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I. INTRODUCTION

Brownian motion of a particle in a thermal bath is a well-known phenomenon. (See, for
example, Ref. [1].) In this case, the particle’s mean squared velocity grows linearly in time
until dissipation effects become important, after which it approaches a non-zero equilibrium
value. The linear growth phase is characteristic of any random walk process, in which
each fluctuation is independent of previous fluctuations. Quantum fluctuations are quite
different from thermal ones in that the former are strongly correlated or anti-correlated.
This does not, however, prevent quantum Brownian motion, which will be the topic of this
paper. The existence of Brownian motion in the Minkowski vacuum state is controversial.
Although conventional quantum electrodynamics suggests that the only effect will be an
unobservable mass renormalization, Gour and Sriramkumar [2] have argued that there could
be an observable effect on charged particles coupled to the fluctuating electromagnetic field.
Brownian motion in the presence of boundaries is less controversial, and has been studied
by several authors [3, 4, 15, 6, [7, [8]. Barton [3] was the first to examine fluctuations of the
Casimir force. Wu et al [5] calculated the Brownian motion of an atom near a perfectly
reflecting plate due to fluctuations in the retarded van der Waals force. The mean force here
is the Casimir-Polder force [9]. The analogous Brownian motion of a charged particle near
a reflecting plate was treated by Yu and Ford [6]. In all of these cases, the mean squared
velocity of the particle approaches a constant even in the absence of dissipation. This is
required by energy conservation, as there is no energy source in these static configurations.
The fact that the late time mean squared velocity is non-zero can be attributed to the effects
of switching when the interaction is turned on. Switching effects were recently discussed by
Seriu and Wu [g].

The mechanism which enforces the lack of growth of the mean squared velocity can be
understood as anti-correlated fluctuations. A charged or polarizable particle in a Casimir
vacuum can acquire an energy FE from a fluctuation. However, that energy is typically
surrendered on a time scale of order i/E to an anti-correlated fluctuation. The correlation
functions of the quantized electromagnetic field automatically enforces the required anti-
correlations [10]. The quantum fluctuations of the stress tensor in flat spacetime also exhibits
subtle correlations and anti-correlations, as is discussed in Ref. [11].

The Brownian motion of test particles is an operational means to describe a fluctuating
quantum field. This approach can be used to treat the quantum fluctuations of the gravita-
tional field, which has been a topic of much interest in recent years [12, 13, [14, 15, [16, [17,
18,119, 20, 21/, 22, 23, 24, [25].

In the present paper, we will investigate the Brownian motion of various types of particles
coupled to the quantized electromagnetic field in the background of a Robertson-Walker
spacetime. Here the time-dependent background geometry can act as an energy source, so
the particles can acquire a net kinetic energy.

In Sect. [[Il we develop the basic Langevin equation formalism for calculating the mean
squared velocity of classical particles coupled to a fluctuating force in a spatially flat
Robertson-Walker background. The formalism is applied to a several specific choices for
the scale factor of the universe in Sect. [II. Our results are summarized and discussed in

Sect. V1

Unless otherwise noted, we work in Lorentz-Heaviside units with A =c = 1.

II. BASIC FORMALISM

The equation of motion of a classical point particle moving in a curved spacetime with a
four-force f* is

Du#
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where u* is the 4-velocity of the particle, m is its mass and 7 the proper time. The operator
D/dr on the right-hand side of Eq. () is the covariant derivative given by

— 2
dr dr @ (2)

Here we take the space-time geometry to be that of a spatially flat Robertson-Walker
universe with metric

ds* = —dt* + a*(t)(dz® + dy* + d2?), (3)

where a(t) is the scale factor. We will restrict our attention to the case where the particles
are moving slowly with respect to these coordinates, in which case the particle’s proper time
becomes the coordinate time t. Because of spatial isotropy, we can consider a particular
direction, the z-direction, and write the equation of motion as

du®
dt

' 1

yolyr = — g (4)
a m

Here we have used I'f, = I'?, = a/a, where @ = da/dt. We will take the four-force to be of

the form )
fo=1"+fou, (5)

where fZ . is a non-fluctuating external force, and f’* is a fluctuating force produced by the
electromagnetic vacuum fluctuations whose mean value vanishes:

(f*y=0. (6)

First, let us consider the case of free particles, which corresponds to the case when
fext = 0. Thus Eq. (@) can be written as,

1d, o [
a0 = ™
which after integration reduces to
2 x 2 T 1 ts 2 'z
Pt (1) = Pt () = - [ (051, ®)
to

Assuming that these particles are initially at rest (u”(ty) = 0), we find that the velocity-
velocity correlation function is given by

(u'(tp,r)u”(ty,re)) = m%a;% /dt1dt2a2(t1)a2(t2) (f7(tr,r) f ¥ (t2,12)) . 9)

Another case of interest is when there is an external force which cancels the effect of the
cosmological expansion:

a
ro=2—u". 10
ext a ( )
This is the case for any particles in bound systems such as galaxies or molecules. Such
particles do not participate in the cosmological expansion and in this case two such particles
do not move apart on the average. We will refer to these as bound particles. In this case,

du® 1
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and the velocity correlation functions for particles which start at rest at ¢ =ty is

(W' (tp,r)u(ty,me)) = %/dtldh (f"(tr,m) f " (t2,72)) - (12)

Note that the above expression is a coordinate velocity correlation function. In a
Robertson-Walker space-time, proper distance between particles, [, is related to the co-
ordinate separation r at ¢t = t; by {; = ayr. Thus the proper velocity correlation function is
given by

(" (tg, r)v" (tr,m2)) = @G (u™(tg, m)u” (g, 72)) - (13)

A. Charged Particles

In this section, we will consider electrically charged particles with charge ¢ coupled to a
fluctuating electromagnetic field. In this case, the four-force is

fo = Lpaty, o L pat (14)
m m

For the case of free particles, Eq. (@) yields

<Ux(tf,’f’1) (tf,’l“g 4 4/dt1/dt2a tl t2)<(Fxt ) (F”ut)2>RW, (15)

where the sub-indexes 1 and 2 refer to the coordinates (¢1,71) and (¢, 73), respectively, and
the subscript RW denotes a vacuum correlation function in Robertson-Walker spacetime.

This correlation function is obtained from the corresponding correlation function in flat
spacetime by a conformal transformation. First write the Robertson-Walker metric in its
conformal form

ds® = a®(—dn? + da* + dy* + d2?), (16)
with dt = adn. The field strength tensor in these coordinates is given by
(F") gy = @ (F™) 5y (17)

where the subscript M refers to the Minkowski space field strength. This may be seen,
for example, from the fact that the Lagrangian density, \/—gF*"F},, is invariant under the
conformal transformation. From this and Eq. (I5), we find

(u”(ty, r)u(ty,m2)) /dm/dnz (F™ (1, m1) F™ (02, 72)) 0 - (18)

Here the appropriate component of the Minkowski space correlation function is given by
Eq. (AH). The key feature of this result is that the scale factor does not appear inside the
integrand. Thus the cosmological expansion has no effect on the Brownian motion, and
hence we do not find an interesting result in this case.

The case of bound charged particles is different. In this case, from Eqs. (I2) and (AS),
we find

(W (n, r)u”(n, r2)) /dm/dnz (F™u;), (F*ur),) rw (19)

- :1_22 / dm / dnz a*(n1)a"?(n2) {W2[—_(7(77272—_77717§2_+7’;22]3} '

Here r is the spatial separation of the particles and 72 = r?2 — 2Az2. Now there are factors
of 1/a? in the integrand, which will lead to non-trivial effects in an expanding universe.
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B. Magnetic Dipoles

In this section we will consider particles with a magnetic dipole moment. In flat spacetime,
such particles experience a force when there is a non-zero magnetic field gradient:

f=-Vu (20)

where u = — ,Jg , is the magnetic potential energy, u is the magnetic moment and B is the
magnetic field. Writing this force in covariant form, we have for the z-component

fr=pd* (F¥a.a)) (21)

where, 7, = (0,0,0,a) and z}, = (0,0,0a,0), and such that zVz, = 2"z, = 1.
For free particles, the velocity-velocity correlation function, Eq. (@), becomes

2
x x ,LL ¥4 / z /
(W(ty, r)u”(ty,m)) = W/dtl/dt2amarz (FYwal), (FYeeay) haw. (22)

Again, we may use Eq. ([I7) to write the above expression in terms of
Oy, Oy (F#¥ (1, 71) F*¥ (12, 72)) 1, which may be evaluated to write

0 ) =~z [an [ amat et m) (23)
2

{ 6(n2 —m)? } .
[—(n2 —m)?+ 12 [=(e — )2+

In Eq. (23), we have used the coincident limit » — 0 only in the numerator, in order to
simplify our expressions. This will not alter our final results, because we will take this limit
after the integrations.

For bound magnetic dipoles, we may start with Eq. (I2]) and follow the same procedure
to find

wnratnrs) =2 [ [ dma e m) x (24)
{ 2 6(n2 —m)? }
o= e —m S

where again the coincidence limit in the spatial coordinate was taken in the numerator of
the integrand.

C. Polarizable Particle

We will consider in this section a polarizable particle, described as a point particle with
a static polarizability «. In an inhomogeneous electric field, such a particle experiences a

force .
f(z)

which in covariant notation becomes,

«

5 V(E?), (25)

2

fr =507 (Fui.)”, (26)



where the low velocity limit was taken with u, = —02, 2, = (0,a,0,0). For a free particle,

Egs. (@) and (26)) lead to

a2
i tyrs)) = 1o [ [ dmx o7)
!

a_s(nl)a_3(n2>8w18x2 ( [FOi(ﬁl, 7“1)] ’ [FOi(ﬁz, 7‘2)] 2>M7

where we used the fact that u, = —ad}! and z,, = (0, a,0,0), in conformal coordinates.

Here we use the Wick theorem to calculate the two-point function: (E?(ri)E?(re))n =
(Ei(r1)E*(r2) Ej(r1) £ (r2)) i, finding

(Ei(r1)E"(ro) B (r1) B (ra))ar = 2 [(Ei(r1) Ej(r2) ) s (B (r1) E? (r2)) ] (28)

or, from the procedure outlined in Appendix A,

(Ei(r)E'(ro) Ej(r1) E? (r2)) s = {W;[f((zz : 77771))2 __1_7;2]3 } : (29)

To simplify our expression we will consider the coincident limit in the spatial coordinate

r =1y —r; = 0, only in the numerator of all factors, as in the previous cases. Then the
velocity-velocity correlation function is,

(a2 (1) (7, 72)) “/m/mam (1) (30)

{ 32 136(1), — 144( — my)* }
(=2 —m)?+ 72 [=(ne —m)? + 7“2] [—(n2 —m)? + 727

III. SPECIFIC UNIVERSE MODELS

In this section we will apply the basic formulas obtained in Sect. [l to investigate the
influence of different scale factors on the Brownian motion of particles induced by quantum
vacuum fluctuations of the electromagnetic field.

A. Asymptotically Static Bouncing Universe

The study of bouncing universe was considered by some authors in the past [26]. Here
we will study a special case, which is asymptotically static in the past and future. We will
take the scale factor to have the form

2 2
+
=0 (31)
n? + G*n;
where G' and 7 are constants, and n is a positive integer. Note that when n — £oo, the
universe is asymptotically flat and a goes to unity. It will be convenient to consider different
choices of n for different types of particles in order to simplify the corresponding integrals.



1. Bound Charged Particles

In this case, we set n = 1, so that Eq. (I9) becomes

+oo +oo +G2
un, ri U77,7’2 Ui
(Au(n,r)A / d / (”1 ”0) (32)
m+ng

X <772+G2770) [ — (g —m)? —r”? }
3 + 106 w2 = —m)? + 7P|
where we used Eq. (I9). This integral is evaluated in Appendix B, with the result being

a rather complicated expression, Eq. (B4)). This result simplifies con51derably in the limit
that r{ = rp and G > 1 to

214°G®

A ek Sl
(Au) = 128m?n3

(33)

Note that because a; = 1, this expression also gives the mean squared proper velocity (Av?).

We can gain some insight into this result by writing it in terms of a characteristic measure
of the maximum curvature. Consider the scalar curvature R and evaluate it using the scale
factor Eq. (BI) with n = 1. We find the following result,

Ry = 2 (1_G)> (34)

where Ry is the Ricci scalar when n = 0. If we consider the limit G > 1, Ry is negative and

144G®
Ry~ ——. (35)
"o
Then (Av?) in terms of Ry is
74?2 R2
2y _ 0%
(Av®) = C1Adm? (36)

We can also write Eq. (B8] in terms of the redshift, defined by: a,? = (1 + 2)?, with
am = a(0)/a(c0) = (1/G)?, where a,, is the minimum scale factor. Considering z > 1, we
get

7q*| Rol
Av?) = 2,
(B = S1aam”
The mean squared velocity is proportional both to the squared redshift and to the maximum
curvature. This can be associated with an effective temperature using the non-relativistic

equation: kpT.;r = m(Av?). Where T,;; is the effective temperature and kp is the Boltz-
mann constant in Lorentz-Heaviside units & = ¢ = 1. Then, T¢yy is,

10-3¢% /2>
T.pp~ 2
=T (lc) z*, (38)

where [. = 1/4/|Ry| is the lenght curvature and A\, = 1/m is the particle’s Compton wave-
length.

(37)




2. Free Magnetic Dipoles

Again take the scale factor to be Eq. (BI) with n = 1. Then Eq. ([23) for the mean
squared velocity becomes,

2 [ee] 00 2 2,.2 2 2,2
utrimdu(ran)) = o [ [T (TEE) (TEERY (o
f —00 —00
2

n+ng m5 + g

% { - _ 6(n2 —m) }
[ —m)>+ 7P [ —m)>+r2 )

Using the same procedure as before, we find the following result in the coincident limit when

¢>1 107312 | Ry
Av?y = — 0L 4
() = = (40)
In terms of the redshift (z > 1), we have
1073 1% | Rol?
2y _
(Av?) = R (41)

In contrast to the result for bound charges, the effect decreases with z. For the case of
electrons, it is convenient to write the magnetic moment as

q
~ 42
P (42)

The effective temperature in terms of curvature length and Compton wavelength . is,

107362 /A"
Topp=— 21 (Z¢) 22 4
eff )\ckB < lc ) z ( 3)

3. Bound Magnetic Dipoles

Here we choose the scale factor to be of the form of Eq. (3I]) with n = 3. In this case,
the mean squared velocity from Eq. (24)) is,

utrmautan) = 2 [ an [“an () (LR
2

7+ Gg ) \ P+ G

% { - _ 6(n2 —m)* }
[0 =m)>?*+72P [=(n2 —m)*+r?
We may evaluate this integral using the same technique as before, with the result in the

coincident limit )
6 10722 (G* — 1)

Au? 45
o) = 2 (45)
The physical velocity when G > H is,
6 x 10722
(Av?) = i | Ro|*n3, (46)



where now the scalar curvature at n = 0 is

4
Ry = ——G*3. (47)
o
In terms of the redshift, given by 1 + 2z ~ z = a(o0)/a(0) = G*3, we can write
10—2Iu2
2\ _ 2.2
<AU > - 64m2 ‘RO‘ Z (48)
which shows that the effect of quantum fluctuations grows with z. Associating an effective
temperature we have,
1073¢% /A",
Tors — . 4
1= (lc) z (49)

Here the temperature grows with z as in the bounded electric particle due the extra force
that acts on the magnetic dipole. Indeed, we see that the effect here is smaller than that
one indicated by Eq. (38).

4. Free Polarizable Particle

Again we take the scale factor to be of the form of Eq. (1)) with n = 3. Equation (31))
for the mean squared velocity can be written as

Oé2

(Au(ri,n)Au(re,m)) = W (50)
+oo +o0 2 22 2 1 (2p2

[ oo (28 (58)-

—0 —o0 i+ 3 + 1o
{ 32 136(’)72 — 7’]1)2 ]_44(’)72 — 7’]1)4 }

(= =m)?+ 7P [z =m)?+ 728 [ —m)*+ 7]

Following the procedure previously used, we find, in the coincident limit,
3x 107202 (G2 — 1)
(Av?) = — (51)

4m2m? 75

This physical (comoving) velocity can be expressed in terms of Ry given in Eq. (@T) as

10732 ‘Ro‘g
Av?) = : 2
(avs) 6472m? nk (52)
We can also write Eq. (52)) in terms of the redshift as
1073a?
Av?) = ————|Ry|*27%. 53

The mean squared velocity decreases with the redshift in contrast with the bounded
particle cases investigated in the previous section. This is due to the fact that the atoms
are free of external forces. This effect can be associated with an effective temperature using
the non-relativistic equation: kpT,;; = m(Av?). Thus, we obtain

107502 /2. \? _
Topr =~ T (F) z72 (54)

This result shows that the temperature decreases with the redshift because the particles are
free of external forces.



B. Asymptotically Bounded Expansion

A universe with asymptotically bounded expansion was studied in Ref. [27], where the
production of massive particles were considered. Here we will investigate the Brownian
motion effects in scale factors of the form

a" = ag + af tanh(n/no), (55)
where n is a positive integer, ag and a; are dlmensmnless constants and Mo is a constant with

dimension of time. We note that when 7 — 00 = a* — a3 + a?. Then, this universe is
asymptotically flat in past and future, but it is not symmetric and exhibits only expansion.

1. Bound Charged Particles

Here we take the scale factor to be given by n = 2 in Eq. (55). The mean squared
coordinate velocity is then given by

+oo +oo 1
(Au(n, r1)Au(n,r2)) / / (56)
a? + a2 tanh (Z—;)
1 l —(n2 —m)* — 1"
[ .

ag + aj tanh <Z—§> — (2 —m)? + 2P

X

This integral is calculated in Appendix B, with the result given by Eq. (BS)]).

In this model, the physical velocity is related to the coordinate velocity by (Av?) =
a}(Au?), where a7 = ag+af. If we will make a Taylor expansion in r up to the zeroth order
term, we find

(Av?) = 9— —+3¢

15 (57)

—4q?(a? + a?) sinh* [% In ngﬂ ot

mtm2aing ( . ))
where a@ = ag/a;. Here the expression in parenthesis is a negative constant and ((x) is the
Riemann zeta function. We can write Eq. (57) in terms of the scalar curvature at n = 0,
given by
6aj
U

It is also interesting write the mean squared velocity in terms of the redshift defined here as
1+ 2z~ z=a(x)/a(—o0). Then, (Av?) in terms of Ry and the redshift is given by

2
(Av?) ~ 10_2%R0z4, (59)

when z > 1. The effective temperature is now

2
Ty~ 1072 ¢ (A (60)
kphe \ L
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2. Free Magnetic Dipole

Now take the scale factor to be Eq. (B3) with n = 1. Then the mean squared velocity is
given by

2

(Au(ry,m)Au(rs,m)) = m“j x (61)

/+OO /Jroo (ao +a talnh(ﬁl/ﬁ0)> <a0 +a talnh(ﬁz/ﬁ0)>

{ 6(n2 —m)* }
[—(m2 — 771) +r7P (= —m)?+r?
Following the same procedure as before we find that in the coincidence limit (r — 0),
24p°R2 1 a+1
Au?) = 55— sinh’ |1 5) - ¢(6)]. 62
{Au”) 7T6m2a;%a%nésm {2 n(a—l)} [€(5) — ¢(6)] (62)

As before, & = ag/a;. The physical velocity is

2u2 R34
2\ 0
(A7) = o5 5 (63)
where now 6
a
Ry = —. 64
T oy
The temperature in terms of A, and [, is,
5 ¢ (A ! 4
T.rp~1 < )
ff 0~ ]{JB>\ (l ) z (65)
3. Bound Magnetic Dipole
In this case, let n = 3 in Eq. (55). The mean squared velocity becomes
12
(Au(ry,n)Au(ry,n)) = R X (66)
[ [ (o) (o)
ap + aq tanh(ny /no) ap + ay tanh(ne/n0)
{ 6(n2 —m)? }
[—(m2 — 771) +r2B [ —m)2+r2 )
In the coincidence limit (r — 0),
3x 10732 R224
(Av?) = °—[¢(5) = ¢(6)], (67)

m2

where
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Ry = —. (68)
agng
The effective temperature is given by
2 4
3 4 A 4
Top=3x103—— =5 : 69
73X .y ( lc) z (69)

4. Free Polarizable Particle

The scale factor is again given by Eq. (55) with n = 3 and the mean squared coordinate
velocity is given by

sz “+oo 400
st rsutnr) = i [ an [ (10)
1 1
X
ag + a3 tanh (2—;) aj + a? tanh (2—5)
e A SO s I SO R

Following the method used previously, we find the result

10a* a1 ad+1
—m2a;1m1477§a? sinh [5 In <7a3 — 1)} (71)
x [¢(9) = ¢(10)],

in the limit » — 0. Here ((x) is again the zeta function, and the expression in brackets is
positive. The physical speed satisfies the relation

(D) =

10a? a1 a’d+1
—mQamenga? sinh {5 In <a3 — )| (72)

We can write Eq. (T2)) in terms of the scalar curvature Ry = 2a8/(n2a3), and of the redshift
as

(Av?) =

2
(Av?) ~ 10—11%3351, (73)
when 2z > 1. The corresponding effective temperature is
2 A 2
T = 10_11127 <l—4) ) (74)

Note that for this class of scale factors, we find the unexpected result that (Av?) oc 2% for
all four types of particles being considered. These results will be discussed in more detail in

Sect. V]
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C. Another Bouncing Universe

Here we will consider universes with scale factors of the form

a" = H*(n* + ), (75)

where n is an integer, H is a constant with dimension of inverse of time, and 7 is also a
constant but with dimension of time. Although these models are asymptotically flat in the

past and in the future, the scale factor does not approach a constant, in contrast to the
models in Sect. [ITAl

1. Bound Charged Particles

Here we take n = 2 in Eq. (73). In this case, the mean squared velocity expression is,

+oo +oo 1
A Au(
(B, ) A, ) / i, [ " (Hzn 5 ) (76)
(gt A
H2nj + H2770 = (m - m) +rP ]
This integral is evaluated in the Appendix, resulting in Eq. (B13)). If we take the r — 0 limit

of this expression and use the fact that at n = n; > no, the scale factor is a(ny) =~ Hny, we
find

2 3,72
Aty =L _—J 77
The Ricci scalar curvature when 1 = 0 is
6
Ry=——%—. 78
0 Hz"]é ( )

In terms of this curvature and the redshift, 1 + 2z =~ z = ay/a(0) = ny/no, when ny > ny the
mean squared velocity turns into

2

q
The effective temperature is,
10712 (A,
Teff ~ /{jB)\ l_ zZ. (80)

Comparing Eq. (80) with Eq. (38) we see that they are the same except for a numerical
factor.
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2.  Free Magnetic Particle

Consider now the scale factor given by setting n = 1 in Eq. (73]). We find that the mean
squared velocity is,

2

(Bu(ri.mAulran) = 2e5 (81)

/OO d /OO d 1 1 X
P\ R ) \HE + B
2

{ —2 ~ 6(m2—m) }
[z =m)* + 72 [ —m)?*+r7 )

In the coincidence limit

6 x 10722
A2y =——~—"— " 2
() = (52)
and the physical velocity is,
10—3 2 R 2
(avty = LN (83)

m2
with Ry = —12/(H*nS). This is essentially the same result as in Eq. (@I)).

3. Bound Magnetic Dipoles

Consider now the scale factor obtained by setting n = 3 in Eq. (75). In this case, the
mean squared velocity is

(i, m)Bulry,m)) = £ (84)

(Au
/ ; / 1 1 y
" H2ni + H?ng ) \ H?n3 + H?ng

{ _ 6(n2 —m)* }
[—(n2 —771) +r23 = —m)?+r2 )

In the coincidence limit

6 x 10722
Au?)y = ——
(o) = 2k (35)
with the physical velocity now given by
3 X 10_2M2|R0‘2
(Ae?) = 2SS 2 (56)
where here 4
Ry = —W ) (87)

and z = a(ny)/a(0) = (n7/n0)?/®. This is of the same form as in Eq. (@8).
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4. Free Polarizable Particles

Now let us take the same scale factor as in the previous subsection, Eq. (73]) with n = 3.
In this case, the velocity-velocity correlation function is

a2

(Au(ry, n)Aulre, n)) = (88)

4m2a;%7r4
+oo J —+00 P 1 1
X
/_oo " /_oo P H2) (HP + HPR)
{ 32 N 136(n2 — n1)? 144(ny — m)* }
=2 =m)> + 2P (= —m)* + 2% [=( —m)* + 7]

Doing the two integrations and taking the limit » — 0, the mean squared coordinate velocity

18
3 X 10_2042

Au? 89
and the proper velocity is nearly the same as in Eq.dSZ]),
3 x 1072 _
(Av?) = W\Ro|4z 2 (90)
where now 4

D. Oscillatory Expansion

In this section we add an oscillatory term in the bouncing electric particle case studied in
the last section. This is an oscillatory expansion universe which was treated in some works
as, for example in [28]. Here we will see the effects of the amplitude of the oscillation in the
mean squared velocity for the charged particle case. The scale factor is taken to be

a* = ag(1° +115) + a cos(wn), (92)

where ag and the frequency w are constants with dimension of the inverse of time, the
amplitude a; is a dimensionless constant, and 7 is a constant with dimension of time. Thus
the oscillatory term is a small perturbation of the case studied in Sect. [ITICIl The mean
squared velocity is

(Bul r)Duly, ) / = ==

1
(7 ) (G o)
agn? + a3nd + a? cos(wmny) aind + a3ng + a? cos(wny)
In Appendix B this integral is evaluated, and can be shown to lead to the result

q2CL2 6

(Av(r)Av(ry)) = (Av?)g + 27:][4 (3wng sinh(wng) + cosh(wny)) (94)

15



where [; = ayr, and (Av?)g is the a; = 0 result found in Eq.(79). Notice that the velocity-
velocity correlation function in this model will diverge in the coincidence limit. So, we
can not obtain the mean squared velocity in this limit. This reflects a breakdown of our
model in which the particles are treated as classical point objects. Our model requires that
ly > A¢, where A¢ is the electron Compton wavelength. In any case, our perturbative result
requires that the second term in Eq. (94) be small compared to (Av?),. Nonetheless, we
can conclude that the oscillations tend to increase the mean squared velocity in a way that
grow exponentially with w in the limit that wny > 1.

E. de Sitter Space

In this section, we will investigate the effects of the vacuum fluctuations in de Sitter
space-time. It is well known that de Sitter space can be considered as some special stage of
the universe history, which is known as the inflationary phase of the universe. It was Guth
[29] who first noticed that using some exponential expansion of the universe it would be
possible to solve three of the standard universe’s modelproblems: 1) the flatness problem, 2)
the horizon problem and 3) the primordial monopoleproblem. This scenario was extensively
developed since the Guth’s original work (see some good reviews about inflation in [30], [31])
and n owadays it seems to be in good agreement with the observations [32], [33].

We use a scale factor in the form:

a= —H—na (95)

where —oo < < 0. We restrict our attention to the range n; < n < ny, where |ng| < |n].

1. Bound Charged Particle

Here the velocity-velocity correlation function is given by,

(Au(n, ) Au(n,s)) / dm /77 dna( Hnl HT]Q) (96)
- [ T —n$3>_+rr21 }

Notice that the upper value in the integral range is put to be zero to simplify our calculations,
but in fact it is very small but not null. Using Maple, we find the following result,

q2H4 2 /2
(Au(ry)Au(ry)) = - [37) 2n;r } (97)
If |n;| > r the coordinate velocity is:
2 774, 4
q H"n;
(Au(ry)Au(ry)) = T (98)
and consequently the physical velocity is,
2
q
(Av(r1)Av(ry)) = P (99)
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Our answer is positive and constant and as in the oscillatory case it depends on the initial
proper particle separation, l;. If [; = \., then Eq. (@9) reduces to,

2

(Av(r1)Av(ry)) ~ qz ~ 1072, (100)

2.  Free Magnetic Dipoles

Using (@5) and (23]) we obtain the following mean squared velocity,

(Au(ry,n)Au(ry,n)) = “22/_ _dm/_ _dm(an)(Hm)x (101)
-2

apm
{ G —m)? }
[ =m)?? 4+ = —m)*+ 7]t )
which, after integrations results in,

27172

W2H
A A = —. 102
< U(’l"l,’)’/) U(’l"g,’)’])> 6@31/)7127“2 ( 0 )

From the equation above it is not possible to get the coincidence limit because the r2-
divergence. But we know that [y = asr, then,

2172
wH
(Av(r1,n)Av(rs,m)) = m (103)
Considering p ~ q/m, m ~ 1/, and Iy ~ A., we have
21722
(Bolrs,m) (s ) = T (104)

The effect in de Sitter universe does not depend of the time. We could also make a estimate
of the constant H, which has an inverse of length dimension . If H ~ 1/l, we have,

q2>\2
<AU(T177]>AU(T27“)> = 6126' (105)
Assuming that [ ~ ., we get
2
<AU(T17 U)AU(T’% 77)) =~ %7 (106)

which is basically the same result we found for the bound charge case.

3. Bound Magnetic Dipoles

Using the scale factor given by Eq. (O8) and Eq. (24]), we find that the mean squared
velocity is given by

@utrsdutram) =~ [y [ () i) (107)

2 6(n2 — m)?
{an R R ey ]} |
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In the limit which r is very small, we have

p° i HO
A A = —— 1
< U(’l"l,’)’/) U(T’Q, 77)) m2 92 ( 08)
Thus, the physical velocity-velocity correlation function is given by
2 [72)\2
(Bo(ry,m)Ao(ra, m) =~ (109)

which is negative. Making the same estimates as in the free magnetic particle case for H,
we obtain,

q2A2
(Aol m)Ae(rs,n)) = — L5

Negative mean squared velocities have been found by previous authors [5, |6, |§], and can
be interpreted as a reduction in quantum uncertainty. It is well known that a quantum
massive particle is described by a wave packet which must have a position and momentum
uncertainty given by the Heisenberg uncertainty principle (Ap,Ax) > 1. If the uncertainty

in position is such that Az < [, where [ is the average separation between two dipoles, we
have, (Av,), 2 1/(Im), or

(110)

A2
<Avazc>q 2 2

Nl27

which is larger than the magnitude of the right-hand side of Eq. (I10).

(111)

F. Radiation Dominated Universe

The radiation dominated era of our universe is usually defined as the early period when
radiation and relativistic particles were usually more important than ordinary matter. Here
we will investigate the effects of this important universe stage in the average squared velocity
and evaluate the effective particle’s temperature in the beginning of this era in the bounded
electric particle case. Consider the scale factor,

a’ = H?n?. (112)

Then the mean squared velocity is given by

(Au(n, 1) Aun, 1)) / din / s <H2 )(Hing) (113)

) { [—(?;2 —777173)2_;;22]3} |

Taking into account the condition r < 1, this integral results in

Cﬁqz
Ay = — 114
where C ~ 6 x 107°. The physical velocity can be written as
Ci¢®> 3
2y _ g My
(Av*) = PERTERE (115)
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The redshift factor here is 1 + 2 ~ z = 1y /ny. The scalar curvature vanishes for this metric,
but a reasonable measure of the characteristic curvature is a typical component of the Ricci
tensor in an orthonormal frame, which gives

1
Ry~ ——. 116
0 Hgné ( )

Thus, we can write
Clq

(Av?) = Ro 2 (117)

which is essentially the same as the result found in previous cases in Eqs. (87) and (79).

G. Matter Dominated Universe
Now consider bound charged particles and a scale factor of the form,
a® = H'n. (118)

The mean squared velocity in this case is

(A, r)Au(, 7)) / dny / dny < H4m> < Hin ) (119)

) { [—(7(77272 —777173) _+T7“2]3} '

Performing the integrals in the limit » < 79, we obtain the following result

1075¢>
2
The physical velocity is given by
C P O
(Av?) = 20" My O o (121)

m?2 H4,r]30 m2

where Cy ~ 107°, 2z = (ny/m:)?, and Ry = 1/(H*nS). Again this is of the same form as
Eq. (37).

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have investigated the Brownian motion of particles coupled to the electromagnetic
vacuum fluctuation in Robertson-Walker universes. We considered several types of particles,
including ones with electric charge, a magnetic dipole moment, and electric polarizability.
We also allowed both the possibility that the particles are free, moving apart on the average
as the universe expands, or bound by a force which cancels the effect of the expansion.
Our results for the mean squared velocity induced by quantum fluctuations can typically
be written in terms of a characteristic measure of the space-time curvature, Ry, and a
redshift factor z. Our treatment assumes semiclassical point particles which always move
non-relativistically in the comoving frame. Thus our results are restricted to cases where
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(Av?) < 1. We should also note that we are working in a regime where quantum particle
creation by the gravitational field [35] is small, so we should also require that Ry/m? < 1.

In many cases, such as the classes of scale factors studied in Sects. [ITAl and [II.C] the
effect for bound particles tends to grow with increasing redshift factor, where as that for free
particles goes the other way. This might be due to the fact that the bound particles are not
on the average moving on geodesics, and be subject to an acceleration radiation effect of the
type first studied by Unruh [34]. However, in other case , such as those treated in Sect. [I1B]
the effect scales differently with redshift. These results need to be better understood.

In most of the cases studied, the mean squared velocity is finite and positive. However,
in a few cases, such as in Sects. and , we found a velocity-velocity correlation
function which is singular at spatially coincident points and can be negative. Both of these
phenomena signal a breakdown of our approximation of point classical particles coupled to
a quantized field.

However, our view is that these results still have physical content if properly interpreted.
The spatial separation of particles should always be large compared to the Compton wave-
length, and the separation should be sufficiently large to insure that (Av;Awvy) < 1. With
these restrictions, one can still conclude from Eq. (04]) that oscillations superimposed upon
a uniform bouncing universe, as in Eq. (02), lead to additional heating. Similarly, the cases
where (Av?) < 0 signal a reduction in quantum uncertainty, or a form of gravitational
squeezing, analogous to effects near mirrors discussed in Refs. [5, 16, §].

One of the motivations of this study is theoretical, to better understand quantum Brow-
nian motion in a curved spacetime, as an analog model for the effects of the quantum
fluctuations of gravity. However, it is also natural to enquire as to whether our results could
have application to realistic cosmological models.

One possibility is an additional reheating mechanism after the end of inflation. If inflation
ends quickly, it is likely that the reheating temperature will exceed the effective temperature
due to Brownian motion. If reheating is inefficient, however, there is a possibility that
Brownian motion could play a role.

Recall that the results in this paper are restricted to the case on non-relativistic motion,
or when the temperature is small compared to the particle’s rest mass energy. This severely
limit the use of these result for electrons or nucleons. The restriction is less severe for very
massive particles, such as “wimpzillas” [36,37]. These are hypothetical particles with masses
up to the Planck scale produced at the end of inflation by, for example, gravitational particle
creation [35,138]. We plan to extend the study in the present paper to the relativistic motion
case, which will lift this restriction, and to give a more detailed discussion of applications
to inflationary cosmology. Another possible extension is to the case of Brownian motion
produced by fluctuation of non-Abelian gauge fields.
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APPENDIX A: MINKOWSKI SPACE CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

Here we will briefly summarize the calculation of the components of the electromagnetic
field strength tensor correlation function in flat spacetime. Write the Minkowski metric in
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the form

ds® = —dn* + da® + dy* + d2* . (A1)
We are interesting in the components of the field strength tensor correlation function,
(Fuv (@) Fap(2'))ar - (A2)

These are easily computed from the vector potential correlation function using the relation
F,, =0,A, —0,A,. The vector potential correlation function can, in a suitable gauge, be
written as

Nuv
(Aufe) A(a ) = S (43)
where 7, is the Minkowski metric tensor, and
1
o=5l==n)+ @ =2V +y-y)+ (-2 (A4)

The electric field correlation function, for example, is

An? + 12
w2 [—An? 4+ r2)3’

(E*(z) E*(2)) = (F™(x) F™(2')) = —

where 72 = r? — 2Ax? and r? = Ax? + Ay? + Az2.

APPENDIX B: EVALUATION OF INTEGRALS

1. Evaluation of Eq. (32)

We may evaluate the two integrals in Eq. (B2]) using the residue theorem. First, we
evaluate the n; integral indicated by:

T (RGN (=) =7
I = dm 2, 2 2 2 23] (B1)
o ni + 15 T2 [—(n2 —m)? + 12

In order to do that, let us choose a contour that avoids the third order poles located in
the real axis at 1, = £r + 1, (as indicated, in Fig. (I, by the letters B and B’). Then, we
evaluate the integral considering only one of the second order poles, namely, 17, = £ing. In
Fig. ([I]) we illustrate only the contour in the upper half plane. The contour in the lower half

plane would give us the same answer, according to the residue theorem. So the first integral
(I7) has the form

I = no(G? = 1)%[=(n2 — ino)* — r’] | 2m0(G* — 1)[— (12 — imo)* — 7]

2 [~ (12 — i) + 1?3 m2[—(ny — imo)? + 1]
 3mgi(ne — ino)(G* — 1)* 3noi(G? — 1) (12 — i) [ (12 — inpo)® — 7”°]
m[—(n2 —ino)? + r?]3 m[—(n2 —ino)? — r?]* .

Now the second integral is

400 2 2,2\ 2
+d
[2:/ dny (H) L. (B2)
—00 2 + o
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oV
o©

FIG. 1: Integration contour for Eq. (BIl). The lower order poles, which are a pure imaginary
number, are indicated by the d ot symbol e. The higher order poles has only a real part, as

indicated by the X symbol and their contribution is a pure imaginary number.

IM

FIG. 2: This figure illustrated the easiest integration contour we may choose to evaluate Eq. (B2)).
It is easiest because we avoid the highest order poles represented by the symbol X in the figure.
So the contribution of I5 integral is only due to the negative and imaginary lower order pole which

is indicated by the dot symbol e in the lower half plane.

The integrand in I has a second order pole located at ny = +iny and three third and
one fourth orders poles at 7y = +iny. We evaluate I in the lower half plane to avoid the
highest order poles, as indicated in Fig. (2]). Even if we had chosen a contour in the upper
half plane, our answer would be the same, but the way to do that would be harder. So, the

final result for the mean squared velocity ((Au(ry)Au(ry)) = 7‘)’1—22[1[2) is,
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2p,©2 O%(12n2 — r”? O(12n2 — r”?
<AU(T1)AU(T2)> — q 7702 770 (2 77(] - ) 770 77(] (BB)
m (4ng + r2)3 (4n2 + r?
¢*no©* [ —3i©°  3n5O( 12770 —r?
LI
m (4ng + r2)3 (4n2 + r?
40O [ O (125 — ) | 10O( 12?70 —r"?
+ 2, .2
m? (4ng + r?)3 (4ng + r?
4¢°n0© [ —3n3Oe2 3na©%(12n2 — r’?
_'_
m2 (4n3 + 7"2) (4770 + r2
2(4nm2 + r2 477 +r2)4
892 12n20 12178@ (12n2 —
(4ng + r2)3 (4ng + r2)*
2@2 2,0° 480125 — "
(4ng + r2)* (4ng +r2)° ’
where © = G? — 1.
2. Evaluation of Eq. (56])
Next we turn to the evaluation of Eq (B6). Define a new I; integral as
400 1 _ o 2 7,’2
11:/ dny [ _ (n ’71)2 . (B4)
e @i+ aftanh (22) ) L7*l=0m = m)* +77]
We see that in the 7n; integral we have third order poles located in the real axis at: 7, =
+r + 172, and an infinite number of poles at tanh(n;/ny) = —a?, where a? = a2/a? > 1.
These are the first order poles, and can be written as
1 :
ME = Mo + 5(2]{7 + 1)@71’7](], (B5)
with k = 0,1, 2, ..., and i = —Zine — InelIn (gif}).
Following the contour indicated in Fig. (3]) we obtain,
[e'e) ) 2 Mk ’
I = Z 2ino cosh (770 ) [ —(m2 — Ulk)Q 7’ } (B6)
aj =2 — mx)? + 23]’

k=1
Note that a contour in the lower half plane would give us the same answer. With this result,
the 1 integral turns into

= 2i oo d
I = Z a—go cosh? <@) / e (B7)

0 - 2 2 2
k=1 "l % af+ aftanh <m>

P
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FIG. 3: One possible contour to integrate Eq. (B4]). We avoid the higher order poles, indicated
by X symbol, because their contribution is a pure imaginary number. The contour is, however,
an infinity contour that encloses the infinity positives lower order poles which are indicated by the

symbol e.

X X X
9000060
X

FIG. 4: The figure shows the easiest possible contour to integrate Eq. (BT), because the infinities
higher order poles (the X symbol) are excluded. The enclosed poles are the infinities lower orders,

which are indicated by e symbol.

It has third order poles, but now located at, ny = +r + n1x, and first order poles at
Moy = 720 + %(2[ + 1)imng, with 1y = m10, and [ = 0,£1,+2, ... These singularities are located
in the complex plane as indicated in Fig. (). To avoid the third order poles we choose a
contour in the lower half plane, however the same answer is required if we had chosen the
contour in the upper plane.
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So our result is,

2 2
o 4|1 a”+1
(Au(r)Au(ry)) = 4a‘11 sinh {2 In (a2 — 1)] S, (B8)
where
2(I' + k) 773—7“2 = m25nE —r?
= —1)——. B
°7 ;,Zl l w2 (I + k)5 + 2] ;(‘7 >[7r2j2n8 + 7 (B9)

In the second form we transformed the double sum into a single sum by defining j = k+1' —1
and [ = —[. This sum can be evaluated explicitly to yield

S =

e |- (1,2 ) + e (2,24 2 )] (B10)
7r44|:_i_z7r <22_770_7‘-)—1_(_%—1_21:’]0)\:[](22_'_7707‘-)]7

where W (n, x) is the nth Polygamma function (This calculation was done using the algebraic
program, Maple).

3. Evaluation of Eq. (76

Let the I, integral in the variable ;. We may evaluate it using again the residue theorem.
The 7, integral has third order poles at 71 = £r 415, and single poles at 1, = +in,. Here, we
can use again the integration contour in Fig. ([Il). However, the symbol e represents smgles
order poles and not second order poles as in the case of Eq. (BI)) which corresponds to the
asymptotically flat bouncing universe. Thus, the integral I is expressed as,

e 1 —(ny —m)?* —r?
I, = d B11
! /_oo n <H2n% + Hzn%) [Wz[—(nz —m)*+ 2P (B11)
_ —(ng — ing)? — 1
noH?[—(ny — ing)? + 123

The 7y integral is given by

o0 1
— 5 55
H?n? + Hnjg

It has two single poles at 17, = +ing and two third order poles at ny = 4r 4+ iny. In this
case we choose a contour in the lower half plane, as in the Fig. (2)), with the symbol e
representing now first order poles. This contour avoids the third order poles. Even if we
choose the contour in the upper half plane, our result would be the same. Then, after the
integrations Eq. (BI2) results in

]2:

—00

(B12)

(B13)

(Au(ry)Au(ry)) = q2[ 32 — 12 }

g HA [4ng + r?]?
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M A

FIG. 5: This figure shows that it is possible to choose one contour where the integral is apparently

null.

FIG. 6: This figure shows that Eq. (@3] has at least one imaginary pole located at ny which can

be enclosed by the contour of Fig. (&]).

4. Evaluation of Eq. (93)

Next we consider the evaluation of Eq. ([@3). The 7, singularities has third order poles
located at 77, = 47 +15, and first order poles at cos(wn;) = —a?ni —a?n2, where a? = a2 /a?

or mp = —1ln (azB(mk) + a?2B(my) — 1) + 1(2k + 1)Z, with k = 0,£1,42, ..., and

B(mi, = n? +n2). These singularities are located as indicated in Fig. (B]), with the X symbol
now representing the third order poles and the several ----- symbols representing the infinities
numbers of first order poles. So apparently, this integral is zero because we do not have any
poles enclosed by one of the possible contours. However, if n = iz, we can find two real
poles in the integrand, because cos(wn;) = —a?n? — a’nt = cosh(wz) = —a?x? — o?n?.

Now we have the picture indicated in Fig. (@)). Then, we have at least one contribution
((im; the imaginary first order pole represented there by the symbol e. Thus, the 7; integral

Il iS,
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FIG. 7: This figure shows the easiest possible contour we can choose to integrate Eq. (BI15). Here
the symbol e represents the first order poles located at iz, the X represents the third order poles,

and - - -+ the infinity first order poles at 1, = —% In (azB(mk) + v/ a?B(ny) — 1)) + %(2/4: +1)Z.

2 —3(ny —ix)? — 12
I, = B14
"7 2020 — d2wsinh(zw) |:7T[—(7’]2 —iz)2+ 123’ (B14)

and the I, is defined as:

I, — 2 /+OO d’f]g (B15)
> 7 2a2r — d2wsinh(zw) | a2n? + a2ng + a2 cos(wn,)
X [ —3(np —ix)* =1 ]

(2 — ix)* + r7?

To treat these poles, we should proceed as in the case of the first integral, as indicated in
Fig. (). Now the poles are located at 1y = £r + iz (third order), and at 1y = +ix (first
order). Thus, we obtain the result,

—4 27

=
> 7 22z — alwsinh(wz)] * 2a¢r — ajw sinh(wz)

o, (B16)

where O is given by:

—{2a3(—r' +ix) — adwsinh[w(—r' + iz)]}?
r{ad(—r +ix)? + aing + a? cosjw(—r + iz)]}3
N 2a3 — ajw? cos[w(—r" + iz)]
2r{ad(—r +1ix)? + adnd + a3 cos|w(—r + ix)|}?
{2a2(r' + ix) — d3wsinh[w(r’ + iz)|}?
r{ad(r +ix)? + adnd + af cos|w(r + iz)]}3
N —{2a2 — a?w? cos|w(r’ + iz)]}
2r{ad(r +ix)? + adng + a? cos[w(r + ix)]}?

©

(B17)
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In order to check if our answer is correct, let us take a; ~ 0 and = 9. Then we obtain,
g
Raglung + T

which is the same answer we found in the bouncing case Eq. (B13)). Now, using the smallest
power terms in a; and r < 7y, we have the squared coordinate velocity written as,

I (B18)

2 2
q 3 as . cosh(wnp)
A A o~ 2 + h +—7 B1
(Au(r)Au(ry)) m | 160t + 2abring <3wsm (wno) " , (B19)

and when ny > ng, (Av(r;)Av(ry)) is given by Eq. (94).
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