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Abstract

W e considerthe problem ofthe de�nition ofan e�ective tem peraturevia

the long-tim e lim it ofthe 
uctuation-dissipation ratio X 1 after a quench

from the disordered state to the criticalpointofan O (N )m odelwith dissi-

pativedynam ics.Thescaling form softheresponseand correlation functions

ofa genericobservableO (t)arederived from thesolutionsofthecorrespond-

ing Renorm alization G roup equations. W e show that within the G aussian

approxim ation allthe localobservables have the sam e X 1

O
,allowing for a

de�nition ofa uniquee�ective tem perature.Thisisno longerthe case when


uctuationsare taken into accountbeyond thatapproxim ation,asshown by

a com putation up to the �rstorderin the �-expansion fortwo quadratic ob-

servables. This im plies that,contrarily to whatoften conjectured,a unique

e�ective tem peraturecan notbede�ned forthisclassofm odels.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The non-equilibrium dynam icsofphysicalsystem sisoneofthe m ostchallenging prob-

lem sin statisticalm echanics.Equilibrium statisticalm echanicshasbeen probablyoneofthe

m ostim portantachievem ents during the lastcentury. On the otherhand,in nature equi-

librium ism orean exception ratherthan a rule.In view ofthatm any e�ortsarecurrently

aim ing atachieving a coherent theoreticalpicture ofnon-equilibrium phenom ena: Indeed

m any realsystem spersistout-of-equilibrium practically forever. One exam ple isnaturally

provided by slow-relaxing system s,such asstructuralglassesand spin-glasses,whose equi-

libration tim essom etim esexceed any reasonable experim entaltim e scale (in factthey can

even evolve on thescale ofgeologicaleras).Thehigh degreeofcom plexity ofsuch system s

m akes the description oftheir dynam ics really awkward,since apparently allthe history

ofa sam ple hasto be known in orderto predictitsevolution. Conversely,a usefultheory

should be able to provide a description ofthe behaviorofthe system in term soffew and

essentiale�ectiveparam eters.Thee�ectivetem perature,de�ned on thebasisof
uctuation-

dissipation relationsbetween correlation and response functions [1],hasbeen proved very

fruitfulin thisdirection (atleastform ean-�eld m odels)and itiscurrently underintensive

experim entalinvestigation [2].

Tointroducetheconceptletusconsiderthefollowingexperim ent.Prepareasystem (e.g.,

a glass,a ferrom agnet,etc.) in an equilibrium state corresponding to a high tem perature

T0 (where \high" m eans,here,greater than any criticalor glass transition tem perature).

Attim e t= 0,quench the system to som e tem perature T < T0 by taking itinto contact

with a therm albath attem perature T,and letitevolve. On a generalbasis,one expects

that the relaxation towards the equilibrium state corresponding to T is characterized by

two di�erent regim es: (A)a transient one with non-equilibrium evolution,fort< teq(T),

and (B)a stationary regim ewith equilibrium evolution fort> teq(T),whereteq(T)issom e

characteristic equilibration tim e ofthe system . During (A) the behavior ofthe system

is expected to depend on the speci�c initialconditions and both tim e-reversalsym m etry

and tim e-translation invariance are broken,while they are recovered in regim e (B):The

dynam ics of
uctuations is given by the \equilibrium " one. W e are concerned here with

those system s for which the regim e (B) is never achieved during experim entaltim es,i.e.,

for allpracticalpurposes, teq = 1 . In this case,the standard concepts ofequilibrium

statisticalm echanicsdonotapplyand in particulartwo-tim equantities,such astheresponse

R O (t;s) = h
�O (t)

�hO (s)
i
�
�
�
hO = 0

and the correlation functions CO (t;s) = hO (t)O (s)i (O is som e

observableand hO itsconjugated �eld,wewillbem oreexplicitlateron)depend separately

on s(usually called the\age"ofthesystem ,beingthetim espentin thephasewith teq = 1 )

and t,even forlong tim es.Thisbehaviorisusually referred to asaging [3,4].Such a useful

quantity asthetem peratureT ofthesystem isnotde�ned in thisgenuine non-equilibrium

regim e.On theotherhand onecan addressthequestion whethersom ee�ectivetem perature

Te� (in generaldi�erentfrom T)can bestillde�ned and used to understand thephysicsof

thesystem .

In equilibrium [regim e (B)],correlation and response functions depend only on tim e

di�erencesand the
uctuation-dissipation theorem (FDT)statesthat

TR O (t� s)= @sCO (t� s); (1)
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[here and in the following we assum e t> s given thatcausality im plies R O (t< s;s)= 0]

where T isexpressed in unitskB = 1. W hateverthe regim e is,one can alwaysde�ne the

so-called 
uctuation-dissipation ratio (FDR)as[5]

X O (t;s)=
T R O (t;s)

@sCO (t;s)
: (2)

Asa consequence ofEq.(1),X O (t;s)= 1 whenevert> s� teq(T).Som e sortofe�ective

tem perature [1]in the aging regim e [teq(T)= 1 ]can be de�ned via the long-tim e lim itof

X O (t;s)

X
1

O
= lim

s! 1
lim
t! 1

X O (t;s); (3)

through the relation TO

e� = T=X 1

O
(thatreducesto thetherm odynam ic tem perature ofthe

therm albath when equilibrium isasym ptotically reached).Obviously thisde�nition hasto

be regarded asform alaslong asone isnotable to establish a link between Te� and som e

therm odynam ic properties. Nevertheless,in Ref.[1]ithasbeen shown thatTe� playsthe

sam eroleasthetherm odynam ic tem perature,in thesensethatitdeterm inesthedirection

ofheat
owsand actsasa criterion fortherm alization. M oreover,a therm om etercoupled

to the observable O m easures (on a proper tim e scale) the tem perature TO

e� [1]. W e also

m ention thatithasbeen argued thatX O (t;s)establishesa bridgebetween thedynam ically

inaccessible equilibrium state and the asym ptotic dynam ics for large tim es [6]. (See also

Refs.[7,8]fora discussion ofotherpropertiesofX O (t;s)and T
O

e�.)

Ithasbeen stressed severaltim esin the literature (see,e.g.,Ref.[9])thatthe e�ective

tem perature can be ofinterest in order to devise som e therm odynam ics for the system

provided that its value is independent ofthe observable used to de�ne it. This has been

explicitly veri�ed forin�nite-range (m ean-�eld) glassm odels [1]. Beyond these cases,the

observable dependence ofTO

e� has been investigated analytically for the trap m odel[10],

fortheone-dim ensionalIsing m odel[11,12],and forthed-dim ensionalsphericalm odel[13],

whereasnum ericalstudieshave addressed the problem forsupercooled liquids[14]and for

thetwo-dim ensionalIsing m odel[11].

In thispaperwe discussthe problem ofthe observable independence ofthe FDR (and

consequently ofTO

e�)in a sim pler(com pared to glasses)classofslow-relaxing system s:Crit-

icalsystem s quenched from a high-tem perature phase to the criticalpoint and evolving

according to a purely dissipativedynam ics.In fact,soon aftertheintroduction oftheFDR

Eq. (2),it was pointed out [15]that also these system s display slow-relaxation (due to

teq � �z,where� isthecorrelation length,diverging atthecriticalpoint,and z thedynam i-

calcriticalexponent[16])and aging.TheFDR oftheorderparam eterwasthen determ ined

fora Gaussian m odeland fortherandom walk.Subsequentanalyticaland num ericalcalcu-

lationson realisticm odelscon�rm ed and generalized thispicture[17{42,11{13](forareview,

see Ref.[43]). Forouranalysiswe can take advantage ofthe powerfultoolsofRenorm al-

ization Group (RG)and �eld theory to provideanalyticalpredictionsforsom eFDR’sin an

�-expansion,where � = 4� d and d isthe spatialdim ensionality ofthe system . Thiskind

ofstudy allowsusto clarify onceand forallwhethera unique e�ectivetem peraturecan be

de�ned forsuch system sin thelong-tim elim it.
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Theoutlineofthepaperisthefollowing.In Sec.IIweintroducethem odeland the�eld-

theoreticalapproach to non-equilibrium dynam ics. W e derive,by m eansofRG equations,

thescalingform softwoquadratic(in theorderparam eter)observables.In Sec.IIIweargue

thattheFDR X 1

O
(and thusTO

e�)doesnotdepend on thespeci�c observableO within the

Gaussian (m ean-�eld)approxim ation.Thee�ectsoftheinteraction aretaken into account

in Sec. IV,where we show by an explicit calculation that the FDR’s oftwo quadratic

observablesdi�eralready atthe lowestorderbeyond the Gaussian approxim ation. In Sec.

V ourresultsare carefully com pared with the num ericaland analytic onesavailable in the

literature. In Sec. VIwe sum m arize the results obtained and their im plications. In the

Appendix wereportthedetailsofthecom putationsoftheFeynm an diagram s.

II.T H E M O D EL

One am ong the sim plest non-trivialm odels displaying slow-relaxation and aging is a

latticespin m odelin d dim ensionswith O (N )sym m etry and short-rangeinteractionsevolv-

ing according to a purely dissipative dynam icsaftera quench to the criticalpoint. In the

sim plestinstanceitslatticeHam iltonian isgiven by

H = �
X

hiji

si� sj; (4)

where si isa N -com ponentspin located atthe lattice site i,with si
2 = 1. The sum runs

over allpairshiji ofnearest-neighbor lattice sites. A purely dissipative dynam ics forthis

m odelproceeds by elem entary m oves that am ount to random changes in the direction of

thespin si(spin-
ip sam pling).Thetransition ratescan bearbitrarily chosen provided that

the detailed-balance condition is satis�ed. For analyticalstudies the m ost suited are the

Glauberones[44],which allow exactsolutionsin theone-dim ensionalcase[17{19,11,12].

Despitetheirsim plicity,thesem odelsarenotexactly solvable(forarbitrary N )in phys-

icaldim ensionsd = 2;3,and to obtain inform ation aboutthe non-equilibrium criticaldy-

nam ics,onehasto resortto num ericalsim ulations[20,21,11,29{33].

To investigate analytically the dynam icalbehaviorin physicaldim ensions,we take ad-

vantageoftheuniversalityconsideringthetim eevolution ofaN -com ponent�eld ’(x;t)with

a purely dissipative dynam ics (M odelA ofRef.[16]). This is described by the stochastic

Langevin equation

@t’i(x;t)= � 

�H [’]

�’i(x;t)
+ �i(x;t); (5)

where
 isthekineticcoe�cient,�(x;t)a zero-m ean stochasticGaussian noisewith

h�i(x;t)�j(x
0
;t
0)i= 2
�(x � x

0)�(t� t
0)�ij; (6)

and H [’]is the static Ham iltonian. It m ay be assum ed,near the criticalpoint,ofthe

Landau-Ginzburg form

H [’]=

Z

d
d
x

�
1

2
(r ’)2 +

1

2
r0’

2 +
1

4!
g0’

4

�

; (7)
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where r0 / T is the tem perature param eter,assum ing its criticalvalue r0;c for T = Tc

(r0;c = 0,within the analyticalapproach discussed below), and g0 is the bare coupling

constant ofthe theory. This coarse-grained continuum dynam ics isexpected to be in the

sam euniversality classasthelatticem odelswith O (N )sym m etry,short-rangeinteractions,

and spin-
ip dynam ics[16].

The equilibrium correlation and response functions can be obtained by m eans ofthe

�eld-theoreticalaction [45,46]

S[’;~’]=

Z

dt

Z

d
d
x

"

~’
@’

@t
+ 
~’

�H [’]

�’
� ~’
~’

#

: (8)

Here ~’(x;t)isa N -com ponentauxiliary �eld,conjugated to the external�eld h in such a

way thatH [’;h]= H [’]�
R
ddxh’.Asa consequence,thelinearresponseto the�eld h of

a genericobservableO isgiven by

�hO i

�hi(x;s)
= 
h~’ i(x;s)O i; i= 1;:::;N : (9)

Forthisreason ~’(x;t)isterm ed response�eld.

W ithin this �eld-theoreticalform alism it is possible to show that the FDT holds for

generic R O and CO . Thishasan illum inating derivation in a supersym m etric form ulation,

wheretheFDT’saretheW ard identitiesdueto thesupersym m etry [45].

The e�ect ofa m acroscopic initialcondition ’ 0(x) = ’(x;t = 0) m ay be taken into

accountby averaging overtheinitialcon�guration with a weighte�H 0[’0]where[47]

H 0[’0]=

Z

d
d
x
�0

2
[’0(x)� a(x)]2; (10)

that speci�es an initialstate a(x) with Gaussian short-range correlations proportionalto

�
�1
0 .

Following standard m ethods[45,46]the response and correlation functionsm ay be ob-

tained by a perturbative expansion ofthe functionalweighte�(S[’;~’]+ H 0[’0]) in term softhe

coupling constantg0.Thepropagators(Gaussian two-pointfunctionsofthe�elds’ and ~’)

oftheresulting theory are[47]

h~’i(q;s)’j(� q;t)i0 = �ijR
0
q(t;s)= �ij�(t� s)G(t� s); (11)

h’i(q;s)’j(� q;t)i0 = �ijC
0
q(t;s)=

�ij

q2 + r0

"

G(jt� sj)+

 
r0 + q2

�0
� 1

!

G(t+ s)

#

; (12)

where�(t)isthestep function [�(t� 0)= 0,�(t> 0)= 1]and

G(t)= e
�
(q 2+ r0)t: (13)

Theresponsefunction Eq.(11)isthesam easin equilibrium .Eq.(12),instead,reducesto

theequilibrium form when q 6= 0 and both tim estand sgotoin�nity while� = t� siskept

�xed. In the following we willassum e the Îto prescription (see,e.g.,Refs.[48,45])to deal

with theam biguitiesarising in form alm anipulationsofstochasticequations.Consequently,
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allthe diagram swith loopsofresponse propagatorshave to beom itted.Thisensuresthat

causality holdsin the perturbative expansion [47,48,46]. From the technicalpointofview,

the breaking oftim e-translation invariance does not allow the factorization ofconnected

correlation functions in term s ofone-particle irreducible ones as usually done when tim e-

translation invariance holds. Asa consequence,asitisthe case when dealing with surface

criticalphenom ena [49],allthecom putation hasto bedonein term sofconnected functions

only [47].Furtherm oreithasbeen shown [47]that��10 isan irrelevantvariablefortheRG


ow a�ecting only thecorrection to theleading long-tim escaling behaviorweareinterested

in.In view ofthatwe �x itto its�xed-pointvalue��10 = 0 from thevery beginning ofthe

calculation.

From scalingargum ents[20],and m orerigorously from thesolution ofRG equations[47],

itisknown thatthe zero-m om entum response and correlation functionsofthe basic �elds

satisfy thescaling form s(seeRef.[43]fora review):

R q= 0(t;s)= A R (t� s)a(t=s)�FR (s=t); (14)

Cq= 0(t;s)= A C s(t� s)a(t=s)�FC (s=t); (15)

where a = (2� � � z)=z,z isthe dynam icalcriticalexponent,� the anom alousdim ension

ofthe �elds[45],and � the initial-slip exponent[47,48]. W e single outexplicitly the non-

universalam plitudesA R ;C by�xingFR ;C (0)= 1.W ith thisnorm alization FR ;C areuniversal

scaling functions.From thepreviousscaling form sonededucesthat

@sCq= 0(t;s)= A @C (t� s)a(t=s)�F@C (s=t); (16)

where the non-universalam plitude A @C hasbeen de�ned so thatF@C (0)= 1. Accordingly

onehasA @C = A C (1� �).

Using Eqs.(14)and (16)one�ndsthat

Xq= 0(t;s)�
R q= 0(t;s)

@sCq= 0(t;s)
=

A R FR(s=t)

A @C F@C (s=t)
; (17)

is a universalam plitude-ratio (in the sense ofRef.[50]) being the ratio oftwo quantities

[R q= 0(t;s) and @sCq= 0(t;s)]that have the sam e scaling dim ensions. Furtherm ore it is a

function oftheratios=tonly,and notofsand tseparately.1 In latticesim ulations(especially

in theliteratureconcerningglassy system s[7,8])responseand correlation functionsareoften

m easured in therealspace x,instead ofin them om entum spaceq asdonehere.From the

scaling form sgiven above one can derive the analogousonesin the realspace forR x,Cx,

and then de�neX x= 0 � Rx= 0=@sCx= 0 (originally introduced in Refs.[5,15])in analogy with

Xq= 0. In generalone expectsX x= 0 6= Xq= 0. Nonethelessithasbeen argued [25]thatthe

long-tim elim itoftheuniversalam plituderatio

X
1

M = lim
s! 1

lim
t! 1

R q= 0(t;s)

@sCq= 0(t;s)
= lim

s=t! 0
Xq= 0(s=t)=

A R

A @C

=
A R

A C (1� �)
; (18)

1This is an im portant di�erence com pared to m ean-�eld glassy m odel,where,instead,it turns

outthatX x= 0 in thelong-tim eregim ecan bewritten asa function ofC (t;s)(see,e.g.,Refs.[7,8]).
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(the subscript M refers to the fact that ’q= 0 / M ,the average m agnetization) is equal

to the sam e lim itofX x= 0. Thisequality wasalso con�rm ed by num ericalsim ulations[11]

(even ifthenum ericsofRef.[11]havebeen questioned [51]).

A .Scaling form s ofcom posite operators

W e now derive scaling form s analogous to Eqs. (14) and (15) for the correlation and

responsefunctionsoflocalcom positeoperators,focusingon thoseoftheform ’m .However,

thederivation iscom pletely generaland can beeasily applied to any otheroperators.

Letusconsideran observableO (a com positeoperator,using the�eld-theoreticalterm i-

nology)havinghO asaconjugate�eld (e.g.,O istheenergydensity and hO thetem perature)

and coupling toH accordingtoH 7! H + hO O .Asaconsequence,thedynam icalfunctional

S changesaccording to S 7! SO = S + 
h O
eO ,wheretheassociated operator eO isgiven by

eO =

Z

dtd
d
x ~’(x;t)

�O

�’(x;t)
: (19)

Thelinearresponseofan observableA to a variation in the�eld hO can beexpressed as

�hA ihO

�hO

�
�
�
�
�
hO = 0

� 
hA eO i; (20)

where h� ihO standsforthe average overthe dynam icsassociated with the dynam icalfunc-

tionalin thepresence ofhO .ThisgeneralizesEq.(9).

To render�nitethecorrelation functionswith insertionsoftheoperatorO ,oftheform

h[’]n[~’]~n[O ]o[eO ]~oi; (21)

oneadditionalrenorm alization (com pared tothosenecessarywhen O and eO arenotinserted,

evaluated in Ref.[46])isrequired:O B = ZO O R .Hereand in thefollowingwith thesubscript

B we indicate the bare quantities and with R the renorm alized ones,whose correlation

functionsare �nite upon rem oving the regularization [45]. In the case ofoperatorsm ixing

underrenorm alization,O hasto be understood asa vectorofsuitable operators,while ZO

willbein generala renorm alization m atrix [45].The presence ofadditive renorm alizations

doesnotchange thescaling argum entspresented below.In view ofEq.(19)one �ndsthat
eO B = Z eO

eO R with

Z eO
= (Z ~’=Z’)

1=2
ZO ; (22)

whereZ’ and Z ~’ aretherenorm alization constantsofthe�elds,de�ned,asusual,by ’ B =

Z 1=2
’ ’R and ~’B = Z

1=2

~’ ~’R .Thecorrelation function (21)can berenorm alized according to

h[’]n[~’]~n[O ]o[eO ]~oiB = Z
n=2
’ Z

~n=2

~’ Z
o
O
Z
~o

eO
h[’]n[~’]~n[O ]o[eO ]~oiR ; (23)

where, on the r.h.s., h� iR m eans that allthe bare quantities have been replaced by the

corresponding renorm alized ones. Applying standard techniques itispossible to write the
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RG equationsby introducing appropriateRG functions[45].Forthetheory de�ned by SO ,

in addition to theRG functionsofthetheory with action S,onehasto introducetwo new

functions%O � �@� lnZO j0 and %eO � �@� lnZ eO
j0
2 (� isthe scale atwhich the theory has

been renorm alized [45]). W ith j0 we indicate thatthe di�erentiation hasto be done with

�xed bareparam eters.In view ofEq.(22),%O and %eO arerelated by %eO = %O + (%~’ � %’)=2

(where%’ and %~’ aretheusualRG functionsforthe�elds).Com biningdim ensionalanalysis

with thesolution oftheRG equationsone�ndsthatthescalingdim ension ofthecorrelation

function h[O ]o[eO ]~oiR in the(x;t)-spaceisgiven,attheinfrared �xed pointofthetheory,by

�(o;~o)= o[O ]scal+ ~o[eO ]scal: (24)

W ith [� ]scal we indicate the scaling dim ensions. In term s ofthe �xed-point values ofthe

RG functionsand thecanonical(engineering)m assdim ensionsoftheoperators(denoted by

[� ]can)they areexpressed as:

[O ]scal� [O ]can + %O (g
�);

[eO ]scal� [eO ]can + %eO (g
�); (25)

where g� is the �xed-point value ofthe renorm alized coupling constant. In analogy with

theanom alousdim ensions� = %’(g
�)and ~� = %~’(g

�)(such that[’]scal= (d� 2+ �)=2 and

[~’]scal= (d+ 2+ ~�)=2 [46])oneintroduces�O and �eO :

d� 2+ �O

2
� [O ]scal;

d+ 2+ �eO

2
� [eO ]scal: (26)

(Note that,in contrast to � and ~�,�O and �eO do notgenerally vanish in the free theory

g� = 0.) Itiseasy toverify that,in term sof�O ,thecriticalexponent
O ofthesusceptibility

(hO O i� jT � Tcj
�
 O )isgiven by


O = �(2� �O ); (27)

where � is the criticalexponent ofthe correlation length. As a consequence ofEq.(19)

one has [eO ]can = [O ]can + [~’]can � [’]can = [O ]can + 2 (recallthat in M odelA dynam ics

[’]can = (d� 2)=2 and [~’]can = (d+ 2)=2). Using (~� � �)=2 = z� 2 (a consequence ofthe


uctuation-dissipation theorem [45]),wehave

�eO � �O

2
= z� 2 (28)

and [eO ]scal= [O ]scal+ z,leading to

2%O and %eO
are the anom alous dim ensions ofO and eO ,respectively. In the literature they are

usually referred to as �O or
O [45]. However,in the presentcase we use �O and 
O to indicate

criticalexponents.
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�(2;0)= d� 2+ �O ;

�(1;1)= d� 2+ �O + z: (29)

Taking into accountthat[tim e]scal= � z,one�nds(hereafterweset
= 1)

hO (q;t)O (� q;s)i= (t� s)aO + 1FC (q
z(t� s);s=t); (30)

hO (q;t)eO (� q;s)i= (t� s)aO FR (q
z(t� s);s=t); (31)

where

aO � �
�(1;1)� d

z
=
2� �O � z

z
: (32)

Let us now discuss the e�ect ofthe tem poralsurface. The scaling dim ension of ~’ 0 has

been com puted in Ref.[47],i.e.,[~’0]scal = [~’]scal+ �0=2. (In term sof�0 and z the initial-

slip exponentisgiven by � = � �0=(2z)[47,48].) Considernow the case ofthe observables

O (m )(t)constructed with m �elds’ attim e t,i.e. O (m )(t)� ’m (t). Eq.(19)im pliesthat
eO (m )(t)� ~’(t)’m �1 (t).Theobservable bO (m ),obtained from O (m ) by replacing allthe�elds

’ with those ~’,hasdim ension given by

[bO (m )]scal= [O (m )]scal+ m z: (33)

M oreover,keeping in m ind thescaling dim ension of ~’0 onehas,fort= 0,

[bO
(m )

0 ]scal= [bO (m )]scal� m �z; (34)

where bO
(m )

0 = bO (m )(t= 0).

W hen inserted into correlation functions,(@t’)t= 0 = 2
~’ 0,while the insertion ofan

initial�eld ’0 vanishes[49].Thus,fortheoperatorsO
(m ) and eO (m ) weexpectthefollowing

short-distanceexpansion fort! 0

O (m )(t)� �(t)~’m0 + h.o.c.f.; (35)

eO (m )(t)� ~�(t)~’m0 + h.o.c.f.; (36)

whereh.o.c.f.standsforhigherordercom posite�eldsthatcontributeto thisexpansion only

with subleading term s.Asa consequence,thescaling dim ensionsof� and ~� aregiven by

[�]scal= � m z+ m �z and [~�]scal= � (m � 1)z+ m �z; (37)

whereweused Eqs.(33),(34),and theFDT.Taking into accountthat[tim e]scal= � z,one

concludesthat,fors! 0,

O (m )(s)� s
m �m � and eO (m )(s)� s

m �1�m �
: (38)

Itisnow possible to rewrite thescaling form s(30)and (31)in a way thatshowsexplicitly

thebehaviorofthescaling functionsFC and FR fors! 0,i.e.,

hO (m )(q;t)O (m )(� q;s)i= s(t� s)aO (t=s)�(m �1)+ m �
F̂
O

C (q
z(t� s);s=t); (39)

hO (m )(q;t)eO (m )(� q;s)i= (t� s)aO (t=s)�(m �1)+ m �
F̂
O

R (q
z(t� s);s=t); (40)
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where now the functions F̂ O

C and F̂ O

R are regular for s ! 0. Furtherm ore they are also

universaloncewe�x thenorm alization forsm allargum ents.

Letus focuson the scaling properties ofthe correlation and response functionsofthe

observableswith m = 2. Because ofthe O (N )sym m etry ofthe underling theory only two

quadratic zero-m om entum operators with di�erent scaling dim ensions exist,that can be

written as[45]

E (t)�

Z

d
d
x

NX

i= 1

’
2
i(x;t)=

Z
ddq

(2�)d

NX

i= 1

’i(q;t)’i(� q;t); (41)

Tij(t)�

Z

d
d
x ’i(x;t)’j(x;t)�

1

N
�ijE (t)=

Z
ddq

(2�)d
’i(q;t)’j(� q;t)�

1

N
�ijE (t): (42)

Thecorresponding responseoperatorsaregiven by

eE (t)=

NX

i= 1

Z
ddq

(2�)d
2~’i(q;t)’i(� q;t); (43)

eTij(t)=

Z
ddq

(2�)d
[~’i(q;t)’j(� q;t)+ ’i(q;t)~’j(� q;t)]�

1

N
�ij

eE (t): (44)

In the following we willrefer to them , generically, as O (t). The corresponding scaling

functionsare

C
O (t;s)� hO (t)O (s)i= A

O

C s(t� s)aO (t=s)�1+ 2� F O

C (s=t); (45)

R
O (t;s)� hO (t)eO (s)i= A

O

R (t� s)aO (t=s)�1+ 2� F O

R (s=t); (46)

wherethenon-universalam plitudesA O

C;R aredeterm ined so thatF O

C;R (0)= 1.

In term softhesequantitieswecan writethe(zero-m om entum )FDR as

X O (t;s)�

R O (t;s)

@sC
O (t;s)

; (47)

(herewerestoretheactualvalueof
,currently setto1)that,asitsanalogous(17),depends

only on theratios=tand itisauniversalfunction.In particularitsuniversallong-tim elim it

reads

X 1

O
= lim

s! 1
lim
t! 1

XO (t;s)=
1

2

A O

R

(1� �)AOC
: (48)

1.Overview ofthe known valuesofthe exponents

Forthe two speci�c cases ofthe quadratic operatorsE (t)and Tij(t),the exponentaO
can be expressed in term s ofm ore fam iliar criticalexponents. In fact we obtained aO =

(2� �O � z)=z,with �O scaling dim ension oftheoperatorO .Using Eq.(27)wecan express

itin term softhesusceptibility exponent,given by3 (see,e.g.,Ref.[52])

3W hen hyperscaling holds(i.e.,ford � 4)2� d� can bereplaced by �,thespeci�cheatexponent.
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O =

(

2� d� ; O = E ;

� d� + 2�T ; O = T ;
(49)

where �T isthe so-called quadratic crossover exponent[45,52]. The exponents 
E and 
T

areexactly known in d = 2 [45].Even in d = 3 they areknown with very high accuracy,in

factthey have been com puted up to �ve loopsin the �-expansion [53]and six (som etim es

seven) loops in �xed dim ension d = 3 [54,52]for generic values ofN (see Ref.[55]for a

review).Thedynam iccriticalexponentsarecurrently known with a m uch lessaccuracy.In

factz hasbeen com puted up to three loopsin the �-expansion [56]and up to fourin �xed

dim ensions[57],whereas� in known only up to two loopsin the�-expansion [47].Ford > 4

them ean-�eld resultshold:aO = 1� d=2 (forboth E and T)and � = 0.

Forlaterconvenience,we reporthere explicitly the O (�)expansion ofaO
4 (recallthat

z= 2+ O (�2)[16])

aO =

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

� 1+
4� N

2(N + 8)
� + O (�2); O = E

� 1+
N + 4

2(N + 8)
� + O (�2); O = T

(50)

and �

� =
N + 2

N + 8

�

4
+ O (�2): (51)

Theexponentsareexactly known in thelim itN ! 1 :��1 = d� 2;z= 2;� = 1� d=4

[47],and �T = 2� in d < 4,whereas� = 1=2;z = 2;� = 0,and �T = 1 in d > 4 (m ean-�eld

exponents).Using thesevalues,thescaling form sfortheenergy in d < 4 are

C
E (t;s)= A

E
C s(t� s)d=2�3 (t=s)1�d=2 F E

C (s=t); (52)

R
E (t;s)= A

E
R (t� s)d=2�3 (t=s)1�d=2 F E

R (s=t); (53)

whereasforT in d < 4,

C
T(t;s)= A T

C s(t� s)1�d=2 (t=s)1�d=2 F T
C (s=t); (54)

R
T(t;s) = A T

R (t� s)1�d=2 (t=s)1�d=2 F T
R (s=t): (55)

Ford > 4 thescaling form sforE and T arethesam e:

C
O (t;s)= A O

C s(t� s)1�d=2 (s=t)F O

C (s=t); (56)

R
O (t;s) = A O

R (t� s)1�d=2 (s=t)F O

R (s=t): (57)

4In passing,letusm ention that,forN = 1,�T hasa non-trivialvalue,even iftheoperatorTij(t)

is not de�ned for the Ising m odel. This fact has an interpretation in term s ofa gas ofN � color

interacting loops(see,e.g.,Ref.[58])belonging to the sam euniversality classasthe O (N )m odel.
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III.T H E G A U SSIA N A P P R O X IM AT IO N

FortheGaussian m odeltheresponseand correlation functionsareknown exactly,so we

can evaluatetheFDR (in Ref.[15]thishasbeen donedirectlyin realspace).From Eqs.(11),

(12),and thede�nition (17),properly generalized to q 6= 0,one�nds[25]

X 0
q(t;s)=


R 0
q

@sC
0
q

=
1

1+ e�2
(q
2+ r0)s

: (58)

Ifthetheory isnon-critical(r0 6= 0)thelim itofthisratiofors! 1 is1forallthevaluesof

q,in agreem entwith theidea thatin thehigh-tem peraturephaseallthe
uctuating m odes

havea�niteequilibration tim e,sothatequilibrium isrecovered and theFDT applies.In the

criticaltheory the lim itratio isagain equalto one when q 6= 0,whereasforq = 0 one has

X 0
q= 0(t;s)= 1=2. Thisshowsthatthe only m ode that\doesnotrelax" to the equilibrium

isthezero m odein thecriticallim it.Thispicture(already presented in Ref.[25])hasbeen

con�rm ed by a one-loop com putation [25].

In thecaseoftheGaussian theory,with g0 = 0 in theHam iltonian (7),theFDR can be

easily com puted fora generic observable. In particularwe show thatthe FDR fora setof

localone-pointobservablesisalwaysequalto 1=2 in the long-tim e lim it. Thisallowsfora

de�nition ofa unique e�ective tem perature in the Gaussian m odel. W e consideroperators

ofthe form O i;n = @i’n. The correlation and response functionsofalllocaloperatorscan

bewritten in term softhoseofO i;n.

The critical(i.e.,r0 = 0) response and correlation functions ofthe order param eter

Eqs.(11)and (12)aregiven,in realspace,by (theirdiagram m aticrepresentation isreported

in Fig.1 (b)and (a),respectively)

R x(t;s)= Fd(t� s;x); (59)

Cx(t;s)= K d(t� s;x)� Kd(t+ s;x); (60)

where(weset
 = 1)F d(�;x)=
R
(dq)e�q

2�e�iq�x and K d(�;x)=
R
(dq)q�2 e�q

2�e�iq�x (with

(dq)= ddq=(2�)d).

Letusexplain ourargum entconsidering �rsttheoperatorsO 0;n.Thetwo-pointcorrela-

tion functionsofO 0;n isgiven by the(n � 1)� loop diagram with thetwo pointsconnected

by n correlation lines,asshown in Fig.1 (c).

In therealspaceitsexpression issim ply given by theproductofn correlators.Thus

C
O

x (t;s)= cn[Cx(t;s)]
n
; (61)

(cn isthecom binatoricalfactorassociated with thediagram )whosederivativeis

@sC
O

x (t;s)= cnn[Cx(t;s)]
n�1

@sCx(t;s): (62)

Analogously theresponsefunction isgiven by thediagram depicted in Fig.1 (d),obtained

from thatone contributing to the correlation function (Fig.1 (c)) by replacing an order-

param etercorrelatorwith a responsefunction:

R
O

x (t;s)= cnn[Cx(t;s)]
n�1

R x(t;s); (63)
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(a)

(t;x)

C

x

(t; s)

(s; 0)

(b)

R

x

(t; s)

(t;x)(s; 0)

n

3

(t;x) (s; 0) (t;x)

(d)

2

1

2

3

n

(s; 0)

(
)

1

FIG .1. Diagram m atic elem ents: (a) correlation and (b) response functions of the or-

der param eter. (c) Diagram m atic representation for the two-point correlation function

C O

x (t;s)= hO 0;n(t;x)O 0;n(s;0)i and (d)response function R O

x (t;s)= hO 0;n(t;x)
eO 0;n(s;0)i. See

the textforfurtherexplanations.

wherethefactorn com esfrom thefactthattheresponseoperatoris eO 0;n = nO 0;n�1 ~’.Note

thatthecom binatorialfactorcn isthesam easforthecorrelation function.

TheFDR isgiven by

X
O 0;n

x (t;s)�
R
O 0;n

x (t;s)

@sC
O 0;n

x (t;s)
=

R x(t;s)

@sCx(t;s)
� X

M
x (t;s): (64)

Thuswe obtain the rem arkable resultthatthe FDR ofpowers ofthe �eld in realspace is

equal,foralltim es,to theFDR ofthe�eld.

Before considering the e�ectsofthe derivativesletusconsiderthe previousrelation in

m om entum space.Rem em bering thattheproductoftwo functionsaftera Fouriertransfor-

m ation becom esa convolution,onehas

R
O

q (t;s)= cnn(C � � � � � C � R)q ; (65)

@sC
O

q (t;s)= cnn(C � � � � � C � C
0)q ; (66)

where � is the convolution,C and R are in m om entum space (with the tim e dependence

understood),� � � m eans n � 1 tim es,and C0

q = @sCq. For q = 0 the previous relations

becom e

R
O

q= 0(t;s)= cnn

Z

(dp)(C � � � � � C)pR �p ; (67)

@sC
O

q= 0(t;s)= cnn

Z

(dp)(C � � � � � C)pC
0

�p : (68)

Thus

h

X O

q= 0(t;s)
i
�1

=

R
(dp)(C � � � � � C)pC

0

�p
R
(dp)(C � � � � � C)pR �p

=

R
(dp)(C � � � � � C)pR �p X

�1
�p

R
(dp)(C � � � � � C)pR �p

; (69)
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2

t
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2

t

1

B

C

(t

1

; t

2

)

L

4

(t

1

; t

2

)

FIG .2. Diagram s contributing to the correlation function. G 1(t;s) and L4(t;s) have also

sym m etric counterpartsthathave been considered.

i.e., the inverse ofX O

q= 0 is a weighted average of X �1
�p , with weight (C � � � � � C)pR �p ,

that in the lim it t ! 1 ,s ! 1 in the proper order,is peaked around p = 0,giving

X 1

O
� lims! 1 lim t! 1 X O

q= 0(t;s)= lim s! 1 lim t! 1 Xp= 0(t;s)= X 1

M . Note thatin m om en-

tum space,atvariance with therelation Eq.(64)holding between FDR in realspace,only

thelong-tim elim itoftheFDR reproducestheFDR forthe�elds.Thisisin agreem entwith

som eexplicitcalculationswem adefor’2 (seebelow)and ’3 FDR’s.5

Let us now take into account the e�ect ofthe derivatives. In m om entum space they

am ountsim ply to a m ultiplication by qi and so they change the weight in Eq. (69)by a

factorq2i (oneqi foreach insertion),nota�ecting ourconclusion on thelong-tim elim it.

Letusnotethatifinstead weintroduce som enon-localoperators,ase.g.e@
2
O (with O

a localoperator),the weightin Eq. (69)isno longerexponentialin q2 and the long-tim e

lim itofFDR m ay bedi�erentfrom 1=2.

IV .T W O -LO O P C O M P U TAT IO N

Here we presentthedetailsofthetwo-loop (i.e.,up to O (�)in the �-expansion)pertur-

bativecom putation ofthecorrelation and responsefunctionsforthezero-m om entum energy

and thetensoroperatorsgiven by Eqs.(41)and (42).Theone-loop resultsaretheGaussian

onesobtained in theprevioussection.

5The G aussian ’3 FDR is obtained from Eqs. (A9) and (B6) ofRef.[26]. The calculation is

straightforward,butcum bersom e.
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(t; s)

L

1
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L

2

(t; s)
L

3

(t; s)

s

s

FIG .3. Diagram scontributing to the responsefunction.

The diagram m atic contributions are reported in Fig. 2 for the correlation function

C O (t;s)and in Fig.3 forthe response function R O (t;s). In Table Iwe listthe sym m etry

factorsofthe diagram s(depending both on the globaltopology and on the externallegs)

and thecorresponding colorfactors(depending on globaltopology and theindex structure

ofthevertices).

Forlaterconvenience letusintroducethefunction

In(t)=

Z
ddq

(2�)d

e�2q
2t

q2n
= In(1)t

�d=2+ n
; (70)

where

In(1)= N d2
n�d=2�1 �(d=2� n); (71)

and N d = 2=[(4�)d=2�(d=2)].

Thusweobtain,fortheone-loop diagram s6

6Notethatwithoutthetem poralsurfaceatt= 0,i.e.,using theequilibrium correlatorC (eq)(t1�

t2),B C would begiven only by I2(jt1 � t2j).Ford = 4� �,I2 hasa pole[I2(1)/ �(2� d=2)],that

isusually subtracted by introducingthewell-known additiverenorm alization forthe’2 correlation

function.In thiscase,however,thetim e-boundary term yieldstwo additionalfactorsthatexactly

cancelthe pole ofthe �rst term . Accordingly,in contrast to the equilibrium case,no additive

renorm alization has to be introduced to render �nite the energy correlation function. Thus the

equilibrium renorm alized correlation functionsforq = 0 cannotbesim ply recovered by taking the

lim itt;s! 1 with t� s �xed,asusually donefor�eld correlation functions.
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TABLE I. Sym m etry and colorfactorsofthe Feynm an diagram sdepicted in Figs.2 and 3.

Sym m etry Color

Corr. Resp. coe�. E T

B R;B C 2 2 C1 = N 1=2

G 1;G 2 2 2 C2a = N (N + 2)=3 1=3

L1;L2;L3;L4 2 1 C2b = N (N + 2)=3 (N + 2)=6

B C(t1;t2)=

Z
ddq

(2�)d
[C 0

q(t1;t2)]
2 = I2(jt1 � t2j)� 2I2(m axft1;t2g)+ I2(t1 + t2); (72)

B R(t;s)=

Z
ddq

(2�)d
C
0
q(t;s)R

0
q(t;s)= I1(t� s)� I1(t); (73)

where here and hereafter we set 
 = 1 to lighten the notation and t > s (for t< s the

diagram m aticcontributionsarezero dueto thecausality oftheresponsefunctions).

In term softhetwo-loop Feynm an integralstheresponseand correlation functionsread

R
O

B (t;s)= 4C1B R(t;s)� 4C2agG 2(t;s)� 2C2bg[L1(t;s)+ L2(t;s)+ L3(t;s)]+ O (g2); (74)

C
O

B (t;s)= 2C1B C(t;s)� 2C2ag[G 1(t;s)+ G 1(s;t)]� 2C2bg[L4(t;s)+ L4(s;t)]+ O (g2):(75)

ThecalculationsofG i and Li arequitecum bersom e and allthedetailsarereported in the

Appendix. Taking into accountthe expressionstherein we �nd renorm alized response and

correlation functionsthatarein agreem entwith equations(46)and (45),with theexponents

given in Eqs. (50)and (51).The non-universalam plitudesand scaling functionsaregiven

by (asusualweintroduce ~g � Ndg to sim plify thenotation)

A
E ;T

R =

�

1�
�

2
+

�
�

2
�
C2a

C1

~g

2

�

(
E + log2)+
C2b

C1

~g

4

�

N dC1; (76)

F
E ;T

R (x)= 1+

�
�

2
�
C2b

C1

~g

4

� "
log(1� x)

x
+ 1� log(1� x)

#

; (77)

A
E ;T

C =

�

1�
�

2
+

�
�

2
�
C2a

C1

~g

2

�

(
E + log2)+
C2b

C1

~g

2
+
C2a

C1

5

24
~g

�

N dC1; (78)

F
E ;T

C (x)=
1� x

x2

�

� log(1� x
2)�

�

4
W 1(x)�

C2a

C1

~g

4
W 2(x)�

C2b

C1

~g

2
W 3(x)

�

; (79)

wherethefunctionsW i(x)havebeen de�ned in Eqs.(A24),(A25),and (A26).Theprevious

equationsarevalid up to O (~g2;�~g;�2).

According to Eq.(48),X 1

O
can beexpressed asan am plituderatio

X 1

O
=

A O

R

2A O

C (1� �)
: (80)

Using thenon-universalconstantsgiven in Eqs.(76)and (78)we�nd that

X 1

O
=
1

2

�

1�
C2b

C1

~g�

8
�
C2a

C1

5

24
~g�
�

+ O (�2); (81)
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where

~g� =
6

N + 8
� + O (�2); (82)

isthe�xed-pointvalueofthecouplingconstant[45].Takingintoaccountthecom binatorical

factorsin TableIwe�nally �nd:

X 1

O
=

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

1

2

�

1�
2

3

N + 2

N + 8
�

�

+ O (�2); O = E ;

1

2

�

1�
1

12

3N + 16

N + 8
�

�

+ O (�2); O = T :

(83)

Recallthattheone-loop FDR fortheorderparam eter(m agnetization)is[25]

X
1

M =
1

2

�

1�
1

4

N + 2

N + 8
�

�

+ O (�2): (84)

From these resultswe conclude thatthelong-tim elim itofthe
uctuation-dissipation ratio

dependson theparticularobservablechosen to com puteit.

Asa �nalrem ark letuscom m enton the connection between the correlation functions

of’2 in M odelA dynam icsand thoseoftheconserved density " in theassociated M odelC

[16]. In equilibrium dynam icsitisusually easierto com pute h’2’2iin term sofh""i(see,

e.g.,Ref.[59]).However,thisisnolongerpossiblewhen studying non-equilibrium dynam ics

(considered in Ref.[28])because ofthe connection between ’ and " doesnotcarry overto

thiscase.

V .C O M PA R ISO N W IT H O T H ER R ESU LT S

A .T he sphericalm odeland the N ! 1 lim it

The static criticalbehavior ofthe O (N ) m odelin the lim it N ! 1 is known to be

equivalentto thatofthesphericalm odel,de�ned by theHam iltonian

H =
1

2

X

hiji

(si� sj)
2
; (85)

where si are realnum bers subjected to the constraint
P

is
2
i = Ld (L being the linear di-

m ension ofthed-dim ensionallattice,assum ed forsim plicity to behypercubic),and thesum

runsoverallnearest-neighborpairshiji.Indeed Stanley proved [60]thatthefreeenergiesof

the two m odelsare exactly the sam e.From thisequality itfollowsthatcriticalexponents,

scaling functions etc. are equal. The sam e equivalence also holds for equilibrium critical

dynam icsde�ned in the sphericalm odelby m eansofa Langevin equation asEq.(5)7.As

7Thisequation hasto be properly m odi�ed in orderto prescribe a dynam icsthatiscom patible

with the sphericalconstraint.
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faraswe are aware,thisequivalence hasnotyetbeen carried overto the non-equilibrium

criticaldynam icswe areinterested in.Letusrecallthatthe free energiesofthe m odelsin

the presence ofa spatialboundary (whose corresponding �eld theory looksvery sim ilarto

thenon-equilibrium onethatweareconsidering)arewellknown to benotequal[61].

Thesphericalm odelhasattracted alotofattentions,sinceitsessentialGaussian Ham il-

tonian m akes itexactly solvable although the resulting criticalbehavior isnotm ean-�eld

like because ofthe sphericalconstraint. The FDR ofthe m agnetization was calculated

by Godr�eche and Luck,who obtained X 1

M = 1� 2=d. This result is com patible with the

two-loop �-expansion [26]forN = 1 and,m oreover,itagreeswith the exactresultwe are

going to derive. Recently Sollich [13]has determ ined severalFDR’s ofquadratic (in the

spin si)operatorsthatcould becom pared with ourresults.Heconsidered thebond energy

observable B i =
1

2
(si� sj)

2,the productobservable Pi = sisj (with i;jnearestneighbors)

both in therealand in them om entum space,and thetotalenergy.Theexactresultsofhis

analysisarethatX 1

P = X 1

B = X 1

M 6= X 1

E (theexpansion ofX 1

E closetofourdim ensionsfor

d < 4 nicely agreeswith ourtwo-loop �-expansion forN = 1 ).Thescaling form sforthese

observables have been also derived and they agree with ourequations (31)and (30)with

aB = � 1� d=2,aP = 1� d=2,and aE = d=2� 3in d < 4(and aE = aP = aB + 2= 1� d=2in

d > 4).Allthese�ndingsagreewith ourcalculation apartfrom thefactthattheobservable

P ofthe sphericalm odelcannot be naively identi�ed with ’2 forN = 1 . On the other

hand aB = aP � 2 agrees with the naive identi�cation ofB as the Laplacian ofP in the

continuum lim it.

W ereportnow thecalculation ofsom eFDR’sfortheO (N )m odeldirectly forN = 1 ,

usingthewell-known property thatforN = 1 thefourth orderinteraction term can beself-

consistently decoupled g=N (’2)2 ! gCx= 0(t)’
2 (here g0 isreplaced by g=N )[45]. Taking

advantage ofthisdecoupling the exactresponse function ofthe theory (for2 < d < 4)has

been com puted [47],�nding:

R q(t;s)= �(t� s)

�
t

s

� 1�d=4

e
�q 2(t�s)

; (86)

whereas,forthecorrelation function [47]

Cq(t;s)= 2

Z
1

0

dt
0
R q(t;t

0)R q(s;t
0)= 2(ts)1�d=4 e�q

2(t+ s)

Z s

0

dt
0
t
0d=2�2

e
2q2t0

: (87)

In particularforq = 0 thepreviousexpressionsbecom e

R q= 0(t;s)= �(t� s)

�
t

s

� 1�d=4

and Cq= 0(t;s)=
2

d=2� 1
s

�
t

s

�1�d=4

: (88)

According to Eq. (18)itis straighfroward to com pute the FDR forthe order param eter,

�nding X 1

M = 1� 2=d,thesam eresultasforthesphericalm odel.

Now weconsider,in thelim itN ! 1 ,thescalingfunctions(45)and (46)oftheresponse

and the correlation ofthe quadratic operators. The explicitcom putation for2 < d < 4 of

thescaling functions,thenon-universalam plitudes,and,eventually,theFDR ofcom posite

operatorsisnotasstraightforward asone could have erroneously expected. In fact,ifone

roughly assum es,on the sole basisofthe decoupling in the large-N lim it,thatthe theory
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(b)

n� 1 n

(s; 0)

n

FIG .4. Chainsofbubblediagram sforthe(a)correlation and (b)responsefunction ofquadratic

observables.Forthe correlation (a),the index k runsbetween 1 and n.

isessentially Gaussian with renorm alized two-pointfunctionsgiven by Eqs. (86)and (87),

theresultX 1

O
= X 1

M would follow from theargum entwegavefortheGaussian M odel,that

m akesno useofthespeci�c expressionsoftheresponseand correlation functions.

Let us consider m ore closely the case of the energy E . For the two-point function

hE (t)E (s)i,a fam ily ofdiagram s(chainsofbubble diagram s,see Fig. 4)thatare oforder

O (N 0)even in thelim itN ! 1 exists(although thecouplingconstantisoforder1=N ,each

bubblecarriesacom binatoricalfactorN ).Thesediagram sarenotaccounted forbyasim ple

renorm alization ofthe two-pointfunctionsoftheorderparam eter.Thisfactiswellknown

forstaticobservables(see,e.g.,thecalculation ofthestructurefactorsh’2(q)’2(� q)iup to

fourloopsin Ref.[52]).Ifand only ifthecontribution ofsuch diagram sto X 1 vanishes(or

iscancelled out)onehasX 1

E = X 1

M .Theresultsoftheprevioussectionsindicatethatthis

isnotthecase.

Notethatifoneconsidersinstead ofE theoperatorT then thechainsofbubblediagram s

aredepressed by a com binatoricalfactoroforder1=N and so they do notcontributeto the

correlation and responsefunctionsforN = 1 .On thissolebasisoneconcludesthatin the

lim itN = 1 ,X 1

T = X 1

M to allorderin � and notonly atthe�rstoneaswehaveexplicitly

obtained (com pareEq.(83)with Eq.(84)considering thelim itN ! 1 ).

ThisanalysisindicatesthattheobservableP inthesphericalm odelhasascalingbehavior

(and X 1 ) that is the sam e as that ofT,contrarily to the naive expectation,suggesting

instead E .

Finally letusm ention thatforallthequantitiesweconsidered here,thenon-equilibrium

dynam icsofthesphericaland O (1 )m odelsareexactly thesam e.Thisfactcallsforam ore

rigorousinvestigation ofa possiblecorrespondencebetween thetwo m odelsbeyond thecase

ofequilibrium dynam ics.
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FIG .5. X 1

O
forO = M ;E ;T and N = 1,2,3,and 1 . For X 1

M we reportthe two-loop result

[26].ForX 1

E wereportthedirectestim ateand thoseobtained by constraining atthelowercritical

dim ensions(with linearconstraintforN = 1;2;3;1 and with quadraticoneforN = 2;3;1 ).For

X 1

T only thedirectestim ate isreported.ForN = 1 we also reportas\E exact" theexactresult

forthe sphericalm odel,from Ref.[13].

B .T he Ising m odel

Apartfrom thesphericalm odel,theFDR ofcom positeoperatorshasbeen considered so

faronly fortheone-and two-dim ensionalIsing m odels,analytically [11,12]and num erically

[11].

In one dim ension the severalFDR’sconsidered [11,12]turned outto equalX 1

M = 1=2,

apart from that ofthe energy: X 1

E = 0. This fact has been interpreted in Ref.[11]as

an interplay between criticality and coarsening,a peculiarity ofthose m odels(such asthe

one-dim ensionalIsing m odel)with Tc = 0.Instead,ourresultindicatesthatX 1

E < X 1

M is

a m oregeneralproperty,rigorously truecloseto fourdim ensions(� � 1)and perhapsvalid

up to � = 3.

In two dim ensions,the num ericalresults X 1

M = 0:340(5)’ X 1

E = 0:33(2)apparently

20



indicate the equality ofthe two FDR’s[11]. Obviously ourresultcalls fora m ore precise

determ ination ofX 1

E = 0:33(2)to understand whetherthisapparentequality isdueto the

relatively low precision ofsuch a m easure orto the factthatd = 2 is a peculiar case for

som e stillunknown reasons. In any case,let us stress that X 1

E from the O (�) result for

� = 2 givesa value m uch sm allerthan X1

M . The directestim ate (unconstrained [u])from

thetwo-loop seriesin Eq.(83)for� = 2 (giving X1

E [u]� 0:28)isprobably unreliable asit

wasthecaseforX 1

M .(X
1

M [1loop]� 0:42 [25]whereasX1

M [2loop]= 0:30(5)[26].) To obtain

a m orereliable result(withoutcom puting theO (�2)term ,thatseem sto bea very di�cult

calculation,requiring the evaluation ofthree-loop diagram s)one can constrain linearly [l]

theO (�)resultto assum etheexactly known valueford = 1(i.e.,� = 3),asusually donefor

thiskind ofexpression (see,e.g.,Ref.[55]).Assum ing a sm ooth behaviorin � up to � = 3,

onecan write

X
1

E [l]=
1

2

�

1�
�

3

� �

1+
�

9
+ O (�2)

�

; (89)

thathasthesam e�-expansion asEq.(83),butitisexpected toconvergem orerapidlytothe

correctresult.From Eq.(89)wegetforthetwo-dim ensionalIsingm odelX 1

E [l]� 0:20,that

ism uch lowerthan the value thathasbeen determ ined so farX 1

M ’ 0:33 [26,29,11,30,32].

However,westressthatarobust�eld-theoreticalprediction forX 1

E forthetwo-dim ensional

Ising m odelrequiresa (di�cult)higher-loop com putation.Forthe three-dim ensionalIsing

m odelwe obtain X 1

E [l]’ 0:37,to be com pared with the direct estim ate X 1

E [u]’ 0:39.

Note that,as usualin d = 3,the spreading ofthe di�erent estim ates is m uch sm aller,

signaling a higherreliability ofthese predictions. (W e recallthat,in three dim ensions,the

�eld-theoreticalestim atefortheFDR ofthem agnetization isX 1

M [2loop]= 0:429(6)[26].)

In Fig.5 we reportEq.(89)for0 < � < 3 com pared with the directestim ate Eq.(83)

and with thetwo-loop FDR ofthem agnetization [26].

C .T he O (N )m odelw ith N � 2.

Eq. (83) allows us to provide predictions for the O (N ) m odels with arbitrary N . So

farthe non-equilibrium dynam ics ofm odelswith continuoussym m etry (N > 1)hasbeen

num erically studied only for the X Y (N = 2) m odel,both in d = 2 [21,31]and d = 3

[33]. The value that has been determ ined in d = 3,i.e.,X 1

M = 0:43(4) [33]is in good

agreem entwith thetwo-loop �eld-theoreticalprediction X 1

M = 0:416(8)[26].Theobservable

dependence ofX 1

O
hasnotyetbeen addressed in thesecases.

To obtain an estim ateofX 1

E ;T forthethree-dim ensionalO (N )m odelweagain constrain

the�-expansion atthelower-criticaldim ension (dl:c:d:= 2 in thiscase).W eassum eX 1

E (d =

2)= 0 forN � 2. This surely holdsforN > 2,since ford = 2 these system s are in the

coarsening regim e.Such an assum ption isinstead questionableforN = 2,whereitisknown

thata�nite-tem peraturephasetransition oftopologicalnaturetakesplaceatTK T.A linear

constraintwould lead to

X
1

E [l]=
1

2

�

1�
�

2

� "

1+
16� N

6(N + 8)
� + O (�2)

#

: (90)
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On theotherhand theexactresultsforthesphericalm odel[13]suggestthattheapproach to

d = 2 isquadraticratherthan linear,so itistem pting to im plem enta quadraticconstraint

also for�niteN

X
1

E [q]=
1

2

�

1�
�

2

�2
"

1+
20+ N

3(N + 8)
� + O (�2)

#

: (91)

In Fig.5,we reportEqs.(90)and (91)for0 < � < 2 and N = 2;3;1 .Itisapparentthat

forN = 1 the approxim ation obtained im plem enting the quadratic constraintreproduces

bettertheresultforthesphericalm odel.Forthethree-dim ensionalX Y m odel(N = 2)we

getX 1

E ’ 0:37 from directestim ate (no constraint,[u]),X 1

E ’ 0:31 from linearconstraint

[l],and X 1

E ’ 0:22 from thequadraticone[q].Forthethree-dim ensionalHeisenberg m odel

(N = 3)we�nd,instead,X 1

E [u]’ 0:35,X 1

E [l]’ 0:30,and X 1

E [q]’ 0:21.

Even the resultswith constraintsare ratherscattered,m aking very di�cultto provide

robustestim atesin d = 3.However,wecan surely concludethatX 1

E < X 1

M forall2< d < 4

and thattheirdi�erenceshould belargeenough to beobserved in M onteCarlo sim ulations

in three dim ensions. The analysis ofthe non-equilibrium behavior within the ~� = d � 2

expansion [45]m ay clarify which,between the linear and the quadratic constraint,is the

properone close to d = 2,even ifthe resultsforthe sphericalm odelstrongly suggestthe

latter.

ForX 1

T we note thatitisvery close to X 1

M ,even for� � 1 (see Fig. 5),m aking the

num ericaldetection ofsuch a di�erence probably very di�cult.

V I.C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper we considered the problem ofthe de�nition ofa unique e�ective tem -

perature via the long-tim e lim it ofthe 
uctuation-dissipation relation forcriticalsystem s

quenched from a high-tem perature phase to the criticalpointand evolving according to a

purely dissipative dynam ics.W ithin the�eld-theoreticalapproach to non-equilibrium crit-

icaldynam icsand by m eansofappropriate RG equations,we obtained the generalscaling

form s for the response and correlation functions ofa generic localobservable O (t),from

which itispossibleto derivetheFDR X O (t;s).

W e found thatin the Gaussian approxim ation allthe localoperatorshave X 1

O
= 1=2,

allowingforade�nition ofauniquee�ectivetem perature.Thisequality isbroken already at

the�rstorderin the� expansion forthequadraticoperatorsweconsidered (nam ely thetotal

energy and thetensor,seeEqs.(41)and (42)).Letuspointoutthatourresultsgo further

than thoseobtained fortheone-dim ensionalIsing m odel[11,12]and forthesphericalm odel

[13]. In these casesX 1

O
= X 1

M forallthe observablesO ,exceptforthe totalenergy. This

operatorisconjugated to thetem peratureofthebath butnotto theactualone(ifany)of

thesystem .On thisbasisonecould doubtthattheenergy operatorisnotassuited asothers

to de�ne the e�ective tem perature,resulting in a di�erentX 1 . Nevertheless we �nd that

there isatleastone furtheroperator,nam ely Tij,having X
1

T 6= X 1

M ;X
1

E . Thisexplicitly

showsthat,atvariance with whatisoften conjectured,a unique e�ective tem perature can

notbede�ned forthisclassofm odels.
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OurresultsforN ! 1 are alwaysin agreem entwith the recentonesforthe spherical

m odel[13],calling fora proofofa possiblecorrespondence(orfora counterexam ple).They

instead disagree (atqualitative level) with the available num ericalsim ulation ofthe Ising

m odel[11]apparently giving X 1

E = X 1

M . Probably a m ore accurate m easure ofX 1

E is

required todetectthedi�erence(ifany)between X 1

E and X 1

M .W ealsoprovided theoretical

predictionsfortheO (N )m odelforarbitrary N in 2< d < 4.Itshould bepossibleto check

them quantitatively in d = 3,where the�-expansion isexpected to bem oreaccurate.This

callsfornum ericalsim ulationsorrealexperim entsin three-dim ensionalsystem s.

Let us �nally com m ent that it would be interesting to understand how the standard

scenario ofe�ectivetem perature[1,62,7]can begeneralized to thecasewhen each sectorof

atheory hasadi�erentT O

e�,asourresultsindicatetobethecaseforcriticalsystem sbeyond

them ean-�eld approxim ation.
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A P P EN D IX A :T W O -LO O P FEY N M A N D IA G R A M S

In thisappendix we reportallthe detailsofthe evaluation oftwo-loop integrals. Here

and in thefollowing wewilldenotet< = m inft1;t2g and t> = m axft1;t2g.Forthediagram

G 1 one�nds

G 1(t1;t2)=

Z t1

0

dt
0
B R(t1;t

0)B CC(t
0
;t2)

=

Z t1

0

dt
0
I2(t

0+ t2)[I1(t1 � t
0)� I1(t1)]

+

Z
t<

0

dt
0[I2(t2 � t

0)� 2I2(t2)][I1(t1 � t
0)� I1(t1)]

+�(t1 � t2)

Z t1

t2

dt
0[I2(t

0� t2)� 2I2(t
0)][I1(t1 � t

0)� I1(t1)]: (A1)

Toisolatethedim ensionalpolesofthisexpression onehastokeep in m ind thatI1(t)diverges

fort! 0 and d = 4. These singularitieshave to be rem oved by propersubtractions. The

rem aining partcan beexpanded in a regularpowerseriesof� = 4� d.Then one�ndsthat

G 1(t1;t2)= I2(1)I1(1)t
�
1

� Z 1

0

dx

"�

x +
t2

t1

��=2

�

�

1+
t2

t1

��=2
#

[(1� x)�1+ �=2 � 1]
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+

�
2

�
� 1

� �

1+
t2

t1

��=2

+�(t1 � t2)

Z t2=t1

0

dx

"�
t2

t1
� x

� �=2

� 2

�
t2

t1

��=2
#

[(1� x)�1+ �=2 � 1]

+�(t1 � t2)

Z 1

t2=t1

dx

"�

x �
t2

t1

��=2

� 2x�=2 �

�

1�
t2

t1

��=2

+ 2

#

[(1� x)�1+ �=2 � 1]

+�(t1 � t2)

"�

1�
t2

t1

� �=2

� 2

#"
2

�

�

1�
t2

t1

��=2

�

�

1�
t2

t1

�#

+�(t2 � t1)

Z 1

0

dx

"�
t2

t1
� x

� �=2

�

�
t2

t1
� 1

��=2
#

[(1� x)�1+ �=2 � 1]

+�(t2 � t1)

�
2

�
� 1

� "�
t2

t1
� 1

��=2

� 2

�
t2

t1

��=2
# �

: (A2)

Expanding thisexpression in powerof�,onegets

G 1(t1;t2)= �
N 2
d

4

1

�
log

 

1�
t2<

t2>

!

�
N 2
d

4
(
E + log2�

1

2
+ logt> )log

 

1�
t2<

t2>

!

+
N 2
d

8

t2

t1

"

log

 

1+
t<

t>

!

� log

 

1�
t<

t>

! #

�
N 2
d

8

"

log
t<

t>
log

 

1�
t<

t>

!

+
3

2
log

2

 

1+
t<

t>

!

+
1

2
log

2

 

1�
t<

t>

! #

�
N 2
d

8
�(t1 � t2)

�

2
t2

t1
�
�2

3
+ log

2

�

1�
t2

t1

�

� log
t2

t1
log

�

1+
t2

t1

�

+2Li2

�

1�
t2

t1

�

+ Li2

 

�
t2=t1

1� t2=t1

!

+ Li2

 
t2=t1

1+ t2=t1

! �

�
N 2
d

8
�(t2 � t1)

�

2�
�2

6
� Li2

 

�
t1=t2

1� t1=t2

!

+ Li2

 
1

1+ t1=t2

! �

+ O (�): (A3)

Forthefollowing com putationsitisusefulto introducethefunction W (x)de�ned as

W (x)= � 2+
�2

2
� 2x + 2log(1� x

2)+

�

x+
1

x

�

log
1+ x

1� x

� 2logxlog(1� x)+ logxlog(1+ x)� 2log
2
(1� x)

� 3log
2
(1+ x)� 2Li2(1� x)� Li2

�
1

1+ x

�

� Li2

�
x

1+ x

�

; (A4)

whose expansion forsm allx isW (x)= � 17x2=6+ O (x3). W (x)enters the expression of

G 1(t;s)+ G 1(s;t)as

G 1(t;s)+ G 1(s;t)=

�
N 2
d

2

1

�
log

 

1�
s2

t2

!

�
N 2
d

2
(
E + log2+ logt)log

 

1�
s2

t2

!

+
N 2
d

8
W (s=t): (A5)
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Theexpression ofthediagram G 2 is

G 2(t;s)=

Z t

s

dt
0
B R(t;t

0)B R(t
0
;s); (A6)

afterthepropersubtractionsone�nds

G 2(t;s)= I
2
1(1)t

�1+ �

� Z 1

s=t

dx

"

(1� x)�1+
�

2 �

�

1�
s

t

�
�1+

�

2

# "�

x �
s

t

�
�1+

�

2

�

�

1�
s

t

�
�1+

�

2

#

+

�
4

�
� 1

� �

1�
s

t

�
�1+ �

�

Z 1

s=t

dx(1� x)�1+ �=2 (x�1+ �=2 � 1)

�
4

�

�

1�
s

t

��=2

+
2

�

"

1�

�
s

t

��=2
# �

; (A7)

whoseexpansion isgiven by

G 2(t;s)=
N 2
d

4

s

t

1

t� s

�
1

�
+ 
E + log2+ logt+

1

2

�

1+
t

s

�

log

�

1�
s

t

� �

+ O (�): (A8)

In ordertocom putethediagram sLionehastodeterm inethetadpole(loopofthecorrelation

function),given by

P(t)=

Z
ddq

(2�)d
C
0
q(t;t)= � I1(t); (A9)

wherethedim ensionalregularization hasbeen used.Thecontribution ofthetadpoleto the

two-pointcorrelation function oftheorderparam eter(i.e.,h’(q;t1)’(� q;t2)i,asubdiagram

ofLi),isgiven by

D RC(t1;t2;q)=

Z t1

0

dt
0
R
0
q(t1;t

0)P(t0)C 0
q(t

0
;t2)

= �

2

4

Z t<

0

dt
0
I1(t

0)
e�q

2(t1+ t2�2t
0)

q2
� I1(1)

t
2�d=2
<

2� d=2

e�q
2(t1+ t2)

q2

3

5

� �(t1 � t2)I1(1)C
0
q(t1;t2)

t
2�d=2

1 � t
2�d=2

2

2� d=2
: (A10)

W hilethecontribution to theresponsefunction h’(q;t)~’(� q;s)iisgiven by

D R R(t;s;q)=

Z t

s

dt
0
R
0
q(t;t

0)P(t0)R 0
q(t

0
;s)= � I1(1)

t2�d=2 � s2�d=2

2� d=2
R q(t;s): (A11)

Using thepreviousexpressions,thediagram L1 can bewritten as

L1(t;s)=

Z
ddq

(2�)d
C
0
q(t;s)D R R(t;s;q)= � I1(1)

t2�d=2 � s2�d=2

2� d=2
B R(t;s)

= � I
2
1(1)

t2�d=2 � s2�d=2

2� d=2
[(t� s)1�d=2 � t

2�d=2 ]; (A12)
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whoseexpansion is

L1(t;s)=
N 2
d

16

s

t

1

t� s
log

s

t
+ O (�): (A13)

Analogously

L2(t;s)=

Z
ddq

(2�)d
R
0
q(t;s)D RC(s;t;q)= �

Z s

0

dt
0
I1(t

0)I1(t� t
0)+ I1(1)I1(t)

s2�d=2

2� d=2
; (A14)

and subtracting from theintegrand itssingularbehaviorfort0! 0,we�nd

L2(t;s)= �

Z s

0

dt
0
I1(t

0)[I1(t� t
0)� I1(t)]= � I

2
1(1)t

3�d

Z s=t

0

dxx
1�d=2 [(1� x)1�d=2 � 1];

(A15)

whoseexpansion is

L2(t;s)=
N 2
d

16

1

t
log

�

1�
s

t

�

+ O (�): (A16)

Theexpression forL3 isgiven by

L3(t;s)=

Z
ddq

(2�)d
R
0
q(t;s)D RC(t;s;q)

= �

Z
s

0

dt
0
I1(t

0)I1(t� t
0)+ I1(1)I1(t)

s2�d=2

2� d=2
� I1(1)

t2�d=2 � s2�d=2

2� d=2
B R(t;s); (A17)

that,keeping into accountEqs.(A12)and (A14),leadsto

L3(t;s)= L2(t;s)+ L1(t;s): (A18)

Thelastdiagram isL4,forwhich we�nd

L4(t1;t2)=

Z
ddq

(2�)d
C
0
q(t1;t2)D RC(t1;t2;q)

= �

� Z
t<

0

dt
0
I1(t

0)[I2(t> � t
0)� I2(t1 + t2 � t

0)]

� I1(1)
t
2�d=2
<

2� d=2
[I2(t> )� I2(t1 + t2)]

�

� �(t1 � t2)I1(1)
t
2�d=2

1 � t
2�d=2

2

2� d=2
B C(t1;t2): (A19)

Subtracting thesingularpartoftheintegrandsone�nds

L4(t1;t2)= � I1(1)I2(1)

�

�

t
�
>

Z t< =t>

0

dxx
�1+ �=2

2

4(1� x)�=2 �

 

1+
t<

t>
� x

! �=2

� 1+

 

1+
t<

t>

! �=2
3

5

+�(t1 � t2)
2

�

�

t
�=2

1 � t
�=2

2

� h

(t1 � t2)
�=2 + (t1 + t2)

�=2 � 2t
�=2

1

i�

; (A20)
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whoseexpansion is

L4(t1;t2)=
N 2
d

8

"

Li2

 
t< =t>

1+ t< =t>

!

� Li2

 
t<

t>

! #

� �(t1 � t2)
N 2
d

8
log

t2

t1
log

 

1�
t22

t21

!

+ O (�):

(A21)

Inserting the previous expressions into Eqs. (74)and (75)we end up forthe response

function with

R B(t;s)=

�

1�
C2a

C1

~g

�

�

A R

s

t

1

t� s

�

�

1+

�
�

2
�
C2a

C1

~g

2

�

log(t� s)

� �

1+
C2b

C1

~g

4
log

t

s

�

FR (s=t)+ O (~g2;�~g;�2); (A22)

and forthecorrelation function

CB(t;s)=

�

1�
C2a

C1

~g

�

�

A C

s2

t

1

t� s

�

�

1+

�
�

2
�
C2a

C1

~g

2

�

log(t� s)

� �

1+
C2b

C1

~g

4
log

t

s

�

FC (s=t)+ O (~g2;�~g;�2); (A23)

where A R ,FR ,A C ,and FC are the expressionsreported in the text[Eqs. (76),(77),(78),

and (79)].To shorten theform ulaeweintroducethefollowing functions:

W 1(x)= log
2
(1+ x)� log

2
(1� x)� 2log(1� x)log(1+ x)+ 2log(1� x

2); (A24)

W 2(x)= W (x)+ log
2
(1+ x)+ 3log

2
(1� x)+ 2log(1� x)log(1+ x)�

5

6
log(1� x

2); (A25)

W 3(x)= Li2

�
x

1+ x

�

� Li2(x)� log(1� x
2): (A26)

The bare expressions(A22)and (A23)have to be renorm alized according to [using the

factthatO B = ZO O R ,
eO B = Z eO

eO R ,
B = (Z’=Z ~’)
1=2
R = 
R + O (~g2;�~g;�2),and Z eO

=

(Z ~’=Z’)
1=2ZO = ZO + O (~g2;~g�;�2)=

�

1� C 2a

2C 1

~g

�

�

+ O (~g2;~g�;�2)[45]]

CR(t;s)=
�

1+ C 2a

C 1

~g

�

�

CB (t;s);

R R (t;s)=
�

1+ C 2a

C 1

~g

�

�

R B (t;s): (A27)

Exponentiating thelogarithm s,werecovertheexpected scaling form sand exponentswith

aO + 1=
�

2
�
C2a

C1

~g�

2
=

8
>>>>><

>>>>>:

E :
4� N

2(N + 8)
� + O (�2);

T :
N + 4

2(N + 8)
� + O (�2);

(A28)

and

2� =
C2b

C1

~g�

4
=
N + 2

N + 8

�

2
+ O (�2) forE ;T ; (A29)

in agreem entwith Eqs.(50),(51)and thescaling form s(39)and (40),both forE and T.
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