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Thermal Fields as Causal Fluids
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In a previous paper we investigated a divergence-type theory (DDT) describing the dissi-
pative interaction between a field and a fluid. In this paper we compare the macroscopic
view of DDT with a microscopic special case, @{N) scalar field to leading order in

the largeN approximation and its thermal fluctuations. Our aim is to compare within a
simple model the two approaches.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In a previous paper we investigated a divergence-type theory (DDT; Geroch
and Lindblom, 1990) describing the dissipative interaction between a field and a
fluid (Calzetta and Thibeault, 2001). We looked for theories that, under equilibrium
conditions, reduce to a Klein—Gordon (KG) scalar field and a perfect fluid. We
showed that the requirements of causality and positive entropy production put
nontrivial constraints on the structure of the interaction terms.

In this paper we compare the macroscopic view of DDT with a microscopic
special case, a®(N) scalar field to leading order in the larde approximation
and its thermal fluctuations. Our aim is to compare within a simple model the
two approaches. Our basic motivation is very simple: to understand a complex
system, it is not always beneficial to work out the basic microscopic theory. The
archetypal example is of course the description of a gas using Newton’s laws on its
microscopic constituents instead of thermodynamics. Another example that brings
us closer to our discussion is the description of a viscous fluid. The Navier—Stokes
equations give only a smoothed out, macroscopic description of the dissipative
fluid, but more than sufficient for all practical purposes. Save in very specific
cases, few will try to describe a fluid by going down to its molecular components
and the quite complex interactions between them.
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The inflationary universe (Kolb and Turner, 1994) presents us with a similar
challenge. There various out-of-equilibrium fields interact nonlinearly. The cou-
pling with the metric makes things worse. Even if one works in the classical limit,
numerous approximations are needed to obtain answers and it is not always clear
if they do not hide the very behavior that we try to understand.

On the other side, if one could have a reliable macroscopic theory then the
relevant behavior would reveal itself. Sweeping generalizations like homogeneity
could be avoided and the system could be studied in its true complexity. However,
we do not have the equivalent of Navier—Stokes equations here nor it is clear that a
proper equivalent set of equations can even be obtained. First, one needs a suitable
framework where relativistic fluids can be described. Thatis where DTT comes in.
Second, we have to describe basic fields like the Klein—Gordon field in this frame-
work. Third, we have to understand which basic parameters are sufficient to de-
scribe the system at hand. In this work, we will only test our models in a very simple
context to see if the two approaches can be used in a meaningful way to describe the
same physical system, the relevant variable being the mean value of the scalar field.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the next section we present
the theory of a scalar field witD(N) invariance and show that under suitable
approximations it can be reduced to a Hamiltonian system. In Section 3 we write
down a simple, nonlinear DTT and use it to analyze the thermalization process.
Finally, in Section 4 we present the comparison between the two approaches. We
summarize the main conclusions in some brief final remarks.

2. CLASSICAL FIELD WITH TEMPERATURE FLUCTUATIONS

The starting point for our microscopic model is t©¢N) invariant action

1 a1 mA\?
S= N/{—Eauw'auw' —§<§g0'(p' +m7> }d4X (1)

The model was already used in this context (Boyanovekal, 1996; Cooper
et al, 1995) and has many nice features. It is customary to define a new field by
adding the constraint

[x — Me'e'/2+ m?/1)]?
2

We obtain a new actiof,
1 . Coox2 1 o
=N —209,0' 0" + 2= — Zx¢p' ¢ — —x ¢ d*x
S /{ 20004+ X~ gl Ax}

Representing the expectation value of the field with respect to the initial state
of the theory by
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we can now write the fields as the sum of mean fields and fluctuations
¢ =¢ +y )
x =K+«

Keeping only next to leading terms in the lafyeaproximation we can write
the effective action

I'[¢', K] = Sl¢', K]+|N—hTrIn<-)(88“ K)

2
, _Nh -1\
=Sz[¢,K]+|7TrIn - G:l(x—2) (3)
Variation of the effective action gives the equation for the classical field,
—0,0"¢' + Kg' =0 4
and for theK field,

A

K =m?+ §¢'¢' + NAGE(X, X) (5)

It is helpful at this point to rotate in the internal space so thla& 0, i €
{1,N — 1}, andgN = ¢ = /¢ ¢'. Formally, we thus have the equations for one
mean fieldp and its fluctuations save that the propagator is now multiplietl by
The Feynman propagator for the fluctuations is given by

Gr(x, x)8" = (T )y (X)) (6)
which is solution of the following equation:
(=9,0" + M)GE(X, X') = —i h§(x — X')

wherey' represents a generic quantum fluctuating field. If we assume a homoge-
neous initial state, it is convenient to introduce the Fourier expansion

. d3k > h
00 = [ Gy etk R[50 S(U0a + Ui 0a ) @)

The normalization for the modes is
WU (1), U(t)] = —ih C)
W[ f,g] = fg— fghbeing the Wronskian. In the homogeneous case,

d’p

g T Ke=0 9)
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with the following equations of motion for the mode functidg(t):
d2Uy(t)

dt?
Substituting (7) in (6) gives

+ oR(UK() = 0;  wi(t) = KI* + K(t) (10)

Ge(x, X) = Gy(x, X) + Gt (X, X)

where we recognize a temperature-independent (or vacuum) part
Gv(x, X) = f ikg explik - (x — X)[{U(t)U; (1)O(t —t)
(2r)
+ Uk(t)Ug )et’ —t)}
and a temperature-dependent part
Gr(x,x) = / %{expﬂ k- (% + )I[UOUK(t)ge + Ug (1)U5 (1)g;]
+ explik - (% — X)[Uk®UL () + U QUK )Ini)
whereny andgy represent the initial statistical mixture:
(afay) = (27)°ges*(k — K)s"
(a'al) = (27)*ns3(k — k)8
In the coincidence limit,
GE(X, X) = Gy(X, X) + Gt (X, X)
with
Gv(x, x) = / G
(27)3
and
Gr(x, x) = / (Zd—;k)3 {2 exp{2k - X) RelUi()Ui(t)gi] + 2| (t)[?nic}
Let us now suppose that initially we have a thermal bath of particles

1
= exp(%) -1

=0



Thermal Fields as Causal Fluids 2165

and take the limith — 0. In this way quantum effects disappear. However the
system does not become trivial since we still have thermal fluctuations. Indeed

. d3k h
lim Gy () = lim | =5 5 g kO =
But
d3k 1 h
I|mG xx_I|m Uk(t)[?
T(*, X) /(2n)3 2wk(0)exp<hwk(0)) Uil
d3k  kgT 2
@) 2 2(0)| k(t)|
Thus, in this classical limit, we find
1 dk 1
K =m?+ Za¢2 + AN T/ t)2 11
+ 5% aNIeT [ 5 oy ) (1
The energy—momentum tensor can be computed using (3) and
w_ 2 80
V_g Sg;w

specializing thereafter to Minkowski or directly by taking the expectation value
of the classical energy—momentum tensor. Either way, we find (writing only the
nontrivial components)

d3

20 2020 KOV + KEAUOP]

(T%) = ¢> +ksT

+ ! (K — pm?)(K + nm?) + m
2. 7 7 2

and
d3k 1

iy _ 1.2
TRt T | G 2000

[uk(t)U’;(t) - %|R|2|uk(t)|2}

2 PN L

——(K-m)K+m)—- —

( (K 4 mP) — =

These expressions are the total energy density and pressure for our system.

To integrate numerically our equations we need a finite number of variables. Since
the integrands are manifestly isotropic, we perform first the integration over the
angular variables, reducing the triple integral to a single one over the variable
k = |k|. In problems with spherical symmetry like this one, this procedure leads
to a better approximation of the integrals than approximating the 3-D integral as a
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triple sum over Cartesian coordinates. The remaining integral is written as a finite
sum:

1. N ) . .
(T%) = 50" + NkeT ) AkenU(OUx (1) + KAKI*|U(D)17]
k=1
+ i(K —m?)(K +m?) + m (12)
2), 25,
and
(T1) = 242+ NigT NZ Akay | UkOU0) — 2 KAKEIUDI2
= 2 ) k k k 3 k
- i(K —m?)(K +m?) — m (13)
2) 2)
where we defined
k|2

= 4r202(0)

and we seta cutoff frequenkyax = Nk AK. Itis a straightforward exercise to verify
that we can now rewrite the whole system as a Hamiltonian systemag units
of energy density). Writing the complex moddg(t) as real and imaginary parts

Uk(t) = Ur(t) +iUi(t)
and writing p = ¢ the Hamiltonian is

H=}p2+}K¢>2+§k: ;[n%n?]
2 2 £ | ANkgTogakt "

N T k(R + O[UF + U7~ 2 o

The equations of motion are

11, = B?Sr] = 2N ks Tax AK(IKI? + K)U;
0, = oH _ 1 m
a[T;] =~ 2NksTaAk
and
—1I; = 9H _oN ke T AK(IKI? + K)U;
o[Ui]
Ui = aH 1

= IT;
a[Mi] ~ 2NkgTaxAk
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which also gives the definitions of, andIT;. Initially, we haveU, (0) = 1, U =0
andU; (0) = 0,U; = —w(0).

K is a cyclic variable and its corresponding Hamiltonian equation gives the
(discretized) gap equation (11). A= 0 this reads

A A
K(0) = m? + 5452(0) + ANksT )  Akay
k=1

ANks T AK % | AKK|2

A
=m’+ Z¢*(0) + -
2 4r? = (JAKK2 + K(0))

(15)
an equation to be solved numerically to extr&q) as a function of the initial
conditions and parameters.

3. FLUIDS

In a previous paper (Calzetta and Thibeault, 2001) we developed a consis-
tent relativistic framework to describe the mixture of scalar fields and perfect
fluids in the general context of DTT (Geroch and Lindblom, 1990). In covari-
ant language, a perfect fluid is a system whose energy—momentum tensor takes
the form T2 = g2 + u2u®(p + p), wherep is the energy density as seen by
an observer moving with the fluidy is the pressureg®® is the metric, andi®
is the 4-velocity. Usually this is not sufficient to characterize completely the
fluid, and another equation appears in the form of a conserved cuiteat
0, wherej? = ju?, j being the corresponding density as seen by a comoving
observer. In DTT,T2 and j2 are assumed to be derivable from a generating
function x 2

a

Tab = a—xa ja = 8X
&b’ 3
& andé&? representing now the dynamical degrees of freedom of the thgéry.

can be further simplified since, as a consequence of the symmefr§°pfwe
have

a_ 9x
0a

That is, all the fundamental tensors of the theory can be obtained from
the generating functiongt. A perfect fluid is obtained ify = x (&, 1), where
u = /—&3&, . The Klein—Gordon theory can be obtained using
1

1
Xc = _552 In ﬂ(c) + EV,B(ZC)

X (16)
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where B, is the inverse temperature, the currejit= £ ﬁ , and & =
—Bpa. The Klein—Gordon equation is given by3 =V'(¢), (°)V(¢) being the
potential. The theory describing the scalar field and a perfect flysitu{d) to-
gether can be obtained enlarging the generating functional by the addition of an
interaction functionale (22 being defined as in (16). The energy—momentum
tensors of field and fluid will not be individually conserved and furthermore the
Klein—Gordon equation will also deviate from its original form. The total set of
equations governing our theory can be written as

j.a:V/-I—A

— 12

T(c) b=

T = —
Biyda = —£ (7)

2 and T2 are the current and energy—-momentum tensor for the scalar field
and

I a

I(x*+ E%
To=—"77—
IPBab
The pressure is by definition given by
Mm=Th
Inthe homogeneous case, the only nontrivial, independent equation for the energy—
momentum tensor is thee= b = 0 one. It is convenient to work with

00 00 oo 9x®
=T+ Ta = 34 (18)
dax?
00 _
=19~ Te =255 (19)

where the new variabl®® = ¢, — B, and 8 = B, + Bg,. To compute (18)
and (19) we need to propose some specific form for the interaction functional
We use as model for our interaction term (Calzetta and Thibeault, 2001)

2
\' W
E= fO@ +t 03 (20)

whereu = /—B3Ba, W = /—B23B,, andv = ,/—B2aB, are the scalars that can

be constructed from the temperature vectBfsand 82. Therefore the system,
restricted to the homogeneous case:

—pr=V'(p)+A (21)
TN =0 (22)
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T% =21° (23)
$r=0p (24)

Note that the total energy® is conserved [Eq. (22)]. In the following it is
convenient to work with the variabkedefined from

B=,Bc_/3q53ﬁq

andpq = By. We still have to define thg-fluid. Since it is a classical fluid, we
choose an equation of state consistent with the classical equipartition theorem

ach
Pg= oo
1= 38,

ach
Pqg =
1= B,

with a; = 3, andn being the particle density of the fluid. We can now compute
explicitly T°° and T using (18)-(20)

o_1o an s 1
T, = 5P + V() + b, +20F(1+s/2)6,33 (25)
o_1p _&n_ s 1
LA i N R 20)

where we introduc& = fy + go.
Now we must model the right-hand side. In this context, the entropy flux is
given byS* = x@ — T@Pg, — T2PB,, — j2 and the entropy creation

VoSt = —Byl? — €A (27)

Within leading order in the larg®l approximation the entropy creation is
exactly zero and we must have

A = MBB (28)
12 = MgBUR (29)

We will be interested particularly in this special case since we want our fluid to
be compared with a Hamiltonian, nondissipative thedfdyhas dimensions of
temperature to the fifth power and so we can write

_ (30)

with ko being a dimensional constant ands a function of the basic fluid variables
with units of inverse temperaturkgT) . Using (28)—(30) we write

A= (1+ ;) sp? (31)
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| p(l +s) (1 + ) B2 (32)
A choice must be made far. We choose
1
&1
1 1

- - - 33
B  (1+S)Byp (33)

We can now turn to the task of obtaining explicitly the equations of motions for
the fluid. We introduce

di(s) = 160 (34)

A+ s/2P
2
(1+5s/2)°

Substituting (25) and (26) into (22) and (23) respectively, we can write the
differential equations fos andﬂq as

d(s) = 200 (35)

—AM)p(t) - ,Bq t+ dz(S) 5>

:3q — 4dx(s)— B3 ﬂqt =0

q q

—A(t)p(t) +acn— ﬂm A9 st+4m@) mt—zw
5 By

Itis a straightforward exercise to obtain equationssfandg. The equations
of motion for the dissipative fluid are thus

2{(acB; + 4d())1° + [achg + 2(di(S) + da(9))] A(L) p(t)}

_ 4

St = I EHONCAE) B OB I
o 2dy(9)10 + (di(s) + dy(s) A p(t) s

Pat = IWlay(s) 0o(5)] — acB(ch(s) — e e

bi=p (38)

pi=-V'(9) - A (39)

where A, 1°,d, d,, andW[a, b] are defined in (31), (32), (34), (35), and (8)
respectively. We choose

W@=%W&+%w4

asin (1).
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4. COMPARISON BETWEEN THE THERMAL MODEL
AND THE RELATIVISTIC FLUID

We want to compare numerically the theory described by (14) with the one
described by (36)—(39). In the first one we havg¢4+ 2 ordinary differential
equations, and in the second, 4. The parameters that are common to both are
the mass of the scalar pate, andx, the coupling parameter of thg* theory.

They will be set equal in each set. On the Hamiltonian side we have as parameters
N, N, Ak, T, and on the fluid sid&g, fo, go, N. Since the role of thg-fluid is to
describe the thermal bath, the initial conditions fig(0) = (kg T)~?, the inverse
temperature of the thermal bath of the fluctuations. Initially the Hamiltonian density
and the total pressure of the microscopic model could be written as

1 1 Nk
H = 258+ KO8 + oy (AKPN(N-+ DN+ 1)
(KO —nm?)?  m?
o Tw (40)
i 1 1 N
(T1) = 208~ KO3+ ST (AK)? NN+ @k + 1)
_ (KO +3m)(K©O) —m?) 41)

6A 2\

with K (0) being the solution of the implicit equation (15). In the other model we
have

TO00 _ vV &N 20 S - 42
0 —p0+ (¢0) + ﬂq(0)+ (o+90)m,3 4(0) (42)
M, = 58— Vi) + 357Gy + 22N+ 30 sy @9

wherell, denotes the total pressure in the fluid model. We demand that initially
the total energy density and pressure be equal. For fixadd fg, this is a system

of two equations for two unknowrnsandgg. For the simulation that is presented
here, fg = —1.1 andsy = 0.2. The initial conditions for the scalar mean field
and its conjuguate momenta were chosen eghak 2.2 andp = 0. We obtain

n = 20.05 andgy = 178. The value fokg was 0.02N was set to 10 and the cutoff

N¢ = 160 withAk = 0.1. The massn = 2.2 andi = 0.75.

Both systems of equations (DTT and thermal fluctuations) were integrated
using Burlich—Stoer adaptive routine (Vetterliagal., 1993). This is both faster
and more precise than the more familiar Runge—Kutta adaptive step routine, which
was nevertheless used to verify the numerical output of our routine. Since both
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scalar field ~ fluid

-1

-2 ~

_3 i 1
0 50 100 150
time

scalar field — thermal fluctuations
3 T T

-1

-3 L 1
0 50 100 150
time

Fig. 1. Time dependence of the scalar field—fluid and the scalar field—thermal fluctuations.

systems conserve energy, as a consistency check for the precision of the numer-
ical integration we computed the energy density in both cases and verified that
it remains constant within acceptable tolerance (usually less than one part in a
thousand for the thermal fluctuations; in the case of the fluid, the Hamiltonian was
conserved down to numerical precisisri0~1%) (Fig. 1).

5. CONCLUSIONS

We used the macroscopic view of DDT in the case of a scalar field and a
fluid to compare it with a microscopic special case(yN) scalar field to leading
order in the largeN approximation and its thermal fluctuations.

We found that we can describe quite well the damping of the scalar field,
which is the crucial element in undertanding the cosmological reheating process.
On the other hand, the frequency of oscillations in the microscopic model tends
to be higher than in the macroscopic one. This difference can be attributed to
our simplifying assumption of equating tNg¢) potential in both models (in the
macroscopic model, an effective potential should be used) and the naive linear
equation of state for the fluid.
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The success in describing the damping of the mean field is an indication that
this is a promising approach for future research in reheating and thermalization in
cosmology.
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