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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

W hen a system israpidly quenched from a disordered phaseofhigh sym m etry to a

m ulti-phaseregion oflowersym m etry itundergoesa spontaneoussym m etry break-

ing (SSB) phase transition. During this transition the system develops a spatial

structureofrandom ly distributed dom ainswhich grow with tim e.Thisphaseorder-

ingprocesshasbeen extensively studied in thecontextofcondensed m attersystem s

[1],especially thosewith a non-conserved orderparam eter(m odelA)[2],described

bythetim e-dependentGinzburg-Landau (TDGL)equation.Thereism uch evidence

thatin the late stagesofgrowth these system sentera scaling regim e [3],in which

thetwo-pointcorrelation function hasthescaling form

C(r;t1;t2)�
D
~�(x;t1)�~�(x + r;t2)

E

= f

 
r

L(t1)
;
L(t2)

L(t1)

!

; (1)

where ~� isthe vector orderparam eter �eld,L(t)isthe characteristic length scale

attim e tafterthe quench,f isa scaling function,and angled bracketsindicate an

averageoverinitialconditions(and therm alnoise,ifpresent).

A sim ilarkind ofphase-ordering phenom enon isbelieved tohaveoccurred in the

early universe.W hile thebig-bang theory hasbeen widely veri�ed by observations

(con�rm ing that the universe began in a very hot,dense state and has expanded

and cooled down eversince[4]),theorigin ofcosm icstructurerem ainsunexplained.

According to the isotropy ofthe m icrowave background radiation (left over from

the early m atter-radiation decoupling transition)theearly m atterdistribution was

very uniform . How did the universe evolve from itsprim ordialsm ooth state to its

presentstateoflum piness,wherem atterconcentratesin galaxiesand galaxyclusters

[5]form ing a very-large scale structure? Itisbelieved thattiny large-scale density

uctuations,presentatdecoupling,could,ifstrongenough,haveresisted theoverall

expansion andgrownundergravitationalcollapse.M atterintheoverlydenseregions

ofspacewould haveclum ped togetherto producegeneralstructure.W hatwasthe

origin ofthese sm alluctuations,however,and how could they have generated the

kind oflarge-scale structure we see today? Based on a process centralto uni�ed

theoriesofparticlephysics� thatastheearly universecooled down a hypothetical

�eld,theHiggs�eld,underwentaSSB transition � ithasbeen suggested [6]thatthe

consequent�eld ordering and defectform ation could have provided them echanism

to generate structure. Field defects would form unavoidably, because ‘vacuum ’

con�gurations above the horizon scale are uncorrelated. Since the defects carry

energy they could provide the uctuations around which m atter would aggregate

[5,7,8].

The purpose ofthis paper,is to use som e ofthe techniques developed in the

fram ework of‘m odelA’dynam ics (i.e.the TDGL equation) to study the Higgs
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m odelordering kinetics. This problem is technically m ore di�cult than m odelA

because the equation ofm otion describesa dam ped wave propagation ratherthan

a purely dissipative process.However,these non-conserved �eld ordering processes

arelikely to exhibitsim ilaritiesatlate-tim es,wherea scaling regim eisexpected to

occur[9,10,11]. A di�erence,though,isthathere the characteristic length scale

growslinearly with tim e,L(t)� t,whileL(t)�
p
tform odelA.

W hile dom ain growth phenom ena,governed by the kinetics oftopologicalde-

fects,have been fairly wellunderstood within m odelA dynam ics,a �rstprinciples

calculation ofthescalingfunctionshasproved tobeam ostdi�culttask,and various

closed-approxim ation schem es to evaluate the scaling function f(x;q) ofequation

(1)havebeen proposed in thepastfew years[12,14].Thekey technique,exploited

by severalauthors [12]-[16],is to to introduce a m apping ~�(r;t) = ~�(~m (r;t)) be-

tween the order param eter �eld and an auxiliary �eld ~m (r;t) which has,near a

defect,the physicalinterpretation ofa position vectorrelative to the defect. W ith

this new variable,the problem ofdescribing the �eld at each instant oftim e is

transform ed into a problem ofdescribing the evolution and statisticsofthe defect

network. This approach enables the use ofa physically plausible and m athem at-

ically convenient gaussian distribution for ~m . Such a distribution is unacceptable

forthe orderparam eteritself,since thisise�ectively discontinuousatthe dom ain

size scale. The application ofthissortofapproach to the scalar-�eld m odelA has

recently received a criticalreview by Yeung et al.[17]. M ethods based on a de-

scription ofthe walldynam ics lead to an approxim ate linear equation form (r;t),

orforitscorrelatorhm (x;t1)m (x + r;t2)i.A di�erentand prom ising approach,due

to M azenko [14],aim satderiving a closed non-linearequation forC(r;t1;t2),built

on theequation ofm otion forthescalar-�eld m odelA,and theassum ption thatthe

�eld m isgaussian distributed atalltim es.Ithasthevirtueofyielding resultswith

a non-trivialdependence on the spatialdim ension d and itisalso easily extensible

to O (n)-com ponent system s. Despite the uncontrolled nature ofthe gaussian as-

sum ption theseapproacheshavebeen shown togivegood results,displaying m ostof

the expected physicalfeatures[14,16].Forthe nonconserved dissipative dynam ics

ofm odelA,ithasbeen argued thatthe gaussian approxim ation becom esexactin

thelim itoflargespatialdim ension d,whilefor�xed d itprovidesthestarting point

for a system atic treatm ent [18]. It is also correct for any d in the lim it oflarge

n. Forthe Higgs�eld m odelconsidered here,the gaussian approxim ation isagain

exact forlarge n,butthe large-d lim itdoesnotseem to be sim ple. Nevertheless,

by incorporating topologicaldefects in a naturalway,the gaussian �eld approach

providesthe sim plestnon-trivialapproxim ation schem e forthe dynam icsofphase

ordering.
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In section 3 weattem ptto apply theM azenko approach to theO (n)-�eld Higgs

m odel.Thelate-tim epaircorrelation function isthen given bytheBray-Puri-Toyoki

(BPT)function (20)[15],asa function C(;n)ofthe norm alized correlatorof~m ,

(r;t1;t2),which obeys an approxim ate non-linear equation. The BPT function

em bodies the asym ptotic defect structure,while (r;t1;t2) describes the dynam i-

caldependence ofC(r;t1;t2). The m apping used by M azenko [14,16],however,

restricts the �eld to evolve within the bound j~�j� 1,which isincom patible with

the oscillatory bulk relaxation ofthe Higgs�eld,and leads to an inconsistent ap-

proach.Thedi�cultieswith thisapproach,however,m otivateournextattem ptto

tackletheproblem .In section 4 weconsistently elim inatethe�eld bulk oscillations

by restricting the asym ptotic �eld dynam icsto the ‘vacuum m anifold’. Extending

M azenko’s gaussian approach to the Non-LinearSigm a M odel(NLSM ),using the

unitvectorm apping ~� = ~m =j~m j,the paircorrelation function isstillgiven by the

BPT function,but now  obeys a di�erent approxim ate equation. Rather then

solving num erically this equation for ,which is rather com plicated,in section 5

we propose a fully analyticalapproxim ate schem e to evaluate C. Thisam ountsto

replacing  by itslarge-n lim itin the argum entofthe BPT function,butkeeping

the rem aining n-dependence unchanged. As n ! 1 the equation for  becom es

linearand exactly solvable[9],sowem ay callthisschem etheLinear-Gaussian (LG)

approach. Although we cannotuse the NLSM fora scalar�eld,the approach still

holds for this case ifone takes n = 1 in the BPT function. In section 6 the LG

approach willbegeneralized toevaluateotherkindsofscalingfunctions,such asthe

averageoftheenergy density and itscorrelation function.

II.T H E H IG G S FIELD M O D EL

In thissection we briey review basic notionsaboutthe cosm ologicalbackground

m odel.TheHiggs�eld m odelispresented and itsdynam icsarediscussed.

Asisusualpractice,weshallconsidera atexpanding universeasthem odelfor

thebulk cosm ologicalbackground [4,5].In thiscasethelocalcurvatureiszero and

them etricisspace-independent,given by

ds
2 = c

2
dt

2 � a(t)2dr2 = a(�)2
�

c
2
d�

2 � dr
2
�

; (2)

where: tand r are com oving coordinates(i.e. the reference fram e ism oving with

thecosm icow);a(t),ora(�),isthespaceexpansion factor;�,theconform altim e,

de�ned by

d� � dt=a(t); (3)

plays the role of‘realtim e’in a static universe: the horizon ofan ‘event’after a

tim e t� itsm axim um rangeofinuence aftertim e t� isgiven by h(t)=
Rh
0
dr=
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R
t

0
cdt=a(t)= c

R
�

0
d� = c�(t).In a atuniverse,thefunction

�(�)� 2
dlna(�)

dln�
; (4)

varies slowly with tim e from � = 2 (radiation era)to � = 4 (m atterera). Away

from the m atter-radiation decoupling transition � can be regarded as a constant

and theexpansion factorisgiven by a power-law a � t�=(�+ 2) � ��=2 [5,9].

In the early radiation dom inated era the energy was dom inated by relativistic

particles (with equation ofstate �p = ��=3),yielding a � t1=2 � � and �� � a�4

� t�2 .Here �p and �� aretheuniform background pressureand energy density.Once

the universe cooled down and m atter decoupled from radiation this becam e the

dom inantsource ofgravitation (with negligible pressure �p � ��),yielding a � t2=3

� �2 and �� � a�3 � t�2 in them atterdom inatedera.Asm atterbecam etransparent

to radiation,them atterperturbationsstarted to grow.

A sim pleclassofSSB theoriesisprovided by the(real)n-com ponentHiggs�eld

m odels,wherea ‘global’O (n)sym m etry isbroken [5,9,11].Thesetheoriesinclude

severalcaseswhere topologicaldefectsform : dom ain walls(n = 1),globalstrings

(n = 2),globalm onopoles(n = 3)andglobaltextures(n = 4),which areofpotential

interestasa m echanism to generatecosm icstructure.

Thedynam icsoftheHiggs�eld ~�(r;t)� (�1;:::;�n)in an expanding universeis

derived from theLagrangian density [5]

L(r;t)=
1

2

�

@~�=@t
�2
�
1

2

�

r ~�=a(t)
�2
� V (~�); (5)

wherer iswith respecttocom oving coordinates,and V (~�)isageneralized ’double-

well’potentialwithanO (n)sym m etric‘vacuum m anifold’where~�2 = 1.M inim izing

theaction S =
R
dt

R
d3ra(t)3L(r;t)(wheredtd3ra(t)3 isthecovariant4-volum eel-

em ent)with respecttovariationsof~�,and usingconform altim e,yieldstheequation

ofm otion
@2~�

@�2
+
�

�

@~�

@�
= r 2~� � a(�)2

@V

@~�
; (6)

a waveequation with a dam ped ‘friction force’(�=�)(@~�=@�),which m im icsexpan-

sion in thecom oving fram e(and destroystheLorentzinvariance),and a non-linear

force@V=@~� which drivesthe�eld to the‘vacuum m anifold’.Theinitialconditions

� corresponding to a disordered state before the SSB phase transition � shallbe

discussed in theappendix,wherewepresentthesolution of(6)in thelim itn ! 1 .

The price forusing conform altim e isto have an e�ective potentialin equation (6)

with a tim e-dependent am plitude. The particularform ofthe potential,however,

should nota�ectin any essentialway thelate-tim edynam icsand scaling properties.
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W e expect,forinstance,the m ain e�ectofa(�)2 to be a decrease by a factor1=a

in the com oving size ofthe defectscore,which sim ply speedsup the system entry

into thescaling regim e.To sim plify thesubsequentdiscussion weshallfrom now on

discard thea2 factorin theequation ofm otion (6).W ewillnotreally need thatfor

com putationalpurposes,asweshallbeusing theNLSM .

Taking conform altim e on the sam e footing as realtim e,equation (6) can be

viewed as a ‘general-relativistic analogue’ofthe TDGL equation,describing the

dynam icsofnon-conserved system s.TheHiggsHam iltonian density corresponding

to (5)

H (r;t)=
1

a(t)2

�
1

2

�

@~�=@�
�2
+
1

2

�

r ~�
�2
+ V (~�)

�

; (7)

is(apartfrom 1=a2)sim ilarto thatofa static(M inkowski)universe,and com pared

to theTDGL m odelhasan extra ‘centripetal’term (@~�=@�)2.Fora vector�eld in

the‘vacuum m anifold’itleadsto an energy density which decays(dueto expansion

and dissipation) like the background, �� � 1=t2. Therefore,the Higgs �eld yields

density uctuationsofconstantam plitude��=�� = (�� ��)=�� � constwhich,through

Einstein’sequations,providea sourceforperturbationsin them atterdistribution.

Assum ing theexistence ofa late-tim escalingregim e(which hasbeen con�rm ed

by num ericalsim ulations [9,10,11]),the dim ensionalanalysis of(6) leads to a

characteristic scalegrowing with thehorizon

L(�) � c� ; (8)

im plying that the �eld defects m ove with relativistic speed. W e therefore expect

the paircorrelation function (1)to take the asym ptotic scaling form C(r;�1;�2)=

f(x;q),with scaling variablesx = r=�1 and q = �2=�1,where r = jr1 � r2jisthe

distancebetween thetwo points.

Causality constrains the �eld correlations after the SSB transition. Two �eld

con�gurations attim es �1 and �2 can only be causally correlated iftheirdistance

r is below the sum oftheir horizons c�1 and c�2 (i.e.ifthe horizons intersect).

Therefore,thecondition forC(r;�1;�2)6= 0 is(taking c= 1)

r < �1 + �2 : (9)

Ifoneofthehorizonscontainstheothercon�guration (�1 or�2 > r)thecorrelations

are ‘direct’. Otherwise,‘indirect’correlations can occur through com m on causal

correlationswith interm ediatepointsin theregion ofintersection ofthehorizons.

Unlike purely relaxing system s,the wave nature ofthe Higgs dynam ics forces

thelate-tim esaturating �eld notto satisfy j~�j< 1 even ifitsinitialcondition does.

To see how the �eld tendsto its’vacuum m anifold’we linearize equation (6)as ~�
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approachesa given ‘vacuum ’state ~�0.Considering a single-dom ain region where ~�

can betaken asuniform ,and noticing thattheonly restoring forceisparallelto ~�0

(norm altothem anifold)duetothesym m etry ofthe‘vacuum ’,we�nd,atlate-tim es

~�(�)�~�0 ’ 1�
1

a(�)
fc1(�)cos(A�) + c2(�)sin(A�)g ; (10)

where A 2 =
�

@2V=@(~�2)2
�

1
,and c1(�) and c2(�) are arbitrary constants. For a

scalar�eld ~�(�)�~�0 isreplaced by j�(�)j.W econcludethattheHiggs�eld saturates

with dam ped oscillations.

III.G A U SSIA N T H EO RY FO R A ‘SO FT ’FIELD

In this section we apply to the Higgs m odelthe gaussian approach proposed by

M azenko [14]forthe TDGL dynam ics. Although the approach,which isbased on

an unphysicalm apping forthe Higgsdynam ics,leadsto an inconsistenttheory,it

willm otivate the im plem entation ofa gaussian approach fora unitvector�eld in

section 4.

To derive an equation for the pair correlation function (1), we m ultiply the

equation ofm otion (6),evaluated atpoint(1)� (r1;�1),by ~�(2)� ~�(r2;�2)and

averageovertheensem ble ofinitialconditions,yielding theexactequation

C(�1;2)+
�

�1
C(_1;2)= r 2

C(1;2)+ F (1;2); (11)

wherethedriving force,ornon-linear(NL)term ,is

F (1;2)= �

*

~�(2)�
@V

@~�(1)

+

; (12)

and C(_1;2) � @C(1;2)=@�1 =

�
_~�(1)�~�(2)

�

,etc. To transform (11) into a closed

equation we need to write the NL term as som e approxim ate non-linear function

ofC(1;2). A key idea,exploited by severalauthors within the TDGL dynam ics

[12,14,16],isto em ploy a non-linearm apping between theorderparam eter~�(r;�)

and an auxiliary ‘sm ooth’�eld ~m (r;�). This new variable describes the late-tim e

defectnetwork structure,which willhaveform ed atthelatestagesof�eld ordering,

andallowsfortheapproxim ationtobeim plem ented.Them ostobviouswaytode�ne

the function ~�(~m ),is to follow M azenko’s suggestion [14]ofusing the equilibrium

pro�leequation ofan isolated defect(in a com oving fram e)

r
2

m
~� = @V=@~� ; (13)

with boundary conditions ~�(0)= 0 and ~�(~m ) ! ~m =j~m jas(j~m j! 1 ),and where

r m isthegradientwith respectto ~m .Closeenough toadefect(i.e.forj~m j� L(�),
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where the �eld is una�ected by neighboring defects) ~m (r;�) can be identi�ed as

the com oving position vectorofpointr from the (nearestpartofthe)defect.This

picture requires,ofcourse,that n � d. W ith (13) the m agnitude of~�(~m ) is a

m onotonically increasing function ofthe m agnitude j~m j,approaching forlarge j~m j

the ‘attractor’value 1 im posed by the potential. For a scalar �eld,the function

�(m )hasa typicalsigm oid form .

Them apping(13)restrictsthe�eld m agnitudetobej~�j< 1.Thisisappropriate

fordi�usion �eldsevolvingfrom adisordered state,butisphysically incorrectforthe

Higgs�eld dynam ics,wherethesystem self-organizesoscillatingaboutthe‘vacuum ’

states, as shown by (10). W hile we can prove that the use of(13) leads to an

inconsistenttheory[19],itseem sunlikelythatanadequateone-to-onem appingcould

bede�ned forthisproblem .In section 4 we shallovercom e thistechnicaldi�culty

by restricting the �eld dynam ics to the ‘vacuum m anifold’, ~�2 = 1. M eanwhile,

forcom pletenesswewillpursuethisapproach a littlefurtherusing (13)to derivea

closed equation forC(1;2).

Following M azenko [14],wenow assum ethat ~m (r;�)isa gaussian random �eld

(with zero m ean)atalltim es,described by thepairdistribution function

P(~m (1);~m (2))= N
n exp

8
<

:
�

1

2(1� 2)

0

@
~m (1)2

S0(1)
+
~m (2)2

S0(2)
�
2 ~m (1)� ~m (2)
q

S0(1)S0(2)

1

A

9
=

;
(14)

S0(1)=
D

m (1)2
E

; C0(1;2)= hm (1)m (2)i ; (15)

(1;2) =
C0(1;2)

q

S0(1)S0(2)
; (16)

where N =
�

2�
q

(1� 2)S0(1)S0(2)
��1

,and m (1) and m (2) are the sam e (arbi-

trary)com ponentof~m (1)and ~m (2). Allthe averagesoverthe ensem ble ofinitial

~� con�gurationsare replaced by gaussian averageson ~m ,and can be evaluated as

functionsofthe second m om entsS0(1),S0(2),and (1;2). However,from (8)and

the m apping (13),according to which ~m can be identi�ed asa position vector,we

anticipatetheasym ptoticscaling form

S0(�)=
2�2

�
� L(�)2 ; (17)

where � isa param eterto be determ ined. Thus,within a gaussian approach,the

onlyvariablein theproblem isthefunction (1;2),which accountsfortheparticular

dynam icsof~�.

Thedriving force(12)in equation (11)isthen given,asa non-linearfunction of

C(1;2),by M azenko’sresult[14,16]

F (1;2) = � 2
@C()

@S0(1)
=

�

2

 C()

�21
; (18)
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whereC � (@C=@)and wehaveused (17).Notethat,by useofthem apping(13),

thereisnolongerany explicitdependenceon thepotentialV (~�)in (18),though the

relation between ~� and ~m dependson V . Atlate-tim esthe �eld willbe saturated

alm osteverywhere exceptatthe defectcores(whose size ism uch sm allerthan the

dom ain scale),and we m ay,forsim plicity,evaluatethegaussian averagesreplacing

the pro�le m apping (13)by itsdiscontinuousasym ptotic form ~�(~m )= ~m =j~m j,for

a vector �eld,or�(m )= sign(m ),fora scalar�eld. Atlate tim es,therefore,the

detailed form ofthe potentialisnotim portant(although itm ust,ofcourse,have

the‘M exican hat’form in orderto supportnon-trivialsolutionsof(13)).Thisisin

accord with theexpected ‘universal’natureofthelate-stagescaling behavior.

Evaluating the pair correlation function C(1;2),using (14) and the m apping

above,yieldstheexplicitrelation C = C(;n),which wewillcallthe‘BPT function’

[15],

C() =

*
~m (1)

j~m (1)j
�
~m (2)

j~m (2)j

+

m

(19)

= (1;2)
n
�

B
�
n+ 1

2
;1
2

��2

2�
F

�
1

2
;
1

2
;
n + 2

2
;(1;2)2

�

; (20)

where B (x;y)isthe beta function and F(a;b;c;z)isthe hypergeom etric function.

Thesubstitution of(18)andC(;n)intoequation(11)yieldstheapproxim ateclosed

equation for(1;2),which fora vector�eld m ustbe regarded asthe independent

variable. In the lim itn ! 1 the BPT function reducesto C(;1 )= ,yielding

F (1;2)= C(1;2)=S0(1),and (11)becom esa linearequation.

W e now focus on the pair correlation function at equal-tim es (�1 = �2 = �),

which isofinterestby itselfand also yieldstheinitialcondition to solvethegeneral

equation [16].Equation (11)then reads

1

2
�C(1;2)� C(_1;_2)+

1

2

�

�
_C(1;2)= r 2

C(1;2)+ F (1;2); (21)

where _C(1;2)� @C=@�,etc. The unknown quantity C(_1;_2)m ay be elim inated to

geta third orderequation in C. Then,replacing F (1;2)by itsapproxim ate form

(18),using (17),and looking foran isotropicscaling solution C(r;�)= f(x),which

im plies(r;�)= (x),with x = r=�1,leadsto theequation for(x):

x(4� x2)

2

n


000+ 3000D  + 

03
D 

o

+

 

x
2
3(� � 2)

2
+ 2(d+ 1� �)

!
n


00+ 

02
D 

o

�

�
x

2
(� � 2)(2� � 3)+

2

x
(� � 1)(d� 1)

�


0 = � � f(1� �) + x(1+ D)

0g(22)

where 0 = d=dx,etc,D ()= C=C,D ()= C=C,and C � @C=@,

etc.TheNL functionsD ()and D ()areobtained from (20)and em body all
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then-dependenceof(22).Theboundary conditionsforequation (22)are(0)= 1,

from de�nition (15),0(0)= 0,from (x)= 1� O (x2)asx ! 0,and (2)= 0,from

C()�  as ! 0 and the causalcondition f(x)= 0 forx � 2. W e notice that

theboundary pointsareboth singular,which m akesthenum ericalsolution of(22)

di�cult.

Fora scalar�eld theBPT function (20)can beinverted to give = sin(� C=2),

yielding a NL term F (1;2)= (2=�S0(1))tan(�C(1;2)=2). Hence we can express

(22)asan explicitnon-linearequation forthescaling function C(r;�)= f(x):

x(4� x2)

2
f(x)000+

 

x
2
3(� � 2)

2
+ 2(d+ 1� �)

!

f(x)00

�

�
x

2
(� � 2)(2� � 3)+

2

x
(� � 1)(d� 1)

�

f(x)0

= � �

�
2

�
(1� �)tan

�
�

2
f(x)

�

+ x sec2
�
�

2
f(x)

�

f
0

�

: (23)

To perform a sm all-x expansion of (23), we recallthat with the m apping � =

sign(m ),used to evaluate C(),the condition f(0)= h�2i= 1 hasbeen builtinto

thetheory (although in an inconsistentm anner).W e�nd thatf(x)adm itsa series

in odd powersofx (im plying thatallderivativesatx = 0 are determ ined without

recursion),giving thelinearbehaviour,orPorod’sregim e[21],

f(x)= 1�
1

�

s

2��

(� � 1)(d� 1)
x + O (x3) ; (x ! 0); (24)

which isa physicalconsequence ofhaving ‘sharp’wallsatlate tim es. To �nd the

sm all-(2� x)asym ptotic form off(x),we notice thatasf(x)! 0 equation (23)

becom eslinearand hasthreeindependentsolutions.Sincethesingularityatx = 2is

regularwetryaFrobeniuspowerseriessolution [20],A 0(2� x)p(1+
P

1

k= 1ak(2� x)k),

and �nd thattheequation adm itsa leading power-decay f(x)� (2� x)p asx ! 2,

wherepcan assum eany ofthevalues:p= 0,p= 1orp= �+ (d� 1)=2.p= 0m ust

be excluded as being incom patible with the boundary conditions (it would im ply

A 0 = 0),and thusthesolution hasthegeneralasym ptoticform asx ! 2:

f(x)� A
(1)

0 (2� x)�+ (d�1)=2 f1+ O (2� x)g+ A
(2)

0 (2� x)f1+ O (2� x)g : (25)

SincetheBPT function (20)hasthesam ebehaviourC(;n)�  (and D,D  !

0)as ! 0 orn ! 1 ,to linearorderin the regim e x ! 2 and f �  equation

(22)isn-independentand identicalto itslarge-n lim it.In theappendix wediscuss

thelarge-n lim itoftheNLSM (28)and �nd thatf1 (x)� (2� x)�+ 1 asx ! 2,for

d = 3.Therefore,forany valueofn,and atleastforshort-ranged initialconditions,

weexpecttheleading power-law decay

f(x) � (2� x)�+
d� 1

2 ; (x ! 2): (26)
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Although we are notlooking to solve equation (23),we describe how one in prin-

ciple could do it. From (24) and (9), the boundary conditions are: f(0) = 1,

f0(0) = � (1=�)
q

2��=(� � 1)(d� 1) and f(2) = 0. The param eter � is num er-

ically determ ined by im posing the coe�cient ofthe dom inant solution in (25) to

vanish,A
(2)

0 (�)= 0. In the large-n lim it,where equation (11)becom eslinearand

the gaussian approach isexact,� can be found analytically. Com paring (11)with

the linearequation (36),which am ountsto com pare the lim itof(18),F 1 (1;2)=

�1 (1;2)=2�
2
1
,with hT(1)igiven by (37),yields

�1 = 2T0 = 3(2� + 1)=2 : (27)

Inconclusion,althoughthem apping(13)discardsthe�eldoscillations(10)andleads

to an inconsistenttheory [19],equation (22)-(23),despite itsintrinsic incorrectness

bears no obvious signs ofinconsistency. A Porod’s regim e (24) is obtained as a

consequenceofthe’sharp’wallconstraint�(m )= sign(m )used toevaluateC(;n).

W ehave shown thatthem annerin which f(x)vanishesatx = 2,given by (26),is

independentofn and exact.

IV .G A U SSIA N T H EO RY FO R T H E N O N -LIN EA R SIG M A M O D EL

In thissection westudy thedynam icsofa vectorHiggs�eld within theNLSM .By

constrainingthe�eld tolieon thevacuum m anifold,thism odelautom aticallyavoids

the technicaldi�culties associated with the asym ptotic bulk oscillations noted in

section 3. W e develop a gaussian approach,analogous to that ofsection 3,and

derive an approxim ateequation forC(1;2).

Long aftertheSSB phasetransition thedriving potentialV closely con�nesthe

Higgs�eld to the ‘vacuum m anifold’alm osteverywhere (exceptatthe �eld defect

cores). W e have shown,however,thatthe wave nature ofthe dynam icsleadsto a

�eld bulk saturation accom panied by slow decaying oscillationsaboutthe ’vacuum

state’,preventing usto de�ne an adequate one-to-one m apping between ~� and an

auxiliary �eld ~m .Them apping(13),forinstances,forcesthe�eld toobey j~�j� 1at

alltim esand yieldsan inconsistentapproach.To overcom e thistechnicalproblem ,

we notice thatthe oscillations(10)are unlikely to have a m ajore�ecton the late-

tim edynam icsofthe�eld defectnetwork (and thuson thescaling properties),and

m ay thus be consistently discarded by restricting the O (n) �eld dynam ics to the

vacuum m anifold. Replacing the vanishing driving force @V=@~� in (6) by a non-

linearcoupling term which constrainsthe length ofthe �eld,the �eld evolution is

now described by thenon-linearsigm a m odel(NLSM )equation [9]:

@2~�

@�2
+
�

�

@~�

@�
= r

2~� + T(r;�)~� ; (28)

10



whereT(r;�)isthefreeLagrangian density in (5)

T(r;�)�

0

@
@2~�

@�2
� r2~�

1

A�~� =
�

r ~�
�2
�

0

@
@~�

@�

1

A

2

: (29)

Asanotheradvantageofusing theNLSM ,theordering dynam icsbecom esindepen-

dentofthe detailsofthe potentialV (~�)and,in particular,the factora(�)2 in (6)

issuppressed.

Theexactequation forthepaircorrelation function C(1;2)isstillgiven by (11)

C(�1;2)+
�

�1
C(_1;2)= r 2

C(1;2)+ F (1;2); (30)

where,from (28)and (29),theNL term isnow given by

F (1;2)=
D

T(1)~�(1)�~�(2)
E

; (31)

which m ustbereplaced by som eapproxim atenon-linearfunction ofC(1;2)in order

to transform (11) into a closed equation. Following the strategy ofsection 3,we

introduce a non-linearm apping between the orderparam eter ~�(r;�),which isnow

notwellde�ned nearthedefects,and an auxiliary ‘sm ooth’�eld ~m (r;�).W ecan no

longerde�ne ~� = ~�(~m )using the equilibrium pro�le equation ofan isolated defect

[14],which yieldsa trivialrelation everywhereexceptatthedefectcoreswhereitis

singular.Thenaturalway to de�netherelation between theunitvector ~�(r;�)and

~m (r;�)am ountsto replacing (13)by itsdiscontinuousasym ptoticform [22]

~�(~m )=
~m

j~m j
: (32)

Thism apping only determ ines ~m (r;�)up to a factor(which e.g.,m ay bea function

oftim e),and there isnow no obviousphysicalinterpretation forthe new variable.

Up to a factor,however, we m ay stillregard ~m (r;�) as a position vector (close

enough to a defect)likein section 3.

Form athem aticalconvenienceweassum ethat~m (r;�)isagaussian random �eld

(with zero m ean)atalltim es,described by thepairdistribution function (14)-(15).

Alltheaveragesovertheensem bleofinitial~� con�gurationsarereplaced bygaussian

averageson ~m ,and can beevaluated asfunctionsofn,S0(1),S0(2),and (r;�),the

norm alized m -correlator,which containsallthedynam icdependence.

In thesam espiritwhich lead to expression (18)in section 3,using them apping

(32)and the gaussian property of ~m we can shown [23]that the NL term (31)is

then given,asan approxim atenon-linearfunction ofC(1;2),by

F (1;2) =
nD

_m (1)2
E

�
D

(r m (1))2
Eo

2
@C

@S0(1)
+ _S0(1)

2
1

3

@2C

@S0(1)
2
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+
n

(C0(_1;2))
2 � (r C0(1;2))

2
o 1

3

@2C

@C0(1;2)
2

+ _S0(1)C0(_1;2)
1

3

(
2n

n � 1

@2C

@S0(1)@C0(1;2)
+ Q n(1;2)

)

(33)

Q n(1;2) = (n � 3)(n � 1)

��

j~m (1)j3j~m (2)j
�
�1
�

m

(34)

=
1

S0(1)
q

S0(1)S0(2)

(n � 1)
�

B
�
n�1

2
;1
2

��2

2�
F

�
1

2
;
3

2
;
n

2
;(1;2)2

�

:(35)

Using (15), (16) and (20) the NL term (33) can be fully expressed in term s of

 and S0. Forexam ple,the correlators h_m (1)2i = C0(_1;_2)2! 1 and h(r m (1))2i =

� r2C0(1;2)2! 1,thederivative@C=@S0(1)= � C =2S0(1),whereC()� @C=@,

and sim ilarly fortheotherderivativesofC(1;2).Substituting theNL term and the

BPT function (20)into (30)we getthe equation for(1;2),which isthe indepen-

dentvariable.Specializingtoequal-tim es(�1 = �2 = �),and lookingforan isotropic

scaling solution (r;�)= (x),we then obtain an approxim ate closed equation for

(x),theNLSM version of(22),theboundary conditionsforwhich havebeen given

in section 3. Even ifwe take S0 to be tim e independent,thisequation willstillbe

m uch m orecom plicated than (22).

If~m in theNLSM issettohavethesam einterpretation asin section 3,and thus

to obey (17),we m ay com pare the NL term s (33)and (18). The NLSM gaussian

approach generates the ‘soft’�eld result,aslong ash(r m )2i= 1,plus additional

term sfollowingfrom theconsistentuseofthem apping(32).Thisdi�erencesindicate

thatthegaussian approach isnotquantitatively accurate,since(6)and (28)should

yield equivalentasym ptoticdynam ics.

V .LIN EA R -G A U SSIA N A PPR O X IM AT IO N

Ratherthen solving theextrem ely com plicated approxim atenon-linearequation for

(1;2),weproposeafully analyticalschem e� the‘Linear-Gaussian’(LG)approach

� to evaluateC(1;2),which com binesa gaussian m apping fora unitvector~� with

thelarge-n exactsolution.

W e notice that the relation C = C(;n), de�ned by (19) and given by the

BPT function (20) for a gaussian ~m ,accounts e�ectively for the presence ofthe

�eld defects(through the orientation of~� = ~m =j~m j),and also fortheirtopological

nature(through then-dependence),and so italready describesfairly wellthelate-

tim e defect structure. Hence,the particular form ofthe function (1;2),which

containsthe dynam icaldependence ofC(1;2),should notbe so relevantand m ay

be approxim ated rather crudely. For sim plicity, we replace  by 1 , the exact

12



solution in the large-n lim it[25]. The scaling function fLG (xs;q)= C(1;2)LG with

n = 1;::;4;1 and � = 2 and 4,obtained using thisprocedure,isplotted in �gures

1 and 2 with �xed valuesofq= �2=�1 and abscissa xs = 2r=(�1+ �2),and in �gures

3 and 4 with �xed valuesofxs and abscissa q. M ore detailsare given in section 7

and in the�gurecaptions.

Asn ! 1 ,j~m j= (
P

im
2
i)
1=2

!
p
nS0,and itiseasy to �nd the lim itofthe

functions Q n and C(),either from their de�nitions (34) and (19) or from their

gaussian averages(35)and (20).TheBPT function reducesto C(;n)! 1 = C1

and Q n(1;2)! 1=S0(1)
q

S0(1)S0(2). Equations(30)-(31)yield the self-consistent

linearequation

1 (�1;2)+
�

�1
1 (_1;2)= r

2
1 (1;2)+ hT(1)i1 (1;2); (36)

hT(1)i= T0=�
2

1
; (37)

wherethescaling form (37)followsfrom a dim ensionalanalysisof(36)or(29)(and

from translationalinvariance),and the constantT0 isto be found self-consistently

(see(63)in theappendix).Thelinearterm F 1 (1;2)= hT(�1)i1 (1;2)isthelim it

ofthe previous NL term : the gaussian expression (33),orthe de�nition (31)and

(29),where ~� ! ~m =
p
nS0.

Instead ofdeterm ining1 (1;2)bysolvingthelinearequation(36)atequaltim es,

which (like(21))isthird order,itiseasiertocalculatethecorrelation function ofthe

exactlarge-n solution oftheNLSM equation (28),which issecond order.Equation

(36)for1 = C1 can be derived from the large-n lim itof(28)(justlike (30)was

derived from (28)),so the two proceduresto obtain 1 are equivalent. Turok and

Spergel[9]have solved thelarge-n NLSM in m om entum space and determ ined the

structurefactorcorresponding to a random initial�eld.In theappendix wepresent

and Fourier-transform theirresultto 3-dim ensionalrealspace,yielding the scaling

function f1 (x;q)� C1 (r;�1;�2)= 1 (r;�1;�2):

f1 (x;q)=
�(1+ q� x)

N

1

xq�+ 1=2

Z B

A

dss(1� s
2)

� � 1

2 (q2 � (x � s)2)
� + 1

2 ; (38)

where

x = r=�1 ; q= �2=�1 ; (39)

(B ;A) = (x + q;x� q) ; x � 1� q

= (1;x� q) ; j1� qj� x � 1+ q

= (1;� 1) ; x � q� 1 ; (40)

and N = 4=5;32=63 for� = 2;4.Atequal-tim es,

f1 (x;1)=
�(2� x)

N

1

x

Z
1

x�1

dss(1� s
2)

� � 1

2 (1� (x� s)2)
� + 1

2 : (41)
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The sm all-x behaviour off1 (x;1) can either be obtained from the large-n lim it

ofthe gaussian equation for ,e.g.(22),or by expanding (41) as x ! 0. Both

proceduresyield theleading behaviourasx ! 0

f1 (x;1)= 1� (5=8)ln(1=x)x2 + � � � � = 2

= 1� (27=16)x2 + � � � � = 4 : (42)

Expanding the BPT function (20) as  ! 1 and using (42) yields the sm all-x

expansion for the equal-tim es pair correlation function within the LG approach.

Fora scalar�eld wehave

fLG (x;1)= 1� 1

�

q

5ln(1=x)x + � � � � = 2; n = 1

= 1� 1

�

q

27=2x+ � � � � = 4; n = 1 ; (43)

and fora vector�eld

fLG (x;1)= 1� A1(x)x
2 + � � � � = 2; n > 1

= 1� A2 x
2 + � � � � = 4; n > 1 ; (44)

where A 1(x)= (5=8)(ln(1=x))2 and A 2 = (27=16)ln(1=x)forn = 2,and A 1(x)=

(5=4)ln(1=x)and A 2 = 27=8 forn = 3.Perform ing a sm all-(1+ q� x)expansion of

(38)we�nd theleading power-law decay

f(x;q)’ f1 (x;q)’
B
�
�+ 1

2
;1
2

�

4(� + 1)B (�;3=2)

�
q+ 1

2

��+ 1

q�=2
(1+q� x)1+ � ; (x ! q+1):(45)

In thelim itofvery-di�erenttim es(�1 � �2),weobtain theleading tim e-decay

f(x;q)’ f1 (x;q)’
1

q3=2

B
�
�+ 1

2
;3=2

�

B (�;3=2)
+ O (1=q7=2); (q! 1 ): (46)

By the sam e argum entsdiscussed in section 3,the asym ptotic form s(46)and (45)

(thedi�erent-tim esgeneralization of(26))areexactand thesam eforalln.In fact,

asx ! 1+ q orq! 1 and  ! 0 equation (30)becom esthelinearequation (36),

from which thesam epowers,butnottheam plitudes,can beobtained.

V I.O T H ER SC A LIN G FU N C T IO N S IN T H E LG A PPR O A C H

TheLG m ethod,im plem ented in section 5 to evaluatethepaircorrelation function,

can beextended to otherscaling functions.In thissection weevaluatethepressure,

theaverageenergy density and theenergy density correlation function.

As long as we replace ~� by its saturation form ~m =j~m j(or � by m =jm j,for a

scalar�eld),the scaling functionswillhave builtin the late-tim e defectstructure.
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Treating ~m asa gaussian �eld,the dynam icaldependence ofthe scaling functions

is again em bodied by (r;�1;�2). In the sam e spirit asin section 5,we replace 

by itslarge-n lim it.In short,wekeep in then-dependenceofthescaling properties

through thegaussian averagesoverthe ~m vectors,and treatthegaussian m om entsof

~m in thelarge-n lim it.Asm entioned in section 4,them apping(32)only determ ines

~m up to a factor(which m ay be tim e-dependent),and thusthere issom e freedom

to �x the form ofthe second m om entS0 � hm2i.Although the choice S0 = const:

would greatly sim plify the algebra (e.g.reducing the num ber ofpair contractions

ofgaussian averagescontaining
_~�),we �nd itphysically m oreconvenientto regard

j~m jas a length (close to a defect), and thus to keep the scaling form (17),i.e.

S0 = 2�2=�. W hen written in term s of,though,the results are independent of

thechoicem ade.

The Higgs�eld energy density (see (7))and isotropically averaged pressure are

given by [5]

�(�) =
1

2a(�)2

*

_~�
2

+
�

r ~�
�2
+

+
D

V (~�)
E

(47)

p(�) =
1

2a(�)2

*

_~�
2

�
1

3

�

r ~�
�2
+

�
D

V (~�)
E

; (48)

and scaleas1=t2,likethebackground �� and �p.To evaluate� and p within theLG

approach,we�rstconsideravector�eld.In thiscase,thepotentialterm isnegligible

(and identically zero in the NLSM )and can be ignored.W riting the derivativesof

~� in term s ofthe derivatives of ~m ,expanding the gaussian average into a sum of

pair contractions,expressing the averages containing r m
~� as the lim it 2 ! 1 of

derivativesofC(1;2)with respectto thegaussian m om ents,and treating ~m in the

lim itn ! 1 ,yields
*

_~�
2
+

= C(1;1)

�
h_m 2i
S0

�
�

_S0
2S0

�2
�

= C(1;1)

*

_~�
2
+

1

(49)

��

r ~�
�2
�

= C(1;1)
h(r m )2i

S0
= C(1;1)

��

r ~�
�2
�

1

; (50)

where C(1;1)� (@C(1;2)=@(1;2))2! 1 = (n � 1)=(n � 2)for n � 3,C(1;1) =

ln(L=w) to leading order for n = 2 (where w is the string size,introduced as a

short-distancecut-o�),and
*

_~�
2
+

1

= 1 (_1;_2)2! 1 � 1 (_1;_1)=
T0

(� � 2)�21
;

D

(r ~�)2
E

1

= (r 1r 21 (1;2))2! 1 � � r21 (1;1)= (� � 1)

*

_~�
2
+

1

; (51)

whereweused (77)and C1 = 1 .Hence,from (47)-(50),theLG approach gives

�(�)=
n � 1

n � 2
�1 (�) ; p(�)=

n � 1

n � 2
p1 (�) ; n > 2 ; (52)
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�(�)= ln(L=w)�1 (�) ; p(�)= ln(L=w)p1 (�) ; n = 2 ; (53)

with

�1 (�)=
�T0

2(� � 2)

1

a2�2
; p1 (�)=

(4� �)T0

6(� � 2)

1

a2�2
: (54)

In the radiation dom inated era,where � = 2,1 (_1;_1)and � r21 (1;1)(and �1

and p1 )have a leading orderlogarithm ic divergence. Theirdi�erence,though,is

�niteand giveshTi= T0=�
2 (see(77))(and also p1 =�1 = 1=3).Therelevantcase,

however,isthe m atterdom inated era (� = 4),when m atterperturbationsstarted

to grow,yielding p(�)= 0 with n � 2 and

�(�)=

�

6:75 +
6:75

n � 2

�
1

a2�2
; n > 2 : (55)

Although a consistentim plem entation oftheLG m ethod requirestheuseofthe

NLSM ,and thusavector�eld,theapproach can beextrapolated forascalar�eld in

anelegantm anner.Thiswasalreadydoneinsection5,wherewesim plyextended the

resultsforthescalar�eld correlation function takingn = 1in theBPT function (see

(43)),ratherthan deriving an equation forC(1;2).Thedi�erence fora scalar�eld

isthatthewallwidth,w,playsa rolein thedynam ics,m aking thescaling functions

(which contain tim e-dependent prefactors) di�er from their dim ensionalanalysis

form . M oreover,the potentialterm in (47)-(48) has now a relevant contribution

hV i =

��

r ~�
�2
�

=2a2. A convenient de�nition for the non-com oving wallwidth

(which is constant in tim e for sharp dom ain walls) is w � 4=�,where � is the

non-com oving (orphysical)surfacetension given by

a(�)� =

Z
1

�1

dx(d�w=dx)
2
; (56)

wherehere�w(x)representsa singleplanardom ain wall,and x isa com oving coor-

dinate norm alto the wall. The value of� depends,through �w(x),on the explicit

form ofthedrivingpotential.In thespiritoftheLG approach weexploittheasym p-

totic m apping �(m )= sign(m )to perform the gaussian averages,and treatthe m -

correlatorsin thelarge-n lim it.To evaluatep and �,wewritethederivativesof� in

term softhederivativesofm and expand thegaussian averageintoasum ofpaircon-

tractions.Notingthatd�=dm � �0issharply peaked atm = 0and thatjr m jm = 0 =

1,we geth�02i=
R
1

�1
dm P(m )�02 = a�P(0),where P(m )= e�m

2=2S0=
p
2� S0 isthe

one-pointprobability distribution form . Using �02 = a��(m )(which followsfrom

(56))and integrating by parts,wegeth(�02)00i= a� h�00(m )i= a� P 00(0).Therefore,
D
_�2
E

= a�
q

S0=2� (_1;_1) and h(r �)2i = a�
q

S0=2� (� r2(1;1)),which are the

analogues of(49)-(50). Since � em bodies the extra physicalfeature ofthe scalar

�eld,we can treat the rem aining factorsin the large-n lim it. Taking S0 = �2=T0
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(which followsfrom (17)and (27)),(_1;_1)!

*

_~�
2
+

1

and � r2(1;1)!
D

(r ~�)2
E

1

,

which arethen given by (77),weget,from (48)-(47),

�(�)=
�

p
2� T0

2� � 1

�
a� �1 (�) ; p(�)=

�
p
2� T0

7� 4�

3�
a� �1 (�) ; n = 1:(57)

In theradiation dom inated era � and p haveagain aleading logarithm icdivergence.

In them atterdom inated era,weobtain

�(�)=
�

p
2�

7
p
6:75

4

1

a�
; p(�)= �

�
p
2�

3
p
6:75

4

1

a�
; n = 1 : (58)

W e now look to evaluate the correlationsbetween the energy density term s of

the Higgs�eld,i.e.
_~�
2

and (r ~�)2. Forsim plicity we shallrestrictto the case ofa

scalar�eld.W riting thederivativesof� in term softhederivativesofm ,expanding

thegaussian averageintoasum ofpaircontractions,replacing �02 by a��(m ),doing

som egaussian integralsby parts,using (14)-(15),and treating them -correlatorsin

thelarge-n lim it,weobtain (with hX Y i
c
= hX Y i� hX ihY i)

D
_�(1)2 _�(2)2

E

c
+ A 1122 =

A

(1� 2)5=2
n

�(11� 
2

1)(22� 
2

2)+ 
2
�

(12)
2� �1122

�

+ 2(�12+ 12)
2
o

; (59)

D

(r �(1))2(r �(2))2
E

c
+ A � 1� 2 =

A

(1� 2)5=2
(

�(� 1� 
2

r)(� 2� 
2

r)+ 
2
�


4

r� ��1� 2
�

+ 2
�

�rr+ 
2

r

�2
+
2�2

r

r2

)

; (60)

where A � �2a(�1)�1a(�2)�2=(2� T0), � � (1 � 2), and  = 1 (1;2), 1 =

1 (_1;2), 12 = 1 (_1;_2), r = @1 =@r, rr = @21 =@r
2, and 11 = 1 (_1;_1),

� 1 = � r21 (1;1),are given by (75) and (77). W e have checked that,as ex-

pected,the resultsare independentofwhetherwe take S0 to be constantorgiven

by (17). The scaling functions corresponding to (59)and (60),norm alized in the

form hX Y i
c
=hX ihY i,have been plotted in �gures 5 and 6,respectively,for the

m atterera. Detailsand com m ents are given in the nextsection and in the �gure

captions.

V II.SU M M A RY A N D D ISC U SSIO N

Two distinct gaussian approaches forthe O (n)Higgs�eld dynam ics,in a atex-

pandinguniverse,wereproposed toevaluatethepaircorrelation function,and other

scaling functions. Both theories are based on a non-linear m apping between the

orderparam eter~�(r;�)and an auxiliary �eld ~m (r;�),which variessm oothly in the
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vicinity ofthe �eld defects. Forsim plicity and m athem aticalconvenience, ~m (r;�)

isassum ed to bea gaussian random �eld,yielding an approxim ateclosed schem eto

evaluate the scaling functions. The �eld ~� itself,which ise�ectively discontinuous

nearthedefects,isnotsuitableto betreated asgaussian.

In the ‘soft’�eld theory ofsection 3,based on the equation ofm otion (6),we

have followed M azenko’s gaussian approach [14,16]form odelA dynam ics,where

the m apping isde�ned by the equilibrium pro�le equation r 2
m
~� = @V=@~�.In this

case,~m (r;�)isidenti�ed asaposition vectorrelativetothenearest�eld defect.The

m apping (13),however,isincom patible with the late-tim e �eld oscillationsin the

bulk (10)(which areabsentin purely relaxationalsystem s).By studying thelinear

dynam icsofthegaussian m om entC0(1;2),given byequation (15),wecan provethat

this theory is inconsistent,and therefore we have notlooked to solve num erically

the rathercom plicated equations(22)or(23).The factthat,despite thisintrinsic

inconsistency,the paircorrelation function displayscorrectphysicalfeatures,such

as(24)and (26),isnot,however,a m eritofthe approxim ation used. The sm all-x

Porod’sregim eforascalar�eld followsfrom theuseoftheBPT function (20),which

hasbuiltin the late-tim e defectstructure,and the asym ptotic power-decay,which

occursin the linear(sm all-f(x))regim e,isuniversalforallO (n)’soft’and ’hard’

�eld m odels.

In section 4,wehavedeveloped am oreconsistenttheory,based on theNLSM ,or

’hard’�eld,dynam ics(28).W edonotexpectthe�eld bulk oscillations(10)tohave

a relevante�ecton thescaling properties,so weconsistently �x the�eld m agnitude

to elim inatethepreviousm apping incom patibility.Also,sincethe�eld now evolves

on the vacuum m anifold,the dynam ics are independent ofthe driving potential.

Theauxiliary �eld isnow de�ned by ~�(~m )= ~m =j~m j.Although itcan stillhavethe

sam einterpretation asin section 3,~m isonly determ ined up to a factorand weare

free to choose < ~m 2>. The relation C(;n),between the paircorrelation function

and the norm alized ~m -correlator,isgiven by the BPT function (20)fora gaussian

~m ,and  obeysan approxim ateequation,derivablefrom (30)-(33).

Rather then solving this com plicated equation for ,in section 5 we propose

a fully analyticalschem e to evaluate C(1;2). Recognizing thatthe BPT function

captures the essentiallate-tim e defect structure,we approxim ate the asym ptotic

�eld dynam ics even further replacing  by 1 , the exact solution for the lim it

n ! 1 . The pair correlation function is then given (in a sym bolic notation) by

C(1;2)LG = B PT(1 (1;2);n). Although the NLSM only holds for vector �elds,

the LG approach can be extended to n = 1,since it only depends on the large-

n dynam ics,which is the sam e for both equations (6) and (28). In this case the

scalingpropertiesareevaluated usingthem apping�(m )= sign(m )and thegaussian
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assum ption.Thepaircorrelation function,forinstance,isagain given by theBPT

function,with n = 1,and by the sam e argum entwe replace  by 1 . The scaling

form fLG (x;q),forn = 1;::;4;1 and in theradiation and m atterdom inated eras,is

plotted in:�gures1 and 2,respectively,with di�erent�xed valuesofqand abscissa

xs � 2r=(�1 + �2)= 2x=(1+ q),and in �gures3 and 4,respectively,with di�erent

�xed valuesofxs and abscissa q. The norm alization isasfollows: f(0;1)= 1 for

q = 1;for q 6= 1 we used the tim e-dependent condition f(x;q)=1 (x;q) ! 1 as

x ! 0,such thatcurveswith di�erentn cuttheorigin atthesam epoint.

The LG approach for the Higgs m odelis the analogue of the Ohta-Jasnow-

Kawasakiapproxim ate schem e in m odelA dynam ics[12].In thatcase,f1 (x;1)=

exp(� x2=8).The greatercom plexity of(38)-(41)isdueto thecausalcondition (9)

which these obey. The m ain physicalfeaturesare preserved in thisapproach: the

threshold power-law behaviour(45)(im posed by causality)isexact,and forn = 1

a linearPorod’sregim e,(43),isobtained for� = 4.For� = 2,however,weobtain

a logarithm ic m odi�ed Porod’s regim e,f(x;1) = 1+ O (x lnx) (slightly apparent

in �gure 1),which isprobably an artifactofthe LG approach and hasno physical

m eaning. This logarithm ic correction is absent in the sm all-x expansion (24) of

section 3.

W e have seen in section 5 thatallthe exactand the gaussian expressionshave

thesam elim itasn ! 1 .In fact,thegaussian approach becom esexact(forrandom

gaussianinitialconditions)inthislim itsincetheequationfor~m becom eslinear.This

equation isderived from thelinearised equation for~� (replacing ~� by ~m =
p
nS0),and

itsform dependson thechoicem adeforS0.Also,thetwo gaussian approaches,for

the ‘soft’�eld and for the NLSM ,becom e equivalent (and exact) as n ! 1 and

theLG approach could beim plem ented equally wellusing either.W e�nd,however,

thatthe NLSM provides a m ore system atic and self-consistent fram ework forthis

purpose,while the ‘soft’�eld m odelyields the physicalm otivation to em ploy the

NLSM (and proves usefulin the LG calculation of other scaling functions with

n = 1).

In section 6 we have extended the LG approach to evaluateotherscaling prop-

erties ofthe Higgs �eld. Forthese cases we do not know how to built closed ap-

proxim ateequationslikethoseofsections3and 4,and them ethod provesespecially

useful. Ifwe restricted ourselves to the gaussian approach we could express other

scaling functionsin term sof and itsderivatives,butwe could notsolve forthese

derivativesnum erically. Fora scalar�eld we can stilluse the asym ptotic m apping

�(m )= m =jm j,butwe have to accountforthe non-trivialrole ofthe wallwidth,

w,which is inversely proportionalto �,the surface tension (56). The LG results

(52),(53),(57),givetheaverage�eld energy density (47)and pressure(48)asbeing
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proportionalto �1 ,the energy density in the lim itn ! 1 . The factorofpropor-

tionality is n-dependent,and is also tim e-dependent forn = 2 and n = 1. Since

�1 and p1 ,given by (54),havea leading logarithm icdivergence at� = 2,wehave

discarded theradiation dom inated era,which isalessrelevantcasein theform ation

ofcosm ic structure,and nextsum m arize theLG resultsin them atterera (� = 4).

W ith n > 2,(55)gives� = 6:75(1+ 1=(n � 2))=a2�2,which com pared with the �t

to sim ulation results[11]:6:75(1+ (20=9)=(n � 2))=a2�2 showsa fairagreem entup

to a factor� 2 in the the correction term .W ith n = 1,(58)gives� = � const=a�,

yielding energy density uctuationsgrowinglinearly with tim et,ratherthan having

aconstantvalueasin thevectorcase.Thiswellknown result[5]m eansthatwalls,if

present,would rapidly dom inatetheenergy oftheuniverse.W ith n � 2 we obtain

zero pressure,as expected. W ith n = 1 we get a negative pressure p = � 3�=7,

yielding a sourceterm � + 3p< 0,which can beregarded asindicating an e�ective

dom ain wallrepulsion [5]in thescalingregim e,and isareection ofdom ain growth.

W e recallthatfor an isolated equilibrium dom ain-wallperpendicular to the x di-

rection (forwhich _�2 = 0 = @�=@y = @�=@z),the �eld pressure com ponentsalong

each axisarepx = 0 and py = pz = � � [5].Thepoleof(52)atn = 2 isbuiltin the

approach through theuseofa unitvector(i.e.thedefectcore-sizew ! 0)since,in

fact,the ‘sharpness’ofthe string coresleadsto a logarithm ic cut-o� given in (53)

[26].

Finally,we have done a LG calculation ofthe correlationsbetween the energy

term s
_~�
2

and (r ~�)2,which arethesourcesfortheperturbationsin thecosm ological

m atterdistribution.Forsim plicitywehaverestricted ourselvestothecaseofascalar

�eld.In contrasttothevectorcase, _�2 cannotberegarded asthe‘centripetal’energy

dueto the�eld wandering around in the‘vacuum m anifold’.Atlate-tim es,though,

_�2,or(r �)2,vanish everywhere in thebulk regionsand thusprobethepresenceof

dom ainwalls(whereenergyisconcentrated).Using(38)and(77),wehavecom puted

the scaling function
D
_�(1)2 _�(2)2

E

c
=
D
_�(1)2

E D
_�(2)2

E

,given by (59),in the m atter

era.Figure5 showstheresultswith di�erent�xed valuesofq= �2=�1 and abscissa

xs � 2x=(1+ q))).Rem arkably,asx increasesfrom zero thereisa dram aticchange

from largepositivevaluestonegativevalues.W einterpretthesesetofplotsasgiving

evidenceofdom ain wallsdynam ics(in a statisticalsense):thecorrelation peak (for

�xed q)isdisplaced alongthe‘distance’axisasthetim eseparation between thetwo

points increases (i.e. as q departs from 1). Its am plitude decrease is dictated by

statisticalincoherenceasthepointsm oveapart,and itsdisplacem ent,xs;peak,m ust

beproportionalto thetypicaldistancetraveled by a wallduring thetim ej�1 � �2j.

The equal-tim e (q = 1) divergence ofthe peak at the origin (i.e.of
D
_�4
E

) is an

artifactofthe absence ofa short-distance cut-o� in 1 (x;1)asr dropsbelow the
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wallwidth w. The scaling function h(r �(1))2(r �(2))2i
c
=h(r �(1))2ih(r �(2))2i,

given by (60),isplotted in �gure6forthem atterera.In thiscasethepeak rem ains

attheorigin,whileitsam plitudedecreases,asq departsfrom 1.Sinceboth energy

density term sprobethepresenceofdom ain walls,itisnotvery clearto uswhy this

correlation function isso di�erentfrom thepreviousoneshown in �gure5.Itseem s

thatitsform forx < 0:5 isentirely dictated by itssingularprefactor1=(1� 2
1
)5=2,

which isplotted in �gure7.

W e conclude by discussing som e directionsforfuture work. By linearizing the

fullequation ofm otion (11),with (18)or(33),forthe correlation function around

the scaling solution,it should be possible to show that the scaling solution is a

stable attractorofthe dynam ics. In particular,the prescaling regim e (e.g.correc-

tions to scaling) can be described using the gaussian closure schem es ofsections

3 or 4. The early-tim e behaviour,however,is not accessible within the auxiliary

�eld m ethodsutilized here,which assum e a well-de�ned defectstructure. The de-

pendence on the initialstate ofthe system before the phase transition is also of

interest.In thepresentwork,short-rangespatialcorrelationsin theinitialstateare

considered,appropriatefora disordered system in equilibrium athigh tem perature.

In thecontextofm odelA dynam ics,ithasbeen shown thattheasym ptoticscaling

behavior is m odi�ed ifsu�ciently long-ranged power-law correlations are present

in the initialstate [27]. Such correlationscan also be incorporated in the LG ap-

proach,through a m odi�cation ofthe large-n solution presented in the appendix.

Finally,theextension ofthefunctions(59)and (60)forvector�elds,which involves

extensive calculations,can beused to evaluatethecorrelationsbetween them atter

distribution perturbationsinduced by the Higgs�eld [11]and m ay,therefore,have

a directcosm ologicalinterest.
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A PPEN D IX :the large-n solution ofthe N LSM

Forsim plicity weshallstilltake ~�2 = 1,which di�ersfrom theusualnorm alization,

~�2 = n,used to solvelarge-n m odels.

To leading orderasn ! 1 the NL factor(29)isreplaced by itsaverage (over

initialconditions),T(r;�)! hT(r;�)i,which oneexpectsto have the scaling form

(37),i.e.hT(r;�)i= T0=�
2,whereT0 isaconstanttobedeterm ined self-consistently.

The equation ofm otion (28) becom es linear and has been solved in m om entum

space,with thefollowing initialconditions,atsom eearly tim e�0 > 0 aftertheSSB
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transition [9]:~�(r;�0)isa (gaussian)random unitvectorin each initialcorrelation

volum e,i.e.itsFouriercom ponentsarewhitenoise correlated,
D
~�k(�0)�~��k (�0)

E

=

�;@ ~�k(�0)=@� ! 0 ask ! 0,to ensurethat@~�(r;�0)=@� respectstheassum ption

ofhom ogeneity ofthe early universe on scales above the horizon. The solution

obtained is[9]

~�k(�) = A�

 
�

�0

! 3=2
J�(k�)

(k�)�
~�k(�0); (61)

� = 1+ �=2 (62)

T0 = 3(2� + 1)=4 ; (63)

where A � = 2��(� + 1)and J�(z)isa Besselfunction ofthe�rstkind.Thesecond

linearly independentsolution isruled outsince Y�(k�)! 1 ask ! 0. From (61)

one�ndsthestructurefactor

D
~�k(�1)�~��k (�2)

E

= A
2

�

(�1�2)
3=2

�30=�

J�(k�1)J�(k�2)

(k�1)
�(k�2)

�
: (64)

To obtain the paircorrelation function we Fouriertransform (64). Using the nor-

m alization C1 (0;�;�)= 1,wehave

C1 (r;�1;�2) �
D
~�(0;�1)�~�(r;�2)

E

=

Z
d3k

(2�)3

D
~�k(�1)�~��k (�2)

E

e
ir�k

=

Z
d3k

(2�)3

D
~�k(�1)�~��k (�1)

E

=
(�1�2)

3=2

N 1

Z
d3k

(2�)3

J�(k�1)J�(k�2)

(k�1)
�(k�2)

�
e
ir�k (65)

N 1 �

Z

d
3
y

 
J�(y)

y�

! 2

=
� B (�;3=2)

2��2 �
�
�+ 1

2

�2 : (66)

Clearly,from (65),C1 (r;�1;�2)hasthe scaling form f1 (x;q),with x = r=�1 and

q= �2=�1.To evaluate(65)wewriteitin theconvenientform

f1 (x;q) =
q3=2

N 1

Z

d
3
y
J�(y)J�(yq)

y�(yq)�
e
ix�y

=
2� q3=2

N 1

 

�
1

x

d

dx

! Z
1

�1

dy cos(yx)
J�(y)J�(yq)

y�(yq)�
: (67)

Using theintegralrepresentation ofBesselfunctions[24],wehave

I(x;q) � �
2

�(1+ �)
22��1 ��

 
� + 1=2

2

! Z
1

�1

dy cos(yx)
J�(y)J�(yq)

y�(yq)�

= �
2

�(1+ �)

Z
1

�1

dy

Z
1

0

ds

Z
1

0

dt(1� s
2)��1=2 (1� t

2)��1=2 cos(yx)cos(ys)cos(yqt)
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= �
1

(1+ �)q�+ 2

Z
1

0

ds

Z
q

0

dt(1� s
2)

� + 1

2 (q2� t
2)

� + 1

2 f�(x+ s� t)+ �(x� s+ t)+ �(� x+ s+ t)g

= �
1

(1+ �)q�+ 2

Z
1

�1

ds(1� s
2)

� + 1

2 (q2 � (x � s)2)
� + 1

2 �(s+ q� x)�(q+ x� s) (68)

= �
�(1+ q� x)

(1+ �)q�+ 2

Z B

A

ds(1� s
2)

� + 1

2 (q2 � (x � s)2)
� + 1

2 ; (69)

alternatively,perform ing the‘self-sim ilar’transform s$ x� s in (68),

I(x;q) = �
1

(1+ �)q�+ 2

Z x+ 1

x�1

ds(1� (x� s)2)
� + 1

2 (q2 � s
2)

� + 1

2 �(q� s)�(q+ s)

= �
�(1+ q� x)

(1+ �)q�+ 2

Z
x�A

x�B

ds(1� (x � s)2)
� + 1

2 (q2 � s
2)

� + 1

2 ; (70)

(B ;A) = (x + q;x� q) ; x � 1� q

= (1;x� q) ; j1� qj� x � 1+ q

= (1;� 1) ; x � q� 1 ; (71)

Di�erentiating I(x;q)with respectto x we get,using som e ofthepossible integral

representationsfor@I=@x,

f1 (x;q) =
q3=2

N x

@I(x;q)

@x

=
�(1+ q� x)

N xq�+ 1=2

Z B

A

ds(x� s)(q2 � (x � s)2)
� � 1

2 (1� s
2)

� + 1

2 (72)

=
�(1+ q� x)

N xq�+ 1=2

Z B

A

dss(1� s
2)

� � 1

2 (q2 � (x � s)2)
� + 1

2 (73)

=
�(1+ q� x)

N xq�+ 1=2

Z
B

A

ds
fs(q2� 1)+ x(1� s(x� s))g

2
(1� s

2)
� � 1

2 (q2� (x� s)2)
� � 1

2 ;(74)

where N = (� + 1)B (�;3=2). Expression (72) follows from di�erentiating (69).

The form (73),which followsfrom (70)and thetransform ation s! x � s,orfrom

integrating (72) by parts,is convenient for further di�erentiation with respect to

x. Finally,(74)isthe m ean ofthe previoustwo,and provesusefulatequal-tim es

(q= 1)wherethefactor1=x getscanceled and higherderivativeswith respectto x

becom eeasierto evaluate.

ByconstructionI(x;q)m ustbeinvariantunderinterchangeoftim es,i.e.I(x;q)=

I(x=q;1=q). Since itisnotexplicitly sym m etric,a num ber ofintegration variable

changes and other transform ations m ay be perform ed in I(x;q) and dI(x;q)=dx

leading to di�erentequivalentintegralrepresentationsforf1 .However,theexpres-

sionsgiven,with threedi�erentintegration lim its(71)depending on x and q,adm it

no furthersim pli�cation. W riting the integrand in,say,(69),as�(x;q;s)
� + 1

2 ,itis

easy to seethat�(x;q;s)= (1� s)(1+ s)(q+ x� s)(q� x+ s)isnon-negativeand
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bounded only in the regionswhere both jsj� 1 and x � q � s � x + q,which are

precisely thoseyield by (71).Hence,since �+ 1

2
isnon-integer,theintegral(69)runs

overthe whole (bounded)region where the integrand isreal. Asillustrated by the

sm all-x expansion (42),I(x;q) is singular for� = 2. In fact,at each integration

lim it one (ortwo,ifx = 0) ofthe radicals in �(x;q;s)vanishes and high enough

derivatives ofthe integrand orintegration lim itswilldiverge. Up to fourth order,

however,weget�nitederivativesofI(x;q),butsinceeach oftheradicalsin (69)can

only bedi�erentiated twice,onehasto transform theintegral,e.g.using r� s! s

(orintegrating by parts)beforedoing thethird and fourth derivatives.Using these

m ethodswe�nd,form (38),with � � � + 1=2,

C1 (_1;2) =
1

�1

 
1

N xq�

Z
B

A

dsFx;1 � � C1 (1;2)

!
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1

N xq�

Z B
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1

�1�2

 
1

N xq�

Z B

A
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2
C1 (1;2)� �

�

�1C1 (_1;2)+ �2C1 (1;_2)
�
!

@C1 (1;2)

@r
=

1

�1

 
1

N xq�

Z
B

A

dsFx2 �
C1 (1;2)

x

!

r
2
C1 (1;2) =

1

�21

1

N xq�

Z
B

A

dsFx3 (75)

whereitisim plicitthatx � 1+ q,and

Fx2 = (q2 � �(x� s)2)(1� s
2)(�+ 1)=2(q2 � (x� s)2)(��3)=2

Fx3 = � (� + 1)s(q2 � �(x� s)2)(1� s
2)(��1)=2 (q2 � (x� s)2)(��3)=2

Fx;1 = (� + 1)(x� s)(1� s
2)(��1)=2 (q2 � (x� s)2)(��1)=2

Fx;2 = (� � 1)q(x� s)(1� s
2)(�+ 1)=2(q2 � (x� s)2)(��3)=2

Fx;1;2 = (�2 � 1)q(x � s)(1� s
2)(��1)=2 (q2 � (x � s)2)(��3)=2 : (76)

W ealso obtain in thelim it2! 1,i.e.r! 0 and �2 ! �1,

C1 (_1;1)= 0 ; r C1 (1;1)= 0

C1 (_1;_1) =
1

�21

T0

� � 2
= � r2C1 (1;1)+

T0

�21

� r2C1 (1;1) =
� � 1

�21

T0

� � 2
: (77)
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Figure 1: Field pair-correlation scaling function C(1; 2) = f(x; q) in the LG approach for

the radiation dominated era (see (20) and (38)). Abscissa: x

s

= 2 r=(�

1

+ �

2

). Each set

of lines (crossing at x = 0) is a collapse of the plots for n = 1; 2; 3; 4;1 �eld components

with a �xed ratio q = �

2

=�

1

= 1; 1:5; 2:0; 2:5; 3:0 (bottom). Normalization: f(x; 1) = 1 for

q = 1, and f(x; q)=

1

(x; q)! 1 as x! 0 for all q 6= 1 and n, i.e. we have replaced (20) by

C(

1

(x; q)) = 

1

(x; q)F (a; a; c;

1

(x; q)

2

)=F (a; a; c; 

1

(0; q)

2

) (a = 1=2; c = (n + 1)=2).

This time-dependent condition assures that the point where each curve cuts the origin

is the same for all n. In all plots f(x; q) = 0 for r > �

1

+ �

2

(causality). The modi�ed

Porod's regime for n = 1: f(x; 1) = 1 + O(x ln(x)) as x ! 0, is an artifact of using the

large-n solution.
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Figure 2: The same as in �gure 1 but for the matter dominated era. We �nd the usual

Porod's regime for n = 1: f(x; 1) = 1 + O(x) as x! 0 (see (43)).
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Figure 3: Field pair-correlation scaling function C(1; 2) = f(x; q) in the LG approach

for the radiation dominated era (see (20) and (38)). Abscissa: q = �

2

=�

1

. Each set of

lines (merging as q ! 1) is a collapse of the plots for n = 1; 2; 3; 4;1 with a �xed

x

s

' 0:0; 0:3; 0:6; 0:9; 1:2 (bottom). The top curve gives the time-decay at x = 0 in �gure

1. All curves fall o� like 1=q

3=2

as q ! 1 (see (46)), and are (by symmetry) invariant

under the change q ! 1=q. The apparent singularity and correlation increase with q,

between q = 1 and 2, is an artifact of the time-dependent normalization used in �gures

1 and 2. Using a time-independent normalization, which is then n-dependent, we �nd

that all curves are monotonically decreasing as q departs from 1, but curves with di�erent

values of x

s

and n are di�cult to distinguish.
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Figure 4: The same as in �gure 3 but for the matter dominated era.
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Figure 5: Source-source (energy density) pair-correlation scaling function
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in the LG approach, given by (59), for a scalar �eld in the matter domi-

nated era. Abscissa: x

s

= 2 r=(�

1

+ �

2

). Each plot is for a di�erent �xed ratio q = �

2

=�

1

:

from q = 1:0 (top) to q = 2:0 (bottom), with steps � = 0:05. There is interesting evidence

of domain walls dynamics: the correlation peak (for �xed q) moves along the `distance'

axis as time-separation between the two points increases (i.e. as q departs from 1). The

displacement should be proportional to the typical distance traveled by a wall during time

j�

2

� �

1

j. The peak amplitude decreases due to statistical incoherence as the points move

apart. The equal-time (q = 1) divergence at the origin is an artifact from the assumption

of 'in�nitely sharp' walls (w! 0).
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Figure 6: The source-source pair-correlation scaling function in the LG approach
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i, given by (60), with the same speci�cations

as in �gure 5. In this case the correlation peak, while decreasing in amplitude, remains at

the origin. Below x = 0:5 its form seems to be dictated by its singular prefactor, shown

in �gure 7.
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Figure 7: The prefactor 1=(1� 
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5=2

in expressions (59) and (60), as a function of x and

for �xed values of q in the same range as in �gures 5 and 6.
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