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We study the phase ordering dynamics of the classical antiferromagnetic J1–J2 (nearest-neighbor
and next-nearest-neighbor couplings) Heisenberg model on the square lattice in the strong frustration
regime (J2/J1 > 1/2). While thermal fluctuations preclude any long-range magnetic order at finite
temperatures, the system exhibits a long-range spin-driven nematic phase at low temperatures. The
transition into the nematic phase is further shown to belong to the two-dimensional Ising universality
class based on the critical exponents near the phase transition. Our large-scale stochastic Landau-
Lifshitz-Gilbert simulations find a two-stage phase ordering when the system is quenched from a
high-temperature paramagnetic state into the nematic phase. In the early stage, collinear alignments
of spins lead to a locally saturated Ising-nematic order. Once domains of well-defined Ising order
are developed, the late-stage relaxation is dominated by curvature-driven domain coarsening, as
described by the Allen-Cahn equation. The characteristic size of Ising-nematic domains scales
as the square root of time, similar to the kinetic Ising model described by the time-dependent
Ginzburg-Landau theory. Our results confirm that the late-stage ordering kinetics of the spin-driven
nematic, which is a vestigial order of the frustrated Heisenberg model, belongs to the dynamical
universality class of a non-conserved Ising order. Interestingly, the system shows no violation of
the superuniversality hypothesis under weak bond disorder. The dynamic scaling invariance is
preserved in the presence of weak bond disorder. We also discuss possible applications of our results
to materials for which vestigial Ising-nematic order is realized.

I. INTRODUCTION

The antiferromagnetic J1–J2 (nearest and next-nearest
neighbor interactions) Heisenberg model on a square lat-
tice has been extensively studied over the last few decades
due to its simplicity in capturing the essential physics of
frustrated magnetism [1–14] and its relevance to high-
temperature iron-based superconducting materials [15–
22]. The classical phase diagram at zero temperature
gives two types of magnetically ordered ground states
with respect to the ratio of J2/J1. When J2/J1 < 0.5, we
have the well-known Néel order characterized by the wave
vector Q = (π, π). When J2/J1 > 0.5, the ground state
consists of two independent copies of the Néel orders on
two sublattices partitioned from the square lattice, form-
ing a stripe magnetic configuration [2]. While thermal
fluctuations prevent spins from breaking the continuous
rotational symmetry to form long-range magnetic order
at any finite temperature due to Mermin-Wagner theo-
rem, an order-by-disorder mechanism [23, 24] selects the
ground state in which the two Néel orders on the sub-
lattices are collinearly aligned when J2/J1 > 0.5. This
alignment gives rise to a discrete Ising degree of freedom
corresponding to a Z2 symmetry that can be broken at
finite temperatures, leading to an Ising transition [5].

This Ising symmetry is related to the lowering of
the fourfold rotational symmetry of the square lattice
to twofold, as the collinear alignment between the two
Néel vectors implies that the spins will be locked par-

allel to each other along one bond direction but an-
tiparallel to each other along the orthogonal bond di-
rection. Thus, the Ising transition is dubbed an Ising-
nematic transition [17, 18, 21], since rotational symme-
try is broken whereas translation symmetry is preserved
[25]. The corresponding Ising-ordered state is thus de-
noted a vestigial phase of the magnetic stripe state [26].
This framework has been successfully invoked to explain
the nematic phase observed in the iron-pnictide super-
conductors [27–33], whose phase diagrams often show a
tetragonal-to-orthorhombic transition line closely track-
ing the paramagnetic-to-antiferromagnetic transition line
[34]. While iron-based superconductors are metallic sys-
tems, the J1–J2 Heisenberg antiferromagnetic model on
the square lattice provides a useful framework to inves-
tigate the low-energy properties of the coupled nematic-
magnetic degrees of freedom. Besides iron pnictides, the
same phenomenology was recently invoked to explain the
vestigial nematic phase observed in the heavy-fermion
compound CeAuSb2 [35].

Although critical exponents near the finite-
temperature phase transition of the J1–J2 Heisenberg
model have shown that the nematic phase transition
indeed belongs to the Ising universality class in both
classical and quantum cases [8, 13], evidence from direct
phase ordering dynamics has been lacking. When the
standard Ising model on a square lattice is quenched
from the high-temperature disordered state into the
low-temperature ordered state, the growth of the ordered
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FIG. 1: Schematic phase diagram of the J1–J2 model and
the configuration of the x-aligned (σ = +1) and y-aligned
(σ = −1) Ising-nematic order. When J2/J1 > 0.5, a fi-
nite transition temperature Tc exists for the nematic phase.
The nonequilibrium dynamics of the system is simulated by
quenching the system from T/J1 = ∞ to the nematic region.

domains exhibits a characteristic power-law behavior,
L(t) ∼ t1/2, known as the Allen-Cahn growth law [36].
This growth law, a consequence of curvature-driven
coarsening, is well-understood from the time-dependent
Ginzburg-Landau equation for non-conserved order
parameters [37, 38]. If the Ising-nematic vestigial phase
transition truly belongs to the Ising universality class,
we expect the dynamics of domain growth to exhibit
the same power-law behavior as the standard Ising
model in the thermodynamic limit, regardless of the
specific details of the dynamics and of the distinct
character of the Ising-nematic order parameter. Indeed,
in contrast to the standard Ising model, the emergent
Ising-nematic order parameter in the J1–J2 Heisenberg
model is a composite order formed out of a bilinear
combination of the Néel vectors, which are the primary
order paramaters of the antiferromagnetic transition
[26].

In this paper, we employ the stochastic Landau-
Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equation to examine the relax-
ation dynamics of the antiferromagnetic J1–J2 Heisen-
berg model being quenched from T = ∞ to T < Tc.
We find the domain coarsening dynamics is described by
two stages. Despite the early nonlinear behavior, L(t)2

asymptotically becomes linear in the late stage, signify-
ing the power-law behavior L(t) ∼ t1/2. Furthermore,
in the presence of random weak bond disorder, we ob-
serve a logarithmic domain growth, L(t) ∼ ln(t), which
is consistent with the domain growth of the Ising model
under weak disorder [39–41]. Different from the kinetic
Ising model, which violates the superuniversality hypoth-
esis [41], we show that the equal-time correlation func-
tions at different time collapse onto a single curve when
scaled by the characteristic correlation length, suggesting
the superuniversality hypothesis is obeyed in our system
[42–44].

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows.
Sec. II provides a general description of the J1–J2 Heisen-
berg model and the stochastic LLG dynamics used for
simulating the system’s relaxation dynamics. We then
reproduce the classical phase diagram of the model to
test the validity of our numerical integration scheme and
outline our approach for simulating and characterizing
the coarsening dynamics of Ising-nematic domains. In
Sec. III, we present our numerical simulation results for
the correlation functions and the growth of the charac-
teristic domain length. Sec. IV offers an in-depth discus-
sion on how the two-stage coarsening dynamics influences
our measurements of domain growth laws. The effects of
weak bond disorder on the coarsening dynamics are inves-
tigated in Sec. V. Finally, Sec. VI concludes the paper by
summarizing our key findings and providing an outlook
for future research directions, including in connection to
materials where vestigial nematicity is realized.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

The classical antiferromagnetic J1–J2 Heisenberg
model is given by the Hamiltonian

H = J1
∑
⟨i,j⟩

Si · Sj + J2
∑

⟨⟨i,j⟩⟩

Si · Sj , (1)

where Si = (Sx
i , S

y
i , S

z
i ) represents a classical spin degree

of freedom with unit length, and ⟨i, j⟩ (⟨⟨i, j⟩⟩) denotes
the summation taken over nearest neighbor (next-nearest
neighbor) pairs of spins, with the corresponding coupling
strength J1 (J2).
The ground states in the strong coupling regime

(J2/J1 > 0.5) are characterized by two decoupled Néel
orders residing on the two sublattices of the bipartite
square lattice. The two Néel vectors can freely rotate
relative to each other, corresponding to an O(3) × O(3)
degeneracy. In the presence of fluctuations, this degener-
acy is reduced to O(3)×Z2 through the order-by-disorder
mechanism [5]. The Z2 component corresponds to two
nematic states related by a 90◦ rotation, formed by the
two possible ways in which the collinear Néel vectors
can align (parallel or antiparallel). Alternatively, the Z2

symmetry can be understood as selecting between one of
the two magnetic ordering wave vectors Q = (π, 0) and
Q = (0, π). To spatially capture the nematic order, we
take the convention to define a local Ising-type nematic
order parameter associated with each square plaquette
as [8]

σ□ =
(Si − Sk) · (Sj − Sl)

|(Si − Sk) · (Sj − Sl)|
, (2)

where i,j,k,l are the sites arranged counterclockwise on
the square plaquette, such that it takes values +1 and−1,
characterizing x-aligned stripes and y-aligned stripes, re-
spectively.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 2: Snapshots of the coarsening of the Ising-nematic
domains with J2/J1 = 0.55 and T/J1 = 0.01 on a 2048×2048
square lattice at (a) t = 250, (b) t = 500, (c) t = 1000, and
(d) t = 2000. The red and blue regions correspond to Ising-
nematic domains with the local order parameter σ□ = +1 and
−1, respectively.

The classical spin dynamics under the influence of ther-
mal fluctuations at temperature T is simulated by the
stochastic Landau-Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equation [45–
47]

dSi

dt
= Si × (Hi + ζi)− λSi × [Si × (Hi + ζi)] (3)

where λ is the dimensionless damping coefficient, Hi de-
notes the local field from surrounding spins computed
by Hi = −(∂H/∂Sx

i , ∂H/∂Sy
i , ∂H/∂Sz

i ), and ζi is the
stochastic field generated by a Gaussian distribution that
satisfies

⟨ζi(t)⟩ = 0,

⟨ζαi (t)ζβj (t′)⟩ = 2λkBTδi,jδα,βδ(t− t′), (4)

with α, β = x, y, z. The gyromagnetic ratio γ is absorbed
together with J1 and the spin length S into the time t,
such that t = 1 corresponds to the typical characteristic
time scale τ = (γJ1S)

−1 in picoseconds for spin dynam-
ics.

The numerical integration scheme of the stochastic
LLG equation (3) is adapted from a generic 4th order
Runge-Kutta (RK4) method for integrating Stratonovich
stochastic differential equations [48]. The validity of our
numerical integration scheme is checked by reproducing
the classical phase diagram of the J1–J2 model (shown in
Fig. 1). When J2/J1 < 1/2, the system orders into the

Néel state at T/J1 = 0, characterized by the wave vector
Q = (π, π). At finite temperatures, the order is im-
mediately destroyed by thermal fluctuations, leaving the
system in the paramagnetic state. When J2/J1 > 1/2,
the system orders into one of the two stripe magnetic
states with wave vectors Q = (π, 0) and Q = (0, π). At
finite temperatures, nematic order (σ□ = +1 or −1) on-
sets below a critical temperature as a function of the ra-
tio J2/J1, consistent with previous results obtained from
Monte Carlo simulations [8].
Having reproduced the phase diagram, we proceed to

investigate how the system develops nematic order when
the system is quenched from T/J1 = ∞ to a temperature
below the critical point. At t = 0, we initialize the sys-
tem on a 2048×2048 square lattice with random spin ori-
entations, representing the high-temperature disordered
state. Each simulation runs to t = 2000 with a time step
δt = 0.05 and a damping factor λ = 0.05. Fig. 2 shows
snapshots of the coarsening of the Ising-nematic domains
at J2/J1 = 0.55 and T/J1 = 0.01, characterized by the
local nematic order parameter defined in Eq. (2). For
σ□ = +1 (red), the domain is associated with x-aligned
stripes while for σ□ = −1 (blue) the domain is associ-
ated with y-aligned stripes. We emphasize that there is
no long-range magnetic order, and that the Ising-nematic
order corresponds to the locking between the relative ori-
entation between the two Néel vectors.

We characterize the growth of the nematic domain by
the equal-time correlation function

C(r, t) ≡ C(r, t) = ⟨σ(r0, t)σ(r0 + r, t)⟩, (5)

where the bracket ⟨...⟩ here denotes averaging over all dif-
ferent independent initializations and all reference sites
r0 in the system. The equal-time correlation function
measures the spatial correlation between the local ne-
matic order parameter σ□ at positions r0 and r0 + r at
time t. In this work, we average over 100 independent
simulation runs to minimize statistical errors in the cal-
culated correlation function.

From the equal-time correlation function, we can ex-
tract the characteristic domain length L(t) by exploiting
the scaling property of the correlation function

C(r, t) = f(ξ), (6)

where we define the rescaled length ξ ≡ r/L(t) up to a
constant ratio such that f(ξ) becomes a universal scal-
ing function independent of time and other model pa-
rameters, indicating the dynamic scaling invariance of
the phase ordering process [37, 38]. A convenient choice
for determining the characteristic domain length L(t)
is given by the condition C(L(t), t) = C(0, t)/2, which
states that the correlation function is reduced by half
at L(t) from its self correlation. This analysis typically
reveals a power-law growth of the characteristic length
L(t) ∼ tn if the system exhibits dynamic scaling invari-
ance. By determining the value of the exponent n, we can
also identify the universality class of the phase ordering
dynamics.
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III. COARSENING DYNAMICS OF NEMATIC
DOMAINS

We first examine the dynamic scaling invariance of the
correlation function at various times and various cou-
pling constants J2/J1. Fig. 3 (a) and Fig. 3 (b) show the
collapse of the correlation function C(r, t) onto a single
curve after rescaling r/L(t) for various times and various
coupling constants, respectively. The rescaled correlation
function can be fitted with the Ohta-Jasnow-Kawasaki
(OJK) form of the correlation function [49]

fOJK(ξ) ≡
2

π
sin−1

[
exp(−ξ2)

]
, (7)

which also describes the correlation function for the ki-
netic Ising model [37, 38]. The collapse of all the cor-
relation function C(r, t) after the rescaling indicates a
universal behavior of the correlation function that only
depends on the characteristic domain length L(t).
Moreover, the short-distance behavior of f(ξ) gives rise

to a power-law decay behavior near the tail of the struc-
ture factor

S(k)/Ld ∼ (kL)d+1 (8)

where d stands for the dimension of the system, and
the structure factor S(k) is computed directly from the
Fourier transform of the correlation function. This scal-
ing behavior of the power-law tail is referred as the
Porod’s law [50]. As it is shown in the inset of Fig. 3
(a), the structure factor can be fit nicely with a power-
law tail ∼ k−3 (with d = 2), which is in agreement with
the power-law behavior in the kinetic Ising model [37].

Fig. 4 (a) and (b) present the time evolution of the
characteristic domain length by plotting the square of
the characteristic length, L2(t), as a function of time
t. In 2D, L2(t) represents the characteristic area A of
a nematic domain. Using the generalized Gauss-Bonnet
theorem in 2D [51], we can obtain the changing rate of a
simply-connected domain in the curvature-driven coars-
ening process as

dA

dt
∼

∮
∂A

κdl = ±2π, (9)

where κ denotes the (signed) curvature of the domain
boundary [67], and the integration is performed over the
boundary ∂A of the domain. Consequently, we have
A ∼ t, which implies that L2(t) should also have a linear
time dependence, regardless of the shape and size of the
domain. We then arrive at the Allen-Cahn growth law
L(t) ∼ t1/2. As shown in Fig. 4 (a) and (b), L2(t) indeed
exhibits a linear behavior in the late stage (t > 1000)
of the coarsening process for various temperatures and
various ratios of J2/J1 within the nematic regime. This
indicates the late-stage coarsening dynamics satisfies the
Allen-Cahn law.

In contrast, the early stage (t < 500) of L2(t) is charac-
terized by a distinctly nonlinear time evolution of L2(t),

J2/J1=0.51
t=0.5×103

t=1.0×103

t=1.5×103

t=2.0×103

0.2 0.5 1 2 5

0.0
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r/L(t)
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)

t=1.5×103
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J2/J1=0.55

J2/J1=0.60

J2/J1=0.80
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10-8
10-7
10-6
10-5
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kL(t)

S(
k,
t)
/L
2 (
t)

∼ k−3

kL(t)

FIG. 3: (a) Dynamic scaling for the equal-time correlation
function C(r, t) for J2/J1 = 0.51 at T/J1 = 0.01 in the linear–
log scale for various times. The collapsed C(r, t) is fitted with
the OJK form of the correlation function fOJK(ξ) (black solid
line). The inset shows that the structure factor tail follows
the Porod’s law S(k) ∼ k−3 in the log–log scale. (b) Dynamic
scaling for the equal-time correlation function C(r, t) in the
linear–log scale for various ratios of J2/J1, showing the uni-
versal behavior of C(r, t) independent of the ratio between J1

and J2 within the nematic regime.

as highlighted in the inset of Fig. 4 (a). A direct con-
sequence of this nonlinear behavior is that we cannot
recover the Allen-Cahn law when plotting L(t) against
t and trying to fit it with a single power law. Even
when extending the simulation to t = 5000 and fitting
the power-law L(t) ∼ tn only in the late stage of the
evolution (t > 1000), we still observe a significant de-
viation from the expected exponent of 1/2 predicted by
the Allen-Cahn law, as shown in the inset of Fig. 4 (b)].
This apparent contradiction with the results obtained
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J2/J1=0.55
T/J1=0.01
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T/J1=0.15
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t
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L(
t) ∼ t0.50

∼ t0.59

FIG. 4: (a) Time evolution of the squared characteristic do-
main length L2(t) at various J2/J1 with the fixed tempera-
ture T/J1 = 0.01. The inset shows that the early-stage dy-
namics behaves differently from the asymptotic dynamics at
later time. (b) Time Evolution of the characteristic domain
area L2(t) at various T/J1 with the fixed constant coupling
J2/J1 = 0.55. The inset (log–log scale) shows that the fitting
L(t) ∼ tn deviates from the Allen-Cahn’s law.

from fitting L2(t) with a linear function raises questions
about whether the coarsening dynamics of nematic do-
mains truly belongs to the Ising universality class.

IV. TWO-STAGE COARSENING DYNAMICS

To understand the origin of this discrepancy, it is es-
sential to consider the assumptions underlying the Allen-
Cahn law. The Allen-Cahn law, which describes a
curvature-driven coarsening process, implies that the do-
mains in the system have smooth boundaries with fully
saturated local order parameters inside. However, when

-1.0

-0.5

0.

0.5

1.0

<latexit sha1_base64="TDZ5kXVcRihTN/44IH5FtXDuleA=">AAAB63icbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBbBU0lEWo9FLx4r2A9oQ9lsN83S3U3Y3Qgl9C948aCIV/+QN/+NmzYHbX0w8Hhvhpl5QcKZNq777ZQ2Nre2d8q7lb39g8Oj6vFJV8epIrRDYh6rfoA15UzSjmGG036iKBYBp71gepf7vSeqNIvlo5kl1Bd4IlnICDa5NEwiNqrW3Lq7AFonXkFqUKA9qn4NxzFJBZWGcKz1wHMT42dYGUY4nVeGqaYJJlM8oQNLJRZU+9ni1jm6sMoYhbGyJQ1aqL8nMiy0nonAdgpsIr3q5eJ/3iA14Y2fMZmkhkqyXBSmHJkY5Y+jMVOUGD6zBBPF7K2IRFhhYmw8FRuCt/ryOule1b1GvfFwXWvdFnGU4QzO4RI8aEIL7qENHSAQwTO8wpsjnBfn3flYtpacYuYU/sD5/AEXGo5K</latexit>

ω

FIG. 5: Early-stage (t = 100) nematic domains depicted by
the scalar local order parameter ϕ□ on a 1024 × 1024 lattice
with J2/J1 = 0.55 and T/J1 = 0.01.

our system is initialized with a random configuration of
spins at t = 0, local order parameters are also randomized
being far from their saturated values in thermal equi-
librium. Moreover, the system does not have smooth
boundaries for the domains formed at this early stage.
This information is partially obscured when we measure
the nematic domains using the Ising-type order param-
eter σ□ because σ□ only takes values of ±1, making it
impossible to observe the coarsening towards saturation
of the order parameter. If we define a scalar local nematic
order parameter from Eq. (2) as

ϕ□ =
1

4
(Si − Sk) · (Sj − Sl), (10)

we can see that, apart from a few large domains, the
system consists of many small irregular domains that
are not fully saturated (shown in Fig. 5). The coars-
ening of these small domains cannot be described by the
curvature-driven dynamics. Hence a non-Allen-Cahn be-
havior dominates the early-stage dynamics. When we
consider the growth of the characteristic domain size in
the late stage, the early-stage dynamics introduces an
offset time t0, which corresponds to the onset time of the
curvature-driven coarsening such that

Llate(t) ∼
√
t− t0. (11)

Therefore, when t0 is sizable, an accurate measurement
of the asymptotic Allen-Cahn 1/2 growth law requires us
to examine the coarsening dynamics at time scales several
orders of magnitude longer than our current simulation
time, in a system that is also several orders of magnitude
larger than our current setup. This is beyond our com-
putational capabilities. However, as we move deeper into
the nematic phase by increasing the ratio of J2/J1, the
local nematic order parameter is saturated more quickly,
such that the effect of the onset time t0 becomes less sig-
nificant. This is shown in Fig. 6. As we fit L(t) with the
power law ∼ √

t− t0 for t > 1000 for the systems with



6
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FIG. 6: Time evolution of the characteristic domain length
L(t) in the log–log scale fitted with

√
t− t0. The t0 obtained

from the fitting is shown in the inset, which behaves like t0 ∼
|J2/J1 − 1/2|−1/2 (black curve).

larger J2/J1 ratios, t0 becomes smaller and smaller. On
the other hand, when we directly examine the growth of
the area L2(t), the onset time for the curvature-driven
coarsening is already incorporated into the linear fitting,
as it simply shifts the curve. Hence, we can easily deduce
the asymptotic Allen-Cahn power-law behavior for L(t)
from L2(t). It is noteworthy that a similar multi-stage
coarsening has also been observed in the kinetic Ising
model [52]. However, for the kinetic Ising model in 2D,
the early-stage dynamics gives rise to a similar 1/2 power-
law behavior as the late-stage dynamics. Consequently,
the power-law fitting for the late stage is not affected by
the early-stage dynamics in the kinetic Ising model. This
strongly suggests that the early-stage coarsening dynam-
ics is model-dependent, as evidenced by another example
where LLG dynamics of a different Hamiltonian shows an
L(t) ∼ t1/3 coarsening behavior in the early stage [53].

Finally, we demonstrate that the late-stage coarsening
dynamics is curvature-driven and distinct from the early-
stage coarsening dynamics by considering two coarsening
scenarios. In the first scenario, we prepare an initial con-
figuration consisting of two nematic domains. At t = 0,
we have one disk-shaped domain with a radius R0 = 300
lattice spacings, fully saturated in the σ□ = +1 nematic
order, surrounded by a fully saturated σ□ = −1 domain
on a 2048×2048 square lattice. We set J2/J1 = 0.55 and
T/J1 = 0.01, and allow the system to evolve from this
artificial configuration. The results are shown in Fig. 7
(a). We measure the size of the σ□ = +1 domain and
obtain a linear decrease in the domain size for the circu-
lar disk domain, in agreement with Eq. (9), as predicted
by curvature-driven coarsening. In the second scenario,
we prepare small disk domains with R0 = 30 scattered
throughout the same system to mimic the small domains

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000
0

50 000

100 000

150 000

200 000

250 000

t/τ

D
om
ai
n
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ze

t

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
0

20 000

40 000

60 000

80 000

100 000

120 000

t/τ

D
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t

(a)

(b)

FIG. 7: (a) Coarsening of a single large disk domain with an
initial radius R0 = 300 embedded in a 2048 × 2048 system
at J2/J1 = 0.55 and T/J1 = 0.01. The snapshots depict the
normalized Ising-nematic order parameter σ□. (b) Coarsening
of non-touching small disk domains with R0 = 30 randomly
scattered across the system under the same model parame-
ters. The snapshots depict the non-normalized scalar order
parameter ϕ□. The domain size is computed by summing over
all small domains

present in the early stage of the coarsening process. We
allow the system to evolve from this configuration under
the same parameters as in our first scenario. The results
are presented in Fig. 7 (b). We obtain a nonlinear coars-
ening behavior for the domain size, similar to the early-
stage coarsening shown in the inset of Figure 4(a). From
the snapshots of the coarsening process, depicted using
the non-normalized scalar local order parameter ϕ□, we
can also see that the accelerated coarsening in the early
stage is associated with the saturation of the local order
parameter (from dark domains to bright domains). By
comparing the two scenarios, we can draw clear distinc-
tions between the early-stage and late-stage coarsening
dynamics, and further confirm the 1/2 asymptotic power
law for L(t).
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FIG. 8: (a) Time evolution of the characteristic domain
length L(t) for W = 0.05, J2/J1 = 0.80 at various temper-
atures in the linear–log scale. The asymptotic behavior of
L(t) approaches ∼ ln(t), deviating from the disorder-free case

L(t) ∼ t1/2. (b) Dynamic scaling of C(r, t) at T/J1 = 0.04 in
the linear–log scale. The inset shows that the structure factor
tail satisfies Porod’s law S(k) ∼ k−3 in the log–log scale.

V. COARSENING UNDER WEAK BOND
DISORDER

In addition, we investigate the effect of weak bond dis-
order, J1 + δJ1, with δJ1/J1 ∈ [−W/2,W/2], on the
coarsening of the nematic domain [54]. The weak ran-
dom disorder on J1 effectively generates a random field
for the local Ising nematic order parameter, which pre-
vents our 2D system from developing true long-range ne-
matic order according to the well-known Imry-Ma ar-
gument [55]. In this case, the system always breaks
up in nematic domains beyond a characteristic breakup
length that decreases with increasing disorder strength

as lb ∼ exp
[
(J1/W )

2
]
[56]. Particularly when the dis-

order is weak, the breakup length lb can be significantly
larger than the lattice scale of our simulations. There-
fore, it is still meaningful to study the coarsening dynam-
ics of these nematic domains before their sizes reach the
breakup length.
In our study, to minimize the influence of the early-

stage coarsening dynamics on the late stage, we set
J2/J1 = 0.8 and T/J1 = 0.01, ensuring that the system is
deep in the nematic regime while keeping all other simu-
lation parameters unchanged. We first set W = 0.05 and
allow the system to evolve under different temperatures.
The results are shown in Fig. 8(a) and (b). Although the
weak bond disorder suppresses the time evolution of the
characteristic length L(t) from power-law growth to log-
arithmic growth, the correlation functions still collapse
onto a single curve, and their Fourier transforms satisfy
Porod’s law. These observations are consistent with the
superuniversality hypothesis, which states that the effect
of weak disorder can be fully accounted for by the sup-
pression of the characteristic domain length growth [42–
44]. Furthermore, the logarithmic growth of L(t) agrees
with the general ∼ (ln t)1/φ behavior observed in the ki-
netic Ising model under weak random-field disorder [39–
41].
However, in the kinetic Ising model, the power 1/φ

varies with respect to different disorder strengths, in-
stead of being fixed at 1/φ = 1. More importantly, a
crossover behavior of C(r, t) is observed in the kinetic
Ising model, leading to the violation of the superuniver-
sality hypothesis [41]. This crossover behavior is absent
in our system. We measure the growth of L(t) under dif-
ferent strengths of the weak bond disorder W , as shown
in Fig. 9. The asymptotic behaviors of L(t) for variousW
approach ∼ ln t, showing no dependence of the disorder
strength on 1/ψ. These qualitative differences between
our system and the kinetic Ising model suggest that the
coarsening dynamics in the presence of random disorder
may be affected by the details of the microscopic models.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have investigated the phase ordering
dynamics of the classical antiferromagnetic J1–J2 Heisen-
berg model on a square lattice in the strong frustra-
tion regime (J2/J1 > 1/2) using the stochastic Landau-
Lifshitz-Gilbert (LLG) equation. By analyzing the equal-
time correlation function and the growth of the char-
acteristic domain length, we have shown that the sys-
tem undergoes a two-stage coarsening process after be-
ing quenched from a random initial state into the nematic
phase.
In the early stage, the local nematic order parameter

evolves from purely random initialization, leading to the
formation of small, non-saturated domains. The coars-
ening dynamics of these domains is characterized by a
distinctly nonlinear evolution of the domain area char-
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FIG. 9: (a) Time evolution of the characteristic domain length
scale L(t) for various W at T/J1 = 0.01 in the linear–log scale.
The asymptotic behavior of L(t) approaches ∼ ln(t).

acterized by L2(t), which cannot be described by the
curvature-driven Allen-Cahn law. This nonlinear behav-
ior may have a significant impact on the direct measure-
ment of the growth exponent when fitting the charac-
teristic domain length L(t) to a power law, even when
considering only the late stage of the evolution.

The late stage of the coarsening process is dominated
by the growth of larger domains with smooth bound-
aries, whose characteristic areas L2(t) exhibit a linear
time dependence. This behavior is consistent with the
curvature-driven coarsening dynamics described by the
Allen-Cahn law, which predicts a growth exponent of 1/2
for the characteristic domain length. It also provides nu-
merical evidence that the Ising-nematic transition in the
antiferromagnetic J1–J2 Heisenberg model belongs to the
Ising universality class also in what concerns the phase
ordering dynamics.

Under weak bond disorder, we observe that domain
growth is suppressed from power-law to logarithmic be-
havior. Notably, the system maintains dynamic scaling
invariance, with correlation functions collapsing onto a
single curve and following Porod’s law, consistent with

the superuniversality hypothesis. In contrast, the ki-
netic Ising model violates the superuniversality hypothe-
sis. This qualitative discrepancy suggests that coarsening
dynamics under weak disorder may be sensitive to the de-
tails of the microscopic models, but this does not rule out
the possibility that our simulations have yet to reach the
true asymptotic regime. This question remains open for
future investigation.

A vestigial Ising-nematic phase, similar to the one
emerging in the J1–J2 model, is believed to be real-
ized in the iron pnictides [34] and in the heavy-fermion
compound CeAuSb2 [35]. In view of our theoretical re-
sults, it would therefore be interesting to experimentally
probe the nematic domain dynamics in these systems.
It is interesting to note that, in iron-based superconduc-
tors, pump-and-probe spectroscopy [57] as well as ultra-
fast x-ray diffraction [58], electron diffraction [59], and
electron microscopy [60] have been employed to probe
the nonequilibrium dynamics of the Ising-nematic order.
Ref. [61] also put forward a theoretical proposal to con-
trol nematic order out-of-equilibrium via laser-induced
phonon excitations. Finally, we note that a class of 2D
van der Waals antiferromagnets with chemical formula
MPX3 (M : transition metal, X: chalcogen) displaying
zigzag antiferromagnetic order has been recently found to
support an emergent 3-state Potts-nematic order param-
eter [62–65]. Future theoretical extensions of the present
model to this case could unveil new physics, given the
richer nematic domain landscape in the Potts-nematic
phase compared to the Ising-nematic phase [66].
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[9] M. Mambrini, A. Läuchli, D. Poilblanc, and F. Mila,
Phys. Rev. B 74, 144422 (2006).

[10] R. Darradi, O. Derzhko, R. Zinke, J. Schulenburg, S. E.
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[11] H. C. Jiang, F. Krüger, J. E. Moore, D. N. Sheng, J. Za-
anen, and Z. Y. Weng, Phys. Rev. B 79, 174409 (2009).

[12] J. Richter, R. Darradi, J. Schulenburg, D. J. J. Farnell,

https://doi.org/10.1142/9789812567819_0005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.38.9335
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.63.2148
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.63.2148
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.40.10801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.40.10801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.88
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.88
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.58.6394
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.58.6394
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.60.14613
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.177202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.74.144422
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.214415
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.79.174409


9

and H. Rosner, Phys. Rev. B 81, 174429 (2010).
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