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A bstract

W e solve the equations of motion for a scalar eld with dom ain wall boundary
condiions in a Friedm ann-R obertson-W aker FRW ) spacetin e. W e nd (in agreem ent
w ith Basu and V ilenkin) that no dom ain wall solutions exist in de Sitter spacetin e
forh H=m 1=2, where H is the Hubbl param eter and m is the scalar m ass.
In the general FRW case we develop a system atic perturbative expansion in h to
arrive at an approxin ate solution to the eld equations. W e calculate the energy
m om entum tensor of the dom ain wallcon guration, and show that the energy density
can becom e negative at the core of the defect for som e values of the non-m nin al
coupling param eter . W e develop a translationally invariant theory for uctuations
of the wall, cbtain the e ective Lagrangian for these uctuations, and quantize them
using the Bunch-D avies vacuum in the de Sitter case. Unlike previousanalyses, we nd
that the uctuations act as zero-m ass (@s opposed to tachyonic) m odes. This allow s
us to calculate the distortion and the nomm alnom al correlators for the surface. The
nom alnom al correlator decreases logarithm ically w ith the distance between points
for Jarge tim es and distances, Indicating that the interface becom es rougher than in
M inkow ski spacetin e.
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1 Introduction

T he fom ation of topological defects In a coan ological phase transition is a basic result in
particle cosm ology lore [, 2]. The existence of defects provides us with a powerfiil tool
which both constrains particle theory models, such as those containing dom ain walls 3]
and m agnetic m onopoks f4], and solves som e outstanding cosn ological problem s, such as
the form ation of structure w ith the use of cosm ic strings B, 8]. Furthem ore, during out—
ofequilbrium phase transitions, topological defects such as interfaces (dom ain walls) are
In portant ingredients for the dynam ics of phase ssparation and phase coexistence.

Tt hasalwaysbeen assum ed that ifa eld theory de ned in M Inkow ski spacetin e adm its
topological defects, the sam e w ill be true in an expanding universe, and that furthem ore,
there w ill not be any signi cant di erences in the physical characteristics of these defects.
R ecently, however, Basu and V ilkenkin [§] have shown that defects in a de Sitter background
can have properties that are quite di erent from defects in  at spacetin e. In thiswork, we
continue and extend this program by analyzing the equations ofm otion fora dom ain wallin
a background Friedm ann-R obertson-W alker (FRW ) spacetine. W e nd that although these
equations cannot be solved analytically in general, a system atic perturbative expansion can
be st up, wih the sn all param eter h H=m beng the ratio of the correlation length
of the eld to the horizon size. Sudch a perturbative expansion arises naturally from the
requiram ent that the w idth of the dom ain wallbe much sn aller than the particlke horizon,
to allow for kink boundary conditions w ithin the m icrophysical horizon. The zeroth order
solution is taken to be the standard at spacetin e dom ain walloon guration, except that it
is a function ofthe physical spatial coordinate. T he higher order term s in h are then solved
for in a system atic perturbative fashion. W e can also analyze the de Sitter case num erically;
we nd that we agree wih the results of Basu and Vilenkin conceming the fact that for
su ciently large values ofh, no wall solutions exist { when the horizon size is an aller than
the dom ain wallw idth, a kink con guration cannot t in the horizon.

W e next perform an expansion in the physical spatial coordinate that is nonperturbative
in h, and use it to exam ine the behavior of the energy m om entum tensor for the wall near
the origin. This is of interest due to the possbility that a m ore natural form of in ation
m ay occur in the core of the defect, where the eld is trapped in the unstable vacuum [7].

In curved spacstin €, renom alization argum ents suggest that, In general, a coupling to
the R icci scalar has to be Introduced In the bare Lagrangian. W e nd that such coupling is
responsible for very rem arkabl e ects that result In a change of sign of the stress tensor at
the origin. In fact, we see that this e ect can also happen In at spacetin e, if the socalled
in proved stress tensor [B] is used.

W e derive the e ective Lagrangian for the uctuations perpendicular to the wall. W e

nd corrections beyond the \N am bu-G oto" action (the 3-volum e swept by the worldsheet of



the wall) in a consistent expansion In derivatives. W e also nd non-trivial contributions to
the surface tension from gravitationale ects.

W euse thise ective Lagrangian to address the question of whether the shape ofthe wall

uctuates, orwhether it ram ains at at long distances and long tim es after the form ation of

the defect. G arriga and V ilenkin @] have discussed this question to a certain extent, how ever
we nd that by using collective coordinates the long-wavelength uctuations are identi ed
w ith G oldstone m odes and the instability found by them is avoided.

In the next section we set up our ansatz and perturbation expansion. Section 3 deals
w ith the energy m om entum tensor forthewallin an FRW universe. W e nd that Interesting
behavior can occur by m aking use of the coupling R 2 ofthe el to the RicciscalarR .
In section 4, we analyze uctuations of the wall. W e di er from G arriga and V ilenkin in
our treatm ent of translational nvariance. The fact that the wall is Jocated at a particular
point along the z-axis, say, would appear to break this symm etry. However, translational
Invariance can be restored by use of the collective coordinate m ethod. D oing this, we arrive
at a true N am bu-6 oldstonem ode forthe uctuations, as opposed to one w ith negative m ass?
as found by G arriga and V ilenkin. Several equal (com oving) tin e correlation functions that
determm ine the behavior of the shape ofthe wall are com puted, and we nd that their spatial
2o ismud slower than in at M Inkow ski spacetin e at long tin es. T his keads us to the
oonclusion that the surface rem ains \rough" at large ssparations.

Section 5 contains our concliding rem arks and som e cosm ological im plications of our

resuls.

2 TheDomain W all

D om ain walls (interfaces) are eld con gurationsw ith non-trivial topologicalboundary con—

ditions. These boundary conditions dem and that the eld vary substantially within a typ—

ical spatial scale that is usually detemm ined by the ( nite tem perature) correlation length
m !, with m the, in general tem peraturedependent, e ective m ass of the eld.

In FRW ooan ologies there is another im portant scale, the m icrophysical horizon size
dy,=H !whereH isthe Hubble param eter. C ausality in plies that the region in which the
scalar eld can vary appreciably m ust be subhorizon sized, sihoe only then can the boundary
conditions that de ne the wall t Inside the horizon. Thus we expect that the notion of a
dom ain wallw ill only m ake sense ifH =m 1.

W hen H =m 1, we expect that thedom ain wallpro lew illexhbi only sn alldeviations
from the M Inkow ski spacetin e pro k. W e can then study the di erences In a power series

expansion m H=m = =qd,.



Consider a scalar eld wih potential
U=-(*? x?)2+§R2 @)

in a FRW spacetinewithmetricg = diagd; &; &; &), and Hubble param eter H
a=a Wherea  da=dT). The second tem couples the eld to the RicciscalarR = 6 (QH? +
H-). Such a tem is required for consistency as it w illbe generated by quantum ocorrections
in general; theonly xed pointis = 1=6which corresponds to conform alcoupling {L0]. T he
equation ofm otion is
¢ +3H@— ir2 +@—U=o @)
@T? @T a? @

where r is the derivative w ith regpect to co-m oving spatial coordinates fX ;Y;Zg. It is

convenient to de ne the follow Ing din ensionless quantities

_p_

m v; fx;v;z;t0=m £X ;Y;72;Tg; h=H=m;

= =v; I = alt)z; = 4+H=H?; 2=1 6 K( 2): 3)

Note that ! isa (din ensionless) physical coordinate. For powerJdaw expansion P LE)
at) = ', wehave = 4 1=n. In the radiation dom inated RD ) and m atter dom inated
M D) atuniverss respectively, zp = 2and yp = 2:5. In de Sitter spacetime 4 = 4
(orequivalently, we can taken = 1 ).

W e willassum e a dom ain wall (kink) along the z-axis and that the corresponding eld
con guration is ndependent of the transverse coordinates, so that we are considering a at
Interface.

T he scake factordividing the (com oving) Laplacian in eq. ) suggests the ©llow ing ansatz
for the kink con guration:

z;o= (;h@®): “)

Such a solution obeys

2 0
ih‘l@ 3h3!@—+ 3 E h3

@
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where a prine m eans @=@! . The right-hand side RHS) vanishes for de Sitter spacetim g,
and isO (') rPLE.

In the case ofde Sitter spacetin g, the e ect ofnon—zero conform alcoupling (He. € 1)
can be absorbed In a sin ple rescaling of variables:

For PLE, this introduces additional O h*) tem s on the RHS ofeq. @), shoe _$6 0.



E xoept to discuss the energy-m om entum tensor T , we w illhereafter work in the rescaled
theory (and drop the bars), w rting

(
0 (de Sitter
@ w52 B % = ( ) (7)
0 0*) PLE)
and taking \soliton boundary conditions" ( 1 ;h)= 1.Allresults orPLE are thusvalid

only to O h?).

2.1 W alls in de Sitter Spacetim e: N um erical Solution

The di erential equation (5) is, in general, a partial di erential equation in two variables,
and not easily am enabk to num erical study. Aswe see In eq. (}), gnoring the RH'S would
introduce errors at O h*) or PLE . However, in de Sitter spacetin e, where h is constant,
we have an ordiary di erential equation, for which we can nd exact num erical solutions.
Indeed, thiswas done by Basu and V ikenkin [§], and our results appear to agree w ith theirs.

Our results are plotted as thin curves in Fig. 1. T he slope at the origih was chosen (poy
a shooting algorithm ) by requiring sm oothness through the point ! = 1=h (marked wih a
tick). A s found by Basu and V ilkenkin [§], solutions only exist when h? < 1=4. ForPLE, if
one insists on ignoring the RH S ofeg. (1), solutions only exist when h? < 1= )

W e see the kink hasbeen attened out by the e ects of the coan ological expansion. The
slope at the origh a; °(0;h) decreases w ith h? as shown in Fig. 2, vanishing at h? = 1=4.
In other words, for a topologically stable solution to exist, the horizon size m ust be greater
than the correlation length (by a factor of2).

2.2 Expansion in h?

A though a num erical solution is available in the case of de Sitter, the general case is ex—
trem ely di cult to analyze num erically, since we now have a non-lnear partial di erential

equation in two variables. However, when h? 1= ,we can solve eg. (]) In a system atic
perturbative expansion in h?, and the rst-order resul willbe valid for both de Sitter and
PLE cosn ologies. W e w rite

X
(;hy= s(1)y+  h®™ @y 8)

Here ¢ isthe kink con guration which solves eqg. @:) forh= 0 ( at spacetine):

s(1) = tanh(!=p§> 9)

Thish = 0 kink is shown as a dashed curve In Fig. 1. Note that S(O)= 1=



Since ; has the correct asym ptotic behavior, wemust sst @ ( 1 ) = 0. To lading
order in h?, (!) obeys

@)
& 1) d @)

s =

TER 32(¢1) P =53¢y 2+ 2! (10)

The solution m ay be found by elem entary m ethods once a solution of the hom ogeneous
equation is found. Such a solution is easily available, since translational nvariance of the
unperturbed di erential equation guarantees that

1 !
nn=gahw§am2p§; (11)

isa \zero m ode" ofthe operator o) s of quadratic uctuations around the kink con guration.
Another Ilinearly independent solution ,(!) having unit W ronskian wih ;(!) can be

found by elem entary m ethods:
" ! I #

1 — ! 3! !
,() = shh 2! + 3tanh p= + p=s=h?® p= ; 12)
4 2 2 2
where we have chosen this solution to vanish at the origin. F inally the st oxder solution
can be w ritten
‘%n=za>01<u(m la>02<U(m +a()+b,(1); (13)

w here the coe cients a;b have to be determ ined from the boundary conditions. N otice that

1 (1) is symm etric whereas j(!); » (!) are antisym m etric functionsof ! .
Note that , (! ) diverges exponentially as ! ! 1 . To render the solution nie and to
satisfy the boundary conditions, we m ust choose:
Z 1
b= 1()30)d = (14)

0

T he boundary condition at in niy does not detem ine the constant a. N otice that the
term a ; (! ) represents a local transhtion of the wall. C karly the freedom of choice of a
re ects the underlying translational Invariance. If we dem and that the wall position be at
the origin, we must dem and that @ (! = 0) = 0; thisleadsto a= 0.

Thusthe nalsolution to this order that satis es the boundary conditions and keeps the
wall centered at the origin is given by

Z zZ
Day= o) 1()3C)a ) 2()30)d (15)

1 0

The resuls for de Sitter spacetine ( = 4) are shown as thick curves in Fig. 1. @ (1)
for = 4 ispbtted In Fig. 3. This approxin ation underestin ates the distortion away from



theh = 0kink, and does not see the singularity at h? = 1=4, which iswellbeyond the regin e
of validity of the perturbative expansion in h?.

Tt is straightforward to see that the structure of the perturbative expansion persists to
allorders. In fact we nd that

N

0, @ = 3" (L6)

w ith the sam e di erential operator G as in {10]), and where the source tem ) is cbtained
from the solutionsup to ordern 1. Clearly the sam e functions (! ); > (!) generate the
solutions, as these are the two linearly independent solutions of the hom ogeneous di erential
equation §; = 0. Thus the general fom of the solution is the same as {I3) with
replacing j and coe cientsa @' ;b") replacing a;b.
By the sam e argum ents presented before, a nite solution at in niy requires that
24

pf= ()3 (d a7

The source term §@) (1) is constructed from iterationsup to order (n 1), and forn = 1

it is given by derivatives of the unperturbed kink solution that vanish at ! = 1. ki
straightorward to prove by induction that the source term §®) (!') is antisymm etric and
vanishes exponentially as ! ! 1 . Therefore ") is nite to all orders. Translational

invariance suggests that a®) = 0 asbefore, and the the solution to ordern is antisym m etric
and this property ensures that the source temm  for the next order iteration is antisym m etric
again. Thus we are led to the conclusion that the general form of the perturbative solution
isgiven by eq. {{8) wih j(!) replaced by 3™ (! ), and the only com plication in carrying out
this program to any arbitrary order is to nd the source tem iteratively. C learly this will
be a highly non—local fiinction because of the nested integrals, and the num erical evaluation
w ill becom e m ore cum bersom e in higher orders, but in principle this scheme will yield a
consistent perturbative expansion. Clarly we have no way of detemm ining the radius of

convergence of such an expansion.

2.3 Expansion in !

The eld con guration corresponding to a dom ain wallhasm ost ofthe gradient and potential
energy di erence (W ith respect to the broken sym m etry vacuum ) localized in a spatial region
of the order of the correlation length. M ost of the contribution to the energy m om entum
tensor, after subtracting o the vacuum value, will arise from this an all region around the
position of the dom ain wall. Thism otivates us to cbtain the kink pro I near the origih in
a pow er-series expansion in the coordinate ! . This expansion is nonperturbative in h?.

T hem otivation for this expansion isthe follow Ing: one would eventually like to study the
full system ofE instein’s equations and m atter eld in a selfconsistent sam iclassicalm anner.



In particular we have In m ind the question of how the presence of dom ain walls a ect the
graviational elds. Since forthistask one only needs the behavior of the energy m om entum
tensor, and as we argued above m ost of the contribution to its com ponents from a dom ain
wall eld con guration arise from a very localized region near the position of the interface,
a pow er series expansion near the origin m ay capture m ost of the relevant physical features
for an understanding of the back reaction of dom ain walls on the gravitational eld. This
argum ent beocom es m ore relkevant in view of the proposal of rapid In ation at the core of
topological defects f11.

In the general case of de Sitter or powerdaw expansion we nd the follow Ing behavior of
the Interface pro Je near the origin:

S (R DB+3 B D & '

,!
a
';h) = P —— 13+ + L 134+ 0 (1 18
(t;h)= @& o 120 20 (C) 18)

T he lnear coe cient a ; cannot be determm ined perturbatively, and w ill have to be found by
solving the di erential equation, its value being detem ined by requiring sm oothness through
! = 1=h. W e notioe, however,that ash? | 1= from below, the rsttem dom hates (even
for arge ! ) and the pro ke attens out to a straight lne.

Since this expansion worksbest orh? close to 1= , but is correct only to O h?) HrPLE,
it isonly usefil in this case very close to the orignn.

G iven avalue fora; (from the num erical solution) as input, we digplay this series fthrough
O (!°)] orthe de Sitter spacetine ( = 4) case as the thin dot-dashed curve in Fig. 1. For
h? > 02, where the solution is very at, the anall! expansion is valid out to well past
! = 1=h.W e willuse these results in the llow ng section.

3 The Energy-M om entum Tensor

W e next tum to an exam nation ofthe energy m om entum tensor for the dom ain wallpro ke
In an FRW spacetin e.
In general, the energy-m om entum tensor ofa scalar eld con guration is given by

. _
I i gL);

1
L=—-g @ )Y@ ) U() 9
g g 2

whereg detfg g, and we use

P__
g 1p—

= = gg 20)

g 2

At this stage we restore the non-m inin al coupling to the R icci scalar, since, as we ar-
gued above, such a temm w ill be nduced by renom alization if not present in the origial



Lagrangian [10]. Its presence hastwo ma®re ects: the rst one is to m odify the form of
the energy m om entum tensor, whik the ssoond is to m odify the eld con guration for the
dom ain wall. Unlike the analysis of the equation ofm otion in the previous sections, for the
case of the energy m om entum tensor we can no longer rescale variables to get rid of , since
(R=g )% 0. Let U, bethepotentialor =0,s0U = Uy + ( =2)R 2. Perform ing the
variation ofeq. ({9), we nd:

; @ %)gg;;+gU0

‘R g R)+2 @2 rr) 1)

T = @1 2),

In cur FRW m etric, the non-zero com ponents of t T =m *v?) are:

1h i 1
ty = - 1+ @!)? (9+ =2 1f
21'1 41’1 io
+ 3h® 4+ 6n*!t 0 2 (9%+ O
h i
th=t = NS AN CRUE T RT
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+ @ S5+ @ 28! % 21 @!'F o (9P+ °
3 1h 2i 0,2 1 2
= — 1+ 0! (+ (% 1f
% 4 h io
+ @ S5+ 2 2Kk %+2m!)? (92+ @
n h io
tl= d©t = adh! (9% 2 (9+ © 2)

Asusual, or PLE there are corrections at O (h?).

The presence of the non-linear coupling to the Riocci scalar m odi es the de nition of
the energy-m om entum tensor. Even In the case of M inkow ski spacetin e, with h= 0, this
m odi cation of the energy-m om entum tensor produces som e peculiar behavior in t near
the origin, despite the fact that this coupling doesnot a ect the equations ofm otion. In
this case, the wall solution is just 5 from eg. {¥), and the non-zero com ponents of t  are:

td=tl=1t2= é 2 + com(2l) sch(= 2) (23)
For large enough , the energy density is negative at the origin: ) (0) 0 for 1=2.For
< 0, a region of negative energy density occurs away from the origin.
W e can substitute the amall! expansion = &! + O (!°) which is correct even for
6§ 0) Into eq. 22) to nd the behavior at the origin. The non-zero com ponents oft (0)

are:
2

1 al 1 a
0 1 2 1 3 1
0)=t )= 0)= -+ —= 28 ; 0)=- —; 24
KO=tO=t0="_+— 28; TO=, —; 24)
and the energy density at the origin is negative for
>l+ L (25)
4  8a? '



These results are consistent w ith eq. €3), where a2 = % [see equation @)1.

In Fig.4 we show exact num erical calculations of t” for de Sitter spacetin e with h* 6 0.
The behaviorofty foran allvaliesofh? (such ash? = 002 in F ig. 4a) isqualitatively sin ilar
to eq. £3). For larger h? (such ash? = 0:10 In Fig. 4b) another e ect enters, nam ely that
thewallpro ke (!) is really determ ined by h = h= , asde ned in eq. (§). W all solutions

in de Sitter spacetin e only exist forh? < 1=4, which inplies

5 1
< (26)
4+ 12
For exam ple, wih h? = 0:10, the wallpro e attensaway to = Oas ! 1=2 where

h? | 1=4),and £ (! ) = 1=4.

The lesson that we keam from this analysis is that the coupling to the R ioci scalar can
dram atically m odify the behavior of the energy m om entum tensor near the origin, and m ay
be an interesting possbility for topological in ation at the core of defects 1]. These e ects
can even arise using the \in proved" energy m om entum tensor [B] in M inkow ski spacetin e,
if one starts w ith a general curved spacetin e and then takes the at lim it.

4 Fluctuations ofthe W all

Up to this point our study has focused on the description of a \ at" interface or dom ain
wall, that isthe eld pro ke variesonly along the direction perpendicular to the dom ain wall
but is constant on the perpendicular directions. However there w ill be uctuations both
quantum and them althat w ill tend to distort locally the interface. An iIn portant question
to address is the follow ng: are these uctuations \an all" In the sense that the wall rem ains

at at Jong distances, or are the uctuations in portant so that the wall becom es \rough"?
W e w ill assum e that the system is at zero tem perature and that only quantum uctuations
are in portant.

W e begin by deriving the e ective action for the uctuations of the interface and then
procead to calculate relevant correlation fiinctions.

W e depart from the treatm ent of G arriga and V ilenkin ], in that we sacri ce explicit
covariance to treat transhtional invariance In temm s of collective coordinates; however, the

nal result for the action w illbe fully covariant. T his procedure, borrowed from the usual
schem e to quantize the collective coordinates associated w ith translations of soliton solutions
1] hasm any advantages.

T he position of the interface explicitly breaks translational nvariance. H owever, a rigid
translation ofthe Interface should cost no energy due to the underlying transkhtional sym m e~
try. Thus the uctuations perpendicular to the interface should be represented by m asskss
degrees of freedom since, locally, they represent translations of the Interface. These are the



capillary waves or G odstone bosons 12,13, 14] associated w ith the breakdown of the trans-
Jation symm etry. Translational sym m etry is then restored by quantizing these uctuations
as oollective coordinates [I71].
In tem s of din ensionless com oving coordinates and the din ensionless eld , the action
is d*x is the com oving volum e elem ent in dim ensionless units)
8 ! 9
12 < T2 =

1 1
d'xa’ () — @« ¥ = % 1 27)

I e
@t 2a% (k) 4 ;

N

W e want to noorporate uctuations of the interface solution (kink) and to ocbtain the
e ective action for the long-wavelength m odes. In order to understand how to achieve this

goal, it proves convenient to recallhow this procedure works in M inkow ski spacetin e.

4.1 Goldstone M odes in F lat Spacetim e

Consider rsta static kink along the z-direction. As iswellknown [11] there is a zero m ode
of the lnear uctuation cperator
s 2)

_ 28
0 0z 28)

where z; is the position of the kink and ¢ is the kink solution. This m ode correspoonds
to a transhtion of the position of the kink, because 4 (z %) + 0 sz 5+ ).
T ranshtional Invariance guarantees that such a perturbation does not change the energy
and thus is a zero m ode of the linear uctuation operator. Now consider a kink in three
Soace din ensions, corresponding to a wallalong the z-axisand centered at z; . A perturbation
of the fom

@z 3) 4 «

iYi =ap—————¢e77 7 29
p &iViz  3)= 0z e 29)

w ith ]a? K= DX+ pyy, is an eigenm ode of the linear uctuation operator w ith eigenvalue
lp= pi+ p¢ l12]. These uctuations of the Interface correspond to the G oldstone bosons
ofthe broken translational sym m etry, and are the capillary waves ofthe interface f12,13,14].
T he perturbed solution

X
sz 3)+ o Xiviz  3) sz £ &x;y)) (30)

P
X

£ x;y) = 2 ape™
P

x

corresponds to a local translation of the interface. The a, correspond to \ at directions"
In function space. Just as In the onedim ensional case, these G oldstone m odes cannot be
treated In perturbation theory, because arbitrarily large a, forp, ! 0 can be accessed at

10



no cost n energy. W e w illborrow resuls from the one-din ensional procedure and quantize
these m odes as \collective coordinates" f{151.

Besides these G oldstone m odes there are m assive m odes corresoonding toqthe higher
energy states of the onedin ensional kink with digpersion relation E (p,) = p5 + 3m?
fil, 12]. Because of this gap in the energy spectrum , we can safely concentrate on the long—
wavelength uctuations of the interface and obtaln an e ective action for these G oldstone
m odes, treated as collective coordinates. The coordinates a, or the eld f (x;y) are now
fully quantized. In a path Integralquantization procedure, collective coordinate quantization
am ounts to a functional integral over all con gurations of f x;y). Clarly this procedure
restores transhtional nvariance because now the eld isinvariantunderz ! z+ ; f x;y) !
fx;y)+ andthe eld f x;y) isnow functionally Integrated w ith a translational nvariant
m easure. Passing from the original integration variables in the functional integral to the new
variables Including £ (x;y) involves a Jacobian which is seen to be unity to the order that we
are working In (see below ). For a thorough exposition of collective coordinate quantization
In the path integral and Ham iltonian fom s, the reader is referred to the orighal literature
0,13,186, 171

e L

42 GoldstoneM odesin a FRW C osm ology

A fter this digression In M inkow ski spacetin e we are ready to extend these cbservations to a
FRW ocosnology. Let 5 (!) bea solution to eq. (1) (the h-dependence willnow be in plicit),
and Jt us take the an allgradient lim it, In which

fuxi Lyyi T 1; hf,; hf,; hf; 1 (31)

(fxx are sesoond derivatives w ith respect to the din ensionless com oving coordinate x,
etc.) This approxin ation is consistent with our purpose of studying the long-wavelength
uctuations on distances such that 1  x;y h '.W e ook Pra pro l ofthe om

z;f ®X;y;iD;0) = s( (Zix;y:;0) (32)

Note that the substitution (z;x;y;t) = a) z f ®;y;t)] does not in general solve the
equations ofm otion, but
z f&y;9]

(z;x;y:;0) = alte (33)
1+ £2+ £2 & ©f

does, In our an alkgradient approxin ation.
T he denom inator in eg. (33) has an in portant physicalm eaning. The function f &;y;t)
determm ines the position of the dom ain wall (interface). This function induces a m etric g;i)
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on the 2 + 1 din ensional world-volum e swept out by the wall, and we nd, in tem s of

din ensionless com oving varables,

q— a
g®=a’ 1+ £2+ £2 & Mfl: (34)

The e ective action for the digplacement eld f x;y;t) in the long-wavelength approxi-

m ation, is ound by ©llow ing the usual procedure {12,113, 14] which consists of com puting

the action for the pro e B2) with @3) (this is also identi ed with the e ective action for

the collective coordinate [[5]). A fter integrating by parts and discarding surface tem s, we
nd

- 1Z 3, 52 B hZ#q 2 2 2
I = — d’xa‘tt) Co, GC 6B+ 2ﬁ)? 1+ £2+ £7 & (O£
Z
P R GlCh _ 35)
8 1+ £2+ £2 & ©F
h i
@ 1+ £+ £7 & OF
h i, h i, 9
& 1+ £2+ £7 & OF &, 1+ f2+ £2 &®OFF 2
a()? a (t)? 7!

where d°x represents the 2 + 1 din ensional com oving volum e elem ent, and we have used

s ( )= () toelin nate the Integrations lnear in aswell as having de ned:
. 2 ', 3
1 @& 1
Co = d 4= +=(2 1y
0 > @ 2 (s ¥
|
VA 22
@
C2 = d ° 2:
@

This is the nalfom of the action for the uctuations of the Interface. It exhibits the
translational symm etry explicitly, and only contains derivative termm s as is required of a
Goldstone eld. C, isidenti ed with the (usual) at spacetin e surface tension, and we see
that curved s_oaogtjm_e e ects nduce a renom alization ofthis surface tension. The rsttem
(proportionalto g®) is recognized asthe equivalent to the \N am bu-G oto" action, which is
essentially the total \world-volum e" associated w ith the uctuation eld. The second tem
is thus a correction to the \N ambu-G oto" action; firther corrections can be cbtaned n a
system atic expansion in derivatives for the solution of the equations ofm otion.

Expanding I to quadratic order In the uctuation eld shows that the uctuations are

m asskss:
12 h 1 *
Tpaa= I+ — &xa’) Cop G G+ 2h=h’)h’=2 5ff €+ £)) (36)

2a (t)?
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in contrast w ith the results found in reference [@1.
An Im portant quantity that gives inform ation about the behavior of the uctuations of

the Interface is the vector nom al to the nterface:

(#5551

= 37)
a 1+ £2+ £2 & @QF

n:

Tts correlation fiinctions, to be com puted below , w illgive Inform ation on w hether departures
from a at interface are signi cant.

At this point we would lke to com pare our result with those of G arriga and V ilenkin.
T hese authors found that the uctuations perpendicular to the Interface are associated w ith
Instabilities that m anifest them selves as a tachyonic m ass for these uctuations. From the
discussion above, we are Jed to conecture that the appearance of this tachyonic m ass is the
result of a quantization that does not preserve translational nvariance.

B ecause our procedure does preserve translational Invariance but is non-covariant in the
Intermm ediate steps, a direct com parison of our resuls is som ewhat subtle. However, we
can gain som e Insight by trying di erent param etrizations of our kink-pro l. Consider the
follow ing the param etrization

(z; £ &;y;0;0 = s( @ixyyib) (38)
(z;x;y;t) = & az F &iyio (39)
1+a2F2+F2) F

instead of that of equations (32;33).

W e see that isnot invariant under the the rigid translation ¥ ! F + Fg;z ! z+ Fo;
Instead a translation ofthe interface is com pensated by a tim e dependent transform ation F !
F+Fp=a@);z! F + f;.Because ofthe tin e derivative tem s in the original action such a
transfom ation isnot an nvariance ofthe action, which isthen changed by tem sproportional
to h (tin e derivatives of the scale factor), thus breaking translational invariance. Follow Ing
the sam e steps kading to the e ective action found above, neglecting higher derivative tem s,
Integrating by parts and rearranging tem s we arrive at:

z

1 g9
I = ~- d&xa’®Co Gh°=2) 1+a?2F2+F2}) F
Co? a’h’* 3+ h=h’
0 3 2 2
+ — dxF S + O CF Fiij): (40)
2 1+a 2F2+F2) F?

K esping only the quadratic temm s in the action we nd that the uctuation eld acquires

a tachyonic mass, mZ = 3. This is the sam e value of the m ass obtained by G arriga
and V ilenkin []. Thus we confcture that the scalar eld that m easures departures from a
at interface Introduced by G arriga and V ilenkin is equivalent (at least to lowest order In

13



derivatives) to the scalar eld F param etrizing the uctuations of the interface as in equa—
tions (3§,39). A s explained above, this param etrization explicitly breaks rigid translational
Invariance In any FRW oosn ology. The appearance of the m ass term is understood as a
consequence of this explicit breakdown of translational invariance, although this fact does
not explain the tachyonic nature of the m ass.

Thus it seem s to us that there are advantages and disadvantages in both form ulations.
W hereas the form ulation of G arriga and V ilenkin is desirable In that it m aintains explicit
covariance, there is the feature of instabilities associated w ith the tachyonicm ass ofthe uc-
tuations, which if our analysis is correct, indicates the breakdow n of translational invariance
In the quantization procedure. On the other hand, our formulation, In tem s of collective
coordinate quantization, sacri ces explicit covariance, although the nalresul is covariant,
but explicitly treats translational nvariance and its restoration via the collective coordinate
quantization. The ocollective coordinates represent m assless elds as a consequence of this
transhtional variance.

4.3 Quantization of the F luctuations

Quantizing the uctuationsofthe interface allow susto answer som e relevant questions about
the dynam ics of the Interface. In particular we can answer the question that we posed at the
beginning of the section that is whether the interface wall) is at or strongly uctuating at
long distances. In order to answer this question we m ust com pute the correlation function
of the vectors nom al to the interface at long distances 1 r h ! wih r the distance on
the two-din ensional surface of the interface.

Sihce we are Interested In long distance physics, we will only consider slow Iy varying
uctuations of the uctuation eld £ and neglkct higher derivative tem s In the action,
keeping only the quadratic temm s (one can be brave and pursue a perturbative expansion
but we w ill content ourselves here w ith a lowest order calculation) In the action. R epeating

eq. {38),
Z h

1 ih i
I’ > dFxa’t) Co GG+ 2h=h*)n’=2 £+ £ & OFf 41)
T he equations of m otion forthe eld f are given by:
8 9
< C, (5hk+ h) = f
fo+ £ 4h h 42)

Co Gy 6B+ 2h=h?)h2=2 7 a*(t)

wih being the two-din ensional Laplacian.
In them ost generalcase, the tin e dependence ofthe above equation is fartoo com plicated
to pursue analytically and one would have to resort to num erical integrations. Thus we

14



concentrate on the case of de Sitter expansion w ith scale factor a(t) = et that allow s an
analytic treatm ent.

The uctuation eld isexpanded In tem s of creation and annihilation operators and the
m ode functions which are solutions of the above equation ofm otion:

1 X h ] . i
fe) = p— ape™ vy, () + age X v, () 43)
A ¢
" #
1 h?
= — C 0 5C25 (44)

w here the \surface tension” hasbeen absorbed In the de nition of £ to m ake it canonical
and A isthe (com oving) area ofthe (planar) wall
Perform ing the change of variables on the m ode functions v, = e " _ (t) the equation

for , reads: |
@2 o pZ

+ 4t 5= 0: 45
et? a? (t) ; @
w hose solutions are linear com binations of the B essel functions. The m ode functions v, are
" ! L4
r— ht ht
pe pe
V@ = e ™ ALH 2 — +BH e - (46)

where the coe cients A ; B, are arbitrary so far.
Im posing canonical com m utation relations between f and its canonical conjugate m o—
mentum = L= f= fa* Jeadsto the relation

A2 BII= 1: @7)

It is a well known feature of quantization in curved spacetin es 18] that a choice of A,
corresoonds to a choice of vacuum state. A lthough we do not have a physical criterion to
pick a particular vacuum state, we w ill choose the Bunch-D avies [[$] vacuum for sin plicity.
Such a choice In plies

B, = 0O: (48)

W ithout loss ofgenerality we can takeA, = 1. Finally, the eld f isexpanded In creation
and annihilation operators w ith respect to the Bundch-D avies vacuum state as:

r n ! ! #
X . pe ht . pe ht
f&x:v:t) = e 2ht a.e®™ %y @ + a¥e ™ %y @)
x;y;0) i A . p 2 n ap 2 h

(49)

A sm entioned above, w e are Interested on the long-wavelength uctuationsofthe interface
at long distances and at long tin es after is form ation. Thus we will study the regine
t h'!; hr 1. Furthem ore there are physical cuto s that we must ntroduce: the

(com oving) wavelengths cannot be bigger than the horizon, and because the nature of our
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approxin ation cannot be shorter than the correlation length (the expansion is In derivatives,
thusvalid for slow Iy varying elds on the scale ofthe correlation length). T herefore integrals
over wavevectors w ill be restricted to the ntervalh p 1.

The uctuation eld f x;y;t) measures the departure from a at interface. Thus a
quantity of interest is the correlation function ofthe vector nom alto the space-like Interface.
T his nom alvector is obtained from the induced m etric on the two-dim ensional surface and

given by
( £; £;1),
e

n= s
1+ £2+ £

( & £i1 £=2 £=2): (50)

T he equaltin e two-point correlation fiinction is given by

2 4ht & 4 . peht'2
<negt)  mEyi >’ IT ) dpp’ o or)  11H — 1)

notice from eg. 50) that < m@;t) n&;t) >= 1 (to the order considered) and that the
correlation function does not require any short distance subtraction. Its long tine, long
distance behavior is found to be

2h3

< nx;t) n (y;t) > 1 nhr=2+ (52)

w here stand for sub—Jading tem s that 2llo fast at arge r.

&t is instructive to com pare this resul with that ln M inkow ski spacetin e, for which
<m n> 1 % Clarly the interface is \rougher" in de Sitter spacetin e. The result G2)
raises the very Interesting possibility of anom alous exponents in the correlation function.
N otice that for large r the logarithm ic (infrared) singularities becom e strong and eventually
would have to be resum m ed In order to obtain m eaningfiil long distance behavior. A ssum ing
such a resumm ation of the lowest order result we ocbtain the long distance behavior:

< nx;t) n y;t) > r (53)

8 °n?
= : (54)

This result has Interesting in plications. In particular, we nd that at long tim es and
distances the vectors nom al to the interface are uncorrelated and the interface is \rough"
rather than approxin ately atwih small uctuationsthat 2lto rapidly at long distances.

T his situation is very sin ilar to that of the XY m odel and other m odels In statistical
mechanics in 1 + 1 Euclidean dim ensions (typically m asskess scalar eld theordies) in which
logarithm ic singularities sum up to anom alous din ensions PQlmuch in the same way. This
would indeed be a tantalizing possibility that needs to be studied further, perhaps by kesp—
Ing higher order termm s In the e ective action and resumm ing using renom alization group
argum ents. T his is certainly beyond the socope of this articlk.
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Another quantity of interest that m easures properties of the interface is the distortion

@1
D2eyit) =< F&it) fainf>=2< f2e0>  2< fe0)f i) > (55)

W e evaluated this correlation function for large tinesand distances € 1=h ; r 1 hr)
and found

4 2p3
D*®;Y) —— Y nhr: (56)
This result is consistent w ith that of the nom aknom al correlation finction (52).
This correlation function show s once again that the interface is strongly uctuating at
Jong distances and cannot be considered  at.

5 Conclusions

In this article we have focused on the properties ofdom ain walls in general FRW U niverses.

T hese defects w ill appear during phase transitions In typicalin aton theories and ultin ately

drive the dynam ics of the process of phase ssparation. They m ay also contrbute to density
uctuations and perhaps to structure form ation.

Our results present a rich picture of the properties of these defects. A fter analyzing
num erically the case of de Sitter spacetin e and assum ing that the boundary conditions on
the eld con guration require that the horizon size be larger than the typical correlation
length we st up a systam atic perturbative expansion n powers ofh = H=m and worked
out In detail the st order correction from curved spacetine e ects. W e see then that
even in siuations in which the Universe is expanding slowly enough to allow us to set
up our perturbation theory for defects, new phenom ena occurs w ith de nite cosn ological
In plications.

In particular, we argue that In a generalFRW spacetim e, consistency (renom alizability)
of the theory requires a coupling to the R icci scalar. W ith this coupling the energy m om en—
tum tensor of defects can show som e ram arkable new features, ncliding a negative energy
density at the origin. C kearly this cbservation brings interesting possibilities for topological
In ation near the center of the defect that m ust be studied w ithin the 11l set of E instein’s
equations In the presence of this con guration. For som e values of the coupling to the R icci
scalar, we nd that the energy density at the center is ower than at a distance of the order
of the correlation length away from the center.

Such a behavior of the energy m om entum tensorm ay provide an interesting m echanisn
for scalar density perturbations.

U sing collective coordinate quantization ofthe uctuations perpendicular to thewall, we
obtained the e ective Lagrangian for these uctuations in the long-wavelength approxin a—
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tion. There are several notew orthy features of this e ective Lagrangian: curved spacetin e
e ects renom alize the surface tension, and we nd system atic corrections to the \Nam bu"
action.

W e have also shown how to quantize the uctuations about a com pltely at wall, and
how the collective coordinate procedure yields the expected G oldstone m ode associated w ith
translational invariance. T hisanalysisthen allow susto com pute correlation fiinctionsand to
see that, at least in the de Sitter case, uctuations are fairly strong at long distances and long
tin es after form ation of the defect leading to conclusion that the surface tends to be rougher
than In at spacetim e. These resuls and the m ethod developed for the quantization of the

uctuations m ay yield som e nsight on novelm echanian s to study density perturbations.

W hat we have done for walls can also be done for other defects, such as coan ic strings.
T hese should exhbit som e interesting behavior, esoecially forthe uctuations, since therew i1l
now be collective coordinates associated w ith the IntemalU (1) sym m etry whose spontaneous
breaking gives rise to the string. Interesting possibilities are corrections to the string tension
from curved spacetin e e ects and also corrections to the \N am bu-G oto" action from higher
derivative tem s, and perhaps novel behavior of the energy m om entum tensor at the core of
the defect when the coupling to the Ricci scalar is Introduced. W e are currently studying

these and other issues.
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Fig.2: a; %0;h) vs. h? orde Sitter space.
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Fig.4:t (!) in de Sitter space, various , ¥ = £.02, 1g.
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