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Using holography, we study the universal scaling laws governing the coarsening dynamics of
strongly coupled domain walls. Specifically, we studied the universal dependence of the length
of the domain wall interfaces on the quench rate. The relation satisfies the Kibble-Zurek scaling
shortly after the critical point. However, as time goes by, the coarsening dynamics suppresses the
Kibble-Zurek scaling in favor of a universal dynamical scaling of the characteristic length and the
adiabatic growth of the system. Theoretical predictions of the universal scaling laws are consistent
with numerical findings in both regimes for both weak and strongly coupled systems.

A complete understanding of nonequilibrium phenom-
ena involving many-body systems is currently lacking.
This is particularly the case in systems far from equilib-
rium and at strong coupling. The Kibble-Zurek mech-
anism (KZM) is one of the few universal paradigms in
this context [1–5]. It uses equilibrium scaling theory to
describe the dynamics across a continuous or quantum
phase transition. In particular, it exploits the scaling
laws for the correlation length and the relaxation time,

ξ(ε) =
ξ0
|ε|ν

, τ(ε) =
τ0

|ε|zν
. (1)

Here, ν and z are critical exponents and ξ0 and τ0
are system-dependent microscopic constants, while ε =
(λ − λc)/λc determines the proximity of the control pa-
rameter λ to its critical value λc. The divergence of
the relaxation time in the neighborhood of the critical
point, known as the critical slowing down, plays a key
role in the KZM. Consider driving the system by a lin-
ear modulation of the control parameter λ, such that
ε = t/τQ, where τQ is the quench time, and the critical
point is reached at t = 0. The timescale in which the
instantaneous equilibrium relaxation time matches the
time elapsed after crossing the critical point is known as
the freeze-out time and plays a key role in KZM. It is
predicted to scale universally with the quench time ac-
cording to

t̂ =
(
τ0τ

νz
Q

) 1
1+νz . (2)

Using it, the KZM predicts the nonequilibrium correla-
tion length to be given by

ξ̂ = ξ[ε(t̂)] = ξ0

(
τQ
τ0

) ν
1+zν

. (3)

It follows that the density of topological defects of di-
mension d in a system in a D dimensional space is given
by.

ρ =
1

ξ̂D−d
=

1

ξD−d
0

(
τ0
τQ

) (D−d)ν
1+zν

. (4)

A large body of accumulated evidence supports the
KZM, relying on exact solutions, numerical simulations,
and experimental studies [6, 7]. In particular, the last
decade has witnessed remarkable experimental progress
thanks to advances in quantum simulation in platforms
including trapped ions [8–11] and Rydberg gases [12],
the development of programmable quantum annealing
devices [13–15], and the improved probing techniques
in condensed matter experiments [16, 17]. In addi-
tion, universal physics beyond the scope of KZM has
been discovered, governing the defect number statistics
[11, 14, 15, 18–21] and the spatial distribution of defects
[22, 23].

Despite this progress, KZM and its generalizations
have been mostly studied in scenarios characterized by
point-like topological defects with d = 0, such as parity-
breaking kinks [8, 9, 24–26] and solitons [27] in D = 1,
as well as vortices in D = 2 [16, 21–23, 28–31]. Evi-
dence supporting KZM for extended topological defects
with d ≥ 1 remains limited. In such a setting, devia-
tions may arise due to the enhancement of coarsening
[32, 33], the role of the embedding geometry [34], and
effects arising from the spatial configuration of the ex-
tended defect, with no counterpart in the point-like case.
The latter can stem from conformational entropy, intra-
defect interactions, and excitations of modes propagating
along the extended degrees of freedom, such as Kelvin
modes in vortex strings. Numerical simulations have de-
scribed 3D U(1) vortex string formation following KZM
scaling laws [35], while recent simulations of skyrmions
are better explained by coarsening [36]. Experiments
on Rayleigh-Bénard convection with convective rolls and
cells as defects match the KZM prediction [37]. Domain
formation on colloidal monolayers, probing the Koster-
litz–Thouless–Halperin–Nelson–Young (KTHNY) melt-
ing scenario, exhibits important deviations from the con-
ventional KZM due to the nature of the transition and
suggests unusually large values of the dynamic critical
exponent [38, 39]. By contrast, recent experiments on
domain wall formation of 3D Ising systems are consistent
with the KZM scaling [17]; see as well [40] for supporting
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FIG. 1. Schematic figure of the holographic mapping.

numerics in 2D.
Coarsening is governed by a dynamic critical exponent

zd, which is generally different from the equilibrium value
z. According to Biroli et al. [41], for t ≫ t̂, the nonequi-
librium correlation length scales as

R(t) = ξ[ε(t)]
1− z

zd t
1
zd . (5)

where ξ[ε(t)] = ε(t)−ν = (t/τQ)
−ν .

In this study, we investigate the formation of domain
walls in a holographic setting [42]. Holography provides
a framework to explore strongly-coupled field theories,
in and out of equilibrium, and has been used to explore
the validity of KZM [21, 43–45]. We focus on recent de-
velopments allowing for the description parity symmetry
breaking, which results in domain formation analogous
to that in a ferromagnet. In this setting, we establish
the universality of the critical dynamics by characterizing
the domain wall average length and its statistics beyond
the scope of KZM, revealing a crossover from KZM to
coarsening-dominated scaling laws.

Background of gravity. The schematic setting to
probe the holographic domain wall formation is shown
in Fig. 1. The gravity background we choose is the AdS4
black brane in Eddington-Finkelstein coordinates,

ds2 =
1

z2
[
−f(z)dt2 − 2dtdz + dx2 + dy2

]
, (6)

in which f(z) = 1− (z/zh)
3 with zh the horizon position.

The AdS infinite boundary is at z = 0 where the field
theory lives. The Lagrangian of the model we adopt is
the usual Abelian-Higgs model for holographic supercon-
ductors,

L = −1

4
FµνF

µν − |DµΨ̃|2 −m2|Ψ̃|2, (7)

where Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ and Aµ is the U(1) gauge

field, Dµ = ∇µ − iAµ, and Ψ̃ is the complex scalar field.
We work in the probe limit, in which the equations of
motion (EoMs) read

DµD
µΨ̃−m2Ψ̃ = 0,

∇µF
µν = i

(
Ψ̃∗DνΨ̃− Ψ̃(DνΨ̃)∗

)
. (8)

To transform the Lagrangian with U(1) symmetry to Z2

symmetry, we must transform the complex scalar fields
into real ones. To this end, we make the following trans-
formations [46, 47]

Ψ̃ = Ψeiλ, Aµ = Mµ + ∂µλ, (9)

where Ψ,Mµ and λ are real functions. With these real
functions, the previous Eq. (8) can be rewritten as

DµDµΨ−m2Ψ = 0, ∇µF
µν = 2MνΨ2, (10)

where Dµ = ∇µ − iMµ. We use the following ansätze
for the fields: Ψ = Ψ(t, z, x, y), Mt = Mt(t, z, x, y),
Mz = Mz(t, z, x, y), Mx = Mx(t, z, x, y), and My =
My(t, z, x, y). The details of the EoMs can be found in
[48].
Boundary conditions. The asymptotic behavior of

fields near z → 0 is described by Ψ ∼ z(Ψ0(t, x, y) +
Ψ1(t, x, y)z + ...), Mt ∼ µ(t, x, y) − ρ(t, x, y)z + ...,
Mz ∼ az(t, x, y) + bz(t, x, y)z + ..., Mx ∼ ax(t, x, y) +
bx(t, x, y)z + ..., My ∼ ay(t, x, y) + by(t, x, y)z + .... We
have set the scalar field mass square as m2 = −2 and a
unit AdS radius. By choosing the standard quantization
setting Ψ1 ≡ 0, it follows that Ψ2 is related to the conden-
sate of the superconducting order parameter O(t, x, y) in
the boundary field theory. The parameters µ and ρ are
interpreted as the chemical potential and charge density,
respectively, at the boundary. At the horizon, we set
Mt(zh) = 0 and the regular finite boundary conditions
for other fields. In addition, we use the periodic bound-
ary conditions for all the fields along (x, y)−directions.
The fourth-order Runge-Kutta method is used to prop-
agate the system with time step △t = 0.01. In the ra-
dial direction z, the Chebyshev pseudo-spectral method
with 21 grid points is used. In the (x, y)-direction, we
set the length of the space as Lx = Ly = 200, and
we use the Fourier decomposition with 201 × 201 grid
points. We add the random seeds of the fields in the
bulk by satisfying the distributions ⟨s(t, xi)⟩ = 0 and
⟨s(t, xi)s(t

′, xj)⟩ = hδ(t − t′)δ(xi − xj), with the ampli-
tude h = 10−3.
Cooling the system. In the setup of a holographic su-

perconductor, decreasing T is equivalent to increasing
µ. To linearly quench the temperature across the criti-
cal point as T (t)/Tc = 1 − t/τQ, we vary the chemical
potential as

µ(t) = µc/(1− t/τQ), (11)

where τQ is the quench rate and µc = 4.06 denotes the
critical potential in the static case. We drive the sys-
tem from the initial temperature Ti = Tc to the super-
conducting state with the final equilibrium temperature
Tf = 0.8Tc.
Following a thermal quench from high to low temper-

atures across the critical point Tc, the system enters the
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FIG. 2. Time evolution of the order parameter and the birth of domain wall in the AdS boundary. (a) Density plots of the
evolving order parameter at eight specific times with τQ = e6.25. One can see how the order parameters evolve from initial
random configurations into domain structures. (b) The average absolute value of the order parameter ⟨|O|⟩ during quenches.
Each diamond corresponds to one of the snapshots in panel (a).

superconducting phase, and domain walls appear as pre-
dicted by the KZM. Figure 2 shows the evolution of the
order parameter in panel (a) and its average absolute
value in panel (b) during the transition from a homoge-
neous phase to the symmetry-breaking phase. Panel (a)
shows eight snapshots at different times of evolution for
a fixed quench time τQ = e6.25, each of which is marked
by a diamond symbol in pane (b). At the initial time
t/τQ = 0, the order parameter exhibits a random config-
uration similar to a mosaic picture and then evolves and
grows rapidly around t/τQ = 0.0859. At the time t/τQ
= 0.1072, the system is divided into domains, but the
order parameter still exhibits smooth gradients. From
time t/τQ = 0.1294 to t/τQ = 1.1573, the average value
of ⟨|O|⟩ increases linearly and saturates at a plateau. As
the coarsening dynamics becomes more prominent, it re-
duces the small-scale structures in the nonequilibrium
configuration, leading to the coalescence of domains into
bigger ones.

Scaling of the average domain-wall length. In the do-
main formation associated with the breaking of parity
in two spatial dimensions, the number of defects can be
associated with the total domain wall length, which we
denote by L, averaged over an ensemble of realizations.
Adapting the KZM scaling law in Eq. (4), the generic
universal dependence on the quench time τQ reduces to

L ∝ τ
−(D−d)ν/(1+zν)
Q ∝ τ

−ν/(1+zν)
Q , (12)

in two spatial dimensions (D = 2) for domain walls (d =
1) in the AdS boundary. From AdS/CFT, the boundary
field theory is a mean-field theory. As a result, ν = 1/2

and z = 2, and thus L ∝ τ
−1/4
Q .

Figure 3(a) shows the relations between domain wall

length L and the quench rate τQ for several values
of the average absolute value of the order parameter
⟨|O|⟩, using 2000 independent trajectories. Figure 3(a)
indicates that for different ⟨|O|⟩, there exist different
scaling relations between L and τQ. Specifically, as
⟨|O|⟩ = 10−3, the fitted line has a power-law scaling
L = 28283 × τ−0.278

Q , which is close to the KZM predic-
tion − (D − d) ν/ (1 + zν) = −1/4 in Eq. (12). However,
when ⟨|O|⟩ = 3.33, the fitted line is L = 31571× τ−0.488

Q ,
and the scaling deviates from the theoretical KZM pre-
diction. This behavior is attributed to coarsening, as it
takes more time for a slowly quenched system to achieve
the same value of ⟨|O|⟩ than for a rapidly quenched sys-
tem. The coarsening process always exists after the for-
mation of defects. Therefore, to achieve the same ⟨|O|⟩
value, a slowly quenched system must undergo a longer
coarsening evolution than a rapidly quenched system. As
a result, coarsening competes with the KZM scaling.

According to KZM, the instant at which the system
“freezes out” is set by t̂ in Eq. (2). In practice, one
defines the lag-time tL by the response of the system to
represent the freeze-out time [23, 43, 44, 49]. In the-

ory, where tL ∝ τ
1/2
Q in the holographic setup. Figure

3(b) exhibits the relation between the lag time and the
quench rate for various condensates. When the con-
densate is small, ⟨|O|⟩ ≈ 10−3, the scaling exponent
is roughly 0.4375, which is close to the KZM predic-
tion. By contrast, for large condensates (e.g., when
⟨|O|⟩ ≈ 3.33), the scaling is roughly 0.98, which rules
out the KZM prediction. This is an important advan-
tage of our setting over previous one-dimensional stud-
ies of parity-symmetry breaking in which the power-law
exponent associated with KZM [24, 50] and coarsening
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FIG. 3. (a) Dependence of the domain wall length L on the
quench rate τQ for the average absolute value of the order
parameter ⟨|O|⟩. (b) Lag time as a function of the quench rate
for various condensates. The circles, hexagons, stars, squares,
and triangles are the numerical data, while the straight lines
are the best-fitted lines in the slow quench regime.

100 101 102 103

t

103

104

L slope =
!1=2

=Q = e2

=Q = e5

=Q = e8

Ref. Line

(a)

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
t==Q

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

4.5

hjO
ji

=Q = e6:5

=Q = e7

=Q = e7:5

=Q = e8

(b)

FIG. 4. (a) Time evolution of domain wall length for various
quench rate τQ. The dashed line is the theoretical reference
line with a slope of −1/2; (b) Average condensate for slow
quenches. The linear relation reflects the adiabatic growth.

[20, 26] happen to coincide, hindering the study of their
interplay. We expect that the deviations of the scaling
in the tL ∼ τQ relation are also due to the coarsening in
the late stage of the evolution.

Domain coarsening. Coarsening involves gradient flow
dynamics. The relaxation of a non-equilibrium system
follows the steepest descent in the energy landscape.
Adapting the prediction by Biroli et al. [33, 41], the
domain wall length scales as

L ∝ 1

R(t)D−d
∝ τ

(D−d)ν
zd

(z−zd)

Q t
− (D−d)

zd
[1+ν(z−zd)]. (13)

For z = zd = 2, L ∝ t
− (D−d)

zd ∝ t−1/2 and R(t) ∝ t1/2,
which is in agreement with the results in [51]. In Fig.
4(a), we present the length of domain walls L as a func-
tion of t for several values of τQ. Long after the quench, it
can be found that regardless of the value of τQ, the time
evolution of L follows a similar power law and is almost
parallel, in log-log scale, to the reference line L ∼ t−1/2,
which agrees with the theoretical prediction in Eq. (13).
At this late stage, the system has reached a state of local
equilibrium, and coarsening dynamics completely govern
the evolution of the system.

Fig. 4(b) shows that the condensates transit from ex-
ponential growth to a common linear growth as a func-
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FIG. 5. (a) Histogram of the probability of the domain
wall length, for different values of τQ at ⟨|O|⟩ = 10−3, are
well fitted by a Gaussian distribution. (b) Histogram of the
domain wall length probability for different values of τQ at
⟨|O|⟩ = 3.33. Coarsening-induced deviations from the Gaus-
sian fit arise in the slow quench limit, leading to a multimodal
distribution.

tion of t/τQ, for large τQ. This is an implication of the
adiabatic evolution [43]. For large values of τQ, the con-
densate scales with the same function of t/τQ. In this
regime, when ⟨|O|⟩ is large (e.g., ⟨|O|⟩ = 3.33) the lag-
time is linearly proportional to τQ. This is consistent
with the numerical relation in Fig. 3(b) that tL ∝ τ0.98Q as

τQ is large. From the relations L ∼ t−1/2 and t ∼ τQ af-

ter the coarsening dynamics, we deduce that L ∼ τ
−1/2
Q ,

which is consistent with the relation between L and τQ
in Fig. 3(a) as ⟨|O|⟩ = 3.33.
Additional information is revealed by the domain wall

statistics. Fig. 5(a) shows the histogram of the probabil-
ity of the domain wall lengths for three kinds of quench
rates, and a small condensate ⟨|O|⟩ = 10−3. In this
regime, the nonequilibrium dynamics is consistent with
the KZM. The universality of average quantities with the
quench rate carries over the full distribution, according
to the recent extension beyond KZM [18, 19]. Numerical
evidence to date supporting such extensions is limited
to point-like defects in one and two spatial dimensions
[11, 14, 15, 18–21]. For large system sizes, the distribu-
tion approaches a normal distribution, justifying the ac-
curacy of the Gaussian fit in Fig. 5(a). This provides the
first numerical evidence regarding the universal character
of the distribution of domain walls as extended topolog-
ical defects with d = 1. Such universality remains in
larger condensates as shown in Fig. 5(b) for ⟨|O|⟩ = 3.33
for quenches τQ = e6.5 and τQ = e7.5. However, the
distribution for slow quenches τQ = e9.25 is dominated
by coarsening; it becomes bimodal and no longer univer-
sal, with increasing probability near the origin, with low
defect numbers.
Discussion and Conclusions. We have established

the universal scaling laws governing the critical dynam-
ics leading to strongly coupled domain walls via the
AdS/CFT correspondence. The KZM describes the uni-
versal scaling of the domain wall length with the quench
time near the critical regime. Far away from this regime,
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a different scaling holds that is no longer consistent with
KZM and reflects the coarsening dynamics of domain
walls. A theoretical analysis yields a universal predic-
tion for the scaling dominated by coarsening that is in
agreement with numerical simulations. In [48], we fur-
ther show the similar phenomenon of domain wall in the
Ginzburg-Landau model, which is a weakly coupled the-
ory. Therefore, we can conclude that our findings of the
new scalings in the far-from critical regime may apply
universally in the coarsening dynamics.

Note: Upon the completion of this work, Ref. [52]
reported KZM deviations due to coarsening in the digital-
analog quantum simulation of a 2D XY ferromagnet.

Acknowledgements. This work was partially supported
by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(Grants No. 12175008). This research was funded in
part by the Luxembourg National Research Fund (FNR),
grant No. 17132060. For open access, the authors
have applied a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 In-
ternational (CC BY 4.0) license to any Author Accepted
Manuscript version arising from this submission.

∗ tianchima@buaa.edu.cn
† by2030104@buaa.edu.cn
‡ hqzhang@buaa.edu.cn
§ adolfo.delcampo@uni.lu

[1] T. W. B. Kibble, J. of Phys. A: Math. Gen. 9, 1387
(1976).

[2] T. W. B. Kibble, Phys. Reports 67, 183 (1980).
[3] W. H. Zurek, Nature 317, 505 (1985).
[4] W. H. Zurek, Acta Phys. Pol. B 24, 1301 (1993).
[5] W. H. Zurek, Phys. Reports 276, 177 (1993).
[6] J. Dziarmaga, Advances in Physics 59, 1063 (2010).
[7] A. del Campo and W. H. Zurek, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A

29, 1430018 (2014).
[8] S. Ulm, J. Roßnagel, G. Jacob, C. Degünther, S. T.

Dawkins, U. G. Poschinger, R. Nigmatullin, A. Retzker,
M. B. Plenio, F. Schmidt-Kaler, and K. Singer, Nat.
Comm. 4, 2290 (2013).

[9] K. Pyka, J. Keller, H. L. Partner, R. Nigmatullin,
T. Burgermeister, D. M. Meier, K. Kuhlmann, A. Ret-
zker, M. B. Plenio, W. H. Zurek, A. del Campo, and T. E.
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M. Greiner, V. Vuletić, and M. D. Lukin, Nature 551,
579 (2017).

[13] P. Weinberg, M. Tylutki, J. M. Rönkkö, J. Westerholm,
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Appendix A: Explicit forms of the equations of motions

The EoMs (10) in the main text can be decomposed into

∇µ∇µΨ−MµM
µΨ−m2Ψ = 0, (S1)

(∇µM
µ)Ψ + 2Mµ∇µΨ = 0, (S2)

∇µF
µν = 2MνΨ2. (S3)

The Eqs. (S1) and (S2) follow respectively from the real and imaginary parts of the scalar equations in Eq.(10). We
note that Eqs. (S2) and (S3) are not independent, since

∇ν(∇µF
µν) = 0 = 2(∇νM

ν)Ψ2 + 4MνΨ(∇νΨ). (S4)

Dividing 2Ψ on the right side of the Eq. (S4), we can readily get the left side of the Eq. (S2). Therefore, there are
five real functions with five independent equations, which implies that our ansätze for the fields are consistent. Using
them in the frame of the line-element (6), the EoMs involve the following contributions:
1) The gauge fields (S3) part,

0 = −2Ψ2Mt

z2
+ ∂2

xMt + ∂2
yMt + f∂2

zMt − ∂txMx − ∂tyMy − ∂tzMt − f∂tzMz + ∂2
tMz, (S5)

0 = −2Ψ2Mz

z2
+ ∂2

xMz + ∂2
yMz − ∂zxMx − ∂zyMy + ∂2

zMt − ∂tzMz, (S6)

0 = −2Ψ2Mx

z2
+ ∂2

yMx − f ′∂xMz − ∂xyMy + f ′∂zMx + ∂zxMt − f∂zxMz + f∂2
zMx + ∂txMz − 2∂tzMx, (S7)

0 = −2Ψ2My

z2
+ ∂2

xMy − f ′∂yMz − ∂xyMx + f ′∂zMy + ∂zyMt − f∂zyMz + f∂2
zMy + ∂tyMz − 2∂tzMy. (S8)

2) The real part of scalar fields (S1),

0 = −m2Ψ

2z2
− 1

2
ΨM2

x − 1

2
ΨM2

y +ΨMtMz −
1

2
ΨfM2

z +
1

2
∂2
xΨ+

1

2
∂2
yΨ

−f∂zΨ

z
+

1

2
∂z(f∂zΨ) +

∂tΨ

z
− ∂tzΨ. (S9)

3) The imaginary part of scalar fields (S2),

0 =
2Ψ

z
(fMz −Mt)−Ψ(∂z(fMz) + ∂xMx + ∂yMy − ∂tMz − ∂zMt)

+2 (Mt∂zΨ+Mz∂tΨ−Mx∂xΨ−My∂yΨ− fMz∂zΨ) , (S10)

in which f ′ = f ′(z).
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Appendix B: Domain wall formations in a time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau model

We start with a time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau model (TDGL) of the real non-conserved scalar field ϕ undergoing
Langevin dynamics

ϕ̈+ ηϕ̇− ∂xxϕ− ∂yyϕ+ ∂ϕV (ϕ) = ξ (x, y, t) , (S11)

where η is a global damping constant, V (ϕ) is a generic Ginzburg-Landau potential given by V (ϕ) = 1
8

(
ϕ4 − 2ϵϕ2 + 1

)
and ξ (x, y, t) is a real white noise with zero mean. This potential has two possible minima given by ϕmin = ±

√
ϵ.

The system undergoes a second-order phase transition as ϵ changes sign from negative to positive. For simplicity, we
linearly quench ϵ as ϵ(t) = t/τQ, where τQ is the quench rate. Specifically, we quench the system from t/τQ = 0 to
t/τQ = 10 and then maintain it at ϵf = 10. When the system reaches a state of local equilibrium, the order parameter
saturates at the values ϕ = ±√

ϵf = ±
√
10. It is not possible to solve the Eq. (S11) analytically, and we resort to a

numerical approach. In the numerics, we set η = 1 and the amplitude of the noise equal to 10−3. The length of the
system is Lx = Ly = 200, and we use the Fourier decomposition with 201× 201 grid points for the periodic boundary
conditions. We use the fourth-order Runge-Kutta method with the time step △t = 0.01 in the time direction.
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FIG. S1. Time evolution of the order parameter and the birth of domain walls in the TDGL model. (a) Density plots of
the evolving order parameter at eight specific evolution times with τQ = e4.5. One can see how the order parameters evolve
from initial random configurations into domain structures. (b) The average absolute value of the order parameter ⟨|O|⟩ during
quenches. The eight diamond symbols correspond to the eight snapshots in panel (a).

Figure S1(a) shows eight snapshots of the time evolution of the domain profiles of the order parameter. Their
corresponding average values ⟨|O|⟩ are shown as eight diamonds in the right panel (b) in Fig. S1. At t/τQ = 0, the
scalar field takes very small random values that serve as the inhomogeneous seeds for the time evolution of the system.
At the early time t/τQ = 0.1734 and t/τQ = 0.2823, domains formed because of the KZM. From t/τQ = 0.3756 to
t/τQ = 3.6639, due to the influence of coarsening, it can be found that the domains merge and form a larger domain.
Figure S2(a) displays the length of the domain walls as a function of the quench rate for several values of the average

absolute value of the order parameter ⟨|O|⟩. As in the holographic case shown in Fig. 3 in the main text, we see that
when ⟨|O|⟩ is small (e.g., for ⟨|O|⟩ = 10−3), the power-law exponent for slow quenches is −0.246, which is close to
the KZM prediction −1/4 in Eq. (12) in the main text. However, for larger condensates (say, when ⟨|O|⟩ = 2.67),
the scaling becomes −0.499, which rules out the KZM scaling. Fig. S2(b) exhibits the dependence of the lag time
on the quench rate for various condensates. As in the case in holography (see Fig. 3(b)), for small condensates and
fast quenches, the scaling relation is tL ∼ τ0.5012Q , which agrees with theoretical predictions Eq. (2) in the main text.

However, as ⟨|O|⟩ is large, this relation becomes L ∼ τ0.9923Q , which differs from the KZM prediction. Therefore, as the
system is close to the critical point, the scaling relations are consistent with the KZM. However, as the system is driven
away from the critical point, the scaling relations deviate from the KZM predictions. We explain this phenomenology
in the following.

Figure S3(a) shows the time evolution of domain wall length L for three different values of τQ. In the later stage
of the evolution, the scaling of L is consistent with the theoretical relation L ∼ t−1/2, which is similar to the case in
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FIG. S2. (a) Double logarithmic relation between the domain wall length L and quench rate τQ for the average absolute value
of the order parameter ⟨|O|⟩. (b) The relation between the lag and quench times for various condensates. The circles, hexagons,
stars, squares, and triangles are the numerical data, while the straight lines are the best-fitted lines in the slow quench regime
(larger τQ).
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FIG. S3. (a) Time evolution of domain wall length for various quench rates τQ = e2, e5 and e8. The black dashed line is the
theoretical reference line with a slope of −1/2. (b) The average condensate as a function of t/τQ for relatively slow quenches.
The overlap at the late stage indicates the adiabatic growth of ⟨|O|⟩.

holography in the main text. Figure S3(b) shows the time evolution of the average condensate ⟨|O|⟩ for slow quenches.
As ⟨|O|⟩ is relatively large, the condensates for various quenches overlap due to the adiabatic growth for the slow
quench. Therefore, as ⟨|O|⟩ is relatively large, such as for ⟨|O|⟩ = 2.67, the overlapping of the lines indicates that
the lag-time is linearly proportional to the quench time, i.e., tL ∼ τQ, for the slow quenches. This explains the linear
relation between tL and τQ in the Fig. S2(b). Furthermore, from the relations L ∼ t−1/2 and tL ∼ τQ in the large τQ

and large ⟨|O|⟩, the scaling L ∼ τ
−1/2
Q explains the numerical results presented in Fig. S2(a).

Figure S4(a) exhibits the histogram of the length of the domain wall for various quench rates with small condensates
⟨|O|⟩ = 10−3. For the three values of τQ (i.e., τQ = e5, e6 and e8), the distributions of the domain wall length with
large samplings satisfy the Gaussian distribution. Panel (b) of Fig. S4 shows the histogram of the domain wall
lengths with large condensate ⟨|O|⟩ = 2.67. When the quench is not too slow, the distributions satisfy the Gaussian
distribution. In the opposite limit (e.g., for τQ = e8, and for a large condensate), the distribution strongly deviates
from the Gaussian approximation if the quench is very slow, as coarsening leads to the merging of domains. As a
result, events with no domain walls at all become likely, resulting in a multimodal distribution.
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FIG. S4. (a) Histogram of the domain wall lengths with small condensates ⟨|O|⟩ = 10−3; (b) Histogram of the domain wall
lengths with large condensates ⟨|O|⟩ = 2.67. The data involves 2000 independent simulations.
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