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E ective stochastic equations for the continuous transitions of relativistic quantum

elds in-

evitably contain m ultiplicative noise. W e exam ine the e ect of such noise in a num erical sim ulation
of a tem perature quench in a 1+ 1 dim ensional scalar theory. W e look at out-ofequillbbrium defect
form ation and com pare our results with those of stochastic equations w ith purely additive noise.

PACS numbers: 03.704 k, 05.70Fh, 03.65Y z

I. NTRODUCTION

Sihce phase transitions take place n a nie tine,
causality guarantees that correlation lengths remain -
nie, even for continuous transitions. B ecause ofthe uni-
versal presence of causality, K bbble 'E_J'] and Zurek i_z.’, -'_IJ.]
suggested that it alone is su cient to bound the size of
correlated dom ains after the In plem entation ofa contin—
uous transition. T here are severalw ays[_ﬁ%] of form ulating
causality bounds, but they alldepend on the fact that, as
the transition begins to be In plem ented, there isa m ax—
Inum speed at which the system can becom e ordered.
For relativistic quantum eld theory QFT) this is the
speed of light whereas, for super uids, for exam ple, it is
the speed of second sound.

T he argum ent is very general. C onsider a system w ith
criticaltem perature T, cooled through that tem perature
so that, if T (t) isthe tem peratureattimet, then T (0) =

Tc. T-(0) = Tc= g de nesthe quench tine o . Suppose
that the adiabatic correlation length L4 (t) = 24 (T b))
divergesnear t= 0 as
t
ad® = o —
o
T he fundam ental length scale of the system ( is deter—

m Ined from the m icroscopic dynam ics. A fhough a4 (t)
diverges at t = 0 this is not the case for the tre
non-equilbrium ocorrelation length (t), which can only
change somuch In a nie time. K bbl and Zurek m ade
the assum ption that the correlation length ofthe elds
that characterizes the onset of order is the equilbrium
correlation length = .4 () at som e appropriate tim e t.
Forsin ple system sallestim atesoft (the ‘causaltin e’)
agree, up to num erical factors approxim ately unity g].
M ostsinply, () cannotgrow fasterthan c(t) = c(T (),
where c(T ) is the causal velociy at tem perature T .For
relativistic theories ¢(T ) = ¢, constant, w hereas for con—
densed m atter system s we typically have critical slow ing
down, c(T.) = 0.] This is true both before and after the

transition. That is, t is de ned by the condition that

=4 ( ©) ct) or =4 () ). Asa resul, t is of the
form
1
t g o @
where | o is the cold relaxation tim e of the longest

wavelength m odes, and the critical exponent
upon the systam . It ollow s that o t 0-
Domain fomm ation, the frustration of the order pa—
ram eter elds, is often visble through topological de—
fects, w hich m ediate between di erent equivalent ground
states. Since defects are, n principle, observable, they
provide an excellent experin entaltoolforcon m ing this
hypothesis when the possbility of producing them ex—
ists. Kibble and Zurek m ade the further assum ption
that we can m easure experin entally by m easuring the
num ber of defects, assum ing that the defect separation
det = O ( ). Thisidenti cation ofthe Initialdom ain size
and defect separation then gives an estin ate ofthe defect
separation at form ation of

depends

0 = 07 @)
0

aq © =

where = . This is very large on the scale of cold
defects which shrink to size .4 Tfin) = O (o), where
T¢in is the nal temperature. W e tem the Zurek—
K bble (ZK) characteristic index.

In general, we nd that the m ean- eld indices are

=zi =3i =3 ©)

for relativistic system s (€g. weakly dam ped quantum
elds), and

- =2 =7 @

for non-relativistic system s (eg. super uids). T here are
exceptions to this rule, but we shall not consider them
here.
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II. STOCHASTIC EQUATIONS

T he question is whether these bounds, ndependent of
the m icroscopic equations that govem the phase transi-
tion, are rem otely saturated in the physical world. In
condensed m atter physics several experin ents have been
perform ed to check é) . A lthough the results are m ixed
the overall conclusion is positive Eﬂ, -'5, :_é, :j, -r?.].

E xperim ents cannot be perform ed for relativistic sys—
tem s and m odels of the early universe, when such tran—
sitions were In portant, are too am biguous to be helpfiil.
In practice, an ab initio calculation from them icroscopic

eld dynam ics suggests the validity of the scaling law s,
but does not pem it an estin ate of the e ciency of de—
fect production outside the fram ework ofm ean— eld (or
largeN ) approxin ations [_9, :_l-g]

In consequence, a m ore pragm atic check on the satu—
ration ofthe ZurekX bl bounds in relativistic system s
has been num erical [11,14], essentially from the em piri-
cal dam ped relativistic Langevin equation w ih additive
noise, of the form

®)+ ‘)= ®; 6)

w here, for sim plicity, we consider the theory of a single
real ed. In Eq. (E) the tin edependent massm (t) =

adl (t), that triggers the transition, is taken in the m ean—
eld form

—®)+ ( ri+tm?) &)+2

T (t)
mfe= @ ©=a )i
Tc
in the vicinity oft= 0, where 2 isthe cold m asswhich
de nes the symm etry-broken ground states, and (&) ’
t=g . Fort > o i behavesasm? () = 2. The

equilbriim solution is
2
2_ ’
the sym m etry breaking scale. N um erical sim ulations [_1-1:,
12] show that the K bbl and Zurek scaling behaviour
is recovered In the lim its of small (underdam ped) and
large (overdam ped) respectively, although de&ct.'sl are
produced w ith Iower e ciency than anticipated in ().
The overdam ped case is the phenom enological non—
relativistic tin e-dependent G Inzburg-L.andau equation

-

F
—&x)= —+ &); (6)
for free energy F' , often appropriate for condensed m atter
system s. Equation (:'5) arises from linear coupling to an
environm ent.

There is, however, a problem w ith fistifying @), w ith
is assum ption of linear dissipation, for underdam ped
relativistic QFT . A though linear couplings have played
an in portant role in the history of decoherence and
Langevin equations, additive noise alone cannot be jus—
tied n QFT, where a pure linear coupling to the envi-
ronm ent corresoonds to an happropriate diagonalisation
ofthe elds.

M ore generally, there are tw o m echanism s for inducing
friction (dissipation) in a relativistic plasm a:

a) Changing the dispersion relation of existing parti-
cles, as happens on varying m ? (t), Jeads to a change
scattering and decay rates, which leadsto a change in the
distrdbution of particle energies, which leads to friction.

b) The creation ofparticles from the heat-bath, which
Jeads to friction.

In each case, we expect _djssg'pau'ye term s of the form
— 2 to be mportant [13, 14, 15]. On the other side of
the equation there is, equally, a problem w ith the noise
in @) with regard to relativistic QF T . N oise is construed
as a consequence of integrating out (tracing over) en-
vironm ental degrees of freedom , which are ntrinsically
non-linear. W e assum e Boltzm ann statistics. ITn con-—
sequence, the noise, which guarantees that the system
is ultim ately driven to is ground states must, by the

uctuation-dissipation theorem , contain a tem of the
m ultiplicative form

This iscon m ed In lnear response theory which, for
an all deviations from equilbriim , lads to Langevin
equations of the form [Ig,:}-:/:, :_1-22:, :_l-g]

Z
ee ® 2 +2 &+ dyKiy)
Z

+ &)

) +

dyK,&y) @)= 2+ & 1&)+ %)

From the retarded nature ofthe K s a m ore realistic, al-
beit still idealised, equation than (é) for the real rela-
tivistic scalar eld is

&)+

&) 2 x); ©)

r’+m?) &)+ 2
1 —x) 2 x) =

&)+ (

+ 2 —x)+ 1 X))+
where ;; ; are them alnoise.

W e note that, in @), the m ultiplicative noise plays the
roke ofa stochastic term in the tem perature, on rew riting
i as

@+ (r+mie) ®+2 P+ o —&)
+ o) )= 5 x); ©)
w here
m? @)= 2 a T (t)>;
in which
T,
TO=TO — i1&: 10)

For continuous transitions we are not aware of at—
tem pts to exam ine the e ects of m ultiplicative noise for
elds (as djgt:'nc_:t ﬁgom _@w_ de_gree—of—fteedom quantum
m echanics P4, 21, 24, 23, 24, 25]) on scaling behaviour,
even at the crudest phenom enological level. [This isnot
the case for discontinuous transitions, for which this pa—
per is the counterpart to [_2-§].] W e seeourwork hereasa



com plem entary study to the substantial analysis 1_1-1:, :_l-gi]

that has been undertaken for the sin pler and often less
believable equation 6’5), to which it reduces oranall

and ocorrespondingly weak noise. Finally, although we
shall not pursue this here, we should not see ('_8) entirely

In the context of QF T . T here hasbeen a considerable ef-
fort in condensed m atter to exam ine m ultiplicative noise
In system swith sin ple —dissipation, butw ith muli-
plicative noise (, = , = 0) [4,128]. This leads to non-
Bolzm ann (T sallis/Renyi) distrbutions P9, 130]. M ul-
tiplicative noise can both induce phase transitions and
restore symm etry .

III. NUMERICAL SIM ULATION S

Tt is su cient for our purposes to restrict ourselves to
a real eld on the line (ie. 1+ 1 din ensions), for which
r? = @%=@x?. Tt was for such a system that the original
equation ('_5) was solved I_l-g'] In that case extension to
higher dim ensions gave few new insightsasto theK bble
m echanisn , and we expect the sam e here.

D efects in this case are kinks,

kink X) = 11)

vtanh —p=x

2 2
of thickness o = land enegy E = O (3= ). AL
though, rigorously, there are no transitions for such short—
range interactions in 1+ 1 dim ensions, there isan e ective
transition orm edium tim es. T ypically, som e tin e after
the end of the quench, the eld settles into a set of al-
temating positive/negative vacuum regions. These are
separated by well de ned kinks/antikinks that evolve
slow Iy, possbly annihilating each other for very long
tin es. In this regin e defects coincide w ith the zeroes
of the eld, m aking it straightforward to identify them
In a num erical setting. C lkearly this procedure is am bigu—
ous for very early tin es, since zeroes occur at all scales,
and only som e ofthese w ill evolve into the cores ofkinks.
Here we will restrict ourselves to looking at kinks after
the quench has term inated, thus avoiding any counting
am biguities.

A . Num erical Setup

To further clarify the possibl e ects of m ultiplicative
noise tem s in the m echanian of defect fom ation, we
perform ed a num erical study of the m odel described in
@ . The approach Plowed is close to that in Ref.[14]
for the case of a quenched one-din ensional system w ith
purely addiive white noise. W e evolve the follow ing 1+ 1
Langevin equation:
i 2 m? () 5 3

r° + [ + g]—

= 1 1t 22 12)

wherem ? (t) = 2 (), °=10and =10. ; and ,

are uncorrelated gaussian noise temm s cbeying

ho &%50) pxii= 2T 4 & x) & ©;
h, &;t)i= 0: @3)
The bath temperature T is set to a low value, typi-
cally T = 0:01. The relative strength of the m ultiplica-
tive and addiive noise ismeasured by 1 and ,, wih
corresponding dissipation tem s obeying the uctuation—
dissipation relation. The values of ; and , vary be-
tween di erent sets of runs, allow Ing us to com pare their
e ects on the naldefect density.

W hen dealing with stochastic equations wih multi-
plicative noise one usually has to take into account that
the continuous equation m ay not have a unigque interpre—
tation. T his is the well know n tO-Stratanovich am bigu—
ity [_?:1:] which is usually resolved by singling out a spe—
ci ¢ discretisation of the equations of m otion. It tums
out that this problem has no relkevance for the type of
system we are considering. T his could be seen by obtain—
ing explicit FokkerP lank equations for di erent tim e—
discretisations of the m odel above. Since the m ultiplica—
tive tetm depends only on the eld (an not on its time
derivative), the FokkerP lank equation tums out to be
the sam e for all altemative interpretations [_2-1:, :_éi]

The equations of motion were discretised using a
second-order leap—frog algorithm . W e set x = 0:125 and

t= 0: in a periodic sin ulation box w ith 8000 to 16000
points. N ote that the core ofthe defect wih nite tem -
perature size 1=m ) is resolved by 8 lattice points which
should be enough for our purposes.

W alls are identi ed by looking at zero crossings of the
scalar eld. A s discussed above, this should be accurate
for long tin es and low values of T —precisely the regin e
where we m easure the nalvalues for the defect density.
Foreach individualquench, the nalnumber ofdefects is
determm ined by counting kinksat a naltim e, de ned as
a xedmultiple ofthe quench tin escale. T here arem ore
com plex ways of de ning a nal defect density, nam ely
by tting the tin edependence of the kink number to
exponential or power-law decay expressions. The sev—
eral approaches were com pared in I_l-Z_i] T he conclusion
w as that the straightforw ard kink counting perfom s less
well in the very fast/slow quench-tin e Iim its, leading to
slightly higher estim ates of . W ih this caveat n m ind
we will keep to the sin pler approach sihce, as we will
see, it is accurate enough to illustrate well the e ects of
m ultiplicative noise tem s.

Forevery xed choiceof 1 and , weperform a series
of quenches, w ith the quench tim es varyihg as o = 2",
n= 1;2;:;9. Each quench is repeated severaltin es (typ—
ically 10) w ith di erent random num ber realizations, and
the nal defect num ber is averaged over this ensam ble.
T he scaling exponent can then be obtained by tting
the naldefect numberdependenceon o to a power-law

ofthe form A 0
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FIG .1: Finaldefect density scaling power as a function ofthe
additive noise strength. The m ultiplicative noise tem is set
to zero. Error bars represent the standard deviation of the
resul over 10 independent series of quench realizations.

B . Simulation Results for K ink D ensities

W e start wih the sin ple purely addiive noise case,
corresponding to setting 1 = 0 - Eq. {{d). In Figd
we can see the dependence of the scaling power , In
tem s of noise strength ;. Our results are very sin ilar
to those found in [_1%5], with decreasing as the value of
the dissipation, = 2 icreases. This takes us from
the relativistic regin e where we expect ’ 1=3 to the
overdamped case with / 1=4. A s cbserved by previ-
ous authors, for very an all values of the dissipation, the
scaling fails to llow the power-law rule, a consequence
of saturation. This explains the high, un-physical val-
uesof for , < 05 (corresponding to a dissipation of

= 025). The quality ofthe power-law tbecom espoor
In thisparam eter region, a further sign ofdeviations from
the sin ple scaling behaviour.

Nextwe ook at how the introduction ofm ultiplicative
noise n uences the results. In Fjgf;?: w e have the scaling
power for , in the sam e region astg;'}', forthree di er-
ent values of m ultiplicative noise strength, ; = 0:0;0:5
and 0:9 respectively. C learly the results change very lit—
tle —w ithin errorbars, the three curves basically overlap
each other.

T hough this resultm ay seem disappointing at xst,we
should be aware that the signi cant range of variation
of ; may di er considerably from that for ,. This is
ilustrated in Fjg:_IJ. where we have  for higher values
of 1, wih the contrbution of the addiive temm set to
zero. T he pattem is the sam e as observed before for the
case of addiive noise. As 1 Increases, the scaling ex-—
ponent changes from relativistic values to those typical
of an overdam ped system . The transition between the
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FIG. 2: Final defect density power versus additive noise
strength. The multiplicative noise term is ;1 = 0;05 and
09 for the green (dahsdot), pink (dashed) and black (solid)
curves respectively. E rror bars as before.
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FIG . 3: D efect density power as a function of m ultiplicative
noise strength ;. The addiive noise is set to zero. E rror
bars as before.

tw o types of behaviour takes place for values of ; con—
siderably higher than ,. De ning the noise strength
transition value as the one abovewhich < 03, wehave

2 ! 08 Por purely additive noise and 1 / 35 in the
m ultiplicative case.

T hese results can be understood ifwem ake the sin ple
assum ption that the order of m agnitude of the e ective
dissipation in the multiplicative noise case is given by

’ 7h i RB), themean of the tem multplying —in
Eq.@. h 21 is the average of the square of the el dur-
Ing the stage of the quench determ ining the scaling, that
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FIG . 4: Am plitude of the power-aw in termm s of the power
for pure m ultiplicative (green dashed plot) and purely addi-
tive (blue solid) noise. E rror bars as before.

is, slightly before the critical tem perature is reached. If
the typicalvalie ofh ?iis am all, the e ective dissipation
for m ultiplicative noise should be reduced. As a conse—
quence, relatively high values of ; should be required
to take the system from the relativistic to the dissipative
regin e.

T his argum ent can be m ade m ore quantitative by not—
ng that in the purely additive case the underdam ped to
over-dam ped transition takesplace or ’ 08’ 06.A
sin ilare ective dissipation w ith purem uliplicative noise
would be reached for ; = 35 ifh i’ 06=3:5%’ 0:05.
W em easured the valie ofthem ean squared eld explic-
itly in the simulations, and observed that at t = 0 one
has typically h 21/ 001 002, with the higher value
corresponding to the slower quenches. This is indeed of
the sam e order of m agniude as required by the above
reasoning. W e note that, if Instead, we were to replace

2h 2iby 2v? wewould cbtah an e ective dissipation
of = 6:,oneorderofm agniude largerthan the critical
valie. T his suggests that even though kinks can only be
denti ed w ith rigour once

h2i ;

the period of the evolution responsble for setting the
relevant defect separatjclaln scale takes place considerably
earlier, In accord w ith (@).

T he above result can be extended to system sw ith both
kindsofnoise, w ith the generic e ective dissipation being
givenby = 2%+ ?h?i.For ; < 1:the correction to
the m ultiplicative com ponent should be less than 0:05.
This explains why the inclusion of m ultiplicative noise
of this m agnide changes very little the addiive noise
result, as ilustrated in Fjg.'_Z.

F inally we checked w hether the inclusion ofm ultiplica—
tive noise leads to any appreciable change in the be-

haviour of the am plitude of the power-daw . In Fjg;ff we
show the value of og@) where A is the am plitude of
the tforthe naldefectdensity A , .The resultsare
shown as a function of the power , corresponding to
di erent rangesof ; and , in the purely m ultiplicative
and additive noise cases respectively. A s can be observed,
A does not di er signi cantly between the two types of
noise, for sim ilarvaluesof . Physically this im plies that
not only the scaling power is sin ilar in both cases, but
also the overallam ount ofdefectsproduced isnota ected
by the type of noise involved in the transition. O verall
the conclusion seem s to be that once we adjust for the
value of the e ective dissipation, the distrdoution of the
defect number In the nal con guration is independent
of the properties of the noise term s driving the system .

0.36

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

Sihce m ost e ective equations of m otion derived from
eld theory involve both additive and m ultiplicative
noise, it isnaturalto wonderw hetherthe presence ofm ulk-
tiplicative noise changes the dynam ics ofnon-equilbbriim
phase transitions. H ere we looked In detail at the form a—
tion ofdefects In a 1+ 1 dim ensionalsystem undergoing a
quench w ith both typesofthem alnoise present. Surpris—
ngly, we found that the properties of the defect popula—
tion after the quench can be welldescribed in term softhe
K bbleZurek scenario, ifwe take Into account the e ects
of m ultiplicative noise in the dissipation. In particular,
m ultiplicative noise temm s ncrease the dissipation by an
am ount of the order of the noise am plitude, tin es the
valie ofthemean eld square at the transition tine. As
In thepurely additive case, we cbserve that for low values
of the e ective dissipation the system behaves n a rela—
tivistic fashion, with the nalnum ber of defects scaling
as a power of 1=3 of the quench tim e. For higher values
the system enters an over-dam ped regin e characterized
by a lower scaling power, nearer to 1=4. A lthough our
m ultiplicative noise was the m ost smpl (tracing over
short wavelength m odes w illalso induce ? ;5 noise) this

suggests that the K bbleZurek scaling law s are robust.
Tt is interesting to note that these resuls still leave
open the question ofw hether the defect density (orequiv—
alently, the freeze-out correlation length) is set before or
after the transition takes place, ie. fort< 0 ort > 0.
Strictly, the value forthe average eld squareh ?iused in
de ning the e ective dissipation, should be evaluated at
t. UnPrtunately the value of this quantity varies slow Iy
In the vicinity of the critical point and as a consequence
it is not possible to determ ine whether the correct value
is xed above orbelow T..W e can nevertheless, use our
model as a setting for answering this question, by per-
form ing quenches w here the value ofthe e ective dissipa—
tion is forced to changeat t= 0. By looking at the defect
scaling in cases where the shift In the dissipation takes
the system from an underdam ped to an over-dam ped
regine at t = 0, the signi cant stage of the evolution



should becom e apparent. W e w ill clarify these points in
detail in a fiiture publication.

V. ACKNOW LEDGEMENTS

N.D. Antunes was funded by PPARC. P. Gandra
was supported by FCT, grant number PRAX IS XXTI

BD /18432/98. RR would lke to acknow ledge support
from the ESF COSLAB programm e.

I1TW B.KDbbl, in Common Trends in P article and C on—
densed M atter P hysics, P hysics Reports 67, 183 (1980).

RIW H. Zurek, Nature 317, 505 (1985), Acta Physica
Polonica B 24, 1301 (1993).

Bl1W H.Zurek,Physics Reports 276, Number4,Nov.1996.

[A] C .Bauerk et al.,, Nature382, 332 (1996).

Bl1V M H.Ruutu et al,, Nature 382, 334 (1996).

6] S.Ducci, PL.Ramazza, W . Gonzalez-V inas, and F .T .
A recchi, Phys. Rev. Lett.83, 5210 (1999).

[71R .M onaco, J.M ygind and R J. R vers Phys. Rev. Lett.
89, 080603 (2002); Phys. Rev.B 67, 104506 (2003).

B]1 A .M aniv,E .Polturak and G .K oren,Phys.Rev. Lett. 91,
197001 (2003).

P] G J.Stephens,E A .Calzetta,B L.Hu,and S A .Ram sey,

D 49, (1994) 2769; D .Boyanovsky, H J.deVega, R .Hok
man, D ~8.Lee, and A . Singh, Phys. Rev.D 51, (1995)
4419; SA .Ram sey and B L.Hu,Phys.Rev.D 56, (1997)
661.

[l11A . Yates and W H . Zurek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 5477
(1998)
N D .Antunes, LM A .Bettencourt, W H . Zurek, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 82, 2824 (1999).

[12] P. Laguna and W H. Zurek, Phys. Rev. D 58, 085021
(1998); P.Laguna and W H .Zurek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78,

2519 (1997)

[I131 A . Hosoya and M . Sakagam i, Phys. Rev.D 29, 2228
(1984)

141 M . M orkawa and M . Sasaki, Phys. Lett. 165 B, 59
(1985)

[15] Tan Law rie, U npublished sem inar notes.

[l6]M .G leiser and R .Ram os, Phys.Rev.D 50, 2441 (1994)

71 F C. Lombardo and F D . M azzielli, Phys. Rev. D 53,
2001 (1996)

[18] C.G rener and B .M uller, Phys.Rev.D 55, 1026 (1997)

9] F C. Lombardo, F D .M azzitelli and R J. R wvers, Nucl
Phys.B 672, 462 (2003).

RO]JF C. Lombardo, F D . M azzitelli, and D . M onteoliva,
Phys.Rev.D 62, 045016 (2000)

R1] Salm an Habi, In Stochastic P rocesses in A strophysics,
Proc. of the 8th AnnualW orkshop in Nonlinear A stron—
omy, Gainsville, FL, Feb 46 (1993), Saln an Habi and
Henry K andrup, Phys.Rev.D 46, 5303 (1992)

R2] Peter Amold, Phys.Rev.E 61, 6091 (2001)

R3] Peter Amold, Phys.Rev.E 61, 6099 (2001) ——

. Genovese, M A. Munoz and JM Sancho, 'pon_d_i—

mat/971215%

R5]C.Van den Broeck, JM R .Parrondo, R.Toraland R .
Kawai, Phys.Rev E 55, 4084 (1997)

R6] S.Seunarneand D W .M cK ay, Phys.Rev D 64, 105015
@o01) o _____.

7] H . Sakaguchi, jcond-m at/0108393

8] A . Becker and L. K ram er, Phys. Rev. Letters 73, 955
(1994)

R9] C.Tsallis, J. Stat.Phys 52, 479 (1988); EM F .Curado
and C.Tsallis, J.Phys.A 24,L69 (1991)

BO] A . Renyi, Probability Theory @Am sterdam :
Holland P ress) (1970)

Bll]C. W . Gardiner, Handbook of Stochastic M ethods for
P hysics, Chem estry and the N atural Sciences (Springer,
New York, 1983)

N orth-


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9712157
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9712157
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0108393

