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Abstract

U sing the Bolzm ann equation wih a Langevin-lke tem descrbing the
stochastic foroe In a baryon-photon plagn a, we investigate the in uence of
the inooherent electron-photon scattering on the subhorizon evolution of the
coam ic m icrow ave radiation. The stochastic uctuation caused by each col-
lision on average is found to be am all. N evertheless, it leads to a signi cant
Brownian drifting of the phase In the acoustic oscillation, and the coherent
oscillations cannot be m aintained during their dynam ical evolution. As a

consequence, the proposed D oppler peaks probably do not exist.
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T he anisotropies of the coam ic m icrow ave background (CM B) provide a key to the un-—
derstanding of the origin of prim ordial uctuations and the them al history of the early
universe. The spectrum of the CM B anisotropy on large angular scales has been found to
be consistent w ith the in  ationary soenario of the early universe ![L]. Tt is generally believed
that m any coan ological param eters can be determ ined from the ne structures in the power
goectrum of CM B anisotropy. Am ong them , the possible existence of D oppler peaks { the
peaks in the CM B anisotropy spectrum on an angular scale of about one degree or lss has
attracted much attention {].

Tt has been shown theoretically that the am plitude and the position of these D oppler
peaks are functions of the spatial curvatures, m ass density, reionization tim e, coan ological
constant etc. Thus, a precision m easuram ent of the D oppler peaks m ay provide us an
e ective toolto detem ine various cogn ic param eters. H ow ever, the cbserved am plitudes of
the CM B anisotropy on degree-scale have not so farbeen very conclusive in determm ining the
existence ofthe D oppler peaks. Indeed, som e observations seem s to exhibit high am plitudes
asexpected In a D opplerpeak scenario, whilke others show no peak am plitudes B]. Onem ay
assert at this stage that the expected peaks have not yet been clearly identi ed in current
data, but would be determm ined by a new generations ofthe CM B anisotropy observations.

In this letter, we shalltake a di erent approach to reexam ine the theoretical foundation
of the prediction of the D opplr peaks. In particular, we shall argue based on a stochastic
Boltzm ann equation that the coherence of acoustic oscillations in the baryon-photon plasn a
w il be lJargely disturbed, and m ay even be totally erased if the stochastic force of the
inooherent scattering is ncluded. In the standard theory of the CM B evolution [, the
aooustic oscillations In the baryon-photon plasn a on subhorizon scales are treated coherently,
ie. di erent modes are frozen at di erent phases of their oscillation. The position of
the D oppler peaks is then calculated by the phase at the recombination. However, the
Inclusion of correlation due to the stochastic term in the baryon-photon plasn a w ill lead to
a phase random ization. The ooherence of the oscillations could be m aintained if there is a

m echanisn for providing a negative entropy current to prevent the decoherence due to the



phase random ization (Ike a laser). Unfortunately, no such m echanian exists In the epoch
of recombination, whilk the existence of a stochastic force tetm in the kinetic equation
is nevitable In a system with dissipation. W e shall show that the phase random izations
Introduced by the nooherent electron-photon scattering are, lndeed, substantial, and as a
result, the D oppler peaks will be erased. Instead, one expects a large digpersion of the
am plitudes In the CM B power spectrum due to di erent realizations on subhorizon scals,
re ecting the stochastic nature of the phases. W e suggest that the digpersed cbservations of
the CM B angular power soectrum on degree-scale, though very coarse at this stage, are in
support of our view .

Let us use conventional notations in the theory of the CM B anisotropy B]. Sice the
coherent oscillations ofthe D oppler peaks act only on subhorizon scales, the choice of gauge
is irrelevant for our calculation. T he evolution of the photon distribution function f &;x;p)

is caloulated by the B oltzm ann equation
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where ; isthe direction cosines ofp; w ith respect to the corresponding spatial coordinate.
The ¥ft hand side of eq.(l) describbes the freestream Ing, and the right hand side is the
collision term given by
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w here g is the electron distribbution function, and the collision rate W is determm ined by the
C om pton scattering between electron and photon from state @%p? to G;p).

It iswell known that the Bolzm ann equation in (1) is derived under the assum ption of
a m okcular chaos and is applicabl if the uctuations caused by the inooherent ocollisions
are negligble. These uctuations give rise to a stochastic force term In hydrodynam ics '],

govemed by the uctuation-dissipation theorem . Sin ilarly, these uctuations can be taken



into account by an additionalLangevin-lke force term in the Boltzm ann equation §]. Eq.()

should then be replaced by
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w here the stochastic force, r, is characterized by its correlations:
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where h::d is an average over the stochastic e ect (ie.overdi erent realizations), N is the

total num ber of photons, and the function @ ) isde ned by

(R ® B ©)

Tt is in portant to note that egs.(3)—(6) are applicable not only in a linear approxin ation but
also in the nonlinear region F4].
In princlpl, to sudy the uctuations in the baryon-photon plasm a, we should also
consider the stochastic tem s in the equation ofbaryonic m atter. H owever, since the linear
uctuations given by independent G aussian random \forces" are additive, the stochastic
tem s In the baryonic equation will increase the e ects of uctuations considered in this
paper. To illustrate the main e ect of electron-photon scattering in the pressnce of the
D oppkr peaks, we shall only consider the contribbution from stochastic tem r in photon’s
equation. In this case, the electron distribution g(t;x;g) can be treated as an extemal
source. For a Thom son scattering, photons do not exchange energies w ith electrons. The
g-distribution of electrons do not involred in the evolution, and we need only the number

R
density distrlbution of electrons n = dgg;x;q9). In this case, the distrbution of the



photon energy p is also unchanged, the perturbation of the CM B can be described by the

anisotropy of the brightness tem perature
z

1
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where = ( 2=15)T? is the m ean energy density of photons. In term s of , the photon

distrdoution function can be approxin ately expressed as
fixip)= & )L+ 4 EGx; )] @)

where f1 = 1=fexp (©=T) 11.
From egs.(l) and 8), one ndsthat should satisfy
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where and are the Newtonian potential and the space curvature perturbation, respec—

tively. = 5 (1 + z)dt is the confom altin e, z the redshift, w, the baryonic ( uid) velocity,
and = n. 7 the opticaldepth, : being the Thom son cross section. Q is the proiction
operator of quadrupole, de ned asQ ( ;9 = F 2 LY, ()(=4 )Rd %on (9. 0bviously
Q0 =0Q .The isotropic component ( ;x) isgivenby = O ,wherrO (1=4 )Rd is

the m onopolk progction operator, and O O =0 .The tetm  § appearing on the right-hand
side ofeq.(9) indicates that w ithout an extemaldriving force (such asw,) the isotropic state
is the \equilibrium " state in the kinetic evolution ofthe Thom son scattering.

The stochastic term i eq.(9) isR = (1=4 ? r)Rrp3dp, and its correlation finction is

given by
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where istheangkbetween ; and ,.Becauseq.(9) islinearin , it reducestoeq.(l) by
taking an average over the stochastice ect. Thus, the calculation based on eq.(1l) isactually
only for h ibut not or , ie. the uctuations due to the stochastic tem s are entirely
overlooked in eg.(l). In the Incoherent processes, the lnear uctuations, = h i,
caused by stochastic force R m ay not In generalplay a very in portant rol. H owever, these
uctuations lad to \forgetting history". T hus, the existence and m aintenance of coherence
should be seriously reconsidered.
Let us calculate the llnear uctuations, ( ;x; ),atagiven tine around a solution

to eg.(1). It is govemed by

L0 o) =R’ 11)

whereR°= (1 0 )R. The profction operator arises from the isotropic tem , i eg.(9).

T he solution to eq.(12) can be generally expressed as
2
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O bviously, both sides ofeq.(13) becom e zero upon an ntegration (1=4 )R d becaus=0 (1
0)= 0.

The correlation functions of uctuations, such ash Gix17 1) (2;X2; 2)i, can be
calculated from egs.(10) and (12). Fora at universe, the light path is a straight lne in
com oving coordinates x, and thus 4= 0. The uctuation forthemode (k) with 1> 0 is
then
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where kg = k=% j and V the volum e being considered. Since ( =k) 1, the above equation
can be sinpli ed by using egs.(8) and (10) as
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where weussed N = 2 @)=?VT? p'dpf? = 2[ @) @)1 = 0:844T°>, and &? =

L+ 1)Q 1. The m onopol profction factors (1 Q) and (1 0O,) can be replaced
by a unity operator when 1> 0. The two quadrupole profction term s Q ; and Q , can be

neglected because the tem e 2 picks up the m ain contrbution in the integral from the

region < 1. U sing the ollow ing m ode decom position
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where the overline above hj 1( ;k)ji2 denotes an average over the region from 1= )

to ,and 1+ ;0;2;07+ ;0) are the C osth-G ordon coe cients. For large 1, the second



(negative) term In the bracket eq.(16) is com plktely negligble. The rsttem is ndependent
of land k. This is expected since the correlation function of the corresponding stochastic
force is isotropic in —space and uniform In k-space.

U sing the expression for a tem perature perturoation
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The 1 summ ation In eg.(16) should run up to 1, .x where the electron-photon collision is
frequent enough, ie. to the scalke about the photon m ean free path 1= . Therefore, T=T
In egs.(16) and (17) should not be confiised with ( T=T )y given by observations w ith
low resolutions, ie. their w indow functions are on scales much larger than 1, .x . For the

observation of CM R anisotropy w ith a resolution 1, the uctuation is
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T herefore, the uctuations caused by the stochastic force R are generally an all, except for
the case of a very high resolution observation.

However, the average of the uctuations in egs.(15) and (18) is essentially over one
collision tine 1= . In relation to coherent processes, we should study the cumulative e ect
ofthe uctuations over the entire period during which the coherence is to bem aintained 'J7].
For the D oppler peaks, the period is from the tim e when the perturbation enters horizon to
the tin e of recom bination, ie.the duration ofthe subhorizon evolution before recom bination.
The cumulative e ect can be easily describbed by the phase uctuations of the oscillation.
U se the expression ( ;k) = j ;&' ', where j 1( ;k)jand 1( ;k) are the am plitude and

phase, respectively. The equationsof ( ;k) can then be derived from eg.(9) as
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Ifthe hierarchy of (21)-@23) iscut o at 21-th order, they correspond to the equations for a
system oconsisting of 1 coupled oscillators. W ithout the stochastic temm s R 4, the oscillations
are ooherent and the phases of the oscillations are com pletely xed by initial conditions.
The term s R; Jead to a phase random ization.

W e shall rst calculate the phase uctuations raised by B. A s the coupling between
the photon and the baryon is tight and the peculiar gravitational potential is weakly tin e
dependent In m atterdom inated regin e 3], the evolution of | is dom inated by the phase
evolution ( ), which is approxim ately described by a W K B -like equation as

d . 1 1 dr,
14
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where ¢, denotes the sound speed of the baryon-photon plasn a, which is l=p 3 bebre
recom bination. T he stochasticly averaged solution ofeq.(23) is o( ) = 5 N kasd %+ o (en)s
where ., denotes the tin e when the m ode k enters the horizon, and ¢ ( oy) is the initial
phase. The position of the D opplr peaks for adiabatic perturbations is approxin ately
determ ined by a phase relation (( ) = n , where n is integer. Eqg.(@23) show s also that
the phase uctuation due to Ry in the period from o, to L is
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G enerally, the tem R; kads to a phase uctuation at least of
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Considering that the derivative (1=kc;)d=d in egq.(25) contrbutes a factor of order 1, and

using egs.(10), (15) and (17), one obtains the m ean phase uctuation as
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The factor ( T=T)?=hj .( ;k)3i is no less than 1, and therefore, the RM S of the phase
uctuation can be estim ated as
q — q -
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where N . (re en) s the m ean num ber of collisions in the entire period of subhorizon
evolutions of m ode k before the recom bination. Therefore, the behavior of the stochastic

uctuation of the phase for the lroscillation is just lke a Brownian drifting: the num ber of
collisions corresponds to the num ber of steps In the random walk, and them ean shift per step
sabout18 10 % 21+ I.ForD oppkrpeaks,wehavel 100, and N (¢ o) 10.
T herefore, we conclude that the RM S of the Brownian phase drifting due to Thom son
scattering is order 1, signi cant enough to disturb the coherence.

In addition to the Thom son scattering, there are other stochastic foroes in the baryon-—
photon plasn a, such asnon-T hom son term s ofthe C om pton scattering, the stochastic tem s
in the hydrodynam ical equation of baryons. F luctuations from di erent sourcesm ostly are
additive. O ur estin ation on the phases drifting is thus a conservative one. T he propossd
D opplr peaks In the CM B angular power soectrum probably do not exist. Di erent causal
areas at the recom bination can be considered as ndependent realizations of the stochastic
force. The dispersion of the currently cbserved CM B anisotropies on angular scale of one
degree is consistent w ith the scenario of the B rownian drift of the phases.
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