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A bstract

W e solve the equations ofm otion for a scalar �eld with dom ain wallboundary

conditionsin aFriedm ann-Robertson-W alker(FRW )spacetim e.W e�nd (in agreem ent

with Basu and Vilenkin) that no dom ain wallsolutions exist in de Sitter spacetim e

for h � H =m � 1=2,where H is the Hubble 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 approxim ate solution to the �eld equations. W e calculate the energy

m om entum tensorofthedom ain wallcon�guration,and show thattheenergy density

can becom e negative at the core of the defect for som e values of the non-m inim al

coupling param eter �. W e develop a translationally invariant theory for 
uctuations

ofthe wall,obtain the e�ective Lagrangian forthese 
uctuations,and quantize them

usingtheBunch-Daviesvacuum in thedeSittercase.Unlikepreviousanalyses,we�nd

that the 
uctuations act as zero-m ass (as opposed to tachyonic) m odes. This allows

usto calculate the distortion and the norm al-norm alcorrelators forthe surface. The

norm al-norm alcorrelator decreases logarithm ically with the distance between points

for large tim es and distances,indicating that the interface becom es rougher than in

M inkowskispacetim e.
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1 Introduction

The form ation oftopologicaldefectsin a cosm ologicalphase transition isa basic resultin

particle cosm ology lore [1,2]. The existence ofdefects provides us with a powerfultool

which both constrains particle theory m odels,such as those containing dom ain walls [3]

and m agnetic m onopoles [4],and solves som e outstanding cosm ologicalproblem s,such as

the form ation ofstructure with the use ofcosm ic strings[2,5]. Furtherm ore,during out-

of-equilibrium phase transitions,topologicaldefects such as interfaces (dom ain walls) are

im portantingredientsforthedynam icsofphaseseparation and phasecoexistence.

Ithasalwaysbeen assum ed thatifa �eld theory de�ned in M inkowskispacetim eadm its

topologicaldefects,the sam e willbe true in an expanding universe,and thatfurtherm ore,

there willnotbe any signi�cantdi�erencesin the physicalcharacteristics ofthese defects.

Recently,however,Basu and Vilenkin [6]haveshown thatdefectsin a deSitterbackground

can havepropertiesthatarequite di�erentfrom defectsin 
atspacetim e.In thiswork,we

continueand extend thisprogram by analyzing theequationsofm otion foradom ain wallin

a background Friedm ann-Robertson-W alker(FRW )spacetim e.W e�nd thatalthough these

equationscannotbesolved analytically in general,a system aticperturbativeexpansion can

be set up,with the sm allparam eter h � H =m being the ratio ofthe correlation length

ofthe �eld to the horizon size. Such a perturbative expansion arises naturally from the

requirem entthatthe width ofthe dom ain wallbe m uch sm allerthan the particle horizon,

to allow forkink boundary conditionswithin the m icrophysicalhorizon. The zeroth order

solution istaken to bethestandard 
atspacetim edom ain wallcon�guration,exceptthatit

isa function ofthephysicalspatialcoordinate.Thehigherorderterm sin h arethen solved

forin a system aticperturbativefashion.W ecan also analyzethedeSittercasenum erically;

we �nd that we agree with the results ofBasu and Vilenkin concerning the fact that for

su�ciently largevaluesofh,no wallsolutionsexist{ when thehorizon size issm allerthan

thedom ain wallwidth,a kink con�guration cannot�tin thehorizon.

W enextperform an expansion in thephysicalspatialcoordinatethatisnonperturbative

in h,and use itto exam ine the behaviorofthe energy m om entum tensorforthe wallnear

the origin. This is ofinterest due to the possibility thata m ore naturalform ofin
ation

m ay occurin thecoreofthedefect,wherethe�eld istrapped in theunstablevacuum [7].

In curved spacetim e,renorm alization argum entssuggestthat,in general,a coupling to

theRicciscalarhasto beintroduced in thebareLagrangian.W e�nd thatsuch coupling is

responsibleforvery rem arkablee�ectsthatresultin a change ofsign ofthestresstensorat

theorigin.In fact,we seethatthise�ectcan also happen in 
atspacetim e,iftheso-called

im proved stresstensor[8]isused.

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

�nd correctionsbeyond the\Nam bu-Goto" action (the3-volum esweptby theworldsheetof

1



the wall)in a consistentexpansion in derivatives. W e also �nd non-trivialcontributionsto

thesurfacetension from gravitationale�ects.

W eusethise�ectiveLagrangian toaddressthequestion ofwhethertheshapeofthewall


uctuates,orwhetheritrem ains
atatlong distancesand long tim esaftertheform ation of

thedefect.Garrigaand Vilenkin [9]havediscussed thisquestion toacertain extent,however

we �nd thatby using collective coordinatesthe long-wavelength 
uctuationsare identi�ed

with Goldstonem odesand theinstability found by them isavoided.

In the next section we set up ouransatz and perturbation expansion. Section 3 deals

with theenergy m om entum tensorforthewallin an FRW universe.W e�nd thatinteresting

behaviorcan occurby m aking use ofthe coupling �R �2 ofthe �eld to the RicciscalarR .

In section 4,we analyze 
uctuations ofthe wall. W e di�er from Garriga and Vilenkin in

ourtreatm entoftranslationalinvariance. The factthatthe wallislocated ata particular

pointalong the z-axis,say,would appearto break this sym m etry. However,translational

invariancecan berestored by useofthecollectivecoordinatem ethod.Doing this,wearrive

atatrueNam bu-Goldstonem odeforthe
uctuations,asopposed toonewith negativem ass2

asfound by Garriga and Vilenkin.Severalequal(com oving)tim ecorrelation functionsthat

determ inethebehavioroftheshapeofthewallarecom puted,and we�nd thattheirspatial

fall-o� ism uch slowerthan in 
atM inkowskispacetim e atlong tim es.Thisleadsusto the

conclusion thatthesurfacerem ains\rough" atlargeseparations.

Section 5 contains our concluding rem arks and som e cosm ologicalim plications ofour

results.

2 T he D om ain W all

Dom ain walls(interfaces)are�eld con�gurationswith non-trivialtopologicalboundary con-

ditions. These boundary conditionsdem and thatthe �eld vary substantially within a typ-

icalspatialscale thatis usually determ ined by the (�nite tem perature) correlation length

� � m� 1,with m the,in generaltem perature-dependent,e�ectivem assofthe�eld.

In FRW cosm ologies there is another im portant scale,the m icrophysicalhorizon size

dh = H � 1 whereH istheHubbleparam eter.Causality im pliesthattheregion in which the

scalar�eld can vary appreciably m ustbesubhorizon sized,sinceonly then can theboundary

conditionsthatde�ne the wall�tinside the horizon. Thuswe expectthatthe notion ofa

dom ain wallwillonly m akesenseifH =m � 1.

W hen H =m � 1,weexpectthatthedom ain wallpro�lewillexhibitonlysm alldeviations

from the M inkowskispacetim e pro�le. W e can then study the di�erencesin a powerseries

expansion in H =m = �=dh.
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Considera scalar�eld � with potential

U =
�

4
(�2 � v

2)2 +
�

2
R �

2 (1)

in a FRW spacetim e with m etric g�� = diag(1;� a2;� a2;� a2),and Hubble param eterH �

_a=a (where _a � da=dT).Thesecond term couplesthe�eld to theRicciscalarR = 6(2H2+

_H ).Such a term isrequired forconsistency asitwillbegenerated by quantum corrections

in general;theonly �xed pointis� = 1=6which correspondstoconform alcoupling[10].The

equation ofm otion is
@2�

@T2
+ 3H

@�

@T
�

1

a2
r

2
� +

@U

@�
= 0 (2)

where r is the derivative with respect to co-m oving spatialcoordinates fX ;Y;Zg. It is

convenientto de�nethefollowing dim ensionlessquantities

m =
p
�v; fx;y;z;tg= m fX ;Y;Z;Tg; h = H =m ;

� = �=v; ! = a(t)z; � = 4+ _H =H 2
; �

2 = 1� 6�h2(� � 2): (3)

Note that ! is a (dim ensionless) physicalcoordinate. Forpower-law expansion (PLE)

a(t)= tn,we have � = 4� 1=n. In the radiation dom inated (RD)and m atterdom inated

(M D)
atuniversesrespectively,�R D = 2 and �M D = 2:5. In de Sitterspacetim e �dS = 4

(orequivalently,wecan taken = 1 ).

W e willassum e a dom ain wall(kink)along the z-axisand thatthe corresponding �eld

con�guration isindependentofthetransverse coordinates,so thatweareconsidering a 
at

interface.

Thescalefactordividingthe(com oving)Laplacianin eq.(2)suggeststhefollowingansatz

forthekink con�guration:

�(z;t)= �(!;h(t)): (4)

Such a solution obeys

(1� h
2
!
2)�00� �h

2
!�

0+ �
2
� � �

3 =
1

n2
h
4
@2�

@h2
�
2

n
h
3
!
@�0

@h
+

�
2

n2
�
3

n

�

h
3
@�

@h
(5)

where a prim e m eans @=@!. The right-hand side (RHS)vanishes forde Sitter spacetim e,

and isO (h4)forPLE.

In thecaseofdeSitterspacetim e,thee�ectofnon-zeroconform alcoupling� (i.e.� 6= 1)

can beabsorbed in a sim plerescaling ofvariables:

� = ���; ! = �!=�; h = ��h: (6)

ForPLE,thisintroducesadditionalO (h4)term son theRHS ofeq.(5),since _� 6= 0.
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Excepttodiscusstheenergy-m om entum tensorT��,wewillhereafterworkin therescaled

theory (and drop thebars),writing

(1� h
2
!
2)�00� �h

2
!�

0+ � � �
3 =

(
0 (deSitter)

O (h4)(PLE)
(7)

and taking\soliton boundary conditions"�(� 1 ;h)= � 1.AllresultsforPLE arethusvalid

only to O (h2).

2.1 W alls in de Sitter Spacetim e: N um ericalSolution

The di�erentialequation (5)is,in general,a partialdi�erentialequation in two variables,

and noteasily am enable to num ericalstudy. Aswe see in eq.(7),ignoring the RHS would

introduce errors at O (h4) for PLE.However,in de Sitter spacetim e,where h is constant,

we have an ordinary di�erentialequation,forwhich we can �nd exactnum ericalsolutions.

Indeed,thiswasdoneby Basu and Vilenkin [6],and ourresultsappearto agreewith theirs.

Ourresultsareplotted asthin curvesin Fig.1.The slope atthe origin waschosen (by

a shooting algorithm )by requiring sm oothnessthrough the point! = 1=h (m arked with a

tick).Asfound by Basu and Vilenkin [6],solutionsonly existwhen h2 < 1=4.(ForPLE,if

oneinsistson ignoring theRHS ofeq.(7),solutionsonly existwhen h2 < 1=�.)

W eseethekink hasbeen 
attened outby thee�ectsofthecosm ologicalexpansion.The

slopeattheorigin a1 � �0(0;h)decreaseswith h2 asshown in Fig.2,vanishing ath2 = 1=4.

In otherwords,fora topologically stablesolution to exist,thehorizon sizem ustbegreater

than thecorrelation length (by a factorof2).

2.2 Expansion in h2

Although a num ericalsolution is available in the case ofde Sitter,the generalcase is ex-

trem ely di�cultto analyze num erically,since we now have a non-linearpartialdi�erential

equation in two variables. However,when h2 � 1=�,we can solve eq.(7)in a system atic

perturbative expansion in h2,and the �rst-orderresultwillbe valid forboth de Sitterand

PLE cosm ologies.W ewrite

�(!;h)= �s(!)+
X

n

h
2n
�
(n)(!): (8)

Here�s isthekink con�guration which solveseq.(7)forh = 0 (
atspacetim e):

�s(!)= tanh(!=
p
2) (9)

Thish = 0 kink isshown asa dashed curvein Fig.1.Notethat�0s(0)= 1=
p
2.
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Since �s has the correct asym ptotic behavior,we m ust set �
(n)(� 1 ) = 0. To leading

orderin h2,�(!)obeys

Ô s�
(1) =

d�(1)

d!2
+ �

(1)
� 3�2s(!)�

(1) = j(!)� �
00
s(!)!

2 + ��
0
s(!)! : (10)

The solution m ay be found by elem entary m ethods once a solution ofthe hom ogeneous

equation isfound. Such a solution iseasily available,since translationalinvariance ofthe

unperturbed di�erentialequation guaranteesthat

�1(!)= �
0
s(!)=

1
p
2
sech

2

 
!
p
2

!

; (11)

isa \zero m ode" oftheoperatorÔ s ofquadratic
uctuationsaround thekink con�guration.

Another linearly independent solution �2(!) having unit W ronskian with �1(!)can be

found by elem entary m ethods:

�2(!)�
1

4

"

sinh
�p

2!
�

+ 3tanh

 
!
p
2

!

+
3!
p
2
sech

2

 
!
p
2

! #

; (12)

where we have chosen thissolution to vanish atthe origin. Finally the �rstordersolution

can bewritten

�
(1)(!)= �2(!)

Z
!

0

�1(�)j(�)d� � �1(!)

Z
!

0

�2(�)j(�)d� + a�1(!)+ b�2(!); (13)

wherethecoe�cientsa;bhaveto bedeterm ined from theboundary conditions.Noticethat

�1(!)issym m etric whereasj(!);�2(!)areantisym m etric functionsof!.

Notethat�2(!)divergesexponentially as! ! � 1 .To renderthesolution �niteand to

satisfy theboundary conditions,wem ustchoose:

b= �

Z
1

0

�1(�)j(�)d�: (14)

The boundary condition atin�nity does notdeterm ine the constanta. Notice thatthe

term a�1(!)represents a localtranslation ofthe wall. Clearly the freedom ofchoice ofa

re
ectsthe underlying translationalinvariance. Ifwe dem and thatthe wallposition be at

theorigin,wem ustdem and that�(1)(! = 0)= 0;thisleadsto a = 0.

Thusthe�nalsolution to thisorderthatsatis�estheboundary conditionsand keepsthe

wallcentered attheorigin isgiven by

�
(1)(!)= � �2(!)

Z
1

!

�1(�)j(�)d� � �1(!)

Z
!

0

�2(�)j(�)d�: (15)

The resultsforde Sitterspacetim e (� = 4)are shown asthick curvesin Fig.1. �(1)(!)

for� = 4 isplotted in Fig.3.Thisapproxim ation underestim atesthedistortion away from
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theh = 0kink,and doesnotseethesingularity ath2 = 1=4,which iswellbeyond theregim e

ofvalidity oftheperturbativeexpansion in h2.

Itisstraightforward to see thatthe structure ofthe perturbative expansion persiststo

allorders.In factwe�nd that

Ô s�
(n) = j

(n) (16)

with thesam edi�erentialoperator Ô s asin (10),and wherethesourceterm j(n) isobtained

from the solutionsup to ordern � 1.Clearly the sam e functions�1(!);�2(!)generate the

solutions,asthesearethetwo linearly independentsolutionsofthehom ogeneousdi�erential

equation Ô s� = 0. Thus the generalform ofthe solution is the sam e as (13) with j(n)

replacing j and coe�cientsa (n);b(n) replacing a;b.

By thesam eargum entspresented before,a �nitesolution atin�nity requiresthat

b
(n) = �

Z
1

0

�1(�)j
(n)(�)d�: (17)

Thesourceterm j(n)(!)isconstructed from iterationsup to order(n� 1),and forn = 1

it is given by derivatives ofthe unperturbed kink solution that vanish at ! = � 1 . It is

straightforward to prove by induction that the source term j(n)(!) is antisym m etric and

vanishes exponentially as ! ! � 1 . Therefore b(n) is �nite to allorders. Translational

invariancesuggeststhata(n) = 0 asbefore,and thethesolution to ordern isantisym m etric

and thisproperty ensuresthatthesourceterm forthenextorderiteration isantisym m etric

again.Thusweareled to theconclusion thatthegeneralform oftheperturbativesolution

isgiven by eq.(15)with j(!)replaced by j(n)(!),and theonly com plication in carrying out

thisprogram to any arbitrary orderisto �nd the source term iteratively. Clearly thiswill

bea highly non-localfunction becauseofthenested integrals,and thenum ericalevaluation

willbecom e m ore cum bersom e in higher orders,but in principle this schem e willyield a

consistent perturbative expansion. Clearly we have no way ofdeterm ining the radius of

convergence ofsuch an expansion.

2.3 Expansion in !

The�eld con�guration correspondingtoadom ain wallhasm ostofthegradientand potential

energy di�erence(with respecttothebroken sym m etry vacuum )localized in aspatialregion

ofthe orderofthe correlation length. M ostofthe contribution to the energy m om entum

tensor,aftersubtracting o� the vacuum value,willarise from thissm allregion around the

position ofthe dom ain wall.Thism otivatesusto obtain thekink pro�le neartheorigin in

a power-seriesexpansion in thecoordinate!.Thisexpansion isnonperturbative in h2.

Them otivation forthisexpansion isthefollowing:onewould eventually liketostudy the

fullsystem ofEinstein’sequationsand m atter�eld in a self-consistentsem iclassicalm anner.
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In particularwe have in m ind the question ofhow the presence ofdom ain wallsa�ectthe

gravitational�elds.Sinceforthistask oneonly needsthebehavioroftheenergy m om entum

tensor,and aswe argued above m ostofthe contribution to itscom ponentsfrom a dom ain

wall�eld con�guration arise from a very localized region nearthe position ofthe interface,

a powerseriesexpansion neartheorigin m ay capturem ostoftherelevantphysicalfeatures

foran understanding ofthe back reaction ofdom ain wallson the gravitational�eld. This

argum ent becom es m ore relevant in view ofthe proposalofrapid in
ation at the core of

topologicaldefects[7].

In thegeneralcaseofdeSitterorpower-law expansion we�nd thefollowing behaviorof

theinterfacepro�leneartheorigin:

�(!;h)= a1

"

! +
�h2 � 1

6
!
3 +

 
(�h2 � 1)([6+ 3�]h2 � 1)

120
+
a21

20

!

!
5 + O (!7)

#

(18)

Thelinearcoe�cienta 1 cannotbedeterm ined perturbatively,and willhaveto befound by

solvingthedi�erentialequation,itsvaluebeingdeterm ined byrequiringsm oothnessthrough

! = 1=h.W enotice,however,thatash2 ! 1=� from below,the�rstterm dom inates(even

forlarge!)and thepro�le
attensoutto a straightline.

Sincethisexpansion worksbestforh2 closeto1=�,butiscorrectonly toO (h2)forPLE,

itisonly usefulin thiscasevery closeto theorigin.

Given avaluefora1 (from thenum ericalsolution)asinput,wedisplaythisseries[through

O (!5)]forthede Sitterspacetim e (� = 4)case asthethin dot-dashed curve in Fig.1.For

h2
>

� 0:2,where the solution is very 
at,the sm all-! expansion is valid out to wellpast

! = 1=h.W ewillusetheseresultsin thefollowing section.

3 T he Energy-M om entum Tensor

W enextturn to an exam ination oftheenergy m om entum tensorforthedom ain wallpro�le

in an FRW spacetim e.

In general,theenergy-m om entum tensorofa scalar�eld con�guration isgiven by

T�� =
2

p
� g

�(
p
� gL)

�g��
; L =

1

2
g
��(@��)(@��)� U(�) (19)

whereg � detfg��g,and weuse

�
p
� g

�g��
= �

1

2

p
� gg�� (20)

Atthis stage we restore the non-m inim alcoupling to the Ricciscalar,since,aswe ar-

gued above,such a term willbe induced by renorm alization ifnotpresent in the original
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Lagrangian [10]. Itspresence hastwo m ajore�ects: the �rstone isto m odify the form of

the energy m om entum tensor,while the second isto m odify the �eld con�guration forthe

dom ain wall.Unlike theanalysisoftheequation ofm otion in theprevioussections,forthe

caseoftheenergy m om entum tensorwecan no longerrescalevariablesto getrid of�,since

(�R =�g��)6= 0. LetU0 be the potentialfor� = 0,so U = U0 + (�=2)R �2. Perform ing the

variation ofeq.(19),we�nd:

T�� = (1� 2�)�;��;� + (2� � 1

2
)g��g

��
�;��;� + g��U0

� ��
2(R �� �

1

2
g��R)+ 2��(g��2 � r�r �)� (21)

In ourFRW m etric,thenon-zero com ponentsoft�� � T�
� =(m

2v2)are:

t
0
0 =

1

2

h

1+ (h!)2
i

(�0)2 +
1

4
(�2 � 1)2

+ �
n

3h2�2 + 6h2!��0� 2
h

(�0)2 + ��
00
io

t
1
1 = t

2
2 =

1

2

h

1� (h!)2
i

(�0)2 +
1

4
(�2 � 1)2

+ �
n

(2� � 5)h2�2 + (2� � 2)h2!��0� 2
h

1� (h!)2
ih

(�0)2 + ��
00
io

t
3
3 =

� 1

2

h

1+ (h!)2
i

(�0)2 +
1

4
(�2 � 1)2

+ �
n

(2� � 5)h2�2 + (2� � 2)h2!��0+ 2(h!)2
h

(�0)2 + ��
00
io

t
0
3 = � a

2(t)t30 = a(t)h!
n

(�0)2 � 2�
h

(�0)2 + ��
00
io

(22)

Asusual,forPLE therearecorrectionsatO (h4).

The presence ofthe non-linear coupling to the Ricciscalar m odi�es the de�nition of

the energy-m om entum tensor. Even in the case ofM inkowskispacetim e,with h = 0,this

m odi�cation ofthe energy-m om entum tensor produces som e peculiar behavior in t�� near

the origin,despite the factthatthiscoupling � doesnota�ectthe equationsofm otion.In

thiscase,thewallsolution isjust�s from eq.(9),and thenon-zero com ponentsoft�� are:

t
0
0 = t

1
1 = t

2
2 =

�
1

2
� 2� + � cosh(

p
2!)

�

sech
4
(!=

p
2) (23)

Forlargeenough �,theenergy density isnegativeattheorigin:(t00 )(0)� 0for� � 1=2.For

� < 0,a region ofnegativeenergy density occursaway from theorigin.

W e can substitute the sm all-! expansion � = a1! + O (!3) (which is correct even for

� 6= 0)into eq.(22)to �nd the behavioratthe origin. The non-zero com ponentsoft�� (0)

are:

t
0
0 (0)= t

1
1 (0)= t

2
2 (0)=

1

4
+
a21

2
� 2a21�; t

3
3 (0)=

1

4
�
a21

2
; (24)

and theenergy density attheorigin isnegativefor

� >
1

4
+

1

8a21
: (25)

8



Theseresultsareconsistentwith eq.(23),wherea21 =
1

2
[seeequation (9)].

In Fig.4 weshow exactnum ericalcalculationsoft00 fordeSitterspacetim ewith h2 6= 0.

Thebehavioroft00 forsm allvaluesofh2 (such ash2 = 0:02in Fig.4a)isqualitatively sim ilar

to eq.(23). Forlargerh2 (such ash2 = 0:10 in Fig.4b)anothere�ectenters,nam ely that

the wallpro�le ��(�!)isreally determ ined by �h = h=�,asde�ned in eq.(6). W allsolutions

in deSitterspacetim eonly existfor�h2 < 1=4,which im plies

h
2
<

1

4+ 12�
(26)

For exam ple,with h2 = 0:10,the wallpro�le 
attens away to � = 0 as � ! 1=2 (where

�h2 ! 1=4),and t00 (!)= 1=4.

The lesson thatwe learn from thisanalysisisthatthe coupling to the Ricciscalarcan

dram atically m odify thebehavioroftheenergy m om entum tensorneartheorigin,and m ay

bean interesting possibility fortopologicalin
ation atthecoreofdefects[7].These e�ects

can even arise using the \im proved" energy m om entum tensor[8]in M inkowskispacetim e,

ifonestartswith a generalcurved spacetim eand then takesthe
atlim it.

4 Fluctuations ofthe W all

Up to this point our study has focused on the description ofa \
at" interface or dom ain

wall,thatisthe�eld pro�levariesonly alongthedirection perpendiculartothedom ain wall

but is constant on the perpendicular directions. However there willbe 
uctuations both

quantum and therm althatwilltend to distortlocally theinterface.An im portantquestion

to addressisthefollowing:arethese
uctuations\sm all" in thesensethatthewallrem ains


atatlong distances,orare the 
uctuationsim portantso thatthe wallbecom es\rough"?

W ewillassum ethatthesystem isatzero tem peratureand thatonly quantum 
uctuations

areim portant.

W e begin by deriving the e�ective action forthe 
uctuationsofthe interface and then

proceed to calculaterelevantcorrelation functions.

W e departfrom the treatm entofGarriga and Vilenkin [9],in thatwe sacri�ce explicit

covariance to treattranslationalinvariance in term sofcollective coordinates;however,the

�nalresultforthe action willbe fully covariant. Thisprocedure,borrowed from the usual

schem etoquantizethecollectivecoordinatesassociated with translationsofsoliton solutions

[11]hasm any advantages.

The position oftheinterfaceexplicitly breakstranslationalinvariance.However,a rigid

translation oftheinterfaceshould costnoenergy duetotheunderlyingtranslationalsym m e-

try.Thusthe
uctuationsperpendicularto theinterfaceshould berepresented by m assless

degreesoffreedom since,locally,they representtranslationsoftheinterface.These arethe
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capillary wavesorGoldstonebosons[12,13,14]associated with thebreakdown ofthetrans-

lation sym m etry. Translationalsym m etry isthen restored by quantizing these 
uctuations

ascollectivecoordinates[11].

In term sofdim ensionlesscom oving coordinatesand thedim ensionless�eld �,theaction

is(d4x isthecom oving volum eelem entin dim ensionlessunits)

I =
1

�

Z

d4x a3(t)

8
<

:

1

2

 
@�

@t

! 2

�
1

2a2(t)
(r �)

2
�
1

4

�

�
2
� 1

�2

9
=

;
: (27)

W e want to incorporate 
uctuations ofthe interface solution (kink) and to obtain the

e�ective action forthe long-wavelength m odes. In orderto understand how to achieve this

goal,itprovesconvenientto recallhow thisprocedureworksin M inkowskispacetim e.

4.1 G oldstone M odes in Flat Spacetim e

Consider�rsta statickink along thez-direction.Asiswellknown [11]thereisa zero m ode

ofthelinear
uctuation operator

�0� �
@�s(z� z0)

@z
(28)

where z0 is the position ofthe kink and �s is the kink solution. This m ode corresponds

to a translation ofthe position ofthe kink,because �s(z � z0)+ � �0� � �s(z � z0 + �).

Translationalinvariance guarantees that such a perturbation does not change the energy

and thus is a zero m ode ofthe linear 
uctuation operator. Now consider a kink in three

spacedim ensions,correspondingtoawallalongthez-axisandcentered atz0.A perturbation

oftheform

��p(x;y;z� z0)= ap
@�s(z� z0)

@z
e
i~p? � ~x? ; (29)

with ~p? � ~x? = pxx+ pyy,isan eigenm odeofthelinear
uctuation operatorwith eigenvalue

!p =
q

p2x + p2y [12].These 
uctuationsoftheinterfacecorrespond to theGoldstonebosons

ofthebroken translationalsym m etry,and arethecapillarywavesoftheinterface[12,13,14].

Theperturbed solution

�s(z� z0)+
X

p

��p(x;y;z� z0)� �s(z� f(x;y)) (30)

f(x;y)= z0 �
X

p

ape
i~p? � ~x?

corresponds to a localtranslation ofthe interface. The ap correspond to \
at directions"

in function space. Just as in the one-dim ensionalcase,these Goldstone m odes cannot be

treated in perturbation theory,because arbitrarily large ap for~p? ! 0 can be accessed at

10



no costin energy.W ewillborrow resultsfrom theone-dim ensionalprocedureand quantize

thesem odesas\collectivecoordinates" [15].

Besides these Goldstone m odes there are m assive m odes corresponding to the higher

energy states ofthe one-dim ensionalkink with dispersion relation E (p? ) =
q

p2? + 3m 2

[11,12].Becauseofthisgap in theenergy spectrum ,wecan safely concentrateon thelong-

wavelength 
uctuationsofthe interface and obtain an e�ective action forthese Goldstone

m odes,treated as collective coordinates. The coordinates ap or the �eld f(x;y) are now

fullyquantized.In apath integralquantization procedure,collectivecoordinatequantization

am ounts to a functionalintegralover allcon�gurations off(x;y). Clearly this procedure

restorestranslationalinvariancebecausenow the�eld isinvariantunderz ! z+ �;f(x;y)!

f(x;y)+ � and the�eld f(x;y)isnow functionally integrated with a translationalinvariant

m easure.Passingfrom theoriginalintegration variablesin thefunctionalintegraltothenew

variablesincluding f(x;y)involvesaJacobian which isseen to beunity totheorderthatwe

areworking in (see below).Fora thorough exposition ofcollective coordinatequantization

in the path integraland Ham iltonian form s,the readerisreferred to the originalliterature

[11,15,16,17].

4.2 G oldstone M odes in a FRW C osm ology

Afterthisdigression in M inkowskispacetim eweareready to extend theseobservationsto a

FRW cosm ology.Let�s(!)bea solution to eq.(7)(theh-dependencewillnow beim plicit),

and letustakethesm all-gradientlim it,in which

fxx;fyy;ftt � 1; hfx;hfy;hft� 1 (31)

(fxx � � � are second derivatives with respect to the dim ensionless com oving coordinate x,

etc.) This approxim ation is consistent with our purpose ofstudying the long-wavelength


uctuationson distancessuch that1� x;y � h� 1.W elook fora pro�leoftheform

�(z;f(x;y;t);t)= �s(�(z;x;y;t)) (32)

Note that the substitution �(z;x;y;t) = a(t)[z � f(x;y;t)]does not in generalsolve the

equationsofm otion,but

�(z;x;y;t)= a(t)
[z� f(x;y;t)]

q

1+ f2x + f2y � a2(t)f2t

(33)

does,in oursm all-gradientapproxim ation.

Thedenom inatorin eq.(33)hasan im portantphysicalm eaning.Thefunction f(x;y;t)

determ inesthe position ofthe dom ain wall(interface). Thisfunction inducesa m etric g
(3)

ab
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on the 2 + 1 dim ensionalworld-volum e swept out by the wall,and we �nd,in term s of

dim ensionlesscom oving variables,

q

g(3) = a
2(t)

q

1+ f2x + f2y � a2(t)f2t: (34)

The e�ective action forthe displacem ent�eld f(x;y;t)in the long-wavelength approxi-

m ation,isfound by following the usualprocedure [12,13,14]which consistsofcom puting

the action forthe pro�le (32)with (33)(thisisalso identi�ed with the e�ective action for

the collective coordinate [15]). Afterintegrating by partsand discarding surface term s,we

�nd

I = �
1

�

Z

d3x a2(t)

"

C0 � C2(5+ 2
_h

h2
)
h2

2

#
q

1+ f2x + f2y � a2(t)f2t

+
C2

8�

Z

d3x
a(t)2

�

1+ f2x + f2y � a2(t)f2t

�3=2
(35)

�h

@t

�

1+ f
2
x + f

2
y � a

2(t)f2t

�i2
�

h

@x

�

1+ f2x + f2y � a2(t)f2t

�i2

a(t)2
�

h

@y

�

1+ f2x + f2y � a2(t)f2t

�i2

a(t)2

9
>=

>;
;

where d3x represents the 2+ 1 dim ensionalcom oving volum e elem ent,and we have used

�s(� �)= � �s(�)to elim inatetheintegrationslinearin � aswellashaving de�ned:

C0 =

Z

d�

2

4
1

2

 
@�s

@�

! 2

+
1

4
(�2s � 1)2

3

5

C2 =

Z

d�

 
@�s

@�

! 2

�
2
:

Thisisthe �nalform ofthe action forthe 
uctuationsofthe interface. Itexhibitsthe

translationalsym m etry explicitly, and only contains derivative term s as is required ofa

Goldstone �eld.C 0 isidenti�ed with the (usual)
atspacetim e surface tension,and we see

thatcurved spacetim ee�ectsinducearenorm alization ofthissurfacetension.The�rstterm

(proportionalto
q

g(3))isrecognized astheequivalenttothe\Nam bu-Goto"action,which is

essentially the total\world-volum e" associated with the 
uctuation �eld.The second term

isthusa correction to the \Nam bu-Goto" action;furthercorrectionscan be obtained in a

system atic expansion in derivativesforthesolution oftheequationsofm otion.

Expanding I to quadratic orderin the 
uctuation �eld showsthatthe 
uctuationsare

m assless:

Iquad = I0 +
1

�

Z

d3x a4(t)
h

C0 � C2(5+ 2_h=h2)h2=2
i
"
1

2
f
2
t �

1

2a(t)2
(f2x + f

2
y)

#

; (36)
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in contrastwith theresultsfound in reference[9].

An im portantquantity thatgivesinform ation aboutthe behaviorofthe 
uctuationsof

theinterfaceisthevectornorm alto theinterface:

n
� =

(� a2(t)ft;fx;fy;1)

a(t)
q

1+ f2x + f2y � a2(t)f2t

(37)

Itscorrelation functions,tobecom puted below,willgiveinform ation on whetherdepartures

from a 
atinterfacearesigni�cant.

Atthispointwe would like to com pare ourresultwith those ofGarriga and Vilenkin.

Theseauthorsfound thatthe
uctuationsperpendicularto theinterfaceareassociated with

instabilitiesthatm anifestthem selves asa tachyonic m assforthese 
uctuations. From the

discussion above,weareled to conjecturethattheappearanceofthistachyonicm assisthe

resultofa quantization thatdoesnotpreserve translationalinvariance.

Becauseourproceduredoes preservetranslationalinvariancebutisnon-covariantin the

interm ediate steps,a direct com parison ofour results is som ewhat subtle. However, we

can gain som einsightby trying di�erentparam etrizationsofourkink-pro�le.Considerthe

following theparam etrization

�(z;f(x;y;t);t) = �s(�(z;x;y;t)) (38)

�(z;x;y;t) =
a(t)z� F(x;y;t)

q

1+ a� 2(F 2
x + F 2

y)� F2t

(39)

instead ofthatofequations(32,33).

W eseethat� isnotinvariantunderthetherigid translation F ! F + F0;z ! z+ F0;

insteadatranslationoftheinterfaceiscom pensatedbyatim edependenttransform ationF !

F + F0=a(t);z! F + f0.Becauseofthetim ederivativeterm sin theoriginalaction such a

transform ationisnotaninvarianceoftheaction,which isthenchangedbyterm sproportional

to h (tim ederivativesofthescalefactor),thusbreaking translationalinvariance.Following

thesam estepsleadingtothee�ectiveaction found above,neglectinghigherderivativeterm s,

integrating by partsand rearranging term swearriveat:

I = �
1

�

Z

d3x a2(t)(C0 � C2h
2
=2)

q

1+ a� 2(F 2
x + F 2

y)� F2t

+
C0

2�

Z

d3x F 2
a2h2

�

3+ _h=h2
�

q

1+ a� 2(F 2
x + F 2

y)� F2t

+ O (F 2
FiFjk): (40)

Keeping only thequadraticterm sin theaction we�nd thatthe
uctuation �eld acquires

a tachyonic m ass,m 2
F = � 3h2. This is the sam e value ofthe m ass obtained by Garriga

and Vilenkin [9].Thuswe conjecture thatthe scalar�eld thatm easuresdeparturesfrom a


atinterface introduced by Garriga and Vilenkin isequivalent (atleastto lowest orderin
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derivatives)to the scalar�eld F param etrizing the 
uctuationsofthe interface asin equa-

tions(38,39).Asexplained above,thisparam etrization explicitly breaksrigid translational

invariance in any FRW cosm ology. The appearance ofthe m ass term is understood as a

consequence ofthisexplicit breakdown oftranslationalinvariance,although thisfactdoes

notexplain thetachyonic natureofthem ass.

Thusitseem sto usthatthere are advantagesand disadvantagesin both form ulations.

W hereasthe form ulation ofGarriga and Vilenkin isdesirable in thatitm aintainsexplicit

covariance,thereisthefeatureofinstabilitiesassociated with thetachyonicm assofthe
uc-

tuations,which ifouranalysisiscorrect,indicatesthebreakdown oftranslationalinvariance

in the quantization procedure. On the otherhand,ourform ulation,in term s ofcollective

coordinatequantization,sacri�cesexplicitcovariance,although the�nalresultiscovariant,

butexplicitly treatstranslationalinvarianceand itsrestoration via thecollectivecoordinate

quantization. The collective coordinatesrepresent m assless �elds asa consequence ofthis

translationalinvariance.

4.3 Q uantization ofthe Fluctuations

Quantizingthe
uctuationsoftheinterfaceallowsustoanswersom erelevantquestionsabout

thedynam icsoftheinterface.In particularwecan answerthequestion thatweposed atthe

beginning ofthesection thatiswhethertheinterface(wall)is
atorstrongly 
uctuating at

long distances. In orderto answerthisquestion we m ustcom pute the correlation function

ofthevectorsnorm alto theinterface atlong distances1� r� h� 1 with r thedistanceon

thetwo-dim ensionalsurfaceoftheinterface.

Since we are interested in long distance physics,we willonly consider slowly varying


uctuations ofthe 
uctuation �eld f and neglect higher derivative term s in the action,

keeping only the quadratic term s (one can be brave and pursue a perturbative expansion

butwewillcontentourselvesherewith a lowestordercalculation)in theaction.Repeating

eq.(36),

I ’ �
1

2�

Z

d3x a2(t)
h

C0 � C2(5+ 2_h=h2)h2=2
ih

f
2
x + f

2
y � a

2(t)f2t

i

(41)

Theequationsofm otion forthe�eld f aregiven by:

ftt+ ft

8
<

:
4h �

C2(5h_h + �h)
h

C0 � C2(5+ 2_h=h2)h2=2
i

9
=

;
�

�f

a2(t)
= 0 (42)

with � being thetwo-dim ensionalLaplacian.

In them ostgeneralcase,thetim edependenceoftheaboveequation isfartoocom plicated

to pursue analytically and one would have to resort to num ericalintegrations. Thus we
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concentrate on the case ofde Sitter expansion with scale factora(t) = eht that allows an

analytictreatm ent.

The
uctuation �eld isexpanded in term sofcreation and annihilation operatorsand the

m odefunctionswhich aresolutionsoftheaboveequation ofm otion:

f(~x;t) =
1

p
�A

X

p

h

ape
i~p~x
vp(t)+ a

y
pe

� i~p~x
v
�
p(t)

i

(43)

� =
1

�

"

C0 � 5C2
h2

2

#

(44)

wherethe\surfacetension" � hasbeen absorbed in thede�nition off to m akeitcanonical

and A isthe(com oving)area ofthe(planar)wall.

Perform ing the change ofvariableson the m ode functionsvp = e� 2ht�p(t)the equation

for�p reads:

@2�p

@t2
+

 
~p2

a2(t)
� 4h2

!

�p = 0: (45)

whosesolutionsarelinearcom binationsoftheBesselfunctions.Them odefunctionsvp are

vp(t)=

r
�

4h
e
� 2ht

"

A pH
(1)

2

 
pe� ht

h

!

+ B pH
(2)

2

 
pe� ht

h

! #

: (46)

wherethecoe�cientsA p;B p arearbitrary so far.

Im posing canonicalcom m utation relations between f and its canonicalconjugate m o-

m entum � f = �L=�ft = �fta
4 leadsto therelation

jA
2
pj� jB

2
pj= 1: (47)

Itisa wellknown feature ofquantization in curved spacetim es[18]thata choice ofA p

correspondsto a choice ofvacuum state. Although we do nothave a physicalcriterion to

pick a particularvacuum state,wewillchoosetheBunch-Davies[19]vacuum forsim plicity.

Such a choiceim plies

B p = 0: (48)

W ithoutlossofgenerality wecan takeA p = 1.Finally,the�eld f isexpanded in creation

and annihilation operatorswith respectto theBunch-Daviesvacuum stateas:

f(x;y;t)= e
� 2ht

r
�

4h�A

X

p

"

ape
i~p? � ~x? H

(1)

2

 
pe� ht

h

!

+ a
y
pe

� i~p? � ~x? H
(2)

2

 
pe� ht

h

! #

(49)

Asm entioned above,weareinterested onthelong-wavelength 
uctuationsoftheinterface

at long distances and at long tim es after its form ation. Thus we willstudy the regim e

t � h� 1 ; hr � 1. Furtherm ore there are physicalcuto�s that we m ust introduce: the

(com oving)wavelengths cannotbe biggerthan the horizon,and because the nature ofour
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approxim ation cannotbeshorterthan thecorrelation length (theexpansion isin derivatives,

thusvalid forslowly varying�eldson thescaleofthecorrelation length).Thereforeintegrals

overwavevectorswillberestricted to theintervalh � p� 1.

The 
uctuation �eld f(x;y;t) m easures the departure from a 
at interface. Thus a

quantity ofinterestisthecorrelation function ofthevectornorm altothespace-likeinterface.

Thisnorm alvectorisobtained from theinduced m etricon the two-dim ensionalsurface and

given by

~n =
(� fx;� fy;1)
q

1+ f2x + f2y

’ (� fx;� fy;1� f
2
x=2� f

2
y=2): (50)

Theequal-tim etwo-pointcorrelation function isgiven by

< ~n(~x;t)� ~n(~y;t)>’ 1+
�2e� 4ht

2h�

Z 1

h

dpp
3[J0(pr)� 1]

�
�
�
�
�
H

(1)

2

 
pe� ht

h

! �
�
�
�
�

2

: (51)

notice from eq. (50) that < ~n(~x;t)� ~n(~x;t) >= 1 (to the order considered) and that the

correlation function does not require any short distance subtraction. Its long tim e,long

distancebehaviorisfound to be

< ~n(~x;t)� ~n(~y;t)>� 1�
8�2h3

�
lnr=2+ � � � (52)

where� � � stand forsub-leading term sthatfallo� fastatlarger.

It is instructive to com pare this result with that in M inkowskispacetim e, for which

< ~n� ~n >� 1� r� 3.Clearly theinterfaceis\rougher"in deSitterspacetim e.Theresult(52)

raises the very interesting possibility ofanom alous exponents in the correlation function.

Noticethatforlarger thelogarithm ic(infrared)singularitiesbecom estrong and eventually

would havetoberesum m ed in ordertoobtain m eaningfullongdistancebehavior.Assum ing

such a resum m ation ofthelowestorderresultweobtain thelong distancebehavior:

< ~n(~x;t)� ~n(~y;t)> � r
� � (53)

� =
8�2h3

�
: (54)

This result has interesting im plications. In particular,we �nd that at long tim es and

distancesthe vectorsnorm alto the interface are uncorrelated and the interface is\rough"

ratherthan approxim ately 
atwith sm all
uctuationsthatfall-o�rapidly atlong distances.

Thissituation isvery sim ilarto thatofthe X-Y m odeland otherm odelsin statistical

m echanicsin 1+ 1 Euclidean dim ensions(typically m asslessscalar�eld theories)in which

logarithm icsingularitiessum up to anom alousdim ensions[20]m uch in thesam eway.This

would indeed bea tantalizing possibility thatneedsto bestudied further,perhapsby keep-

ing higherorderterm s in the e�ective action and resum m ing using renorm alization group

argum ents.Thisiscertainly beyond thescopeofthisarticle.
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Another quantity ofinterest thatm easures properties ofthe interface is the distortion

[9]:

D
2(~x;~y;t)=< [f(~x;t)� f(~y;t)]

2
>= 2< f

2(~x;t)> � 2< f(~x;t)f(~y;t)> (55)

W eevaluated thiscorrelation function forlargetim esand distances(t� 1=h ;r� 1� hr)

and found

D
2(~X ;~Y ) �

4�2h3

�
r
2lnr: (56)

Thisresultisconsistentwith thatofthenorm al-norm alcorrelation function (52).

This correlation function shows once again thatthe interface isstrongly 
uctuating at

long distancesand cannotbeconsidered 
at.

5 C onclusions

In thisarticlewehavefocused on thepropertiesofdom ain wallsin generalFRW Universes.

Thesedefectswillappearduringphasetransitionsin typicalin
aton theoriesand ultim ately

drivethedynam icsoftheprocessofphaseseparation.They m ay also contributeto density


uctuationsand perhapsto structureform ation.

Our results present a rich picture ofthe properties ofthese defects. After analyzing

num erically the case ofde Sitterspacetim e and assum ing thatthe boundary conditionson

the �eld con�guration require that the horizon size be larger than the typicalcorrelation

length we set up a system atic perturbative expansion in powers ofh = H =m and worked

out in detailthe �rst order correction from curved spacetim e e�ects. W e see then that

even in situations in which the Universe is expanding slowly enough to allow us to set

up our perturbation theory for defects,new phenom ena occurs with de�nite cosm ological

im plications.

In particular,wearguethatin ageneralFRW spacetim e,consistency (renorm alizability)

ofthetheory requiresa coupling to theRicciscalar.W ith thiscoupling theenergy m om en-

tum tensorofdefectscan show som e rem arkable new features,including a negative energy

density attheorigin.Clearly thisobservation bringsinteresting possibilitiesfortopological

in
ation nearthe centerofthe defectthatm ustbestudied within the fullsetofEinstein’s

equationsin thepresenceofthiscon�guration.Forsom evaluesofthecoupling to theRicci

scalar,we�nd thattheenergy density atthecenterislowerthan ata distanceoftheorder

ofthecorrelation length away from thecenter.

Such a behavioroftheenergy m om entum tensorm ay providean interesting m echanism

forscalardensity perturbations.

Using collectivecoordinatequantization ofthe
uctuationsperpendiculartothewall,we

obtained the e�ective Lagrangian forthese 
uctuationsin the long-wavelength approxim a-
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tion. There are severalnoteworthy featuresofthise�ective Lagrangian: curved spacetim e

e�ectsrenorm alize the surface tension,and we �nd system atic correctionsto the \Nam bu"

action.

W e have also shown how to quantize the 
uctuationsabouta com pletely 
atwall,and

how thecollectivecoordinateprocedureyieldstheexpected Goldstonem odeassociated with

translationalinvariance.Thisanalysisthen allowsustocom putecorrelation functionsand to

seethat,atleastin thedeSittercase,
uctuationsarefairlystrongatlongdistancesand long

tim esafterform ation ofthedefectleadingtoconclusion thatthesurfacetendstoberougher

than in 
atspacetim e.These resultsand them ethod developed forthequantization ofthe


uctuationsm ay yield som einsighton novelm echanism sto study density perturbations.

W hatwe have done forwallscan also be doneforotherdefects,such ascosm ic strings.

Theseshouldexhibitsom einterestingbehavior,especiallyforthe
uctuations,sincetherewill

now becollectivecoordinatesassociated with theinternalU(1)sym m etrywhosespontaneous

breaking givesrisetothestring.Interesting possibilitiesarecorrectionstothestringtension

from curved spacetim ee�ectsand also correctionsto the\Nam bu-Goto" action from higher

derivativeterm s,and perhapsnovelbehavioroftheenergy m om entum tensoratthecoreof

the defectwhen the coupling to the Ricciscalarisintroduced. W e are currently studying

theseand otherissues.
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