiltonian (5315) acquires the pseudospin form

Np
Ny, 1 :
Hf:? [w]%(I)—élwf (u—so)} —|—§ [w]zc(I)—wa (M—Eo)} Zij—l—
j=1
1,k
+ 5 wp ) By S Sy (5.322)
i#]
in which
1 &
d= N Z D, . (5.323)
i#]
This shows that the model is similar to a model of a magnetic system with the order parameters
2 ok
=2(5%)=— z 5.324
=28 =53 LSy (5.324)
satisfying the inequality
S1 > 8o (5325)
because of the relation )
rp=—= (14 sy) (5.326)

2

and condition (B.3TT]).
The probability (5.319) is derived from the equation

By OH
%_<%>_o. (5.327)

This equation defines a minimum, provided that

020 | ol AN
W:<aw2>_ﬁ<<%> > > 0. (5.328)

The latter inequality yields the necessary condition

-
<gw}£ > > 0. (5.329)
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Note that on the mean-field level, one has

(@))-(2)

(5.330)
Thus the condition of w to be a minimizer for ) agrees with (£.329)
In the mean-field approximation
;= a7, (5.331)
hence condition (5.329) reduces to the inequality
>0, (5.332)
Hamiltonian (5.315)) in the mean-field approximation reads as
Np
Hy 1 45 5 1
N g Wt (wf zp — p" wy) N, ; €jf (5.333)
with the effective chemical potential
=" :;0 (5.334)
Equation (5.319) yields
2 * -
_ Bt @ oz (5.335)
ri + x5
from where we find ) )
wr= Wity — Waly (5.336)
Ir1 — X2
Equality (5310) can be used for getting the probability of the dense phase
w=2"" (5.337)
L1 — T2
Measuring temperature in units of @, for the grand potential (5.318]), we have
Q 1

1 1.
N, @ 2“’%931(1 1)+§w§$2(1—9«“2)—§u—

w3z — pt w W3Ty — [ Wo
— Tln {4cosh | -—~1— h( 22—~ = . .
n { Cos < ST ) oS < 57 ) } (5.338)
Minimizing the grand potential with respect to the order parameters z;, we obtain

Xy — 932)

2
2(
2y =1+ tanh{ 201 Ewm — wm)} :

.fL’l — ZL’Q)

(5.339)
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Numerical investigations show that the two-density heterophase system can be stable only
for small filling factor

1
O<v< 5 (5.340)

in the region between the lower nucleation temperature 7,,, depending on the filling factor v,
and the upper nucleation temperature
v

= (1—2v) W[(I—v)/v] " (5:341)

5.19 Theory of Melting and Crystallization

In crystals below the melting point there can exist regions of disorder, such as pores, cracks,
dislocations, and heterophase fluctuations that play the role of liquid-like embryos [2/3366,367].
In their turn, above the melting point, there exist fluctuating crystal-like clusters representing
the germs of crystalline state. The fluctuating coexistence of the corresponding crystalline and
liquid states can be treated in the frame of the theory of heterophase systems [243/1368].

Spatial densities play the role of order parameters, so that the crystalline density is periodic
over the lattice vectors,

pi(r+a) =pi(r), (5.342)
while the liquid density is constant,
p2(r)=p. (5.343)
It is also possible to define the order parameter
A p; = max prx) 1 (5.344)
r P

that is nonzero for the crystalline phase and zero for the liquid phase.
Starting with the standard Hamiltonian of a two-phase mixture

H=H  H,
2
Hy=uy [0 (= 3 - ) vyl drs

+ % wfc/w}(r) w}(r’) V(e —r') (') y(r) drdr’, (5.345)

where V (r—r’) is the bare interaction potential, we meet the problem of dealing with divergences
caused by the fact that bare interaction potentials are usually represented by strongly singular
functions, such that the integral

/V(r) dr — 0

diverges.
This problem can be avoided by employing correlated approximations [305]. Consider, for
instance, the system potential energy

Epot = < % /¢}(r) w}(r’) V(r—r') ¢s(r') ¢s(r) dedr’ > . (5.346)
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If we resort to the Hartree-Fock approximation, while the interaction potential is not integrable,
the potential energy diverges. The way out of this pitfall is the use, e.g., of the Kirkwood
approximation [369]

(OH(r) Ph ) s () wy(r) ) = glr — ) (W}(x) O (r) ) {0F0) 0 (x) ) (5.347)
where ¢(r) is the pair correlation function that can be found from the measured structural
factor ke

1 ikr
gr)y =1+ 5 /[ Sk)—1]e o) (5.348)

The other way was suggested by Bogolubov [370] by defining the pair correlation function
through the modulus squared of the wave function describing the relative motion of the pair of
particles. In the Kirkwood approximation the potential energy

2
B vy

o= ([ st e e =) v (5319)
is finite, since the correlated potential

Pr—r)=gr—1) V(-1 (5.350)
is integrable,
/q)(r) dr < o0. (5.351)

Beginning from the Kirkwood approximation, it is possible to develop an iterational proce-
dure for Green functions, where all approximations contain only the correlated potential (5.350)
and no divergences arise [371H374].

The chemical potential is defined by the total number of particles

N=N+N,, (5.352)

with the number of particles in each phase

Nf = wf/pf(r) dr . (5353)

Minimizing the grand potential and introducing the notations

K=y [l (-5 ) vy ar,
3 = %/< ) wh) V(e = 1) oy () v (x) ) drde’

_rr_ 1
T = . N/pf(r) dr (5.354)

gives us the probability of the crystalline phase
w— (I)2+K2—K1+,u(l’1 —LL’Q)
¢y + Dy '
Then the quantities related to the crystalline phase are to be calculated with the methods
appropriate for a periodic structure, while those for the liquid phase, by the methods describing
a uniform system. The behavior of the crystalline probability (5.355]) characterizes the solid
state and the probability 1 — w describes the liquid state [243,[368]. The typical behavior of
the solid-state probability, as a function of temperature in energy units is shown in Fig. 12.

(5.355)
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Figure 12: Solid-state probability as a function of temperature in energy units. The
lines correspond to the following states: AB-—stable crystal with small admixture of liquid
droplets; BC'—metastable overheated crystal; C'D—unstable state; D E—overcooled liquid state;
EF—stable liquid state with crystal clusters.

5.20 Model of Superfluid Solid

If there exist liquid-like embryos inside a solid composed of Bose particles, then it may happen
that these liquid-like regions could exhibit the property of superfluidity. Andreev and Lifshits
[375] assumed that superfluidity in quantum crystals could be due to the motion of delocalized
vacancies. Chester [370] argued that superfluidity should arise in any quantum Bose crystal at
sufficiently low temperatures.

Formally, a superfluid crystal can be connected with the simultaneous breaking of transla-
tional and gauge symmetries in a system. If this double breaking could be allowed, then, in the
frame of the same system, crystalline diagonal order, typical of solids, could coexist with off-
diagonal order related to superfluid flow. That is, an unusual object ”superfluid solid” could
arise. An ideal crystalline state is known to prohibit such a spontaneous double symmetry
breaking. But superfluidity can appear if inside a crystal there occur mesoscopic regions of
disorder, such as grain boundaries and screw dislocations.

In order to describe a superfluid object it has been natural to turn to a coherent system
characterized by the coherent-field equation first published by Bogolubov [377] in 1949 and since
then republished numerous times, e.g., [219-221]. Gross [378-383] investigated this equation
and showed that it possesses periodic solutions imitating solid state. At the same time, due
to its coherent nature, this equation corresponds to a Bose-condensed system, hence enjoying
superfluidity. Periodic solutions describing a coherent quantum crystal have been studied by
Kirzhnits and Nepomnyashchii [384].

There have been numerous attempts to observe superfluidity in quantum crystals, espe-
cially in solid *He, where it could be due to the presence of dislocations (see reviews [385-389]).
Trapped quantum gases with dipolar interactions can exhibit the simultaneous breaking of
translational and gauge symmetries [387,[388], although periodically modulated gases are any-
way gases but not solids.

Strictly speaking, the simultaneous breaking of translational and gauge symmetries is neither
a necessary nor sufficient condition for the existence of a superfluid solid. Thus this double
breaking happens in metastable quantum Bose gases, while they, nevertheless, are gases but not
solids. From the other side, a solid is not compulsorily ideally periodic, but localized molecules
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can be randomly distributed in space, as in amorphous solids. In addition, superfluidity can
occur without gauge symmetry breaking [38§].

The assumption that Bose-condensed, hence superfluid, local states can arise in crystals
with regions of disorder was advanced in Refs. [243[368/[388]. The coexistence of solid-like and
liquid-like regions in the frame of the theory of heterophase systems is described as follows.

Let us consider a system of N particles, among which N, particles compose a crystalline
structure, while Vj;, particles form liquid-like nanosize embryos, so that

Nsol + Nliq =N. (5356)
Respectively, the volumes occupied by the phases are V;, and Vj;,, such that
V:sol + Viiq =V. (5357)

The related geometric probabilities are

V:sol _ ‘/lz
Wsol = Vv ) Wiiq = vq ) (5358)
thence they are normalized,
Wsol + Wiig = 1. (5359)
The particle fractions are
Ny = Sl gy = ia (5.360)
N’ e N’
also being normalized,
Nsol + Niig = 1. (5361)
The densities of the corresponding phases are
Nsol Nliq
sol = ; iq = 3 5362
p ! ‘/sol plq ‘/liq ( )
which gives the relations
Wsol Psol = Nsol P Wiiq Pliq = Niig P - (5363)
The average system density is
N
pP= V = Wsol Psol T Wiiq Plig - (5364)

When the phases differ by their structure but not by their density, the probabilities and fractions
coincide,
Ngol = Wsol Niig = Wiig (psol = Plig = P) . (5365>

The numbers of particles forming the solid and liquid phases can be written as

Nsol = < Nsol > s Nsol = Wsol /wlol(r) wSOl(r) dr 5

Nug=(Nug)s Ny = i / B () u(r) dr (5.366)
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Here and in what follows, we consider boson field operators. Keeping in mind *He, we study
spinless particles.

If in the liquid phase there occurs Bose-Einstein condensation, then the global gauge sym-
metry becomes broken [178,373,390,8391]. The symmetry breaking is conveniently described
by the Bogolubov shift

Yiig(r) = n(r) + i (r) (5.367)

in which
n(r) = (Yuq(r) ) (5.368)
is the condensate wave function, while v (r) is the field operator of the normal phase, such that
(¢i(r) ) =0. (5.369)

The condensate function and the field operator of the normal phase are independent variables
orthogonal to each other,

/n*(r) Yi(r) dr=0. (5.370)

The gauge symmetry breaking defines the condensate density
po(r) = | n(r) [* = | { () ) [ (5.371)
and, respectively, the number of condensed particles
Ny = wliq/po(r) dr = wliq/| n(r) |* dr . (5.372)

The number of uncondensed particles is
Ny =(Ny),  Ny=uwy / Yi(r) oy (r) dr . (5.373)
Thus the number of particles in the liquid-like phase reads as
Nijg = No + N1, (5.374)
so that the total number of particles in the system is
N = Nyo + Niig = Nyot + No + Ny . (5.375)

The density of condensed and uncondensed particles in the liquid phase is defined as

Ny Ny
= , = , 2.376
Po Vi P1 Vi ( )

respectively. Hence
Po + p1 = Plig - (5.377)
The corresponding particle fractions inside the liquid phase are

N N

np=—L - o, =0_P~ (5.378)
Nliq Pliq le’q Pliq
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so that

It is possible to define the particle fractions with respect to the total number of particles

=

0 __Nl
W_nliqn()a ny =

no = Niig N1 (5380)
for which
ng+ny = Niiq - (5381)

5.21 Relations between Chemical Potentials

For a system with several components there exist the corresponding chemical potentials whose
relations with each other are prescribed by the condition of equilibrium and the imposed con-
straints. For example, let us consider the equilibrium between the component consisting of N,
particles forming the solid phase and the component of Nj;, particles constituting the liquid
phase, with the total number of particles N = Ny, + Nj;, being fixed. The latter implies that

O Nyoy + 0 Nliq =0. (5382)

The condition of equilibrium, under fixed temperature and volume, tells us that

oF oF
= ONgoy + =——— 0N, =0. 5.383
a—stol : * 8]Vliq ta ( )

o F

Introducing the corresponding chemical potentials

OF OF
sol = [ar iq = AArr 5.384
ol a]\/vsol Hiig a]\/vliq ( )
and using (5.382) yields
(,usol - ,U/liq) 5Nsol =0 (5385)
for arbitrary N,,. This requires the equality of the chemical potentials,
Hsol = Hiig = 1 - (5386)

Now, let us N, and Ny, be fixed and consider the equilibrium between N, condensed
particles and N; uncondensed particles. The latter means that

SNy =0,  6Ng+6N; =0. (5.387)

Therefore the condition of equilibrium reads as

OF OF

F=——0/Ny+—06N;=0. )
) 0]\706 0+8N1 ON; =0 (5.388)
With the notation 9F 9F
= — = — 5.389
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we have
(o — p) 6N = 0. (5.390)

If Ny would be arbitrary, the chemical potentials would coincide. However Nj is not arbi-
trary, but it is fixed by the condition of gauge symmetry breaking (5.368]), according to which
the number of condensed particles is given by normalization (5.372), hence § Ny = 0. Actually,
the normalization condition (5.372)) is another form of the gauge-symmetry breaking condition
(5368). Therefore the chemical potentials are not obliged to coincide and, generally, can be
different [392H395].

Thus the inequality of the chemical potentials pg and uq is the direct consequence of the
gauge-symmetry breaking. If, accepting the gauge-symmetry breaking, one sets by force the
equality of these potentials, then there arises the well-known Hohenberg-Martin [396] dilemma,
when either there appears a gap in the spectrum of excitations, which contradicts the condition
of condensate existence and the Hugenholtz-Pines [397] relation, or thermodynamic equalities
become invalid. In both these cases, the system becomes unstable [392-395]. On the other hand,
equating by force these chemical potentials results in the zero anomalous self-energy [398], which
is equivalent to the absence of gauge-symmetry breaking [392-395].

The relation between the chemical potentials pu, po, and @y can be found from the definition

OF
H = N,

(5.391)

Expanding the derivative
or  OF 0Ny oF 0N,

ONug  ONo ONug | ON; ONig
and using the notation for the chemical potentials (£.389) gives

B ONy n 0Ny
M= fo ONug H1 ONuy

From the equalities Ny = noNi;; and Ny = ny Nj;,, under given ng and ny, we get

0Ny ON,

= =n . 5.392
a]Vliq o a]Vliq " ( )

Thus we come to the relation
u = Uo Mo + M1 Ny . (5393)

5.22 Hamiltonian of Superfluid Solid
The grand Hamiltonian of a superfluid solid has the form
H=H P Hiq - (5.394)

Here the Hamiltonian part describing the solid phase is

sol — Hsol M Nsol )

Hgy = wsOl/wgol <_ —) wsol( )
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SOl /wsol sol (I‘ - I') wsol( /) 7vbsol(r) drdr’ (5395)

and the part correspondmg to the liquid phase reads as

Hliqzﬁliq—ﬂoNo—Ml N, — A,

g =iy [ ) ( v ) biag(r) dr

llq /wlzq ¢zzq O(r — r') Yuig(r") Yuiq(r) drdr’ . (5.396)

The interaction potentlal ®(r) is assumed to represent an effective potential taking account of
pair correlations, so that it is integrable.
The expression

A= / [A(r) PI(r) + N (r) wl(r)] dr (5.397)

is introduced for canceling in the Hamiltonian the terms linear in the field operators v);, which
is required for satisfying condition (5.369).
The energy per particle of the solid phase consists of the kinetic energy

W, Vv?
Kol = Nl (! () ( ) Wi (x)) dr (5.398)
and the potential interaction energy
2
w / / /
o = 2;\(}[ (I)(I' o I') < 7\psol( ) wsol( ) 7psol(r ) ¢sol(r> > drdr’ . (5399>

Similarly, for the liquid phase, the kinetic energy is

zq v2
iy =22 [Culyn) (- 5) viale)) ar (5.400)
and the potential energy is
Mg = 5ot [ @ —x') (6, () 6, () g (x') g (x) ) v’ (5.401)

The kinetic energy of the liquid phase is the sum

Kiiqg = Ko+ K (5.402)
of the condensate energy
N Wiiq % V2
Ky = ~N |7 (r) ( Qm) n(r) dr (5.403)
and the kinetic energy of uncondensed particles
Wi; V2
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The internal energy per particle of the whole system is

<gliq> '

< fl > < ﬁsol >
E,= "1 = 4
0 N + u N + N (5.405)
The averages of the grand Hamiltonians are

HSO

< Nl > = Ksol +Hsol — M Mol
H;

< ]\l,q ) = Kiig + Wyig — 12 Muiq (5.406)

where
M Nig = o Mo + f41 Ty -
The latter expression is equivalent to (5.393). In that way, the internal energy becomes

Eo = Ksor + Usor + Kiig + g - (5.407)

The grand potential
Q=—T In Tr exp(—f H) = Qoo + iy (5.408)

is the sum of the terms
Qsor = =T In Tr exp(—F Hsy) , Qg = =T In Tr exp(—p Hyy) - (5.409)

The phase probabilities ws, and wy, are defined as the minimizers of the thermodynamic
potential.

5.23 Possibility of Superfluid Crystals

Low temperatures favor the appearance of superfluidity. Therefore, trying to understand
whether this property could arise in quantum crystals, it is reasonable to study first of all
the case of zero temperature.

The crystalline state can be characterized using the self-consistent harmonic approximation
[328,330,1332,1353]. Then for the kinetic energy (5.398) in the Debye approximation, we find

3Psol 32 (5.410)

Kso - s
l 4p sol

with the Debye temperature

(5.411)

2Vpsol
3mp Z Z 8@“8@

with v being the filling factor, that is the number of particles in a lattice site. The potential
energy of the crystal reads as

1/2
52d(a ]/

Psol
2p

3
Iy = (Uo wi+ 7 T wi’(ff) : (5.412)
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where

Psol
Uy = v d(a;) . (5.413)
22

The average density of the crystalline state practically coincides with the density of the
liquid-like state, differing from it only by the structure. The crystalline state is periodic, while
the liquid state is uniform. In what follows, we keep in mind the closeness of these densities
setting

Psol = Pliq = P -

The liquid Bose-condensed state is well described by the self-consistent Hartree-Fock-Bogolubov
theory developed in Refs. [178,[179392]393,[395,399-405]. The interaction strength is charac-
terized by the gas parameter

= ay = — p% @ 5.414
Y=p Qg A p 0> ( : )
where ag is a scattering length and
By = /@(r) dr = 47 2 | (5.415)
m

The gas parameter is proportional to the ratio of a typical potential energy to the characteristic
kinetic energy,

pPo p*?
— =38 Er=—. 5.416
o —sry (Be=t (5.416)
The latter is also called the zero-point energy. The dimensionless sound velocity is denoted by
me
5= 7 (5.417)

where ¢ is a dimensional sound velocity.
For the fraction of uncondensed particles, we have

3

S
m=gs wil? (5.418)
so that the condensate fraction is
3
s
m=1- 5 wil? (5.419)

The sound velocity satisfies the equation

s* =47y (ng+ o) , (5.420)
where ¢ is the anomalous average
8 3/2 8 3/2 2
o= 7 (ywiig)** | o + NG (ywiig)** /Mo ) (5.421)

For the liquid phase, we have the kinetic energy

— w? By (5.422)



and the potential energy
;g = 47y wi, (1+ 13 — 2n0 — 0°) Bk . (5.423)

In what follows, it is convenient to pass to dimensionless quantities, measuring the energy
in units of Fx. Thus the dimensionless internal energy is

E=-"=Fw), (5.424)

where we use the notation
Weo) = W wig=1—w. (5.425)

The dimensionless Debye temperature reads as

Tp

tp = . 5.426
T Bk (5.426)
The depth of the potential well (5.413)) in dimensionless form becomes
| wo |
= 0.427
"7 T (5.427)

Summarizing the energy parts gives the dimensionless internal energy

9 u 16s°
B2 w2 Y2
g 'pY 5 VT 152

(1—w)"? + 47y (1 — w)? (1+n]—2n0—0%) . (5.428)

The phase probabilities are the minimizers of the free energy under the normalization condi-
tion wge +wyg = 1. Our aim is to find out whether the regions of disorder arising inside a crystal
can support superfluidity. Since the latter is a low-temperature phenomenon, its appearance
is most probable at low temperatures. Therefore, we shall concentrate at zero temperature.
In that case, the free energy reduces to the internal energy. Thus the probability of the solid
phase is defined by the conditions

OF

oE PE
ow

0, Ow?

>0. (5.429)
The energy E = E(w) of the heterophase crystal with superfluid regions of disorder has to be
compared with the energy F(w = 1) of the pure crystalline phase, when w = 1, and with the
energy E(w = 0) of the pure liquid phase, when w = 0.

To accomplish numerical investigation, we need to fix the following quantities: the number
of particles at a lattice site v, the interaction potential, the Debye temperature tp, the depth of
the potential well at the lattice site u, and the effective interaction strength . Let us consider
solid “He forming the hexagonal closest packed (hcp) lattice with 12 nearest neighbors for each
atom and one atom at a lattice site. The interaction between atoms can be described [332] by
the Lennard-Jones potential with the parameters e = 10.2 K and oo = 2.556A. More often,
one uses the Aziz [406-408] potential. The properties of hep solid “He have been studied in
Monte Carlo numerical simulations and in experiments [409-416]. For the pressure 25.3 bar
at zero temperature, the density of solid *He along the melting line is ps = 0.0288A73. The
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density of liquid *He near the freezing line is pj, = 0.0262A 3. This shows that at the solid-
liquid transition the density does not change much, since pyo/p1i, = 1.1. Hence it is possible
to accept that pso ~ piiq = p. The Debye temperature is Th = 25 K. The zero-point energy is
Ex = 0.572 K. The Debye temperature in units of Ex is tp = Tp/Ex = 43.7. The scattering
length is a, = 2.203 A, which gives v = 0.677. The potential well (5.413) is connected with the
static potential energy

1 1
Egglt = ﬁzq)(al —aj) = 5 Ug ,
7]
which equals —31.3 K [416], hence uyp = —62.6 K. In the units of Ex, this gives u = |ug|/Ex =
109.

We solve numerically the system of equations (5.417) to (5.421]), with the solid phase prob-
ability w being the minimizer of the internal energy (5.428)). We fix the Debye temperature
tp = 43.7, the interaction strength v = 0.677, and vary the potential depth u. Figure 13
presents the energy E = F(u) of the heterophase crystal as a function of u, compared to the
energy of the pure crystal F,—;(u) and the energy F,_o(u) of the pure superfluid liquid. The
heterophase crystal is stable for v < 75.58. In the region 75.78 < u < 76.39 it is metastable.
And it cannot exist for more deep wells with u > 76.39, where the most stable is the pure crys-
talline phase. Figure 14 shows the Bose-condensed fraction ng = Ny/Ny;, with respect to the
number of particles in the liquid state, while 77y = Ny/N is the Bose-condensed fraction with
respect to the total number of particles N in the system. The anomalous averages normalized
to the number of particles in the liquid phase, o(u), and normalized to the total number of
particles, @(u), are shown in Fig. 15.
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Figure 13: Energy E(u) of a heterophase crystal with superfluid fluctuations (solid line); the
energy E,—1(u) of the pure crystalline phase (dash-dotted line); the energy F,,—o(u) of the pure
liquid phase (dashed line). The critical region of the transition between heterophase superfluid
crystal and the pure crystalline state is detailed in Fig. 13b.

Since for the solid *He, with the melting density, the depth of the potential well u = 109 is
far above the critical depth u. = 75.58 above which superfluid properties in a crystal are not
able to arise, we have to conclude that, in the frame of the present model, solid *He cannot
contain any Bose-condensed fraction, hence it does not support a superfluid fraction. However,
in principle, heterophase superfluid solids could exist, provided the potential well u is sufficiently
shallow.
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Figure 14: Bose-condensed fractions with respect to the number of particles in the liquid phase,
no(u) (solid line), and with respect to the total number of particles, my(u) (dash-dotted line).

6 Mixture of Microscopic Components

As is discussed in Sec. 1, there are three types of mixed matter, macroscopic Gibbs mixture,
mesoscopic heterophase mixture, and the mixture of several microscopic components, such as
atoms, molecules, or other particles that could be treated as elementary. In this type of mixture,
all constituents are uniformly distributed in space, as is shown in Fig. 3, so that neither of the
components forms a separate phase. In some cases, the components can separate in space, as
a result of which the macroscopic phases could be formed, as in Fig. 1. But here we will pay
the main attention to the situation when the constituents are uniformly intermixed in space,
exactly as in Fig 3. For concreteness, we consider the mixture of quarks and hadrons that can
be created in heavy-ion or nuclear collisions.

6.1 Mixed Quark-Hadron Matter

At high temperatures and/or densities, hadronic matter is expected to undergo a transition to
quark-gluon plasma, where quarks and gluons are no longer confined inside hadrons but can
propagate much further in extent than the typical sizes of hadrons. This is called deconfinement
transition. It is assumed to be possible under heavy-ion or nuclear collisions. It is supposed to
exist in the early universe at a time on the order of microseconds after Big Bang, when tem-
perature was high enough for the elementary degrees of freedom of quantum chromodynamics
to be in a deconfined state. The quark-gluon plasma can also exist in the interior of neutron
stars. More details can be found in the review articles [417-434].

An important question is: How does the deconfinement transition occur? If it is a phase
transition between pure phases of hadron matter and quark-gluon plasma, then, it seems, quark
degrees of freedom should be unobservable in hadron matter. But if it is a gradual crossover,
then quark degrees of freedom could somehow show up in nuclear matter and, probably, even in
nuclei. Blokhintsev [435] suggested that even in cold nuclear matter there can fluctuationally
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Figure 15: Anomalous averages, normalized to the number of particles in the liquid phase, o(u)
(solid line), and normalized to the total number of particles @(u) (dash-dotted line).

arise dense objects, called fluctons, composed of more than three quarks. Dense multiquark
formations in nuclei were assumed to be the cause of the cumulative effect advanced by Baldin
[436-H440]. Multiquark clusters can appear in nuclei even at normal nuclear density [441H443].
These works suggest that hadron and quark degrees of freedom could coexist forming a kind of
quark-hadron mixture.

As has been explained above, there can exist three types of mixtures depending on the
relation between the spatial sizes of the three characteristic length scales, mean interparticle
distance a, the size [, of regions occupied by a competing phase inside a host phase, and
the size of the system l.,,. The Gibbs phase separation, as shown in Fig. 1, corresponds to
a macroscopic mixture, where a < lpet ~ leyp. Figure 2, where a < lper < legp, illustrates a
mesoscopic mixture, and Fig. 3 represents a uniformly mixed system of microscopic particles.

The principal question is: What kind of mixture do we keep in mind with respect to mixed
quark-hadron matter? Generally, one talks about the possible existence of a mixed quark-
hadron phase that can arise in colliding heavy ions or nuclei, in the interior of neutron stars, or
in the early Universe, a few microseconds after the Big Bang. Below we shall follow the ideas of
clustering nuclear matter we started in the collaboration with Baldin [444H448]. This approach
has also been developed and summarized in the articles [427,428|[449-453].

When ions of nuclei are relativistically accelerated towards each other, they resemble not
spheres but rather disks due to the Lorentz contraction. After they collide, a fireball is formed,
as is shown in Fig. 16. The first question that arises is: Can the methods of statistical
equilibrium (or quasi-equilibrium) physics be used for the description of a fireball? For this,
the fireball lifetime has to be much longer than the time of local equilibration. The fireball
lifetime is of order 1072 s. The local equilibration time can be estimated as t;,. ~ A\/c, where
A is mean free path and c is light velocity [427]. The mean free path is of the order of 1
fm. Therefore the local equilibration time is ¢, ~ 10724 — 10723 s. This is much shorter
then the fireball lifetime 10722 s, hence equilibrium (quasi-equilibrium) statistical mechanics is
applicable.
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Figure 16: Formation of a fireball under heavy-ion or nuclear collisions.

When talking about mixed quark-hadron phase, one usually assumes the situation typical
of first-order phase transitions resulting in a macroscopic phase separation, as in Fig. 1. How-
ever, this phase separation requires the use of the Maxwell construction (see [453]), when in
the equation of state, defining the dependence of pressure P(V') on volume, there appears a
horizontal line where the pressure derivative is zero, or close to zero, if the separating surface
energy is taken into account, 0P/0V — 0. Because of this, the isothermal compressibility
diverges.

This implies that the state with the macroscopic phase separation is unstable, so that very
weak fluctuations quickly destroy it and intermix the phases [453].

One often mentions the case of water-vapor separation in a test-tube as an example of
the situation under a first-order phase transition, where the macroscopic mixture looks stable.
However, one should not forget that, in addition to the surface energy, the macroscopic water-
vapor mixture is stabilized by gravity. Also, being inside a test-tube, the mixture is isolated
from external perturbations, while the real systems, such as fireballs, are not isolated from
surrounding.

The other type of spatial separation could be due to the stratification of different kinds
of hadrons. However the stratification is a slow process requiring the time of the order of
(R/a)ti,e ~ 1072 s. Here R ~ 10 fm is the fireball radius and a means interparticle distance.
This stratification time equals the fireball lifetime. Hence, it seems, the stratification of differ-
ent hadron components will not occur during the fireball lifetime. In this way, it is possible to
assume that in a fireball there is neither first-order phase separation nor component stratifica-
tion. Thus under mixed quark-hadron matter we keep in mind a uniformly mixed system, as
shown in Fig. 3.

6.2 Stability of Multicomponent Mixture

Even when the fireball lifetime is much longer than the time of the components separation,
anyway these components can form a stable equilibrium mixture. The condition of mixture
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stability can be derived in the following way.

Consider N, different components, which are enumerated by the indices i, j = 1,2, ..., Neom.
The physical details of the components will be specified a bit later. For a while, we can keep in
mind that an i-th component is composed of a particular type of quark clusters. The number
of clusters in an i-th component is N;.

The interaction energy of a mixture of the components, written in the Hartree approxima-
tion, is

1 N\ — / /
Epiw = 3 Z/V pi(r) @ii(r — 1) p;(r') drdr’ (6.1)
]

where the density of the i-th component clusters for a uniform system is

With the notation

P, = / ®,;(r) dr , (6.3)

we have

1 N;N;

Adding the single-particle (single-cluster) energy

yields the total internal energy
Etot

mix *

(6.6)

Assuming that the external fields are approximately uniform, U;(r) = U; gives the single-cluster
energy

B = Z Ui Ni . (6.7)
The mixture free energy writes as
Fric = Bty — T'Sia (6.8)
with the entropy
Smiz = S0 + A Spiz (6.9)

where Sy is the entropy of a non-mixed system, while the entropy of mixing is

and the reduced entropy of mixing per particle being

N,
s ;n nn (n N) (6.11)
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When the components are separated, the interaction energy has the form

Egep = Z / pi(r) @y(r —1') pi(r) drdr’ . (6.12)

In a uniform system, the density is
pi(r) = — . (6.13)

Keeping in mind the separation into macroscopic Gibbs phases allows us to accept that

/VCDZ-Z-(r) dr = /1 ®;i(r) dr .

Therefore the interaction energy of separated components reads as

N2
Sep Z‘bn 35 (6.14)

The total internal energy of separated components is

Etot Esep ‘l‘ El

sep sep

(6.15)

with the single-cluster energy
El,=> /V Ui(r) pi(r) dr . (6.16)

For uniform fields, we get

E.., Z U N,=E.. . (6.17)
Thus the free energy of a separated system is

Fop=FE" —T S, . (6.18)

sep

with Ssep ~ S(].
The mixed state is stable, as compared to the separated state, provided that

Fmix < Fsep . (619)
From here, it follows that
E i —T A szm < Esep . (620)
Using the identity
V_sY%
Vi —~V,
j
transforms (6.14)) into
N2V,
Euep = Z i (6.21)

’l
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The separated state is mechanically stable, if the partial pressures coincide,

ane
P, =P, P=— 0Vp’ (6.22)
Since )
1 N;
P==%; (=) , 6.23
o (7)) 2
we have )
B dq (N
S ( J) =1, (6.24)
Py @5 \N;V;
from where
Vi N [P
232N ) 2
A A (6.25)
In that way, we obtain
1 N;N;
Esep == 5 V J \/ (b“ q)]j . (626)

So that the condition of mixture stability &;’ﬂﬂ) becomes
3 ]\;—‘]jﬂ (cbij - \/m) <NTA s . (6.27)
ij
Applying the identity
N = % Z N; N;
results in the inequality ]

N;N, 2T

]

Assuming that the latter inequality is to be valid for any NNV; and N;, we obtain the condition

of mixture stability
2T
D, < /Py Py + 7 A Sz (6.29)

where p = N/V.

Generally, this is a sufficient condition for the mixture stability. As is evident, this condi-
tion requires that both ®; and ®;; be of the same sign. Temperature makes mixing easier.
The components may be immiscible at zero temperature, but can become miscible at finite
temperature.

6.3 Theory of Clustering Matter

Clusters composed of particles forming bound states can be treated as separate types of particles
[454]. Detailed mathematical representation for clustering matter has been suggested in Refs.
[455H462]. The approach describing quark-hadron matter as a type of clustering matter has
been developed [427,42§].
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Let us consider a system composed of different types of particles, say quarks, antiquarks,
gluons, and various multiquark clusters (or bags) formed of two quarks (mesons), three quarks
(nucleons), and multiquark clusters (including anti-multiquark clusters). Let the elementary
particles, that is, quarks, antiquarks, and gluons, be enumerated by an index «, while the
composite particles be enumerated by the index ¢. Thus the Fock space of the considered

system is the cluster space
PR 62

In many cases, it is convenient to introduce the general enumeration of all particles by means
of a multi-index n = «, 1.

The system constituents are characterized by several specific numbers. The compositeness
number z, shows the number of elementary particles composing the bound cluster of the n-th
type. The other numbers characterizing a cluster of the n-th type are the baryon number B,,,
strangeness S,,, and charge @),,.

The balance between the particles composing the system is regulated by the chemical po-
tentials. If the average density

P= Znpn ( n = %) (6.31)

n

is given, the chemical potentials p; of the i-th type quark clusters are connected with the free
quarks and antiquark chemical potentials through the relation

Hi
Hg = —Hq = ) pg =20, (6.32)

while the gluon chemical potential being zero. When the baryon density of matter

_Np
pp=r = Z:Bi p; (6.33)

is known, this defines the baryon potential pp. If the strangeness density
ps = % = ZS pi (6.34)
is conserved, the strangeness potential pg is defined. Similarly, the fixed density of charge
PQ = % = Z Qi pi (6.35)
sets the charge potential 1. The general relation between the chemical potentials reads as
Zﬂi Pi :MBZBi pi+MsZSz‘ PH‘MQZQi pi =

= 1B pB + s ps + 1o PQ (6.36)

which implies the relation between the chemical potentials
pi = pp Bi + ps Si + pg Qi - (6.37)
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Defining the corresponding baryon, strangeness, and charge numbers

%zZ&M, %zZ&M, %zZ@M,

it is straightforward to introduce the related number operators

NB:ZBiNia NS:ZSiNia NQZZQ@M;

so that R ) ) R
ZNiNi = ppNp + usNs + ugNg -

(6.38)

(6.39)

(6.40)

Finally, it is important to keep in mind that when constructing the effective Hamiltonian
of the clustering matter, one often employs the terms containing thermodynamic parameters,
such as temperature and density. Then it is necessary to supplement the Hamiltonian with a
correcting term providing the validity of the thermodynamic relations for the pressure, internal

energy, and entropy,

Q o5}
P:——:——
Voo
1 - 0P
E_V<H>_T8_T_P+§i Wi Pi

oP 1
S_ﬁ—T_T (E_'_P_;Nipi) )

1, - oP
_ (N, =
pl V < Z> a,u, ’

as well as for the densities

oP oP )

PB = 7 pPs = 53— PQ = 73— -
Oup Ops 9 g

In this way, if the energy Hamiltonian is H, then the grand Hamiltonian is

HZF[_ZM&NQ_ZMZN1+CV>

where C'V is a correcting term.
The probability of an n-th component is

which implies

As is clear, the normalization condition is valid:

anzl, 0<w,<1.
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(6.42)

(6.43)

(6.44)

(6.45)



In addition, the system thermodynamic stability has to be checked, such as the positiveness
and finiteness of specific heat and isothermal compressibility:

0§C\/<OO (CVEg—?)>

1 ,0P
0 <3 <0 (%TE—V W) (6.46)

Often, when modeling Hamiltonian (6.43), one includes the terms containing thermody-
namic parameters, e.g. the density of clusters p, or temperature 7. Then, in order that
thermodynamic relations (6.41]) and (6.42]) be valid, it is necessary to impose the conditions of
statistical correctness [427,428] having the form

(1) 0, (28 o, a7

This defines the correcting term C'V' prescribing the equations for the function C' = C(p,,T).
Without imposing these conditions, the model thermodynamics is not reliable. For instance,
one constantly employs the excluded-volume approximation without using the correcting term,
which makes this approximation incorrect.

6.4 Clustering Quark-Hadron Mixture
The energy Hamiltonian of quark-hadron matter can be written as a sum of two terms,
H=H +H., (6.48)

where the first term describes the unbound particles with the compositeness number z, = 1,
i.e. quarks, antiquarks, and gluons, while the second term describes hadron clusters with the
compositeness number z; > 2. Particles are characterized by the field operators

Ya(r) = [Ya(r,o0) |, ulr) = [¢i(r,0i) ],

which are the columns with respect to the internal degrees of freedom o, and o;.
The Hamiltonian of the unbound particles is

i, = Za: / UL (VIR mE UL ) dr (6.49)

with the potential U, describing the effective interactions between the unbound particles and
between the unbound particles and clusters. This potential should satisfy the color-confinement

condition
Uy — 00 (p—0) (6.50)

and the asymptotic-freedom condition

Uy — 0 (p— 00) . (6.51)
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Thus it can be represented by the expression

Al—l—u
U, = P (6.52)
parameterized with A and v.
The cluster Hamiltonian reads as
=% [ulw (Y=vremt ) i drs
1 / / / /
4530 [0l vl @y = 1) 6,) () v (6.33)
tj

The effective field U; takes into account the interactions between the clusters and unbound
particles, hence it has to be zero when the latter are absent, that is

For example, this effective field can be accepted in the form

1 1
L= . I+v —_ —
U; = zA (p”/3 pg/g) : (6.55)

Here and in what follows, we take into account that the average density p is the sum of the
density of unbound particles and of the cluster density, so that

PED pPar  p=D zp (p=pitps). (6.56)

(2

The cluster interactions, resorting to the potential scaling [427,1428]

Dij(r)  Pup(r)

= 6.57
2% 2a%b (6.57)
can be expressed through the nucleon-nucleon interactions,
ZiZj
iy (r) = =57 Pan(r) (6.58)

taken, e.g., in the form of the Bonn potential [463].
Another type of the potential scaling can be represented with the relation
Diji(r)  Pap(r)

mim;  Mmemp

Note that under the validity of the potential scaling the condition of mixture stability (6.29)
reduces to the positiveness of the entropy of mixing, which is certainly true.
The correcting term is defined by the conditions of statistical correctness (6.47), which for

the considered case read as
oH oH
— > =0 =0.
< dp > ’ < op >
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This yields

4 14 -V -V
C = E A1+ (pl /3 pi /3) . (659)

In the particular case of v = 2, we have

3 1/3 1/3 A3

6.5 Thermodynamics of Quark-Hadron Matter

Keeping in mind that the system made of quark-hadron matter is sufficiently large to be treated
as uniform, it is possible to resort to the Fourier transformation for the field operators,

_L a eik-r
Un(r) = Wikj o (k) €™, (6.60)

where the operators
an(k) = [an(k,0,) ]

are the columns with respect to the internal degrees of freedom. The potentials of cluster
interactions also are assumed to allow for the Fourier transformation,

(k) = / ®;i(r) e ™7 dr | Dy;(r) = %Z@j(k) ek (6.61)

In particular, the notation

will be used.
The Hamiltonian (6.49) of unbound particles takes the form

Hy =) o No =Y > walk) af,(k) as(k) . (6.63)

with the spectrum
wWo(k) = K24+ m2 + Uy — po - (6.64)
Recall that the chemical potentials for gluons and quarks are p = 0 and p, = —pg.
The momentum distribution of unbound particles is

_ Ca
~ exp{Buwa(k)} F 1’

with (, being the degeneracy factor and, in the right-hand side, the upper sign is for Bose-
Einstein statistics, while the lower, for Fermi-Dirac statistics. For gluons and quarks,

na(k) = ( al (k) aqn(k) ) (6.65)

C,=2x (N?>-1), (,=2xN;yx N, (6.66)
where N, is the number of colors and Ny, number of flavors. For three colors, we have

Cqg = 16, Cq = 6Ny (N.=3).
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The cluster Hamiltonian ([6.53]) can be simplified in the Hartree-Fock approximation yielding
H. - Z pi Ni = Z Z wi(k a;(k) + Ryp | (6.67)

with the spectrum
wik) = /K2 +m? + Ui+ > Py p; + an Byi(k +p) — 14 (6.68)
J

and a nonoperator term

RHFz—gZ

The momentum distribution of clusters reads as

Pi Z ;5 pj £ % Z@z’(k +p) ni(k) ni(p) | - (6.69)

Gi
exp{Bw;(k)} F1°
where again the upper sign is for Bose-Einstein statistics, while the lower, for Fermi-Dirac

statistics.
The average densities for unbound particles and clusters are

po = [ {6k vule) ) i = %;nak)

ni(k) = (al(k) a;(k) ) =

)

(6.70)

:_/ (0 (r) s (r VZni(k). (6.71)

Employing the central-peak approximation [179[464]

we get
=Y " ni(p) Pu(k +p) = p; Bii(k) . (6.72)

Then the cluster spectrum becomes

wi(k) = k2 +m? + Ui+ Dy pj £ pi®ii(k) — p (6.73)

J

and the nonoperator remainder (6.69) takes the form

v
Ryr =— B} Zpi <Z Q5 p; £ Pz’@i) . (6.74)
i J
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For the grand thermodynamic potential
Q=—-T1n Tre P
with the Hamiltonian

H=H - paNo+H => p1; Nj+CV | (6.75)

we have

Q=57 ¢ Y In [u”“c(k)} ¥
— % & o

FTY ¢G> I {u”"(k) } + Ryr +CV . (6.76)
i k

G

Hence the pressure is

Po-goarye fw[1e8 ] s

i(k k
j:TZQ/ln[l:tné)](QdT)g—RHF—CV. (6.77)

From here, it is straightforward to find all system thermodynamic characteristics and the
weights of all particles (6.44]). The quark-hadron mixture is stable. Deconfinement is found to
be a sharp crossover, in good agreement with the QCD lattice simulations [43111434,465-469].
In the case of a crossover, there is no a precise point where the phase transition occurs. The
deconfinement temperature can be conditionally defined as the point where the derivatives
of observables have a maximum, which defines the deconfinement temperature around 170
MeV. Of course, considering different observables can result in slightly different deconfinement
temperatures, which is the common situation for crossovers. Numerical simulations [427,[428§]
show that pion clusters survive till around 27..

The deconfinement transition being a continuous crossover, becomes smoother with increas-
ing baryon density. The deconfinement at a fixed low temperature and rising baryon density
is due to the disintegration of hadrons into unbound quarks. When both the temperature and
baryon density increase, the deconfinement is a result of the hadron disintegration combined
with the generation from the vacuum of quarks and gluons.

Multiquark clusters, especially six-quark clusters, can exist at normal nuclear density. Since
the quark clusters with even number of quarks behave as bosons, they can experience Bose-
Einstein condensation. Thus at low temperature, six-quark clusters are shown [427,[428] to
Bose-condense. Strictly speaking, the actual Bose condensation phase transition, requiring
global gauge symmetry breaking, cannot occur in fireballs that are finite objects. However,
even for finite quantum systems one can define asymptotic symmetry breaking [470], when the
properties of a finite system asymptotically approach those of a system in the thermodynamic
limit.

The crossover nature of the deconfinement transition rules out those predictions that have
been based on a sharp first-order phase transition. This concerns the interpretation of signals
of the quark-gluon plasma in heavy-ion collisions and the hadronization scenario related to the
evolution of the early universe after the Big Bang. More details can be found in Refs. [427,42§].

%
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7 Conclusion

There exist three types of mixed statistical systems that, for brevity, can be called macroscopic,
mesoscopic, and microscopic mixtures. The first type is the well known Gibbs macroscopic
mixture consisting of several spatially separated phases of macroscopic size. The description of
this type of mixture has been developed quite a time ago, yet since Gibbs, and does not meet
principal theoretical problems.

Mesoscopic mixture consists of a matrix of one phase inside which there appear the regions of
mesoscopic size of another phase. The term ”mesoscopic” implies that the characteristic linear
size of the appearing germs of a competing phase is much larger than the mean interparticle
distance, but much smaller than the linear system size. Usually, the characteristic size of
a competing phase, at least in one direction, is of nanoscale. Generally, the embryos of a
competing phase can vary their size in time, even can disappear and then appear again, thus
fluctuating in space and time, because of which they are called heterophase fluctuations. The
description of this type of mixture is of great difficulty, since the system is nonuniform and,
strictly speaking, nonequilibrium. The review presents the theory allowing for the statistical
description of heterophase systems and illustrates this theory for several typical statistical
models as well as for such exotic systems as superfluid crystals.

In the third case, a microscopic mixture is considered consisting of several components
of microscopic objects that can be termed particles. In general, this microscopic mixture
can disintegrate into spatially separated macroscopic phases. The condition of stability of a
microscopic mixture at finite temperature is derived. The theory of clustering matter composed
of microscopic objects is developed. The approach is applied to quark-hadron mixture that can
arise in heavy-ion and nuclear collisions. It is assumed to occur in the early universe at a time
on the order of microseconds after Big Bang. And it is also supposed to exist in the interior of
neutron stars.

It is useful to mention that there can arise systems combining two types of mixtures. For ex-
ample, a microscopic multicomponent mixture can exhibit inside itself the mesoscopic droplets
of phases composed of a single kind of particles, thus presenting a multicomponent heterophase
matter. As another kind of illustration, we can imagine that inside a mixed quark-hadron mat-
ter there can appear fluctuating mesoscopic regions of quark-gluon plasma. The investigation
of such complex multicomponent heterophase systems is the goal for future studies.
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