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Abstract

Using the Boltzm ann equation with a Langevin-like term describing the

stochastic force in a baryon-photon plasm a,we investigate the inuence of

the incoherentelectron-photon scattering on the subhorizon evolution ofthe

cosm ic m icrowave radiation. The stochastic uctuation caused by each col-

lision on average isfound to be sm all. Nevertheless,itleadsto a signi�cant

Brownian drifting ofthe phase in the acoustic oscillation,and the coherent

oscillations cannot be m aintained during their dynam icalevolution. As a

consequence,the proposed Dopplerpeaksprobably do notexist.
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The anisotropiesofthe cosm ic m icrowave background (CM B)provide a key to the un-

derstanding ofthe origin ofprim ordial uctuations and the therm alhistory ofthe early

universe. The spectrum ofthe CM B anisotropy on large angularscaleshasbeen found to

beconsistentwith thein ationary scenario oftheearly universe[1].Itisgenerally believed

thatm any cosm ologicalparam eterscan bedeterm ined from the� nestructuresin thepower

spectrum ofCM B anisotropy. Am ong them ,the possible existence ofDopplerpeaks{ the

peaksin theCM B anisotropy spectrum on an angularscaleofaboutonedegreeorlesshas

attracted m uch attention [2].

It has been shown theoretically that the am plitude and the position ofthese Doppler

peaksare functionsofthe spatialcurvatures,m assdensity,reionization tim e,cosm ological

constant etc. Thus, a precision m easurem ent ofthe Doppler peaks m ay provide us an

e� ectivetoolto determ inevariouscosm icparam eters.However,theobserved am plitudesof

theCM B anisotropy on degree-scalehavenotsofarbeen very conclusivein determ ining the

existenceoftheDopplerpeaks.Indeed,som eobservationsseem stoexhibithigh am plitudes

asexpected in aDoppler-peak scenario,whileothersshow nopeak am plitudes[2].Onem ay

assertatthisstage thatthe expected peakshave notyetbeen clearly identi� ed in current

data,butwould bedeterm ined by a new generationsoftheCM B anisotropy observations.

In thisletter,weshalltakea di� erentapproach to reexam inethetheoreticalfoundation

ofthe prediction ofthe Dopplerpeaks. In particular,we shallarguebased on a stochastic

Boltzm ann equation thatthecoherenceofacousticoscillationsin thebaryon-photon plasm a

willbe largely disturbed, and m ay even be totally erased if the stochastic force ofthe

incoherent scattering is included. In the standard theory ofthe CM B evolution [3],the

acousticoscillationsinthebaryon-photonplasm aonsubhorizonscalesaretreatedcoherently,

i.e. di� erent m odes are frozen at di� erent phases of their oscillation. The position of

the Doppler peaks is then calculated by the phase at the recom bination. However, the

inclusion ofcorrelation dueto thestochasticterm in thebaryon-photon plasm a willlead to

a phase random ization. The coherence ofthe oscillationscould be m aintained ifthere isa

m echanism forproviding a negative entropy currentto preventthe decoherence due to the
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phase random ization (like a laser). Unfortunately,no such m echanism existsin the epoch

ofrecom bination, while the existence ofa stochastic force term in the kinetic equation

is inevitable in a system with dissipation. W e shallshow that the phase random izations

introduced by the incoherent electron-photon scattering are,indeed,substantial,and asa

result,the Doppler peaks willbe erased. Instead,one expects a large dispersion ofthe

am plitudesin the CM B powerspectrum due to di� erentrealizationson subhorizon scales,

re ecting thestochasticnatureofthephases.W esuggestthatthedispersed observationsof

the CM B angularpowerspectrum on degree-scale,though very coarse atthisstage,arein

supportofourview.

Let us use conventionalnotationsin the theory ofthe CM B anisotropy [3]. Since the

coherentoscillationsoftheDopplerpeaksactonly on subhorizon scales,thechoiceofgauge

isirrelevantforourcalculation.Theevolution ofthephoton distribution function f(t;x;p)

iscalculated by theBoltzm ann equation

df

dt
�
@f

@t
+
dxi

dt

@f

@xi
+
dp0

dt

@f

@p0
+
di

dt

@f

@i
= C[f]: (1)

where i isthedirection cosinesofpi with respectto thecorresponding spatialcoordinate.

The left hand side ofeq.(1) describes the free-stream ing,and the right hand side is the

collision term given by

C[f]=

Z

dqdq
0
dp

0
W (p;q;p0;q0)

� fg(t;x;q0)f(t;x;p0)[1+ f(t;x;p)]

� g(t;x;q)f(t;x;p)[1+ f(t;x;p0)]g (2)

whereg istheelectron distribution function,and thecollision rateW isdeterm ined by the

Com pton scattering between electron and photon from state(q0;p0)to (q;p).

Itiswellknown thattheBoltzm ann equation in (1)isderived undertheassum ption of

a m olecular chaos and is applicable ifthe  uctuations caused by the incoherent collisions

arenegligible.These  uctuationsgive riseto a stochastic forceterm in hydrodynam ics[4],

governed by the uctuation-dissipation theorem .Sim ilarly,these  uctuationscan betaken
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intoaccountbyan additionalLangevin-likeforceterm in theBoltzm ann equation [5].Eq.(1)

should then bereplaced by

df

dt
= C[f]+ r(t;x;p) (3)

wherethestochasticforce,r,ischaracterized by itscorrelations:

hr(t;x;p)i= 0; (4)

hr(t1;x1;p1)r(t2;x2;p2)i=
1

2
N �(t1 � t2)

� �(x1 � x2)

Z

dqdq
0
dpdp

0
W (q;p;q0;p0)� (p1)

� � (p2)g(t1;x1;q)f(t1;x1;p)[1+ f(t1;x1;p
0)] (5)

where h:::iisan average overthestochastic e� ect(i.e.overdi� erentrealizations),N isthe

totalnum berofphotons,and thefunction � (P)isde� ned by

� (P)= �(P � q)+ �(P � p)

� �(P � q
0)� �(P � p

0): (6)

Itisim portanttonotethateqs.(3)-(6)areapplicablenotonly in alinearapproxim ation but

also in thenonlinearregion [5,6].

In principle, to study the  uctuations in the baryon-photon plasm a, we should also

considerthestochasticterm sin theequation ofbaryonicm atter.However,since thelinear

 uctuations given by independent Gaussian random \forces" are additive,the stochastic

term s in the baryonic equation willincrease the e� ects of uctuations considered in this

paper. To illustrate the m ain e� ect ofelectron-photon scattering in the presence ofthe

Dopplerpeaks,we shallonly considerthe contribution from stochastic term r in photon’s

equation. In this case,the electron distribution g(t;x;q) can be treated as an external

source. Fora Thom son scattering,photonsdo notexchange energies with electrons. The

q-distribution ofelectronsdo notinvolved in the evolution,and we need only the num ber

density distribution ofelectrons ne =
R
dqg(t;x;q). In this case,the distribution ofthe
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photon energy p isalso unchanged,the perturbation ofthe CM B can be described by the

anisotropy ofthebrightnesstem perature

� (t;x;)=
1

4�2�

Z

fp
3
dp�

1

4
; (7)

where � = (�2=15)T4 isthe m ean energy density ofphotons. In term s of� ,the photon

distribution function can beapproxim ately expressed as

f(t;x;p)= fT(p)[1+ 4� (t;x;)] (8)

wherefT = 1=[exp(p=T)� 1].

From eqs.(1)and (8),one� ndsthat� should satisfy

@

@�
(� + � )+ 

i
@

@xi
(� + 	 )+ _i

@

@i
� =

�(�0 � � + iv
i

b+
1

10
Q � )+ R (9)

where � and 	 arethe Newtonian potentialand the space curvature perturbation,respec-

tively.� =
R
(1+ z)dtistheconform altim e,z theredshift,vb thebaryonic( uid)velocity,

and � = ne�T the opticaldepth,�T being the Thom son crosssection. Q isthe projection

operatorofquadrupole,de� ned asQ (;0)=
P

2

m = � 2Y
�
2m ()(1=4�)

R
d
0Y2m (

0).Obviously

Q Q =Q .Theisotropiccom ponent� 0(�;x)isgiven by �0 = O � ,whereO � (1=4�)
R
d
 is

the m onopole projection operator,and O O =O .The term � 0 appearing on the right-hand

sideofeq.(9)indicatesthatwithoutan externaldriving force(such asvb)theisotropicstate

isthe\equilibrium " statein thekineticevolution oftheThom son scattering.

The stochastic term in eq.(9) is R = (1=4�2�r)
R
rp3dp,and its correlation function is

given by

hR(�1;x1;1)R(�2;x2;2)i=

3

8�4

N

16�4�2r
��(�1 � �2)�(x1 � x2)

� [
4

3
4��(1 � 2)�

1

2
(1+ cos2�)]

�

Z

p
4
dp[f(�1;x1;p;1)

+2f(�1;x1;p;1)f(�2;x2;p;2)+ f(�2;x2;p;2)] (10)
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where� istheanglebetween 1 and 2.Becauseeq.(9)islinearin � ,itreducestoeq.(1)by

takingan averageoverthestochastice� ect.Thus,thecalculation based on eq.(1)isactually

only for h� i but not for � ,i.e. the  uctuations due to the stochastic term s are entirely

overlooked in eq.(1). In the incoherent processes,the linear  uctuations,�� = � � h� i,

caused by stochasticforceR m ay notin generalplay a very im portantrole.However,these

 uctuationslead to \forgetting history".Thus,theexistenceand m aintenanceofcoherence

should beseriously reconsidered.

Letuscalculatethelinear uctuations,�� (�;x;),ata given tim e� around a solution

to eq.(1).Itisgoverned by

(
@

@�
+ 

i
@

@xi
+ _i

@

@i

+�[1+
1

10
Q ]

�

(�� � ��0)= R
0 (11)

whereR 0= (1� O )R.Theprojection operatorarisesfrom theisotropicterm �0 in eq.(9).

Thesolution to eq.(12)can begenerally expressed as

�� (�;x;)� ��0(�;x;)=

Z 1

0

d�e
� ��[1+ (1=10)Q ]

� R
0(� � �;x

i
�

Z
�

0

d�
0

i
;

i
�

Z
�

0

d�
0_i) (12)

Obviously,both sidesofeq.(13)becom ezeroupon an integration (1=4�)
R
d
 becauseO (1�

O )= 0.

The correlation functions of uctuations,such ash�� (�1;x1;1)�� (�2;x2;2)i,can be

calculated from eqs.(10) and (12). Fora  at universe,the light path is a straight line in

com oving coordinatesx,and thus _i = 0.The  uctuation forthem ode(l;k)with l> 0 is

then

h��l(�;k)��
�
l(�;k)i=

1

V 2

Z

dx1dx2 expf� ik � (x1 � x2)g

(2l+ 1)2

64�2

Z

d
1d
2Pl(k0 � 1)Pl(k0 � 2)

Z

d�1d�2expf� ��1[1+ Q 1]� ��2[1+ Q 2]g
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hR
0(� � �1;x1 � �11;1)R

0(� � �2;x2 � �22;2)i

wherek0 = k=jkj,and V thevolum ebeingconsidered.Since(�=k)� 1,theaboveequation

can besim pli� ed by using eqs.(8)and (10)as

h��l(�;k)��
�
l(�;k)i=

0:531� 675

�14

�
(2l+ 1)2

64�2

Z

d
1d
2Pl(k0 � 1)Pl(k0 � 2)

Z

�d�e
� 2��(1� O1)(1� O2)

� [1+ (e��=10� 1)Q1][1+ (e��=10� 1)Q2]

� [
4

3
4��(1 � 2)�

1

2
(1+ cos2�)]

�
1

V

Z

dxh� (� � �;x;1)�
�(� � �;x;2)i (13)

where we used N = (2�(3)=�2)V T3,
R
p4dpf2T = 2[�(2)� �(3)]T5 = 0:844T5,and eaQ =

[1+ (ea � 1)Q ]. The m onopole projection factors(1� O1)and (1� O2)can be replaced

by a unity operatorwhen l> 0. The two quadrupole projection term sQ 1 and Q 2 can be

neglected because the term e� 2�� picks up the m ain contribution in the integralfrom the

region �� < 1.Using thefollowing m odedecom position

1

V

Z

dxh� (�;x;1)�
�(�;x;2)i=

V

2�2

Z 1

0

k
2
dk

X

l0

1

2l0+ 1
hj� l0(�;k)j

2
iPl0(1 � 2) (14)

wehave� nally

hj��l(�;k)j
2
i= 3:91� 10� 5

(
2l+ 1

3

V

2�2

Z

dkk
2
X

l0

1

2l0+ 1
hj� l0(�;k)j

2i

�
2

3

X

�= 0;� 2

[��;0+ j(l+ �;0;2;0jl+ �;0)j2]

�
V

2�2

Z

k
2
dk

1

2l+ 1
hj� l(�;k)j

2i

�

(15)

where the overline above hj� l(�;k)ji
2 denotes an average over the region from � � (1=�)

to �,and (l+ �;0;2;0jl+ �;0)are theClebsch-Gordon coe� cients.Forlargel,the second
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(negative)term in thebracketeq.(16)iscom pletely negligible.The� rstterm isindependent

ofland k. Thisisexpected since the correlation function ofthe corresponding stochastic

forceisisotropicin -spaceand uniform in k-space.

Using theexpression fora tem peratureperturbation

�
� T

T

�2

=
V

2�2

Z

dkk
2
X

l

1

2l+ 1
hj� l(�;k)j

2i; (16)

onehas

hj��lj
2i

2l+ 1
’ 1:30� 10� 5j� T=Tj2: (17)

The lsum m ation in eq.(16) should run up to lm ax where the electron-photon collision is

frequentenough,i.e. to the scale aboutthe photon m ean free path 1=�.Therefore,� T=T

in eqs.(16) and (17) should not be confused with (� T=T)obs given by observations with

low resolutions,i.e. their window functions are on scales m uch larger than lm ax. Forthe

observation ofCM R anisotropy with a resolution l,the uctuation is

�

�
� T

T

�

=

 
lX

l0= 0

hj��l0j
2i

2l0+ 1

! 1=2

’ 3:61� 10� 3
p
l
� T

T
: (18)

Therefore,the uctuationscaused by the stochastic forceR aregenerally sm all,exceptfor

thecaseofa very high resolution observation.

However, the average ofthe  uctuations in eqs.(15) and (18) is essentially over one

collision tim e1=�.In relation to coherentprocesses,we should study thecum ulative e� ect

ofthe uctuationsovertheentireperiod duringwhich thecoherenceistobem aintained [7].

FortheDopplerpeaks,theperiod isfrom thetim ewhen theperturbation entershorizon to

thetim eofrecom bination,i.e.thedurationofthesubhorizonevolution beforerecom bination.

The cum ulative e� ect can be easily described by the phase  uctuations ofthe oscillation.

Use the expression � l(�;k)= j�lje
i�l,where j� l(�;k)jand �l(�;k)are the am plitude and

phase,respectively.Theequationsof� l(�;k)can then bederived from eq.(9)as
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_� 0 = �
k

3
� 1 �

_� + R0 (19)

_� 1 = k

�

� 0 + 	 �
2

5
� 2

�

� �(�1 � Vb)+ R 1 (20)

_� l= k

 
l

2l� 1
� l� 1 �

l+ 1

2l+ 3
� l+ 1

!

� ��l+ R l (l> 2) (21)

where

R l=
1

V

2l+ 1

8�

Z

d
 Pl(k0 � )

Z

dxe
� ik� x

R (22)

Ifthehierarchy of(21)-(23)iscuto� at2l-th order,they correspond to theequationsfora

system consisting oflcoupled oscillators.W ithoutthestochastic term sR l,theoscillations

are coherent and the phases ofthe oscillations are com pletely � xed by initialconditions.

Theterm sR l lead to a phaserandom ization.

W e shall� rst calculate the phase  uctuations raised by R0. As the coupling between

thephoton and thebaryon istightand thepeculiargravitationalpotentialisweakly tim e-

dependentin m atter-dom inated regim e [3],the evolution of� 0 isdom inated by the phase

evolution �0(�),which isapproxim ately described by a W KB-likeequation as

d�0

d�
’ kcs �

1

2h� 0i

1

kcs

dR 0

d�
; (23)

where cs denotes the sound speed ofthe baryon-photon plasm a,which is � 1=
p
3 before

recom bination.Thestochasticly averaged solution ofeq.(23)is�0(�)=
R
�

�en
kcsd�

0+ �0(�en),

where �en denotesthe tim e when the m ode k entersthe horizon,and �0(�en)isthe initial

phase. The position ofthe Doppler peaks for adiabatic perturbations is approxim ately

determ ined by a phase relation �0(�re)= n�,where n isinteger. Eq.(23)showsalso that

thephase uctuation dueto R0 in theperiod from �en to �re is

��0 ’

Z
�re

�en

d�
0 1

2h� 0i

1

kcs

dR 0(�
0)

d�0
: (24)

Generally,theterm R l leadsto a phase uctuation atleastof

��l’

Z
�re

�en

d�
0 1

2h� li

1

kcs

dR l(�
0)

d�0
: (25)
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Considering thatthe derivative (1=kcs)d=d� in eq.(25)contributesa factoroforder1,and

using eqs.(10),(15)and (17),oneobtainsthem ean phase uctuation as

h(��l)
2
i’

Z
�re

�en

1

4hj� lj
2i
hj��l(�;k)j

2
i�d�

’ 0:33� 10� 5(2l+ 1)

Z
�re

�en

1

hj� lj
2i

�
� T

T

�2

�d� (26)

The factor(� T=T)2=hj��l(�;k)j
2iisno less than 1,and therefore,the RM S ofthe phase

 uctuation can beestim ated as

q

h(��l)
2i� 1:8� 10� 3

q

(2l+ 1)N c (27)

whereN c � �(�re � �en)isthem ean num berofcollisionsin theentireperiod ofsubhorizon

evolutions ofm ode k before the recom bination. Therefore,the behavior ofthe stochastic

 uctuation ofthephase forthel-oscillation isjustlike a Brownian drifting:the num berof

collisionscorrespondstothenum berofstepsin therandom walk,and them ean shiftperstep

isabout1:8� 10� 3
p
2l+ 1.ForDopplerpeaks,wehavel� 100,and N � �(�re� �en)� 103.

Therefore, we conclude that the RM S of the Brownian phase drifting due to Thom son

scattering isorder1,signi� cantenough to disturb thecoherence.

In addition to the Thom son scattering,there are otherstochastic forcesin the baryon-

photon plasm a,such asnon-Thom son term softheCom pton scattering,thestochasticterm s

in thehydrodynam icalequation ofbaryons.Fluctuationsfrom di� erentsourcesm ostly are

additive. Ourestim ation on the phasesdrifting isthusa conservative one. The proposed

Dopplerpeaksin theCM B angularpowerspectrum probably do notexist.Di� erentcausal

areasatthe recom bination can be considered asindependentrealizationsofthe stochastic

force. The dispersion ofthe currently observed CM B anisotropieson angularscale ofone

degreeisconsistentwith thescenario oftheBrownian driftofthephases.
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