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ABSTRACT

T he ordering dynam ics ofthe H iggs el is studied, using technigques inspired by
the study of phase ordering In condensed m atter physics, as a rst step to under—
standing the evolution of coam ic structure through the form ation of topological de—
fects in the early universe. The comm on feature of these di erent physical processes
is scaling. A fully analytical approxin ate schem e the lineargaussian approach

is proposaed to evaluate 1-point, 2-point, etc. scaling functions for the ordering
dynam ics ofthe O (n)-symm etric H iggs— eld m odels.
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I. NTRODUCTION

W hen a system is rapidly quenched from a disordered phase ofhigh symm etry to a
m ultiphase region of ower sym m etry it undergoes a spontaneous sym m etry break—
Ing (SSB) phase transition. During this transition the system develops a spatial
structure of random ly distributed dom ains which grow w ith tin e. T his phase order-
Ing process hasbeen extensively studied in the context of condensed m atter systam s
[i], especially those w ith a non-conserved order param eter m odelA) B, described
by the tin e-dependent G inZburg-Landau (ITD G L) equation. T here ism uch evidence
that in the late stages of grow th these system s enter a scaling regine 3], In which
the twopoint correlation function has the scaling form
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where ™ is the vector order param eter eld, L (t) is the characteristic length scale
at tim e t after the quench, £ is a scaling function, and anglkd bradckets indicate an
average over initial conditions (@and them alnoise, if present).
A sin ilar kind of phase-ordering phenom enon isbelieved to have occurred In the

early universe. W hile the bigbang theory hasbeen widely veri ed by cbservations

(con m ing that the universe began In a very hot, dense state and has expanded
and ocooled down ever since [_fl]), the origin of coam ic structure rem ains unexplained.
A coording to the isotropy of the m icrow ave badkground radiation (left over from
the early m attervadiation decoupling transition) the early m atter distribution was
very uniform . How did the universe evolve from is prin ordial an ooth state to is
present state of lum piness, w here m atter concentrates in galaxies and galaxy clusters

B] form ing a very-large scale structure? It is believed that tiny large-scale density

uctuations, present at decoupling, could, if strong enough, have resisted the overall
expansion and grow n under gravitationalocollapse. M atter in the overly dense regions
of space would have clum ped together to produce general structure. W hat was the
origin of these am all uctuations, however, and how ocould they have generated the
kind of largescale structure we see today? Based on a process central to uni ed
theories of particlke physics  that as the early universe cooled down a hypothetical

eld, theHiggs eld, underwent a SSB transition  ithasbeen suggested i[p] that the
consequent  eld ordering and defect form ation could have provided the m echanian
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

B, 7, 8l

T he purmpose of this paper, is to use som e of the techniques developed In the

fram ework of model A’ dynam ics (ie. the TDGL equation) to study the Higgs



m odel ordering kinetics. This problem is technically m ore di cul than m odel A
because the equation of m otion describes a dam ped wave propagation rather than
a purely dissipative process. H owever, these non-conserved eld ordering processes
are likely to exhibit sim ilarities at latetin es, where a scaling regin e is expected to
occur [8,10,11]. A di erence, though, is that here the characteristic length scak
grow s linearly with tine, L ¢) t,whik L (t) P formodela .

W hile dom ain growth phenom ena, govemed by the kinetics of topological de—
fects, have been fairly well understood w ithin m odelA dynam ics, a rst principles
calculation ofthe scaling functionshasproved tobeam ost di cul task, and various
closed-approxin ation schem es to evaluate the scaling function f (x;q) of equation
{l) have been proposed in the past few years [I2,74]. T he key technique, exploited
by several authors [121-14], is to to introduce a mapping ~ (r;t) = ~ & (r;t)) be-
tween the order param eter eld and an auxiliary eld m (r;t) which has, near a
defect, the physical Interpretation of a position vector relative to the defect. W ith
this new variable, the problem of describing the eld at each mnstant of tine is
transform ed into a problem of describing the evolution and statistics of the defect
network. This approach enables the use of a physically plausble and m athem at—
jcally convenient gaussian distribution form . Sudch a distrbution is unacosptable
for the order param eter itself, since this is e ectively discontinuous at the dom ain
size scale. T he application of this sort of approach to the scalar- eld m odel A has
recently received a critical review by Yeung et al. [['1]. M ethods based on a de-
scription of the wall dynam ics lead to an approxin ate linear equation form (r;t),
or for its correlatorhm (x;44)m X + r;4)i. A di erent and prom ising approadh, due
to M azenko [I4], ain s at deriving a closed non-linear equation forC (r;t ;t;), buil
on the equation ofm otion for the scalar- eld m odelA , and the assum ption that the

eld m isgaussian distribbuted at all tim es. It has the virtue of yielding results w ith
a non-trivial dependence on the spatial din ension d and it is also easily extensble
to O (h)-com ponent system s. D egpite the uncontrolled nature of the gaussian as—
sum ption these approaches have been shown to give good resuls, digolaying m ost of
the expected physical features [14, 16]. For the nonconserved dissipative dynam ics
ofm odel A, it has been argued that the gaussian approxin ation becom es exact In
the Ilin it of lJarge spatialdin ension d, whik for xed d it provides the starting point
for a system atic treatment {[§]. Tt is also correct for any d in the lin it of large
n. For the Higgs eld m odel considered here, the gaussian approxin ation is again
exact for lJarge n, but the larged lin it does not seem to be sinple. Nevertheless,
by incorporating topological defects In a natural way, the gaussian eld approach
provides the sin plest non-trivial approxin ation schem e for the dynam ics of phase

ordering.



In section 3 we attam pt to apply the M azenko approach to the O (n)— eld H iggs
m odel. T he latetin e pair correlation function isthen given by the B ray-P uri-T oyoki
BPT) function @0) {15], as a function C ( ;n) of the nom alized correlator ofm ,
(r;4;%), which odbeys an approxin ate non-linear equation. The BPT fiinction
embodies the asym ptotic defect structure, whike (r;4;%) descrbes the dynam i-
cal dependence of C (r;4 ;). The mapping used by M azenko [14, 14], however,
restricts the eld to evolve w ithin the bound J7j 1, which is lnocom patble with
the oscillatory buk relaxation of the H iggs eld, and lads to an inconsistent ap-—
proach. The di culties w ith this approach, how ever, m otivate our next attem pt to
tackle the problem . In section 4 we consistently elin nate the eld bulk oscillations
by restricting the asym ptotic eld dynam ics to the Vacuum m anifold’. E xtending
M azenko’s gaussian approach to the Non-Linear Sigma M odel (NLSM ), using the
unit vector m apping ~ = m =7Jn J the pair correlation function is still given by the
BPT function, but now obeys a di erent approxin ate equation. Rather then
soling num erically this equation for , which is rather com plicated, In section 5
we propose a fully analytical approxin ate schem e to evaluate C . This am ounts to
replacing by its largen lin it in the argum ent of the BPT function, but kesping
the ram aining n-dependence unchanged. Asn ! 1 the equation for becomes
linear and exactly solvable ], so wem ay callthis schem e the Linear6G aussian (LG )
approach. A though we cannot use the NLSM for a scalar eld, the approach still
holds for this case if one takesn = 1 In the BPT function. In section 6 the LG
approach w illbe generalized to evaluate other kinds of scaling finctions, such asthe
average of the energy density and its correlation function.

II.THE HIGGS FIELD M ODEL
In this section we brie y review basic notions about the coan ological background
model. The Higgs eld m odel is presented and is dynam ics are discussed.

A sisusualpractice, we shalloonsider a  at expanding universe as them odel for
the buk cosm ologicalbackground {4, §]. In this case the Jocal curvature is zero and
the m etric is space-independent, given by

ds? = fdf afdr’=a( ¥ F£d? df ; @)

where: t and r are com oving coordnates (ie. the reference fram e is m oving w ith
the coan ic ow);af(t), ora( ), isthe space expansion factor; ,the conform altime,
de ned by

d dt=a ) ; 3)

plys the rok of realtine’ in a static universe: the horizon of an ®vent’ after a
R
tine t smaxinum range of n uence affertime t J'sgjyenbyh(t)=gldr=
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varies slow Iy w ith tin e from = 2 (radiation era) to = 4 (matterera). Away
from the m attervadiation decoupling transition can be regarded as a constant
and the expansion factor is given by a powerJaw a  t=¢*2 =2 B, 91

In the early radiation dom inated era the energy was dom inated by relativistic
particles with equation of state p = =3), yielding a t2 and a

£ .Herepand aretheunibm background pressure and energy density. O nce
the universe cooled down and m atter decoupled from radiation this becam e the
dom inant source of gravitation w ith negligble pressure p ), yiedinga &3

2 and a

£ in them atter dom inated era. A sm atterbecam e transparent
to radiation, the m atter perturbations started to grow .

A sinple class 0of SSB theordes is provided by the (real) n—com ponent H iggs eld
m odels, where a Ylobal’ O (n) symm etry isbroken [5,19,11]. These theories nclude
several cases where topological defects form : dom ain walls (h = 1), global strings
nh = 2),globalm onopolks (h = 3) and globaltextures (n = 4), which are ofpotential
Interest as a m echanisn to generate coan ic structure.

The dynam ics ofthe Higgs eld 7 (r;t) (1; 23 ™) ;n an expanding universe is
derived from the Lagrangian density ]
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where r isw ith respect to com oving coordinates, and V (7) is a generalized 'double—
well’ potentialw ith an O () symm etric Vacuum m anifold’ where ~2 = 1.M inin izing
theactin s = | dt d’ra ©°L (r;t) wheredtd’ra(t)’ isthe covariant 4volum e el
am ent) w ith respect to varations of ~, and using confom altin e, yields the equation
ofm otion

2~ ~ \Y%
L (6)
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a wave equation w ith a dam ped friction force’ ( = ) (@7=Q@ ), which m In ics expan-—

sion iIn the com oving fram e (and destroys the Lorentz Invariance), and a non-linear
force @V=QR"~ which drives the eld to the Vacuum m anifold’. The initial conditions
corresoonding to a disordered state before the SSB phase transition shallbe
discussed in the appendix, where we present the solution of (6) n thelimitn ! 1 .
T he price ©or using conform altin e is to have an e ective potential in equation (6)
w ith a tin edependent am plitude. The particular form of the potential, however,
should not a ect in any essentialway the late-tin e dynam ics and scaling properties.



W e expect, for instance, them ain e ect of a( )? to be a decrease by a factor 1=a
In the com oving size of the defects core, which sin ply soeeds up the system entry
Into the scaling regim e. To sin plify the subsequent discussion we shall from now on
discard the a* factor in the equation ofm otion (). W e w illnot really need that for
com putational purposes, as we shallbe using the NLSM .

Taking conform al tin e on the sam e foting as real tin e, equation @) can be
viewed as a Yeneralrelativistic analogue’ of the TDGL equation, describing the
dynam ics of non-conserved system s. T he H iggs H am iltonian density corresponding
to @)

H(r;t)=L E @~=@ 2+} r~2+V(~) ; (7)
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is (apart from 1=a?) sin ilar to that ofa static M inkow ski) universe, and com pared
to the TDGL modelhas an extra tentripetal temn (@~=@ )*. Fora vector eld in
the Vacuum m anifold’ it leads to an energy density which decays (due to expansion
and dissipation) lke the background, 1=t. Therefre, the Higgs el yields
density uctuationsofoonstant am plitude = = ( )= const which, through
E Instein’s equations, provide a source for perturbations in the m atter distrdbution.

A ssum Ing the existence of a Jatetin e scaling regin e Wwhich hasbeen con m ed
by num erical sinulations @, 10, 11]), the din ensional analysis of {§) leads to a
characteristic scale grow ing w ith the horizon

L(O) c ; @)

In plying that the eld defects m ove with relativistic speed. W e therefore expect
the pair correlation function {I}) to take the asym ptotic scaling form C (r; 15 2) =
f (x;9), wih scaling variables x = r= ;1 and g= ,= ;,wherer= In 5 Jis the
distance between the two points.

Causality constrains the eld correlations after the SSB transition. Two eld
con gurations at tines ; and , can only be causally correlated if their distance
r is below the sum of their horizons ¢ ; and ¢ , (ie. if the horizons intersect).
T herefore, the condition for C (r; 1; ) 6 0 is (taking c= 1)

r < 1+ o (9)

If one of the horizons contains the other con guration ( ; or , > r) the correlations
are Yirect’. Othemw ise, ‘Indirect’ correlations can occur through comm on causal
correlations w ith Interm ediate points in the region of Intersection of the horizons.
Unlike purely relaxing system s, the wave nature of the H iggs dynam ics forces
the lJatetin e saturating eld not to satisfy 77j< 1 even if its initial condition does.
To see how the el tends to its vacuum m aniold’ we lnearize equation () as ~

5



approaches a given Vacuum ’ state . C onsidering a single-dom ain region where ™
can be taken as uniform , and noticing that the only restoring force is parallel to ™
(nom alto them anifold) due to the symm etry ofthe Vacuum /, we nd, at latetines

1
() To "1 ?)fcl()OOS(A)+Cz()SJ'n(A )g ; (10)
where A2 = @V=@ (*?)? rand ¢ () and ¢ () are atbitrary constants. For a
scalar eld V() Vg isrplaced by j ( )J. W e conclude that the H iggs eld saturates
w ith dam ped oscillations.

ITT.GAUSSIAN THEORY FOR A SOFT'’FIELD
In this section we apply to the H iggs m odel the gaussian approach proposed by
M azenko [[4] for the TD G L dynam ics. A though the approach, which is based on
an unphysical m apping for the H iggs dynam ics, kads to an inoonsistent theory, it
w ill m otivate the in plem entation of a gaussian approach for a unit vector eld In
section 4.

To derive an equation for the pair correlation function (1), we muliply the
equation of m otion {6), evaluated at point (1) B; 1), by T @) ~(ry; ) and
average over the ensam bl of Initial conditions, yielding the exact equation

CL;2)+ —C L2)=r?C @;2)+ F @1;2) ; 11)
1
where the driving force, or non-linear (NL) tem , is
* +

Qv
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and C (;2) QC (1;2)=@; = =) () , etc. To transform (1) Into a closed
equation we need to write the NL term as som e approxin ate non-lnear finction
of C (1;2). A key idea, exploited by several authors within the TD G L dynam ics
[12,14,16], is to em ploy a non-linear m apping between the order param eter ~ (r; )
and an auxiliary smooth’ ed m (r; ). This new variable describes the latetin e
defect netw ork structure, which w illhave form ed at the Jate stages of eld ordering,
and allow s forthe approxin ation tobe in plem ented. Them ost cbviousway tode ne
the function ~ (v ), is to ©llow M azenko’s suggestion [14] of using the equiliorium
pro ¥ equation of an isolated defect (in a com oving fram e)

r2 ~=Qv=R"~; 13)

w ith boundary conditions “(0) = Oand ") ! m=m jas (Ixj! 1 ), and where
r . isthegradient with respect tom . C lose enough to adefect (le. forimj L ( ),



where the eld is una ected by neighboring defects) m (r; ) can be identi ed as

the com oving position vector of point r from the (hearest part of the) defect. This

picture requires, of course, that n d. W ih (I3) the magnitude of ™ fx) is a

m onotonically increasing function of the m agnitude v J approaching for large x J

the attractor’ valuie 1 imposed by the potential. For a scalar eld, the function
(m ) has a typical sigm oid fom .

Them apping (13) restrictsthe eld m agnitude tobe 77j< 1. This is appropriate
fordi usion eldsevolving from a disordered state, but isphysically incorrect forthe
Higgs eld dynam ics, where the system selforganizes oscillating about the Vvacuum ’
states, as shown by @0). W hile we can prove that the use of {13) kads to an
inconsistent theory {L4], it seem sunlkely that an adequate oneto-onem apping could
be de ned for this problem . In section 4 we shall overcom e this technical di culy
by restricting the eld dynam ics to the Vacuum maniPld’, ~? = 1. M eanwhile,
for com pleteness we w ill pursue this approach a little further using {13) to derive a
closed equation forC (1;2).

Follow ing M azenko {14], we now assum e thatm (r; ) isa gaussian random eld

(W ih zero m ean) at alltin es, described by the pair distribution ﬁmcbon

< 1 m (1)° m @) 2 m (1) m(%
P 1);m 2))=N" C + 14
m 1);m (2)) exp 2a 2y S0 S, Q) So(l)So(Z) ; (14)
D E
So)= m @)° ;7 Co@;2)=Hm I)m @)1 ; 15)
Co(@1;2)
So @1)So 2)
q
where N = 2 a 2)S, (1)So () ' ,and m (1) and m (2) are the same (arbi-

trary) com ponent ofm (1) and m (2). A 1l the averages over the ensemble of niial
~ con gurations are replaced by gaussian averages on m , and can be evaluated as
flinctions of the second m om ents Sy (1), Sg @), and (1;2). However, from {:53) and
the m apping {13), according to which m can be identi ed as a position vector, we
anticipate the asym ptotic scaling form

2
Se( )= — L(7F; 17)

where is a param eter to be detemm ined. Thus, wihin a gaussian approach, the
only variabl In theproblm isthe function (1;2),which acoounts forthe particular
dynam ics of ~
The driving force {12) In equation {11) is then given, as a non-linear function of
C (1;2), by M azenko’s result [14,14]
@c () C ()

F @;2) = 2 = —— 18
1;2) @s, M) 5 z (18)




where C (@C=@ ) and we have used (I7). N ote that, by use ofthem apping «(13),
there is no longer any explicit dependence on the potentialV (¥) in ({8), though the
relation between ~ and m dependson V. At latetin es the eld willbe saturated
aln ost everyw here except at the defect cores wWhose size ismuch an aller than the
dom ain scak), and we m ay, for sin plicity, evaluate the gaussian averages replacing
the pro ke mapping @3) by its discontinuous asym ptotic form ~ fr ) = m =3 j or
avector ed,or ()= sign (m), fora scalar eld. At late tin es, therefore, the
detailed form of the potential is not In portant (@lthough it must, of course, have
the M exican hat’ form in order to support non-trivial solutions of ([3)). This is in
accord w ith the expected Universal nature of the late-stage scaling behavior.

Evaluating the pair correlation finction C (1;2), using (14) and the m apping
above, yields the explicit relation C = C ( ;n),which wewillcallthe BPT function’
)P
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where B (x;vy) is the beta function and F @;b;c;z) is the hypergeom etric function.
T he substitution of ({§) and C ( ;n) into equation (11) yields the approxin ate closed
equation for (1;2), whith for a vector eld must be regarded as the independent
variabl. hthelmin ! 1 theBPT function reducesto C ( ;1 )= , yielding
F (1;2) = C (1;2)=S, (1), and (1) becom es a linear equation.

W e now focus on the pair correlation function at equaltimes (; = , = ),
which is of interest by itself and also yields the initial condition to solve the general
equation [1§]. Equation {11) then reads

1 1
> C @;2) CcL2+ >~ C-(1;2)= r?C (;2)+ F 1;2) ; (21)

where G-(1;2) @QC=R , etc. The unknown quantity C 1;2) m ay be elin nated to
get a third order equation in C . Then, rplacing F (1;2) by is approxin ate formm
18), ushg {7), and looking for an isotropic scaling solution C (r; ) = f (x), which
Implies (; )= &),wih x= r=1, kadsto the equation for (x):

|
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X 2 0 0
5( 2) (@2 3)+;( 1)d 1) = fa ) +x@0+ D) gR2)

where °= d =dx,etc,D ()=C =C ,D ()=C =C ,andC ec=e ,
etc. TheNL finctionsD ( )andD () are cbtained from (20) and embody all



the n-dependence of £2). The boundary conditions for equation ©2) are (0) = 1,
from de nition @5), °0)=0,from x)=1 O &)asx! 0,and (2)= 0, from
C () as ! 0 and the causal condition f (x) = 0 for x 2. W e notice that
the boundary points are both singular, which m akes the num erical solution of ©2)
di cuk.

Fora smlhr edtheBPT function Q) can be nverted to give = sin ( C=2),

yielding a NL tem F (1;2) = (2= So(1)) tan ( C (1;2)=2). Hence we can express
£2) as an explicit non-linear equation for the scaling finction C (r; )= £ x):
#f(x)(% x2¥)+ 20+ 1 ) £&)°
X 2 0
= 2) @ 3)+—( H)a 1) f&)
2 X
= E(1 )tanEf(x) + x st 5f(x) £ 23)

To perform a snallx expansion of £3), we recall that with the mapping =
sign fm ), used to evaluate C ( ), the condition £ (0) = h ?i= 1 has been built into
the theory (although in an Inconsistent m anner). W e nd that f (x) adm is a series
In odd powers of x (Im plying that all derivatives at x = 0 are detem ned w ithout

recursion), giving the linear behaviour, or Porod’s regin e 1],
S

1 2

- ( 1ad
which is a physical consequence of having tharp’ walls at late tines. To nd the
amall-(2 x) asymptotic form of f x), we notice that as £ (x) ! 0 equation '23)
becom es linear and has three Independent solutions. Since the shgularity at x = 2 is
reqularwe try a Frobenluspower series solution R0, 2,2 xP L+ : a2 xF),
and nd that the equation adm its a leading powerdecay f (x) 2 Xjasx! 2,
wherep can assum e any ofthevalies: p= 0,p= lorp= + d 1)=2.p= Omust

fx)=1 1)x+0(x3> ;& 0); 4)

be excluded as being incom patible w ih the boundary conditions (it would Inply
Ay = 0), and thus the solution has the general asym ptotic form asx ! 2:

®

fx) A xTYY? f1r0@ x)g+a? 2 x)fl+0Q x)g: (5
Since the BP T function @0) hasthe sam e behaviourC ( ;n) @dD ,D !
0O)as ! Oorn! 1 ,tolnearorder n the reginex ! 2 and f equation

£2) is n-independent and dentical to its largen lim it. In the appendix we discuss

the largen lim it ofthe NLSM 8) and nd that f; &) e x)ltasx! 2, for
d= 3. Therfre, orany value ofn, and at least for shortranged nitial conditions,
we expect the leading power-law decay

f&) @ x"7 ; &! 2): 26)



A Tthough we are not looking to solve equation 3), we describe how one in prin—
cple could do i(%:. From @4) and (@), the boundary conditions are: £ (0) = 1,

£900) = 1=) 2 =( 1)d 1) and £@Q) = 0. The parameter is num er—
ically determ ined by inposing the coe cient of the dom iant solution n (25] to
vanish, ASZ) ()= 0. In the largen lin i, where equation {11) becom es linear and

the gaussian approach is exact, can be found analytically. Comparing 1) with
the Iinear equation (3§), which am ounts to com pare the lim it of (8), F; (1;2) =
1 (1;2)=2 ?,with HT (1)igiven by @1), yields

1 = 2T0= 3 (2 + l)=2 . (27)

In conclusion, although them apping €3) discardsthe eld oscillations (L) and leads
to an inconsistent theory [19], equation 22)-£3), despite its intrinsic ncorrectness
bears no obvious signs of inconsistency. A Porod’s regine {24) is obtained as a
consequence ofthe ‘sharp’ walloonstraint (m ) = sign m ) used to evaluate C ( ;n).
W e have shown that them anner in which f (x) vanishes at x = 2, given by {6), is

Independent of n and exact.

IV.GAUSSIAN THEORY FOR THE NON-LINEAR SIGM A MODEL
In this section we study the dynam ics of a vector H iggs eld wihin the NLSM .By
constraining the eld to lie on the vacuum m anifold, thism odelautom atically avoids
the technical di culties associated w ith the asym ptotic bulk oscillations noted in
section 3. W e develop a gaussian approach, analogous to that of section 3, and
derive an approxin ate equation forC (1;2).

Long after the SSB phase transition the driving potentialV closely con nes the
Higgs eld to the Vvacuum m anifold’ aln ost everywhere (except at the eld defect
cores). W e have shown, however, that the wave nature of the dynam ics kads to a

eld buk saturation accom panied by slow decaying oscillations about the vacuum
state’, preventing us to de ne an adequate one-to-one m apping between ™~ and an
auxiliary edm . Them apping @3), or instances, orcesthe eld toobey 57§ 1at
all tin es and yields an inoconsistent approach. To overcom e this technical problem ,
we notice that the oscillations (10) are unlkely to have a ma®pr e ect on the late-
tin e dynam ics ofthe eld defect network (and thus on the scaling properties), and
m ay thus be oconsistently discarded by restricting the O (n) eld dynam ics to the
vacuum m anibld. Replacing the vanishing driving force @V=@~ in (§) by a non—
Iinear coupling term which constrains the length of the eld, the eld evolution is
now described by the non-linear sigm a m odel (NLSM ) equation [g]:

@~ @~

— 2~ . V™ .
p-l-—@——r +T(r]) ’ (28)
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where T (r; ) is the free Lagrangian density n (%)
0 1 0o 1,
@*"~ 2 @~
e r’A ~= p*~ e —a . 29)

T (r; —
T ) a2 a

A s another advantage of using the NLSM , the ordering dynam ics becom es indepen—
dent of the details of the potential V (7) and, in particular, the factor a ( ¥ in {6)
is suppressd.

T he exact equation for the pair correlation fiinction C (1;2) is stillgiven by (1)

C@1i2)+ —C @2)=r?C 1;2)+ F 1;2) ; (30)
1

where, from (8§) and @9), the NL temm isnow given by

D E
F@L;2)= TA™Q) “@ 31)

which m ust be replaced by som e approxin ate non-linear function ofC (1;2) in order
to transform  {11) into a closed equation. Follow ing the strategy of section 3, we
Introduce a non-lnear m apping between the order param eter ~ (r; ), which isnow
not wellde ned near the defects, and an auxiliary s¥mooth’ eldm (r; ).W ecan no
Iongerde ne ¥ = T () using the equilbrium pro le equation of an isolated defect
fl4], which yields a trivial relation everyw here exoept at the defect cores where it is
sihgular. The naturalway to de ne the relation between the unit vector ~ (r; ) and
m (r; ) amounts to replacing (13) by its discontinuous asym ptotic form P2]

m

)= —— ¢ (32)
]

Thism apping only detem Inesm (r; ) up to a factor wWhich eg., m ay be a function
of tim e), and there is now no obvious physical Interpretation for the new variable.
Up to a factor, however, we may still regard m (r; ) as a position vector (close
enough to a defect) like in section 3.

Form athem atical convenience we assum e thatm (r; ) isa gaussian random eld
(w ih zero m ean) at alltim es, described by the pair distrdoution fnction @:4)—@_1-5) .
A Ilthe averagesovertheensam bl of initial ~ con gurations are replaced by gaussian
averages on m , and can be evaluated as functionsofn, Sg (1), So 2),and (r; ), the
nom alized m -correlator, which contains all the dynam ic dependence.

In the sam e spirit which lead to expression ((8) in section 3, using the m apping
$32) and the gaussian property ofm we can shown PR3] that the NL tem (1) is

then given, as an approxin ate non-linear function ofC (1;2), by

nD E D Eo C 1 @2C

F (1;2) = 1)? 1)) 2 12 - ——
1;2) m (1) rm 1)) @So(l)+8ﬁ() 388, Q)2
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+ HC(amF ( wmﬁoi—fii—
0 r Gl 3 QC, (1;2)2

( )
boSeCo M) = 28 e'c + 0. 1;2) 33)
S0 {L)Co 3 n 1@S,()eC,(@1;2) "7

1

0,1;2) = @ 3@ 1) 3 OF @] (34)
2
L m DB i 13 n )
- T F —;=;=; 1;2° 5)
So @) So@)SeR) 2 2°2°2

Using @5), @4) and @Q) the NL term &3) can be fully expressed in tem s of
and S,. For exam ple, the correlators hm_ (1)%i = C, (&52), 1 and h@xrm (1))%1 =
r’Co (1;2)y 1, thederivative @C =@S, 1) = C =2S;(1),whereC () QC=@ ,

and sin ilarly for the other derivatives ofC (1;2). Substituting the NL tem and the

BPT function Q) into @0) we get the equation or (1;2), which is the indepen-

dent variable. Specializing to equalktines (; = , = ), and Jooking foran isotropic

scaling solution (r; )= (x), we then obtain an approxin ate closed equation for
(), the NLSM version of (22), the boundary conditions for which have been given

In section 3. Even ifwe take S, to be tin e Independent, this equation w ill still be

m uch m ore com plicated than ©2).

Ifm In theNLSM is set to have the sam e interpretation as in section 3, and thus
to cbey (17), wemay compare the NL term s (33) and 18). The NLSM gaussian
approach generates the Yoft’ eld resul, as long ash(rm )?i= 1, plus additional
temm s ollow ing from the consistent use ofthem apping (32) . Thisdi erences ndicate
that the gaussian approach is not quantitatively accurate, since (§) and @8) should
yield equivalent asym ptotic dynam ics.

V. LNEAR-GAUSSIAN APPROXIM ATION
R ather then solving the extrem ely com plicated approxin ate non-linear equation for
(1;2),wepropos a fully analyticalscheme  the LinearG aussian’ (LG ) approach
to evalnate C (1;2), which com bines a gaussian m apping for a uni vector™ w ih
the Jargen exact solution.
W e notice that the relation C = C ( ;n), de ned by {19) and given by the
BPT function () for a gaussian m , acoounts e ectively for the presence of the
eld defects (through the orentation of ¥ = m =7 J, and also for their topological
nature (through the n-dependence), and so it already describbes fairly well the Jate—
tin e defect structure. Hence, the particular form of the function (1;2), which
contains the dynam ical dependence of C (1;2), should not be so relevant and m ay
be approxin ated rather crudely. For sinplicity, we replace by . , the exact

12



solution in the largen lim i PJ]. The scaling function fig (x;9) = C (1;2)1¢ with
n= 1;:34;1 and = 2 and 4, obtained using this procedure, isplotted In gures
land 2 wih =xed valuesofg= ,= 1 and abscissa xg= 2r=(.:+ ,),and In gures
3 and 4 wih =xed values of x; and abscissa g. M ore details are given in section 7
and In the gure captions.

Asn! 1 ,73j= (P m2)y 7 pn—So, and it is easy to nd the lin it of the
functions Q, and C ( ), etther from their de nitions @4) and (19) or from their
gaussian averages (35) alc}d ©0). The BPT function reducestoC ( ;n) ! ;1 = C;
and Q, (1;2) ! 1=S,(1) Sp(1)SoR). Equations G0)-(31) yild the selfconsistent
linear equation

L L2t — 1 G2)=r® G2+ L1 1;2); (36)

1

HT (1)i= To=2; (37)

w here the scaling form 37) ollow s from a dim ensional analysis of (36) or 29) (and
from translational invariance), and the constant T, is to be found selfconsistently
(see 6_6-3) In the appendix). The lineartem F, (1;2)= HT ( )i ; (1;2) isthelm it
of the previous NL tem : the gaussian expression 33), or the de nition @I1) and
£39), where ~ ! m=pn—SO.

Instead ofdetem ining ; (1;2) by solving the linearequation (36) at equaltim es,
which (ke (21)) isthird order, it is easier to calculate the correlation function ofthe
exact largen solution ofthe NLSM equation 8§), which is second order. Equation

8G) or ; = C; can be derived from the largen lim it of 8) (just ke Q) was
derived from (_2-5)), 0 the two procedures to cbtain | are equivalent. Turok and
Spergel {9] have solved the largen NLSM in m om entum space and determ ined the
structure factor corresponding to a random initial eld. In the appendix we present
and Fourertransform their result to 3-din ensional real space, yielding the scaling

function f; (x;9) G @ 15 2)= 1 @ 17 2):
Z
@+ ) 1 B _1 1
fi &g = 2 2 awsa T & HT ;68
N xq A
w here
X=r=1 ; g= =1 ; (39)
Bi;A) = &K+gx 9 ; x 1 g

~ W D sx g 1; 40)

and N = 4=5; 32=63 for = 2; 4. At equaktines,

Z 1 1 +1
£l —— P gesq H=ta & HE 41)
N X x1
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The an allkx behaviour of f; x;1) can either be cbtained from the largen lin it
of the gaussian equation or , eg. (22), or by expanding (41) asx ! 0. Both
procedures yield the leading behaviourasx ! 0

f; &;1)= 1 (5=8) In (I=x) £ + =2
= 1 (7=1l6) ¥ + =4 42)
Expanding the BPT function @€0) as ! 1 and using {42) yields the smallx

expansion for the equaltin es pair correlation function within the LG approadc.

Fora scalar eld we have

q__
fie &;1)= 1 % 5h (I=x)x+ =2; n=1
q —
= 1 27=2x+ =4; n=1; 43)
and for a vector eld
fre &®;l)= 1 A &)x*+ =2;, n>1
= 1 A x°+ =4; n>1; (44)

where A; x) = 5=8) (n(1=x))? and A, = Q7=16)h({=x) Prn = 2,and A; X) =
G=4) nh(l=x) and A, = 27=8 forn = 3.Perorm inga anal-(1+ g x) expansion of

38) we nd the leading powerdaw decay

+1

+1.1 at 1l
B 2 2

2 7
4( + 1)B (;3=2) g~

fx;q) " £ 659 7 +q x)" ; &! gtl): @5)

In the lin it of very-di erent times ( ; »), we obtain the leading tin edecay

1 B 21;3=2

2
fx;q '’ £ He) I
®;9) 1 %;9) 32 B ( ;3=2)

+001=g%); @! 1): (46)

By the sam e argum ents discussed in section 3, the asym ptotic orm s (@4) and @5)
(the di erent-tim es generalization of (26)) are exact and the sam e foralln. In fact,
asx! 1+ gorg! 1 and ! 0egquation (30) becom es the linear equation (36),
from which the sam e powers, but not the am plitudes, can be obtained.

VI.OTHER SCALING FUNCTIONS IN THE LG APPROACH
The LG m ethod, In plem ented In section 5 to evaluate the pair correlation function,
can be extended to other scaling fuinctions. In this section we evaluate the pressure,
the average energy density and the energy density correlation function.

As ong as we replace ~ by is saturation form m=jn j (0r by m=in j for a
scalar eld), the scaling functions w ill have built in the Jate-tin e defect structure.
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Treating m as a gaussian eld, the dynam ical dependence of the scaling functions
isagain enbodied by (r; 1; ). In the sam e soirt as In section 5, we replace
by its lJargen lin it. In short, we keep in the n-dependence of the scaling properties
through the gaussian averages over them vectors, and treat the gaussian m om ents of
m In the largen lin it. A sm entioned In section 4, them apping (32) only determ ines
m up to a factor Which m ay be tin edependent), and thus there is som e freedom
to x the form ofthe second moment S m?i. A though the choice Sy = const:
would greatly sin plify the algebra (eg. reducing the number of pair contractions
of gaussian averages containing =), we nd it physically m ore convenient to regard
v jas a Jength (close to a defect), and thus to keep the scaling orm  (17), ie.
So= 2 %= . W hen written in tem s of
the choice m ade.

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

, though, the resuls are independent of

given by [l

1 i 2 ~2+ D NE
* +
1 2 1 2 b E
- ~ Z r~ V() ; 48
PO = 5o ST ") 48)

and scale as 1=t%, ke the background and p. To evaluate and p w ithin the LG
approach, we rst considera vector eld. In thiscase, the potentialtem isnegligble
(and dentically zero in the NLSM ) and can be ignored. W riting the derivatives of
~ In tem s of the derivatives of m , expanding the gaussian average into a sum of
“asthelimit 2 ! 1 of
derivatives of C (1;2) with respect to the gaussian m om ents, and treatingm in the
Jmitn! 1, y*Jede

pair contractions, expressing the averages containing r

* 4
2 2 2
~ =C ;1) hg—ol ;&= =C ;1) = (49)
1
r~" =c @1 h‘rS“;) ooy r~0 (50)
1
where C (1;1)  @C (1;2)=@ (1;2)}, 1 = @ 1)=@@ 2) orn 3, C(;1) =

In@L=w) to lrading order forn = 2 Wwhere w is the string size, introduced as a

short-distance cuto ), and
* 4

2

= = 1 &2,

1
D 2E
™)
1

where we used (77) and C; =
n 1

) = 1 ()

n 2

= (iry 1 1;2)2 1

To

1 (L;;L)=7( 2) 2

14

* 4
2

1 = ;
1
. .Hence, from @7)-60), the LG approach gives

()_n 1
P _n 2

¢ ;1) = ( 1)

pr () 5 n>2; (52)
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()=hh@=w) 1 () ; p()=heC=w)p () ; n=2; (53)

w ith . a ) 1
___To : - L :
s O =g R )=y (54)
In the radiation dom nated era, where = 2, ; (L1 and r? ; ;1) @nd

and p; ) have a lading order logarithm ic divergence. T heir di erence, though, is
nite and gives T i= Ty= 2 (see {-_7?)) (and alsop; = 1 = 1=3). The r=kvant cass,

however, is the m atter dom inated era ( = 4), when m atter perturbations started
to grow, yieldingp( )= Owihn 2 and
6:75 1
()= 675 + ; n> 2: (35)

n 2 a??2

A Tthough a consistent in plem entation ofthe LG m ethod requires the use of the
NLSM , and thusa vector eld, the approach can be extrapolated fora scalar eld in
an elegantm anner. Thiswasalready done In section 5, wherewe sin ply extended the
resuls forthe scalar eld correlation function takingn = 1 In the BPT function (see

f43)), rather than deriving an equation rC (1;2). The di erence fora scalar eld

is that the wallw idth, w, plays a role In the dynam ics, m aking the scaling functions
(which ocontain tin edependent prefactors) di er from their din ensional analysis

form . M oreover, the potential term in (47)—@8) has now a relevant contribution

Wwi-= r”~ ’ =2a’. A convenient de nition for the non-com oving wall w idth

(which is constant in tine for sharp dom ain walls) isw 4= , where is the
non-com oving (or physical) surface tension given by

2

a() = dx d ,=dx)* ; (56)
1

where here , (X) represents a single planar dom ain wall, and x is a com oving coor—
dinate nom alto the wall. The value of depends, through , (X), on the explicit
form ofthe driving potential. In the soirit ofthe LG approach we exploit the asym p—
toticm apping () = sign ) to perform the gaussian averages, and treat them —
correlators In the largen lin it. To evaluatep and , we w rite the derivativesof In
termm softhe derivatives ofm and expand the gaussian average into a sum ofpair con—
tractions. Noting that d =dm 0 is sharply peaked atm = Oand that ¥m -0 =
1, wegeth Bi= Ri dnP m) = a P (0), whereP m)=e™ 2=250=p2—so is the
onepoint probability distrbution orm . Usihg © = a (n) which Hlows from
515-69 and j—%teﬁmg by parts, we get h( 02)Ooiq= a h%m)i=a P?P0). Therebdre,
2 =a S$,=2 G andh@Er )Yi=a Sy=2 ( r? (;1)), which are the
analogues of @9)-f0). Since eanbodies the extra physical feature of the scalar
eld, we can treat the rem aining factors n the largen lin . Takihg S, = =T,
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Whith Pllows from {7) and 27)), &GL ! = and r* @ ;1) ! (@ )2
1

which are then given by {/'}), we get, from @8)-¢@7),

2 1 ) o0) 7 4
a . = n
2 T, ' PP Y21, 3

()=p

a 1()in=1:07)

In the radiation dom inated era  and p have again a kading logarithm ic divergence.
In the m atter dom inated era, we obtain
P
7 675 1 3 6751

=P= — 7 = P= — ; n=1: 58
=p=— 5 i PO)= Po=m o & 8)

W e now look to evaluate the correlations between the energy density tem s of
2

the Higgs eld, ie. > and (r ~)?. For sin plicity we shall restrict to the case of a
scalar eld. W riting the derivatives of in temn s of the derivatives ofm , expanding
the gaussian average into a sum ofpair contractions, replachg Zbya ), doing
som e gaussian integrals by parts, using {4)-(13), and treating the m ~correlators in
the largen lin it, we obtain With WX Yi = hX Yi hX ihY i)

D 5 2E A
)72 + A 1 2= @ 2=
n 2 2 2 2 2°
(112 Dl 5+ (1 2) 1122 20 1227 12)7 (59)
D 5 2E B A
M)« @) c+ A 1 5 = il 2)52
( )

5 2
(1 HC H+ 21 L2t 2 ot D4 = i (©0)
where A a(1) 1a(3) =@ To), @ %), and = 1 1;2), 1 =
1 &2), 2= 1 &2, =@ ,=Rr, , = @? 1 :@rzr and ;1 = 1 &1,
1 = r? | 1;1), are given by {-_7:5) and €_7-:2). W e have checked that, as ex—

pected, the resuls are independent of whether we take Sy to be constant or given
by (7). The scaling functions corresponding to $9) and (60), nom alized in the
form hX Y i =hX ihY i, have been plotted In gures 5 and 6, respectively, for the
m atter era. D etails and comm ents are given In the next section and in the gure
captions.

VII.SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

Two distinct gaussian approaches for the O (n) Higgs eld dynam ics, In a at ex—
panding universe, were proposaed to evaluate the pair correlation fiinction, and other
scaling functions. Both theories are based on a non-linear m apping between the
order param eter ~ (r; ) and an auxiliary eldm (r; ), whith varies am oothly in the
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vichiy of the eld defects. For sim plicity and m athem atical convenience, m (r; )
isassum ed to be a gaussian random eld, yielding an approxin ate closed schem e to
evaluate the scaling fiinctions. The eld ™ iself, which is e ectively discontinuous
near the defects, is not suitable to be treated as gaussian.

In the oft! eld theory of section 3, based on the equation ofmotion (@), we
have followed M azenko’s gaussian approach {14, 16] ormodelA dynam ics, where
the m apping is de ned by the equilbbrium pro ke equation r 2 ~ = @V=R~. I this
case,m (r; ) isidenti ed asa position vector relative to the nearest eld defect. The
m apping (13), however, is lncom patble wih the latetine eld oscillations in the
buk (I0) which are absent in purely relaxational system s). By studying the Iinear
dynam ics of the gaussian m om ent C (1;2), given by equation (15), we can prove that
this theory is Inconsistent, and therefore we have not looked to solve num erically
the rather com plicated equations ©2) or £3). The fact that, despite this intrinsic
nhoonsistency, the pair correlation finction displays correct physical features, such
as @4) and (28), is not, however, a m erit of the approxin ation used. The sn allx
Porod’sregin e ora scalar eld ollow s from theuse ofthe BPT function €0),which
has buil in the latetin e defect structure, and the asym ptotic pow erdecay, which
occurs In the lnear (snalkf (X)) regin e, is universal for allO () 'soft’ and "hard’

eld m odels.

In section 4, we have developed a m ore consistent theory, based on the NLSM , or
'hard’ eld, dynam ics @8). W e do not expect the eld buk oscillations (@0) to have
a relevant e ect on the scaling properties, so we consistently x the eld m agnitude
to elin inate the previousm apping incom patibility. A Iso, sinhce the eld now evolves
on the vacuum m anifold, the dynam ics are independent of the driving potential.
The auxiliary eld isnow de ned by ~ () = m =738 j. A though i can still have the
sam e interpretation as In section 3, m is only determ ined up to a factor and we are
free to choose < m2> . The relation C ( ;n), between the pair correlation filnction
and the nom alized m -correlator, is given by the BPT fiunction @€0) for a gaussian
m ,and cbeys an approxin ate equation, derivable from (30)-(33).

R ather then solving this com plicated equation for , in section 5 we propose
a fully analytical schem e to evaluate C (1;2). Reocognizing that the BPT function
captures the essential latetin e defect structure, we approxin ate the asym ptotic

eld dynam ics even further replacihg by 1 , the exact solution for the lim it
n ! 1 . The pair corelation function is then given (In a symbolic notation) by
C 1;2)1¢c = BPT (1 (1;2);n). Alhough the NLSM only holds for vector elds,
the LG approach can be extended to n = 1, sihce i only depends on the large—
n dynam ics, which is the sam e for both equations {§) and @8). In this case the
scaling properties are evaluated using them apping (m ) = sign m ) and the gaussian
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assum ption. T he pair correlation finction, for instance, is again given by the BPT
function, wih n = 1, and by the sam e argum ent we replace by 1 . The scaling
form fi¢ &;9), orn = 1;:;4;1 and in the radiation and m atter dom inated eras, is
pltted n: guresl and 2, resgpectively, w ith di erent xed values of g and abscissa
Xg 2r=(1+ ,)= 2x=(1+ g), and In gures 3 and 4, respectively, w ith di erent

xed values of x4 and abscissa . The nom alization is as follows: £ (0;1) = 1 for
g= 1; orgé 1 we usad the tin edependent condition f ;)= 1 &;q9) ! 1 as
x ! 0, such that curves w ith di erent n cut the origin at the sam e point.

The LG approach for the Higgs m odel is the analogue of the O hta-Jasnow —
K awasaki approxin ate schem e n m odel A dynam ics EL-_Z]. In that case, £f; ;1) =
exp ( ¥=8). The greater com plexity of @-S)—{-fl:]l) is due to the causal condition @I)
which these cbey. The m ain physical features are preserved in this approach: the
threshold power-law behaviour @5) (inposed by causality) is exact, and forn = 1
a linear Porod’s regim e, @3), is obtained for = 4.For = 2, however, we obtain
a logarithm icmodi ed Porod’s regine, £ (x;1) = 1+ O x Inx) (slightly apparent
In gure l), which isprobably an artifact of the LG approach and has no physical
meaning. This logarithm ic correction is absent in the sm allx expansion @4) of
section 3.

W e have seen In section 5 that all the exact and the gaussian expressions have
thesamelmiasn ! 1 .Inh fact, the gaussian approach becom es exact (for random
gaussian Iniialconditions) in this lim it since the equation form becom es Iinear. This
equation isderived from the lnearised equation for ™ (replacing ™ by m P nSgy),and
its form depends on the choice m ade for Sy . A 1o, the tw o gaussian approaches, for
the soft’ eld and for the NLSM , becom e equivalent (@nd exact) asn ! 1 and
the LG approach could be In plam ented equally wellusing either. W e nd, however,
that the NLSM provides a m ore system atic and selfoconsistent fram ework for this
puroose, whik the soft’ eld m odel yields the physical m otivation to em ploy the
NLSM (and proves usefiil in the LG calculation of other scaling functions w ith
n=1).

In section 6 we have extended the LG approach to evaluate other scaling prop—
erties of the Higgs eld. For these cases we do not know how to built closed ap-—
proxin ate equations lke those of sections 3 and 4, and them ethod proves especially
useful. If we restricted ourselves to the gaussian approach we could express other
scaling functions In tem s of and its derivatives, but we could not solve for these
derivatives num erically. For a scalar eld we can still use the asym ptotic m apping

m ) = m =0 j but we have to acocount for the non-trivial rok of the wall w idth,
w, which is Inversely proportionalto , the surface tension (56). The LG resuls
62), 63), 1), give the average el energy density @) and pressure #8) asbeing
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proportionalto | ,the energy density n the Imitn ! 1 . The factor of propor-
tionality is n-dependent, and is also tin edependent forn = 2 and n = 1. Since

1 and p; , given by $4), have a leading logarithm ic divergence at = 2, we have
discarded the radiation dom inated era, which isa less relevant case in the formm ation
of coam ic structure, and next summ arize the LG results in thematterera ( = 4).
Wihn> 2, $§ gives = 6751+ 1=@ 2))=& %, which compared with the t
to sinulation results f{1]: 6751+ Q0=9)=@n 2))=& * showsa fair agreem ent up
to a factor 2 in the the correction tem . W ith n = 1, {58) gives = const=a ,
yielding energy density uctuations grow Ing linearly w ith tin e t, rather than having
a constant value as in the vector case. Thiswellknown resul E;]m eans that walls, if
present, would rapidly dom inate the energy of the universe. W ih n 2 we obtain
zero pressure, as expected. W ith n = 1 we get a negative pressure p = 3 =7,
yielding a source tet + 3p < 0, which can be regarded as indicating an e ective
dom ain wall repulsion {§]in the scaling regin e, and isa re ection ofdom ain grow th.
W e recall that for an isolated equilbriim dom ain-wall perpendicular to the x di-
rection (forwhich 2= 0= @ =@y = @ =@z), the eld pressure com ponents along
each axisarep, = O andp, = p, = '5]. The pok of(52) at n = 2 isbuilt in the
approach through the use of a unit vector (ie.the defect coresizew ! 0) since, In
fact, the “harpness’ of the string cores leads to a logarithm ic cuto given n (63)
pal.

F inally, we have done a LG calculation of the correlations between the energy
tem s = and (r ~)?, which are the sources for the perturbations in the coan olgical
m atter distribbution . For sin plicity we have restricted ourselves to the case ofa scalar

eld. In contrast to the vector case, - cannot be regarded asthe tentripetal’ energy
due to the eld wandering around In the Vacuum m anifold’. At Jate-tin es, though,
-2,0r (r )?,vanish everywhere 1 the buk regions and thus probe the presence of
dom ain walls where energy jsoonEoen‘%tated)E. Y sjrlgE@g) and (77),wehave com puted
the scaling function —(1)*—2)> = —(1)* —2)* , given by {59), in the m atter
era. Figure 5 show s the res.lltswjif_h di erent xed valuesofg= ,= ; and abscissa
Xg 2x=(1+ q))). Rem arkably, as x ncreases from zero there is a dram atic change
from large positive values to negative values. W e Interpret these set ofplotsasgiving
evidence ofdom ain walls dynam ics (in a statistical sense) : the correlation peak (for
xed q) isdisgplaced along the Yistance’ axis as the tin e ssparation between the two
points ncreases (ie. as g departs from 1). Its am plitude decrease is dictated by
statistical incoherence as the points m ove apart, and its displacam ent, Xgpeax , must
be proportional to the typical distance traveled by a wall during the tinDe jt-:l 27
The equalttine (g = 1) divergence of the peak at the origh (ie.of -2 ) isan
artifact of the absence of a shortdistance cuto In ; (x;1) as r drops below the
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wallwidth w. The scaling function h(c (1))’ @ @))*i,=h @1))’ihe @))*4,
given by 60), isplotted In gure 6 rthem atter era. In this case the peak rem ains
at the origin, whilke its am plitude decreases, as q departs from 1. Since both energy
density tem s probe the presence of dom ain walls, it isnot very clear to uswhy this
correlation function is so di erent from the previousone shown n gure 5. Tt seam s
that its form forx < 035 is entirely dictated by its sihgular prefactor 1=(1 2 )>72,
which ispbtted In gure 7.

W e conclude by discussing som e directions for future work. By linearizing the
11l equation ofmotion (1), with (1§) or 33), or the correlation finction around
the scaling solution, i should be possble to show that the scaling solution is a
stable attractor of the dynam ics. In particular, the prescaling regin e (eg. correc—
tions to scaling) can be describbed using the gaussian closure schem es of sections
3 or 4. The early-tin e behaviour, however, is not accessibble w ithin the auxiliary

eld m ethods utilized here, which assum e a wellde ned defect structure. The de—
pendence on the Iniial state of the system before the phase transition is also of
Interest. In the present work, short—range spatial correlations in the initial state are
considered, appropriate for a disordered system in equilbbrium at high tem perature.
In the context ofm odelA dynam ics, it hasbeen shown that the asym ptotic scaling
behavior is m odi ed if su ciently long-ranged power-aw ocorrelations are present
in the nitial state 7). Such correlations can also be oomporated in the LG ap-
proach, through a m odi cation of the lJargen solution presented in the appendix.
F inally, the extension ofthe fnctions (9) and (0) for vector elds, which involves
extensive calculations, can be used to evaluate the correlations between the m atter
distrbution perturbations induced by the Higgs eld (1] and m ay, therefore, have
a direct cosn ological interest.
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APPEND IX : the largen solution of the N LSM
For sin plicity we shall still take ~? = 1, which di ers from the usualnom alization,
~2 = n, used to solve Jargen m odels.

To kading orderasn ! 1 theNL factor £9) is replaced by its average (over
Initial conditions), T (r; ) ! HT (r; )i, which one expects to have the scaling form
B, ie. M (r; )i= To= %, where T, isa constant to be determm ined selfconsistently.
The equation of motion (Z§) becom es linear and has been solved in m om entum
space, w ith the follow ing initial conditions, at som e early tine o > 0 after the SSB
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transition 1: ~(r; () isa (gaussian) random unit vector in eac]ijl J'nitjaloorrela’]czjon

volum e, ie. its Fourer com ponents are white noise correlated, "y (o) Tk (o) =

;@ " (0)=R ! Oask ! 0,toensurethat @™ (r; ¢)=Q@ respects the assum ption
of hom ogeneity of the early universe on scals above the horizon. The solution
obtained is [9]

)
k() = A — J(k(k))Nk(o)i (61)
- 1+ =2 (62)
To = 3@ + 1)=4; (63)

whereA =2 ( + 1)and J (z) isa Bessl finction ofthe rst kind. The second
linearly independent solution isruld out sinceY k ) ! 1 ask ! 0.From (61)
one nds the structure factor

D E
(1273 k 1)J k 2)
(1) “x (2) =A% 64)
R = k1) ko)
To cbtain the pair correlation function we Fourier transform  {64). U sing the nor-
malization C; (0; ; )= 1,wehave
D E
Ci1 (@ 17 2) “0; 1) T@ 2)
—ZdBkDN(W()Eirk—zd3kD~(>~()E
= 2 ) k1 k {2) € = 2 ) k1 k (1
3=2 Z 3
_ (1 2) dk J (k l)J (k 2)ej_rk (65)
N, @) ki) k-,
Z Y2
J B ( ;32
N, &y LU ( )2 : (66)

+ 1
7 2

Clearly, from (68), C1 (r; 1; ») has the scaling orm f; ;q), with x = r=; and
d= ,=:.Toevaliate (63) we write i in the convenient form

- Z
g~ o L 0T 6D iy

f) &g = N y v 4
1
2 g2 14 %1 J ¥)J 9
= == d S CLER U 67
N, x dx 1 y cosyx) y ) ©n

U sing the integral representation of Bessel functions R4], we have

|
-z 1

Ix;9 0+ )2 > . dy cos(yx) =
2 Z 4 21 2,
= @ — dy ds dt@ $) ™ @ $£) ? coslyx)coslys) cosyqr)
@+ ) 1 0 0
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Z, Z

1 a 1 L
ol ey ds acd )7 B) 7 f x+s D+ & s+tD+ ( x+s+bg
1 Zl +1 +1
= W lds e 87 ®x DT +qg x) @+rx s ©8)
z
1+ B T .
- (lii)qqi) R dsl $)7 & & )7 ; 69)

altematively, perform ing the “elfsin ilar’ transform s$ x s in (68),

1 Zx+l 1

Teia) = o, 90 & N7 7T @ s @+s

Z
A+q x)Zxa
T T e D

+

Tt $HT (70)

B;A) = K+gx g ; x 1 g
= ix 9 ;31 o x 1+qg
- @ D ix q 1; (71)

D i erentiating I (x;q) with respect to x we get, using som e of the possible Integral
representations for @I=@x,

2 QI x;q)
£ k;q) = %Tq
Z
1+ B 1 +1
= (7({1:2{) dsx 8@ ® SHh=z a 8= (72)
qu A
Z
1+ B . -
- _Q+q = qH:;) dss@l $7 & & H7 (73)
qu A
7
_ l+qg x) Bdsfs(q2 D+x 1 sk s))?l §)Tl(q2 " 53)71(7;4)
N xg*1=? a 2

where N = ( + 1)B ( ;3=2). Expression (72) fllows from di erentiating (69).
The om (73), which ®llows from (70) and the transormation s ! x s, or from
integrating (72) by parts, is convenient for fiirther di erentiation with respect to
x. Fially, {74) is the m ean of the previous two, and proves usefill at equaltin es
(@= 1) where the factor 1=x gets canceled and higher derivatives w ith respect to x
becom e easier to evaluate.

By construction I (x;q) m ustbe invariant under interchange oftim es, ie. I (x;q) =
I ®=g;1=q). Since it is not explicitly sym m etric, a num ber of integration variable
changes and other transfom ations m ay be performed in I (x;q) and dI (x;qg)=dx
leading to di erent equivalent ntegral representations for £; . H owever, the expres—
sions given, w ith three di erent integration Ilin its (71) depending on x and g, adm it
no further sin pli cation. W riting the integrand i, say, 69), as (x;q;s)%l, i is
easy to ssethat &;g;8)= (1 s)(1+ s)@+x s)l@ x+ s)isnonnegative and
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bounded only In the regions where both Fj land x g S X + g, which are
precisely those yield by (71). Hence, since 5+ is non-integer, the integral (69) runs
over the whole (bounded) region where the integrand is real. A s illustrated by the

an allx expansion (@42), I (x;q) is shgular or = 2. In fact, at each integration

lin it one (or two, if x = 0) of the radicals in  (x;g;s) vanishes and high enough
derivatives of the integrand or Integration lim its w ill diverge. Up to fourth order,
however, we get nite derivatives of I (x;q), but since each ofthe radicals in (69) can
only be di erentiated tw ioe, one has to transform the integral, eg.usingr s! s
(or Integrating by parts) before doing the third and fourth derivatives. U sing these

m ethodswe nd, form @g),with + 1=2,
1 Zs !
C, &2 = — dsFyu G 1;2)
1 N Xqg A \
1 1 Zs '
C, ;2 = — dsqgF 4, G @;2)
2 N Xqg A
1 1 %= !
C: &2 = dsqFy1. “Ci (1;2) 1C1 &2)+ C1 1;2)
12 N XJqg »a \
Z .
C, (@;2 1 1 B cC, (1;2
@ 1 (I ) _ = dSFXZ 1 (r )
Qr 1 N xgq =a X
, 1 1 Z%»
r°C; ;2) = — dsF,s (75)
I N xg a

where it is in plicit that x 1+ g, and

Foe = ® sha P E &k I

Feo = ( +1)sd x FHa V2 F & HI?
Foa = (+1)x s &' P2 &« HU?

Fep = ( gk s)@ /T F o« HL I
Fyap = (2 Dax s@ B "2 F & &HI)? 76)

Wealoobtan inthelmi2! 1,ie.r! Oand ,! 4,

C: &1H)=0 ; rC;y ;1)=0
1 T,

C: &b

"y
N
el &

r’c, @;1) (77)

o
N
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Figure 1: Field pair-correlation scaling function C'(1,2) = f(z,q) in the LG approach for
the radiation dominated era (see (20) and (38)). Abscissa: z; = 2r/(n + 12). Each set
of lines (crossing at = 0) is a collapse of the plots for n = 1,2, 3,4, co field components
with a fixed ratio ¢ = ny/m = 1,1.5,2.0,2.5,3.0 (bottom). Normalization: f(z,1) =1 for
g=1,and f(z,q)/v(z,q) = 1 asz — 0 for all ¢ # 1 and n, i.e. we have replaced (20) by
C(Yoo(,9)) = Yoo (2, 9) Fla, a5 ¢;700(,4)*) [ Fla, a5 ¢;70(0,¢)%) (@ = 1/2,¢ = (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(z,q) = 0 for r > 1, 4+ 75 (causality). The modified
Porod’s regime for n = 1: f(z,1) = 14+ O(zIn(z)) as x — 0, is an artifact of using the
large-n solution.

Figure 2: The same as in figure 1 but for the matter dominated era. We find the usual
Porod’s regime for n = 1: f(2,1) =14 O(z) as @ — 0 (see (43)).
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Figure 3: Field pair-correlation scaling function C'(1,2) = f(2,¢) in the LG approach
for the radiation dominated era (see (20) and (38)). Abscissa: ¢ = 1./m;. Each set of
lines (merging as ¢ — oo) is a collapse of the plots for n = 1,2,3,4,00 with a fixed
z, ~0.0,0.3,0.6,0.9,1.2 (bottom). The top curve gives the time-decay at z = 0 in figure
L. All curves fall off like 1/¢** as ¢ — oo (see (46)), and are (by symmetry) invariant
under the change ¢ — 1/q. The apparent singularity and correlation increase with g,
between ¢ = 1 and 2, is an artifact of the time-dependent normalization used in figures
1 and 2. Using a time-independent normalization, which is then n-dependent, we find
that all curves are monotonically decreasing as ¢ departs from 1, but curves with different
values of z, and n are difficult to distinguish.

Figure 4: The same as in figure 3 but for the matter dominated era.
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Figure 5: Source-source (energy density) pair-correlation scaling function <q§2(1)q§2(2)> /

<q§2(1)><q§2(2)> in the LG approach, given by (59), for a scalar field in the matter domi-

nated era. Abscissa: x; = 27r/(n + 772). Each plot is for a different fixed ratio ¢ = 15/m;:
from ¢ = 1.0 (top) to ¢ = 2.0 (bottom), with steps A = 0.05. There is interesting evidence
of domain walls dynamics: the correlation peak (for fixed ¢) moves along the ‘distance’
axis as time-separation between the two points increases (i.e. as ¢ departs from 1). The
displacement should be proportional to the typical distance traveled by a wall during time
|72 — m1|. The peak amplitude decreases due to statistical incoherence as the points move
apart. The equal-time (¢ = 1) divergence at the origin is an artifact from the assumption
of "infinitely sharp’ walls (w — 0).
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Figure 6: The source-source pair-correlation scaling function in the LG approach
(Vo)X (Vo(2)%). /] ((Vo(1))*X(Vd(2))?), given by (60), with the same specifications
as in figure 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 figure 7.
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Figure 7: The prefactor 1/(1—~2)%? in expressions (59) and (60), as a function of = and
for fixed values of ¢ in the same range as in figures 5 and 6.
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