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Abstract

We consider an analog of particle production in a quartic O(N) quantum oscillator with
time-dependent frequency, which is a toy model of particle production in the dynamical
Casimir effect and de Sitter space. We calculate exact quantum averages, Keldysh propagator,
and particle number using two different methods. First, we employ a kind of rotating wave
approximation to estimate these quantities for small deviations from stationarity. Second, we
extend these results to arbitrarily large deviations using the Schwinger-Keldysh diagrammatic
technique. We show that in strongly nonstationary situations, including resonant oscillations,
loop corrections to the tree-level expressions effectively result in an additional degree of
freedom, N — N + %, which modifies the average number and energy of created particles.
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1 Introduction

Particle production in nonstationary background fields is an old and fruitful topic that covers many
intriguing phenomena. The first example of such a phenomenon — the spontaneous creation of
electron-positron pairs in strong electric fields — was discovered in 1951 by J. S. Schwinger [1].
Later it was also supplemented by famous Hawking [2-4], Unruh [5-7], and dynamical Casimir [8-
11] effects. On one hand, all these effects have no classical analogs and reflect the most fun-
damental features of the quantum field theory. On the other hand, they may hint at a more
general theory [12-14]. A comprehensive review of these celebrated effects is presented in the
textbooks [15-17].

A common approach to the particle creation! in an external background relies on the semiclassi-
cal (tree-level) approximation that neglects interactions between quantum fields [15]. Let us briefly
review this approach. Consider a free quantum field ¢ with the following mode decomposition:

ot %) — {Zn [alnfin(t,x) + H.c.], as t— —oq, (11)
o et fout(t, x) + H.c], as t — 400,

where functions fi*, fou solve the free equations of motion, approximately diagonalize the free
Hamiltonian in the corresponding limits and form a complete basis with respect to the appropriate
inner product (e.g. Klein-Gordon inner product in the case of a free scalar field). Usually functions
finand foU' are referred to as in- and out-modes, respectively. In- and out- annihilation and
creation operators, a®, (ai")T and a®®, (a2"*)', satisfy the standard commutation relations. For
simplicity, we also assume that in the asymptotic past the field was in the pure vacuum state |in)
defined with respect to the initial annihilation operators, a|in) = 0 for all n.

Let us calculate the number of created out-particles (f°"* modes). In the Heisenberg picture it

is given by the following expression:
NEee — (in|(a2")Ta®""|in)  (no sum). (1.2)

In a nonstationary situation in- and out- modes and creation operators are related by a generalized
Bogoliubov (or canonical) transformation:

£ = 3 ot St = Bu(£7)]
o | (13)
a2 = 3" [osal! + Finla)']

k
with nonzero Bogoliubov coefficients a,,;, and S,,. This implies the following identity:
AL = D (o) Pracl] [oal” + 5 (e lim) =3 [l (1.4)
k,l

Thus on the tree level particle creation is only due to the amplification of vacuum fluctuations.
Now let us turn on interactions:

Nou(t) = (in|UT (¢, t0) (a2 (8)) a2 () U (¢, 1) | in), (L.5)

n

1We emphasize that in general free Hamiltonian may be nondiagonalizable in the asymptotic future or past [18—
21]. In this case the notion of particle is meaningless, and the discussed semiclassical method does not work.
Instead, one needs to calculate correlation functions whose meaning is always transparent.



where U(t,ty) denotes the evolution operator in the interaction picture. Note that we restored
the initial and final moments because in the interacting case limits tg — —oo and t — oo should
be taken with caution [18-21]. Moreover, interactions between the fields may generate nontrivial
quantum averages:

nu(t) = (in|UT (L, to) (@) a*U (L, to) |in) # 0,
ki (t) = (in|UT(t, to)alal*Ul(t, to)|in) # 0.

Quantities ny; and ki are usually referred to as level population and anomalous quantum average
(or correlated pair density), respectively.
Therefore, in the interacting theory identity (1.4) should be modified as follows:

No = 1Bukl + D (ks + BarBi) it + Y Buknibins + Y Byl (1.8)
K ol ol k.l

Common wisdom states that for small coupling constants quantum loop corrections to the aver-
ages (1.6) and (1.7) are small and hence can be neglected. However, recently this assumption has
been shown to be wrong: even if the coupling constant goes to zero, A — 0, for large evolution
times, t — 00, loop corrections to ny and kg grow secularly and remain finite, ng;) ~ (At)* and
/ﬁ,(:;) ~ (At)bn) with some constants a, > 0 or b, > 0 for every n-loop contribution. In particular,
such a secular growth was observed in the expanding Universe [19-28|, the dynamical Casimir
effect [29,30], and nonstationary quantum mechanics [31], as well as in strong electric [32-34],
scalar [35-37], and gravitational [38] fields. Moreover, in some cases the exact resummed ny,
explodes and significantly surpasses the tree-level expression [21-25].

Thus we need to calculate quantum loop corrections to the averages (1.6) and (1.7) to estimate
the correct number of created particles in a nonstationary interacting theory. Unfortunately, this
cannot be done perturbatively because higher loop corrections to ny and ki are not suppressed
when A is finite. The only known way to estimate these quantities is to solve the system of Dyson-
Schwinger equations for the propagators and vertices. We emphasize that this system should be
deduced using the Schwinger-Keldysh diagrammatic technique [39-44] due to the nonstationarity
of the theory.

In general, the system of the Dyson-Schwinger equations is very complex and cannot be explic-
itly solved. Fortunately, in some models loop corrections to vertices, retarded/advanced propaga-
tors and ky; are suppressed by higher powers of A, so in the limit A — 0, t — oo the full system is
reduced to a single equation on the level population ng;. In such models Dyson-Schwinger equa-
tions reproduce an equation of kinetic type with additional terms which describe creation and
annihilation of particles by external sources. The solution to this — relatively simple — equation
implies the exact ny and allows one to estimate N,. The notable examples of such “kinetic”
systems are heavy fields in de Sitter space [21-26] and scalar quantum electrodynamics [33,34].

Of course, there is also a set of models where kinetic approximation is not applicable and loop
corrections to the vertices are not suppressed. It includes such important systems as light fields in
de Sitter space [25,27,28] and the dynamical Casimir effect [29,30]. To the best of our knowledge,
there is no systematic approach to the particle creation in such models. The only case where
quantities ny, and Ky, were analytically estimated is the large N limit of the O(V) light scalar field
with quartic self-interaction and the Bunch-Davies initial state in de Sitter space [45-48].

In this paper we develop a systematic approach to the calculation of ng and kg in “nonki-
netic” systems. This approach is based on the idea that rapidly oscillating parts of the effective
Hamiltonian are negligible in the limit A — 0, ¢ — co. This approximation resembles the rotating



wave approximation from the quantum optics [49-51]. The other key approximation is the large N
limit that allows us to single out a particular set of diagrams.

We illustrate our approach on a simple nonstationary large IV system — a quantum anharmonic
oscillator with a quartic O(N) interaction term and time-dependent frequency. On the one hand,
a tree-level version of this model is a famous toy model of the dynamical Casimir effect [51-54] and
squeezed states generation [55-57] (also see [58-61] for examples of similar toy models). Therefore,
it is important to check how nonlinearities affect the predictions made for the tree-level model.
On the other hand, the properties of this simple model are similar to those of higher-dimensional
nonstationary quantum field theories with a “nonkinetic” behavior of loop corrections [25,27-30].
Due to this reason, we believe that our method of loop summation will help one understand
nonstationary phenomena in these complex theories.

We emphasize that in this model the expectation value of the evolved free Hamiltonian at the
future infinity?, A = (in|Ut(t, t0) HreoU (t, to)]in), is expressed through the N' = SN A:

_ 1
H(t) = §w+N +wi N, as t— +oo and A — 0, (1.9)

where w, is the frequency of the oscillator in the asymptotic future and N,, is defined by (1.8).
This confirms the interpretation of A as the total number of created out-particles in an interacting
theory. The details on the derivation of this expression are presented in appendix A.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we introduce the model and discuss the field
quantization on a nonstationary background. In section 3 we derive a simple effective Hamiltonian
of the model and calculate exact ny; and kg for small deviations from stationarity. In section 4 we
generalize these calculations to arbitrarily large deviations from stationarity using the Schwinger-
Keldysh diagrammatic technique. Finally, we discuss the results and conclude in section 5. We
also explain the physical meaning of A in appendix A and discuss a finite N version of our model
in appendix B.

2 Field quantization

Consider N copies of a quantum oscillator with time-dependent frequency coupled through an
O(N) quartic interaction term:
1. . W) A 9

L= §¢z¢z T¢z¢z m(¢z¢z) ) (2‘1>
where we assume the summation over the repeated indices and introduce the ‘t Hooft coupling
A = gN. We will consider asymptotically static situations, i.e., w(t) — w4 ast — 00, and assume
that the self-interaction term is turned on adiabatically after the time .

Although this problem is purely quantum mechanical, we will treat it as a (04 1)-dimensional
quantum field theory. Similarly to higher-dimensional theories, we introduce the mode decompo-
sition for the free scalar field:

0i(t) = aif (1) + al (1) (22)
where ai, a; are the creation and annihilation operators with the standard commutation relation,
[a;, a}] = 0;;, and the mode function f(¢) solves the classical free equation of motion:

F() + w2 (1) = 0. (2.3)

2The full Hamiltonian, Hgy = H + Hing, also contains the interaction term Hiy(t) = 2 (in] (¢:(£) i (1))? |in).
However, in the limit A — 0, which we discuss in this paper, the contribution of the interaction term is negligible.
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In the asymptotic past and future, oscillation frequency is approximately constant, so the solution
of the equation (2.3) is given by the sum of two oscillating exponents?:

1 —iw_t
——€ , as t — —o0o,
f(t) = { 2&‘07 —iw+t _|_ /3 iw+t t_> + (24)
N = as 00,
where complex numbers o and f satisfy the relation |af* — [8]* = 1 as a consequence of the
canonical commutation relation [¢;, m;] = [¢;, ¢;] = i. Note that these coefficients coincide with
the Bogoliubov coefficients from the transformation (1.3) if we choose fo'(t) = ﬁe‘“’*t as

t — +o0. Also note that modes (2.4) diagonalize the free Hamiltonian at the asymptotic past:

Hfree = gbngz ( )

N
—— i ~ w_ <a3ai + 5) , as t— —oo. (2.5)

For simplicity in the remainder of this paper we assume that the initial state of the field coincides
with the ground state of this Hamiltonian at past infinity, |in) = |0), a;|0) = 0 for all 1.

Coefficients o and 8 can be unambiguously restored from the function w(t), although for
arbitrary functions this task can be very difficult. Nevertheless, it significantly simplifies if the
variations of the frequency are small, i.e., w(t) = w + dw(t) with w = const and dw(t) < w. On
the one hand, in the nonresonant case 8 can be approximated as follows:

2
|B|2 |/8’ ’/ 5w —22wtdt

where we have used an approximate expression for the reflection coefficient [62]. We emphasize
that reflected waves are almost negligible for such variations of frequency; this behavior illustrates
the well-known adiabatic theorem [31,63]. On the other hand, in the resonant case, e.g., w(t) =
w [1 + 2y cos(2wt)], 7 < 1, both coefficients exponentially grow with time [53,55]:

2
<1, (2.6)

a = cosh (wvytg), f = —isinh (wytg), (2.7)

where tg is the duration of the resonant oscillations. These coefficients straightforwardly follow
from the equation (2.3) after the substitution of the ansatz f(t) = \/LQ—W [a(t)e ™! + B(t)e™!] and
averaging over the fast oscillations.

In what follows we will use expressions (2.6) and (2.7) to estimate the number of created
“particles” (or, more accurately, excitations) in the infinite future. In other words, we will consider
times where w, a and (3 are approximately constant.

3 Effective Hamiltonian

Now let us employ the mode function (2.4) to calculate the free:

N
Hfree - (|Oé|2 + |ﬁ|2) Wy (a;‘rai + 92 ) + OéBW+CLZCLZ +a ﬁ (,u_,_CL;r j? (31>

3These are the so-called in-modes that were mentioned in the introduction. However, in what follows we will
suppress the index “in” for brevity: f(t) = f™(¢).



and interacting Hamiltonians:

A
Hiy = m (|oz|4 + 4]af?|8)* + |B|4) ( aja] + 2a al jaia j) +

3.2)
3 af 3)\04252 (
Wﬂ |2+|B| )aaa]a]+ SNu? ————a;a;a;a; + H.c. + 0 Hyee,
3A(N +2) )\(N +2) N
0 Hppee = 8Nwi ﬁ(‘a|2+‘ﬁ‘2) aﬂi"‘m(’ ’4—0—4’04 |5’2+‘ﬂ‘ ) aal—i—g + H.c.,

(3.3)

in the interaction picture at the future infinity (¢ — +o00). Here we neglect oscillating terms that
give suppressed contributions to the correlation functions in the limit in question In other words,
we keep only the terms that give the leading contribution to the operator j; Hiy (t)dt" in the limit
A — 0, t — oo, A\t = const?. Essentially, this approximation coincides with the rotating wave
approximation frorn the quantum optics [49-51].

Note that the quadratic part of the interaction Hamiltonian, equation (3.3), can be absorbed
into the free Hamiltonian, resulting in the renormalization of w,, o and f3:

AN +2) AN +2)

2 2 2
vz (0P +187) . a ot S SigPa, §o 6

AN +2)

23. (3.4
SN o8 (3:4)

Wy — Wy +
Such a renormalization corresponds to the summation of “daisy” diagrams (compare with section 4
and section 4.5 of [31]). We emphasize that in general frequency cannot be shifted independently
from « and 3 due to the strong backreaction caused by the low dimensionality of the problem.
Also note that this renormalization assumes a relatively small coupling constant, i.e., A < wi /| 3%
Since we work in the limit A — 0, £ — oo, At = const, this condition is ensured by large evolution
times, ¢ > |B]?/wy.

Discarding quadratic and constant terms, neglecting oscillating contributions and expand-
ing (3.2) to the second order in 3, we derive an approximate Hamiltonian:

A A A 3AG*
Hiyy ~ SN2 aTaTaJCLj + No aTaTCLzCL] + N iaTaiCL]’CLJ NG —2"_ ja a; CLJ+ (3 5)
3/\|5\2 3/\|5\2 3\G? 3N(3%)? '
INe? aj ZT aja; + INwE a a a;a; + 8Nwiazaiajaj + 8Nw§r ajaja}a;r. +0 (’5|3) .

Keeping in mind the normal-ordered form of this Hamiltonian, we straightforwardly exponentiate
it and obtain the evolved quantum state:

[T (2)) = Te oo Tl ) o o=itHime ) —
, B*| 8|2 —iXt 2 ,
= |in) + 18 ]|\7’ exp M — 1| dlal|in)+ (3.6)

tTN | exP 22 — 1| alaldlallin) + O (|8]*) + O Nk

The leading contribution to this expression is ensured by the powers of the first term in the
approximate Hamiltonian (3.5). The contribution of the second term is suppressed by the powers
of 1/N, and contribution of other terms is suppressed by the powers of 3.

4This constant has dimensionality of length™2, i.e., At ~ wi ast — oo.
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Substituting this expression into Egs. (1.6) and (1.7), we obtain the leading corrections to the
tree-level level population and anomalous quantum average:

al0) = (ol 90) = 52 7243t (25 ) + 0 (519 +.0 (5. 5.7)
i (0) = (VO ¥(0) = 32 - 3057 5P |exo (;w”) -1 Lo +o () @9

Thus the total number of the created particles is given by the following expression:
N
N = Z [’6|25m + (lal* + 181?) nis + afru + a*ﬁ*(ﬁz’z’)*] =
i=1

= N|BJ* + 36|38 [3 + cos (2%) — 4 cos (%)] +0 (|ﬁ|5) + 0 (%) ~ (3.9)

+ +

~ N8> +108|8]* + O (I8°) + O (%) .

In the last line we replaced the oscillating contributions with their average values. Note that the
correction to the tree-level particle number is always positive.

We emphasize that the calculations in this section are valid only for small deviations from
stationarity, |3| < 1, where nondiagonal terms of the effective Hamiltonian are negligible. Unfor-
tunately, this approximation does not cover the physically interesting resonant case (2.7). Hence,
we need to consider nondiagonal terms of the Hamiltonian and generalize identities (3.7), (3.8),
and (3.9) to arbitrary f.

4 Schwinger-Keldysh diagrammatic technique

The Schwinger-Keldysh technique is a powerful tool to calculate correlation functions and quantum
averages in nonstationary situations [39-44]. This technique can be concisely described by the
following path integral [64—66]:

0) = [ Dota)Dr@W (), w(a)) | Doult.a)Don(t, )00, (4

which calculates the expectation value of the operator O and explicitly contains the information
about the initial state of the theory. Here ¢(z) and 7(x) denote the field and its conjugate
momentum at the initial moment to; W [p(z), 7(z)] denotes the Wigner function related to the
initial value of the density matrix operator; i.c. in the second integral means the initial conditions
for the ¢ field, ¢u(to, z) = @(z), dpalto, z) = m(z); and Sk denotes the Keldysh action after the
Keldysh rotation. For the theory (2.1) this action has the following form (there are no spatial
directions in this case):

oo A A
Sk = — / dt |:¢i,q (51:2 + WQ(t)) Qi + N¢i,cl¢i,cl¢j,cl¢j,q + m¢i,cl¢i7q¢j,q¢j,q (4.2)
to

Expanding the integrand of (4.1) as a series in A and assuming that the initial state is Gaussian, we
straightforwardly obtain the Schwinger-Keldysh diagrammatic technique (Fig. 1) with the following
tree-level propagators:



GI\'

Figure 1: Propagators and vertices in the Schwinger-Keldysh diagrammatic technique. The solid
lines correspond to ¢, the dashed lines correspond to ¢.

G5 (b1, 12) = (Draalt)dsa(t2))y = 3 (il {61(01), 65(12) Y in),
iGE (1) = (Gia(t)dia(t2))g = Ot — ta) (in| [4i(t1), 5(t2)] |in), (4.3)
(Gt ta) = (Gig(t)dja(ta))g = O(ta — t1)(in|[¢;(t2), ¢s(tr)] |in),

where (- - - ) denotes the expectation value in the free theory and ¢; is the standard free quantized
field (2.2). For simplicity, in the last identities we assumed that the initial state is pure.

These propagators have a simple physical meaning. On the one hand, retarded and advanced
propagators describe the propagation of some localized perturbations (e.g., particles). Hence, at
the tree level they do not depend on the state of the system. On the other hand, the Keldysh
propagator explicitly contains the information about the state of the system:

Gt t) = ft) f*(ta) (%(5@' + nO,ij) + f(t1) f(t2) ko + H.c., (4.4)

where ng;; = (in|(a")Tal?|in) and kg,; = (infa}"al|in) are initial level population and anomalous
quantum average. If the 1n1t1a1 state coincides with the ground state of the free Hamiltonian at the
past infinity, [in) = |0), at the tree level these quantum averages remain zero during the evolution
of the system. However, at large evolution times they also receive substantial loop corrections.
These corrections straightforwardly follow from the exact resummed Keldysh propagator because
in the limit ¢ = 832 > ¢; — ¢, it has the form (4.4) with exact quantum averages n;;(t) and r;;(t)
defined in (1.6) and (1.7).

Thus we need to resum leading loop corrections to the Keldysh propagator to calculate the
exact quantum averages. We single out the leading loop contributions by considering the limit of
small coupling constants, A — 0, t — oo, At = const, and small time separations, t; —t; < t. Note
that in this limit loop corrections to the retarded and advanced propagators are suppressed by the
powers of A. We also assume the large N limit and keep the leading terms in the 1/N expansion.

There are two types of the O(1) diagrams in the O(N) model [67-69]. The first one — the so-
called “daisy” diagrams (Fig. 2) — describe the leading corrections to the propagators. However,
in these diagrams loop corrections are local and can be easily resummed with the following Dyson-
Schwinger equations (the equation for the advanced propagator is similar to the equation for the
retarded propagator):



Figure 2: Leading order, O(1), loop corrections to the Keldysh propagator. There are also con-
jugate diagrams for the Keldysh propagator and similar diagrams for the retarded and advanced
propagators. Each internal line receives similar corrections.

N ix [ - -
Gf;(tl,tg) = G{fij(tl,tg) — N/ dtGgil(tl,t)GkKk(t,t)Gg(t,tg),
to
N ix [ N N N N
Gg(tl,tg) :Géfij(tbtz)—N/ dt [Ggfil(tl,t)Gﬁ(t,t)G{j{(t,t2)+Géfil(tl,t)Gﬁf(t,t)ij‘.(t,tg) .
to

(4.5)
Applying the operator 97 + w?(t;) to these equations, plugging G*(¢,t) = Gy (t,t)/N, and using
the properties of the tree-level propagators, we straightforwardly obtain the following equations
on the resummed propagators:

[0+ w?(t1)] GE(t1, ta) = —i0;;0(t1 — ta) — AGK (t1,t1)GE(t1, ta),

. . . (4.6)
(07, + w?(t1)] Gis (t1,t2) = 0 = AG™ (t1, 1) G (t1, 12),
which imply a simple renormalization of the tree-level frequency:
2 2 AK 2 A 2 2 2 1
w?(t) = w(t) + \G (t,t)%er—l—%(\al +|8)?) + O(X*) + O ) oas t— oo (4.7)
+

This result evidently reproduces the formula (3.4) in the leading order in 1/N and A. We remind
that the renormalization of the frequency also implies the renormalization of the coefficients «
and 3.

Practically this means that we can discard “daisy” diagrams if we consider the renormalized
theory. This also means that we need to calculate the subleading, O(1/N), correction to the
Keldysh propagator to estimate the leading loop contributions to n;j, x;;, and number of the
created particles.

The other type of O(1) diagrams are “bubble” diagrams that describe the corrections to the
vertices (Fig. 3). These diagrams are resummed with a similar Dyson-Schwinger equation:

~ 2N [ ~
Bty t2) = 2G{ (t1, t2) G (1, 1) — W/ dts Gl (b1, t3) Gl (B, 1) Bts, ta), (4.8)

to
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Figure 3: Leading order, O(1), loop corrections to the vertices. Note that we included a “zero-
bubble” diagram (a bare vertex) into the definition of the bubble chain, although in the Dyson-
Schwinger equation (4.8) we assumed that the decomposition starts from a single bubble. This is
done to simplify Fig. 4.

where B (t1,t2) denotes the infinite chain of bubbles with truncated external legs. In Fig. 3, this
chain is denoted by the shaded loop. Note that equation (4.8) contains combinatorial factors,
which can be calculated by the method discussed in [31].

Equation (4.8) is conveniently solved with the following ansatz inspired by the structure of the
Keldysh and retarded propagators:

Blti,t2) = A(f* (1)) (1) + BF(t2) (£ (82))" + CF2 (1) F2(t2) + D(F (1) (£ (82))" =

- (¢ 2<(tl>)) >T (o Be) ((ﬁffffy)v o

where A, B, C', and D are some functions to be determined. In the second line we treated the
mode functions as coordinates of a two vector to represent ansatz in a simple form. We remind
that we consider the limit ¢, —ty, < t = % and A — 0, ¢ — 0o, A\t = const to single out the
leading loop contributions.

Substituting this ansatz into (4.8), keeping only non-oscillating terms in the integrand, dis-
carding two vectors, and differentiating the identity over t;, we obtain the following differential
equation:

i(A D)_é(tl—tg) (1 0)_ i\ (1+6]B]2+6]B|4 6o 32 )(A D)
d; \C B) ~ (w2 \0 —1) (2w)?\ —6(a)(5")* —1-6|8—6ls]*)\C B)"

(4.10)
The solution to this equation is given by the matrix exponential:
(A D) 0(t12) exp [_ iAt1 (1 + 6|8]* + 6]8* 60?3 )] (1 0 ) _
C B)~ (2w,) (2w,)? \ —6(a)(8)*  —1-6l3* —6|5/")] \o —1
( ,) [ cos Aﬁt;z _ 2~1+6lﬂ\2+6|ﬁ|4 <in Mff” i6a;ﬁ32 sin Aﬁtlz
+ +
2 -6(a*)?(8*)? ARt ARt 1+6|812+6|8* o ARt ’
(2w+) i sin 212 — COS %f —1 = sin 4&2
(4.11)

where we introduce the short notation for the time difference, t15 = t; — t9, and positive eigenvalue
of the generating matrix:

R=+/1+12|8)2 +12|8]4 (4.12)
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1x

Figure 4: Subleading order, O(1/N), loop corrections to the Keldysh propagator with combinato-
rial factors. The shaded loops correspond to the resummed “bubble” diagrams from Fig. 3. The
bold solid line in (h) denotes the sum of (a)-(g) corrections. Note that each of the listed diagrams
has a conjugate counterpart.

Note that for small deviations from stationarity, |5| < 1, the generating matrix is approximately
diagonal. This is because in this limit the leading contributions to the “bubble” diagrams are
associated with the diagonal part of the effective Hamiltonian (3.2).

Finally, let us estimate the subleading, O(1/N), contribution to the Keldysh propagator. Sub-
stituting the resummed “bubble” diagrams into the two-loop corrections to the Keldysh propa-
gator (Fig. 4) and performing some tedious but straightforward calculations, we obtain the exact
resummed Keldysh propagator:

Gl (t, 1) = f(t) f*(ta) (%52‘3‘ + nij) + f(t1) f(t2)ks; + H.c., (4.13)

with the following quantum averages:

_ 9 a8 ., [ A 1
8 pga TR ol 9P 1 OO OO (M) g (M)

i = N R2 R2 Qwi B }_%SIH Qwi

2 At 20 . (N 1-6|8> —6|8|* 1
_ﬁ COS (MR) + E S11 (mR) —+ R2 + O N .

We emphasize that both quantities are finite even at very large evolution times, although each
term of the series in A grows secularly and goes to infinity as t — co. Besides that, both quantities
are suppressed by 1/N in comparison with the tree-level contribution to (4.13).

At small § identities (4.14) and (4.15) evidently reproduce the expressions (3.7) and (3.8)
obtained in the previous section. They also extend these results to large §. At first glance, for
large § leading contributions to n;; and k;; dominate; e.g., in the resonant case (2.7) they are
exponentially amplified:

ng; = % . §e4"’°’+tR sin? <—>\8t\é§€2w+t3> +0 (€2W+m) +0 (i) ;

(4.15)

N 4 wi N
/3 (4.16)
dij 3 4 . MV3 5 » 1
Kij = WJ : Ze‘” 1R in? (We27 +tR> +0 (627 +tR) +0 (N) )
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and surpass the tree-level expression if the resonant oscillations continue for a long enough time,
tp > L%. Nevertheless, the leading contributions (4.16) cancel each other in the resummed
Keldysh propagator with explicitly expanded modes:

iGK (1, 15) = E + %288@;’5’4 sin® (822 R)} (Jaf? + |B|2)5ij—e—iw2+;+1—t2>+
+ {1 + %—36@2}?&2 (% + Lt 8|}024|2|5‘2 cos (21\021%) —i(|a)* + |B]?) sin (22—%]—'{) _
—2 (laf? ;WP)Q cos (42}% R) + 2i(|af® +|8]?) sin (Q—%R) >] a0 6_ibt)2+oii+t2)+
+He +0 <%) ,
(4.17)

and resummed number of the created particles:

N = N|B]> + 36|a|4|6’4 (Ej? + 1819 [3 + cos <2)\—7;R) — 4 cos (Zl)\_tQR)] +0 (%) . (4.18)

This cancellation resembles the cancellation of the leading two-loop corrections to the Keldysh
propagator of light scalar fields in de Sitter space [25,27].

Note that level density and anomalous quantum average in the model (2.1) cannot be measured
directly; instead of it, these averages should be extracted from explicitly observable quantities, such
as the average number (or energy) of the created particles. These quantities, in turn, are built
from the derivatives of the resummed Keldysh propagator that is naturally defined through the in-
modes (2.4). At the past infinity in-mode looks like a single plane wave, but at the future infinity
it contains both positive- and negative-frequency solutions. Expressions (4.14), (4.15) do not have
this difference. At the same time, observables are conveniently calculated if we expand in-modes
in the Keldysh propagator and rearrange parts proportional to single exponents at the future
infinity. This allows one to discard rapidly oscillating terms that are negligible at large evolution
times. As was shown in (4.17), after such a rearrangement growing with || (proportional to
18], a > 0) contributions to n;; and k;; cancel each other. Therefore, the apparent exponential
amplification (4.16) is nonphysical.

Thus, in strongly nonstationary case, |5| > 1, the result of the loop corrections is proportional
to the same power of § as the tree-level contribution, but suppressed by 1/N:

N(t) = NIB|* + %]BIQ [3+COS (3—;]6[2\/5) — 4 cos (%mﬁ\@)] +0(8°) +0 (%) ~
Y +

~ Mg+ S0P+ 0 (%) + 0 ().
(4.19)
For the last identity we neglected oscillating expressions.

We emphasize that in the resonant case (2.7) both tree-level and loop-level contributions to
the Keldysh propagator and number of created particles indefinitely grow with the duration of
oscillations tg. The primary source of this growth is the mixing of positive- and negative-frequency
modes, which is characterized by the Bogoliubov coefficient 5 (we note that in the resonant case
a ~ 8~ e“r) This growth is related to the variations of frequency and was presented already at
the tree-level. Additionally, interactions between the modes generate finite, but nonzero n;; and
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kij. As was previously discussed, the leading physically meaningful contribution to these quantities
is proportional to |3]°. Substituting this contribution into (1.4) and (1.8), we see that both A/free
and NV exponentially grow with tg. Loop corrections modify the prefactor of exponential growth,
but do not alter the qualitative behavior of A/. We also note that ¢z should not be confused with
the evolution time ¢, which is much larger than ¢g.

Roughly speaking, loop corrections act as O(1) additional degrees of freedom, N — N + %,
during the measurement of particle number well after the end of resonant oscillations. Of course,
the average contribution of these “phantom” degrees of freedom is also accompanied by harmonic
oscillations of a comparable amplitude. Nevertheless, the frequency of these oscillations rapidly
grow with 5 (exponentially in the resonant case), so they will be difficult to detect in feasible
experiments.

5 Discussion and Conclusion

In this paper we calculated exact quantum averages in a simple example of nonstationary large N
model — namely, a quantum anharmonic oscillator with a quartic O(NV) interaction term and
time-dependent frequency. We performed this calculation using two different methods. First, we
deduced an effective Hamiltonian of the model using a kind of rotating wave approximation. For
small deviations from the stationarity this Hamiltonian is approximately diagonal, so the quantum
averages straightforwardly follow from the decomposition of the evolution operator. Second, we
reproduced these results and extended them to arbitrarily large deviations from the stationarity
using the Schwinger-Keldysh diagrammatic technique.

In both cases we resummed the leading loop contributions to the exact n;; and r;;. We demon-
strated that for large evolution times these quantities oscillate near nonzero average values. In the
case of resonantly oscillating frequency average values exponentially grow and surpass the tree-
level expressions even in the large N limit. However, these exponentially growing contributions
cancel each other in the exact Keldysh propagator (4.17) and particle number (4.18). Thus, in
strongly nonstationary situations loop contributions to Gf](- and N are proportional to the same
power of [ as Géfij. Roughly speaking, these contributions result in O(1) additional degrees of
freedom and increase the rate at which the system absorbs energy from the external world. In
weakly nonstationary situations loop contributions are additionally suppressed by the powers of 3.

We emphasize that the system considered in this paper is explicitly nonstationary: not only
its initial state is out-of-equilibrium, but the effective mass of the field varies with time. In
other words, we considered an open system that can exchange energy with the external world.
On the one hand, this evident nonstationarity distinguishes our model from the previous work on
nonequilibrium large N models [70-75], which was mainly devoted to closed systems. On the other
hand, the Hamiltonian of our toy model is similar to the Hamiltonians of interacting quantum fields
in nonstationary spacetimes (e.g., expanding universe, collapsing star, or moving mirror). Due to
this reason, we believe that our analysis provides useful insights into the physics of these complex
systems.

The analysis of this paper can be extended in several possible directions. First, it is promising
to generalize our results to finite NV nonstationary systems, e.g., explicitly calculate A/ in the N = 1
version of the model (2.1). For small deviations from the stationarity, i.e., 5 < 1, this extension is
obvious because the analysis of section 3 does not essentially require a 1/N expansion. An example
of such calculation is presented in appendix B. At the same time, the diagrammatic calculations of
section 4 heavily rely on the 1/N expansion that singles out a particular set of diagrams (Fig. 3 for
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the vertices and Fig. 4 for the Keldysh propagator) and decouples the system of Dyson-Schwinger
equations. In the finite N case the solution to this system is unknown. So, the extension of the
effective Hamiltonian analysis to large 3 is unclear.

Note that in the large N limit particle decays (a'aaa and a'a'a’a terms of the effective Hamil-
tonian) are suppressed in favor of scattering (afa’aa term) and creation of virtual particles (aaaa
and a'a'a’a’ terms). At the same time, in the finite N models all these processes equally con-
tribute to the resummed Keldysh propagator. However, we believe that this simplification is not
very important because “bubble” diagrams, which describe scattering and creation of virtual par-
ticles, are multiplied by large combinatorial factors®. For instance, in the N = 1 version of the
model (2.1), a chain of 2m “bubbles” is multiplied by 36™. In comparison, a chain of m “sunset”
diagrams, which has the same order in A, is multiplied by 18™. Due to this reason we expect that
at large orders of perturbation theory bubbles become parametrically larger than other diagrams
even in the finite N case. So we believe that qualitative behavior of the Keldysh propagator and
created particle number coincide in the large N and finite N models. The analysis of appendix B
supports this reasoning for small .

Second, it is interesting to extend our analysis to nonvacuum initial states, including finite-
temperature thermal states and mixed states with nontrivial initial ng;; and xg,;. This extension
should be performed carefully because in zero-dimensional quantum systems a naive version of the
Wick theorem does not work [31]. However, it is still applicable after some modifications [44].

Finally, the approach of section 3 can be applied to higher-dimensional systems, such as light
scalar fields in de Sitter space [25,27,28,45-47] and the dynamical Casimir effect [29,30]. We
expect that for small deviations from stationarity these models also allow one to exponentiate
the effective Hamiltonian and obtain analogs of identities (3.7) and (3.8). However, diagrammatic
calculations in these models face with severe difficulties even in the large N limit. Indeed, in
higher-dimensional models mode functions carry additional momentum indices, so the generating
matrix of “bubble” diagrams (4.10) turns into a tensor with 2 4+ 4D indices, where D is spatial
dimensionality. Thus, “bubble” summation requires an exponentiation of nondiagonal tensor. We
believe that in some particular cases this tensor can be simplified, so the exponentiation is feasible.
Nevertheless, in general, such a simplification is not guaranteed.

Besides that, we believe that the results of this paper, especially identities (4.17) and (4.18),
have experimental implications. As we have previously mentioned, in the resonant case loop
corrections result in additional “phantom” degrees of freedom, N — N + %, which modify the
average number, N = N|S]* — (N+ %) |8|?, and average energy, £ = w, N, of the created
particles. Although in the large N limit this contribution is suppressed, in the finite N case it
is distinguishable. Due to this reason, we expect that it can be measured in practice. Finally,
we remind that this result was obtained in the limit of large N, small coupling constant, A <

2 3
M%ﬁ, and large evolution time, w? /A < t < w} /A2

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Emil Akhmedov and Sebastian Franchino-Vinas for the fruitful discussions.
This work was supported by the Russian Ministry of Education and Science and by the grant from
the Foundation for the Advancement of Theoretical Physics and Mathematics “BASIS”.

SThese factors can be calculated similarly to [31].

14



A Expectation value of the full Hamiltonian at the future
infinity

In this section we use the decomposition of the exact Keldysh propagator:

G (t,t2) ~ | (04 (D)) 1200 ()" + OS2I + Hee (A1)

where t = 552 and n,,.(t), Kar(t) are given by identities (1.6), (1.7), to estimate the expectation
value of the evolved free Hamiltonian, H = (in|UT(t, to) HyeoU (, to)|in), in the limit ¢ — +o0. For
simplicity we consider the quantum mechanical theory (2.1), whose Hamiltonian is represented as
follows:

— ]_ N - ~K CU2 (t) N K
H<I> - éatlam Z ZG?”L'I“L(tlJ t2) by =to—t + T Z ZGnn(tJ t) =
n=1 n=1

:% ZN: [(%5nk+nnk) () <fin(t)>*Mnkfm(t)fin(tHH_c} + (A.2)

+ wz(’t)nkil [(%&m + nnk) FRE) (F () + mef ™ (1) F2(2) + H‘C'] '

Substituting the future asymptotic of the in-modes (2.4) into this expression, we obtain the fol-
lowing Hamiltonian:

H(x) = ka+ K%%k + nnk) (Ja* + |81?) + aBrins + a*ﬁ*n;l] = .

1
= §w+N + W+N,
where N = ij:l Ny, Ny, is defined by (1.8), and we use the property of the Bogoliubov coefficients,
la|?—|B|*> = 1. Note that the term 1w, N corresponds to the energy of the zero-point fluctuations.
Finally, recall that the full Hamiltonian also contains the quartic interaction term:

A

Hyg = H + Hyy, Hing(t) = o

(in| @i ()i (t)d;(£)d;(t)|in). (A.4)
In the limit ¢ — 400 this term is also proportional to N:

_ A 1 AN
Hie = ——iGE (1, 1)iGE (t,t — |~
t 4NZG7,7,( ) )ZG_]]< I ) + O <N) 16(&)_2;'_

(lel* +4laP|B” +181") + O(1).  (A5)

Furthermore, for large f3 it is proportional to |3|* and seemingly exceeds the contribution of N to
the full Hamiltonian. However, we remind that we work in the limit A — 0, ¢ — oo, A\t = const.

Hence, at large evolution times, t > 1+6|\§‘|22—:;+6I5I4
2 3

w‘élpﬁ, and can be neglected. Note that at large 8 this time scale

coincides with the one established for the renormalization relations (3.4). At the same time, for

small § this condition is more restrictive than requirement for (3.4).

, the contribution of Hj, is suppressed by a small

coupling constant, A <
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Thus in the limit in question identity (A.3) provides an approximate expression for the full
Hamiltonian at the future infinity. This confirms that under the mentioned assumptions AN can
be interpreted as the total number of created out-particles (i.e., excitations over the vacuum) in
the full interacting theory. We also believe that the reasoning in this section can be extended to
higher-dimensional quantum field theories with nondegenerate spectrum.

B Single oscillator in the limit of weak nonstationarity

In this section we repeat the method of section 3 for an N =1 version of the model (2.1):

1., w(t) A

L=—-¢*— —2¢* - ¢ B.1
L e Td (B.1)
where w(t) — w4 as t — +oo. Substituting the quantized field (note that free modes coincide with
those of the large N model) into the Hamiltonian and taking the limit A — 0, ¢ — oo, At = const,

we obtain the following expressions for the interacting Hamiltonian:

3A (laf* + 4[o?|8]* + |B* )( )2 1 3Aap (laf* +|B°) ;5 3A’F”

Hi =~ H.
’ 16w? 4w? TRz 8w? T+He (B.2)
3\ 2 3B 9N B2 2 3)\ﬁ2 ‘
~ 67 (aT) a’ + = o 2 a'a® + —&Ui (aT) a’ + = » 2 +0O (|B|3) + H.c.,
and renormalized parameters of the free theory:
3\
we w5 (lal* +[8[) owoz+—\ﬂ|2 ﬁ%ﬁ+ \a! B (B3

4wy

Exponentiating the Hamiltonian (B.2) and keeping only the leading powers of §, we obtain an
approximate expression for the evolved quantum state:

1 —9iNt 6 —3tAt
(o)~ lin) + 27197 [ Sexp (ot ) = Sexo (Tt ) 1 @) i+

+ +

# O o () —1) @)l + 0 (81,

+

(B.4)

This expression straightforwardly implies the exact level population, anomalous quantum average:
8 . 9Nt
n(t) = (U(t)|a’a| (1)) ~ §\6|4 sin? (4 ) +0(]8]%, (B.5)
+
. 1 —9iNt 6 32)\15
and exact number of the created particles:

= 8" + (|a|2 + |ﬁ|2)n +afk +a Bt =

2wy d 4wy

We emphasize that the correction to the tree-level particle number is always positive. This result
is very similar to the identity (3.9) from the large N version of the model, although the average
values of the corrections and forms of the oscillating curves in these models are different.
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