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Abstract

In this paper we study quantum field theory in impulsive plane wave spacetimes. We first
analyze the geodesics and the formation of conjugate planes in these spacetimes. The behaviors
of the world function and the van Vleck determinant near conjugate plane are also considered.
For the quantum field, we work out the mode functions, their Bogoliubov transformations, and
the construction of the Wightman functions. By examining the Wightman function near and on
the conjugate plane, we show how the twofold and fourfold singularity structure of the Wigthman
function arise when crossing this plane. Lastly, we come to the stochastic gravity noise kernel
which is also the correlation function of the stress energy tensor of the quantum field. Its explicit
form is given in terms of the world function and the van Vleck determinant. We investigate its
limits for small and large geodesic distances. The leading divergent term of the noise kernel on
the conjugate plane are expressed in terms of derivatives of delta functions. Similar to that of the
Wightman functions, we also examine how the singularity structure of the noise kernel near the

lightcone changes when crossing the conjugate plane.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Our interest in plane wave spacetimes originates from the Penrose limiting procedure [1]
in which a general spacetime can be transformed into a plane wave one. It basically describes
the spacetime near a null geodesic and one hopes to capture the essential physics in this
region through this limiting procedure. For example, Shore and collaborators [2, 3] have
utilized this limit to prove that photon propagation in QED including the fermion quantum
effect is causal in a general curved spacetime despite the appearance of superluminal low-
frequency phase velocities [4]. More recently, this method has been used to consider the
memory effect of geodesic congruences in gravitational shockwave spacetimes [3].

Another interest example in this approach is about the global Green function of a massless
scalar field propagating in curved spacetimes. A prominent case would be that of a black hole
spacetime. Due to the presence of caustic points around a black hole where the neighboring
null geodesics focus, it has been discovered that the leading singularity of the retarded Green
function near the lightcone changes after passing through such a caustic point [6]. In fact,
this change possesses a fourfold structure, §(c) — 1/0 — —d(0) — —1/0 — (o) — ---
[7]. This structure is important in the understanding of wave propagation in general curved
spacetimes. In [§], it has been shown that these fourfold and sometimes twofold structures
emerge for the Green function in plane wave spacetimes. Through the Penrose limit, they
argue that these patterns are also valid for general curved spacetimes.

Impulsive plane waves have ¢ function profiles. Before the arrival and after the passing
of the wave, the spacetimes are Minkowski. The spacetime is thus simple enough that exact
solutions for the geodesics as well as the mode functions of the quantum scalar field can
be obtained [9, [10]. The authors in [11] have taken advantage of this fact to consider the
memory effect of impulsive gravitational waves. They have found a velocity memory in
which particles initially at rest moves apart or towards each other after the passage of the
wave. This velocity memory actually is the reason why neighboring null geodesics focus
to form caustic points. These caustic points are located on what are called the conjugate
planes. The geodesic distance diverges near these planes [§] so that the usual construction
of correlation functions like the Wightman function may not apply. Here, with the simple
setting of impulsive plane wave spacetimes, we hope to study the Wightman function on

conjugate planes and their singular structures near the lightcone across these planes in an



analytical way.

In the semiclassical gravity theory, the interaction between the quantum field and the
classical spacetime is governed by the Einstein equation with the source described by the
expectation value of the stress energy tensor of the field [12]. This can be thought of as
a mean field theory. To account for fluctuation and correlation effects, Hu and Verdaguer
have devised an open quantum system approach [13] called the stochastic gravity theory
[14, 15]. In stochastic gravity, the environment is the quantum field and the system the
classical spacetime. The effects of the quantum field, in addition to the expectation value
of the stress energy tensor, are also represented by the dissipation and the noise kernels.
The semiclassical Einstein equation is replaced by the Einstein-Langevin equation with a
stochastic tensor force. The correlation function of this force is the noise kernel which is
just the correlator of the quantum field stress tensor [16]. To explore the physics near a null
geodesic in a general curved spacetime, for example, the quantum energy inequalities [17],
one would like to apply the stochastic gravity approach to plane wave spacetimes under the
Penrose limit. As a first step in this consideration, we shall in the following take a close
look at the behaviors of the noise kernel near and on the conjugate planes in these impulsive
plane wave spacetimes.

In the next section we solve the geodesic equations in impulsive plane wave spacetimes.
Two different cases are considered, the degenerate one corresponding to a gravitational
plane wave while the nondegenerate one an electromagnetic wave. We show that the veloc-
ity memory effects occur in both cases, and these effects focus the null geodesics to form
conjugate planes. The world function and the van Vleck determinant which are needed to
construct the correlation functions like the Wightman function in these spacetimes are then
defined. Finally, we explore the properties of these bitensors especially when they approach
the conjugate plane.

In Sec. III, we turn our attention to quantum field theory in these spacetimes. The main
goal is to work out the Wightman function of a scalar field and to study its properties [1§].
To do that we first obtain the in- and out-mode functions by solving the corresponding
Klein-Gordon equation [9,[19]. Then, we look at their focusing behavior near the conjugate
plane as well as their Bogoliubov transformations. With these mode functions, we contruct
the correlation functions, in particular, the Wightman function. Their explicit form on the

conjugate plane are given. We also show how their singularity structure near the lightcone



on both sides of this plane emerge.

We consider the noise kernel in stochastic gravity in Sec. IV. Using the method of point-
separation, we give the explicit expression for this noise kernel which is also the correlation
function of the stress energy tensor of the quantum field [16]. This consideration will be
useful when we apply the stochastic gravity theory to plane wave spacetimes. We also
examine the properties of the noise kernel on and near the conjugate plane. Lastly, the

conclusions and discussions are presented in Sec. V.

II. IMPULSIVE PLANE WAVE SPACETIMES: GEODESICS, MEMORY AND
CONJUGATE PLANES

In this section we shall examine the geodesics in the impulsive plane wave spacetime
and the corresponding memory effects that these geodesics entail. The spacetime can be

represented by the metric [20]
2 2
ds’ = —2dudv + »  Hy 6(u) a*a’du® + ) da"dx,, (1)
a,b=1 a=1

in which the shockwave is located at u = 0. Without loss of generality, one can set the 2 x 2

matrix

A1 0

H,, = . (2)
0 X
Hence, the metric can be rewritten as
2
ds® = —2dudv + 6(u) f(Z) du® + ) dada,, (3)

a=1
where f(7) = >_,_;, Aa(2*)?. The only nonvanishing Ricci tensor component R,, at the
wavefront is proportional to the trace of H,, [10]. If Hy, is traceless, that is, H,* = 0,
it corresponds to a Ricci flat spacetime. Then, the wave can be considered as a pure
gravitational one. A typical case we shall explore in some detail in this paper is with
A1 = —A = —)Xo. Due to the weak energy condition, we require A > 0. Another case we
shall also be interested in is with Ay = Ay = —A. Here the Weyl tensor vanishes and the

wave corresponds to that of a pure electromagnetic one.



A. Geodesics and memory

The set of geodesic equations corresponding to the metric in Eq. (@3] is

2
d_g _0
dn
v 1 du\ 2 dz® du
— — = (u Ao (2%)? (—) —25(u AZ'—— =0
a7 2 ()a;2 (z) a ()a;2 a7 dn
d?x du\
_ al Z2) — 4
ppe d(u) A (dn) 0 (4)

where there is no sum over a in the last equation, and 7 is an affine parameter. The

u-equation can be solved readily to give
du
un = (5)  n+u0o) )
n=0

From this solution, one can see that it is possible to treat u as the affine parameter for null

and timelike geodesics. If we take n = u, the x%-equation simplifies to
7% = §(u) N\z® (6)

where the overdot represents derivative with respect to u. For u # 0, the solutions are
straight lines. For u < 0, take the boundary conditions, ©%|,—¢ = & and z%|,—9 = z§. The
solution is 2 = @fu + x§. To obtain the solution for u > 0, we note that Eq. (@) requires

the solutions for v < 0 and u > 0 to be continuous and their derivatives to differ by
8¢ |u=o — 2% [u=0 = Aa (7)
Therefore,
12 = (Agx§ + T()u + (8)
Combining with the % result, the solution to the z%-equation can be expressed as
2% = uf(u)\zg + Tou + xp, 9)

where 6(u) is the step function.
Next, we consider the v-equation, and we note that, using the geodesic equations, the

quantity

ds\? dx, dz®
5:<@) _—2—+5 ) ) ez o (10)

a=1,2 a=1,2



is a constant of motion with ¢ < 0 and & = 0 for timelike and null geodesics, respectively.
The solution to this equation, with v(0~) = vy, is given by

S %gu s E(:&g)% + %e(u)xa(ng +ub(u) (%Ag(ng 4 )\axgs'cg)} REE

a=1,2

v(u) is discontinuous across the shock at v = 0,

o(0) ~0(07) = 5 37 M) (12)

a=1,2

as required by the presence of the delta function term in Eq. (I0).

The discontinuity in Eq. (7)) has been interpreted as what is called the memory effect
[11]. After the passage of the shockwave, the velocity of the particle changes abruptly from
% |y=o to &% |,=o. Since this “velocity memory effect” is proportional to =, neighboring
parallel geodesics will therefore diverge (A, > 0) or converge (A, < 0) after interacting with

the shock.

B. Focusing of geodesics and conjugate planes

Due to the discontinuity of the particle velocities discussed above, the phenomenon of
geodesic focusing or caustics will occur [10]. To analyze this more concretely, we consider
the degenerate case in which \; = Ay = —A. In addition, we take #§ = 0, that is, for

perpendicular incidence, the geodesics are given by Egs. (@) and (I1),

¢ = (1 —ud)ag,

v = vy — %Su - %)\(1 — uN) Z (z8)2. (13)

a=1,2

for u > 0. At uw = 1/, irrespective of the value of x{, these geodesics will all focus to a
point with % = 0 and v = vy — £/2\.
This focusing of geodesics will also happen in the nondegenerate case with A\; = —\ =

—Xo. Then, we have for u > 0,
ot =231 —u)) ; 2® =22(1+ul). (14)

At the focal plane u = 1/, x! = 0 and 2? = 222. The geodesic congruence will map to a line

in the z'-2? plane, rather than a point in the previous degenerate case. The corresponding
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v coordinate is

v = vy — %gu _ %A[(a:(l))Q(l —ud) — ()21 + ud)]. (15)
At u =1/,
§ 2\2 A avo §
Uzvo—ﬁ—‘—)\(l’o) #U:Z(l’)—l—(vo—ﬁ). (16)

With fixed vy, this is a parabola in the v-z% plane.

Focusing of geodesics, especially for the null geodesics, leads to the existence of conjugate
planes in this impulsive plane wave spacetime [8]. To define these conjugate planes, it is
more convenient to describe the geodesics in terms of their starting position (v/,z'*) and
velocity (¢',4'*). To do so, we express x5 and &§ in terms of (v/,2'*) and (¢/,4'*) from Eq.

@) with v’ < 0,
g =—d'% + 2 xf =" (17)
The geodesic equation in Eq. (@) then becomes
2% =1+ ub(u) ] 2" + [(u — u') — uu'O(u)\,] . (18)

Similarly, from Eq. (IIl) and replacing @§ by &', we have
=1+ 6~ 5 3 (19)
’ 2 2

a=1,2

In terms of v/, the geodesic equation for v is

/ 1 / 1 /a_ra !/ / /G - /a
v =1 - if(u—u)—l— Z {iAae(u)(l—l—uAa)z 7+ A (u)(u— v — Nuu )z &

a=1,2
1 / 1 / / / la:la
+ §(u—u)—§>\au9(u)(2u—u —uu'\,) | % (20)
Conjugate planes occur when geodesics focus to a point or a line. For example, in the
degenerate case, \; = Ay = —\, the x* coordinates in Eq. (I8) depend on 2/ and ' as
= (1 —uX) 2 + (u—u' + uu'\) &' (21)

for u > 0. All geodesics starting from z’* will focus to the same point in the x'-2? plane no

matter what the initial z’¢ is if

1 1
u—u tu'A=0=—-—— =\ (22)
U u



This is just the lens equation in geometric optics with focal length 1/\. It is consistent with

our previous result where geodesics with perpendicular incidence will all focus to a point at

u=1/A. For «/ < —1/\, this equation gives
||

—__ = 2
Mol =1 Y (23)

Ue

which is the location of the conjugate plane. On this conjugate plane, the geodesics focus

to a point with coordinates 2% = (1 — u.\) 2’ and

1 1
ve =10+ 55)\(1 +u' ) — 5)\(1 + ')t a;2 ' (24)
In the nondegenerate case with \;y = —A = —\,, the conjugate plane is again located at

ue = |[u/|/(Au/| —1). From Eqgs. (I8) and (20), we can obtain the image on this conjugate
plane of the geodesics originating from z’“ and with velocity #'*. Since the image should
not depend on the choice of z'*, we can simplify the expressions by taking 2’ = 0. Then,

!l =0, 22 = -2 (1 + M)~ 12"?, and

1
ve = v + 55)\2/2(1 + )= A (1= 2 (1 M) 2
1

o, 1 2 n—1 1 — N 212

which is again a parabola in the v-22 plane as in the perpendicular incidence case.

C. Bitensors: World function and van Vleck determinant

Closely related to geodesics are various bitensors which are functions of two spacetime
points. They are crucial to the construction of Green functions we shall discuss in some
detail in the next section. The first bitensor we need to consider is the world function o(z, z’)
which is basically one-half of the squared geodesic distance between of the spacetime points
2" = (u,v,2%) and 2" = (v/,v',2"). Another one also of interest to us is the van Vleck
determinant A(z, 2’) which is the determinant of the second derivative of the world function
8.

To derive the bitensors, it is more convenient to express the geodesics in terms of the end
points z# and z’*. From our previous discussion, we note that the geodesics in the regions

u > 0 and u < 0, that is, away from the shockwave, are straight lines. Hence, it is easy to



see that for 0 > u > u” > u/, we have the geodesics
" / "
u’ —u u—u
u—u u—u
" / "
u —u u—u
o = ( /)H( ,)7/ (26)
u—u u—u

For u > u” > u' > 0, the geodesics also have the same equations as above.

For v > 0 and v < 0, that is, across the shockwave, we must consider the geodesics
before and after encountering the shock separately, taking in account the discontinuities in

' and v as given in Egs. (7)) and (I2)), respectively. For 0 > «” > v/, using the solution in

Eq. (26)),

Mma Y ra  a a

2" = u(:)s xg) + x;

v”:u—// ’U—U—EZ)\(IGF + U+EZ)\(5E“)2 (28)
u ’ 2(1:12 e ’ 2a:12 e

x{ can be expressed in terms of the end point coordinates by requiring that the derivative

across the shock in Eqgs. ([27) and (28] is consistent with that in Eq. ({]). The result is that
78 = (u—u — uu' ) Hux"™ — u'z?) (29)

Similarly, by noting that there is also a discontinuity © from Eq. (), vg can be expressed
as

wv’ — u'v Aaj a a
e e T G;Q Sy (=204 '+ w o)t o+ 2ua] (30)

Now, we are ready to work out the first bitensor, the world function o(z, 2’), defined by

u

1
o(z,2) = Q(u - u')/ du" g, (2")Z" " (31)
For both 0 > u > «/ and v > u/ > 0, the spacetime is Minkowski, and
1
o(z ) = —(u—u)v—v)+ D (" — a2 — 2" (32)

a=1,2



For u > 0 and «’ < 0, we use Eq. (27) to describe the goedesic in 0 > u” > ' with
Z'//'u,é//l/ . E(U _ U/) _'_ i (xa _ x/a)(xa _ x/a) (33)
Guw BRTA 02 0 0
a=1,2

and in v > u” > 0 with

2 1
guvz'//uz‘/w = _E [U — Vo — 5 Z )\a($8>2

a=1,2

b Y@ (3Y)

a=1,2

Putting these results into Eq. (31]), we obtain the world function across the shock

0
u o u [/ du// g,uu //,LLZ//V / du// g,uu( ) //,uzl/z/:|
0
= —(u—1 { (v—"1")
+ (uw—u' —uw'2) 7" [(1 =W/ A) (@) + (14 udy)(2')? — 22°2"] } (35)
a=1,2

where we have substituted xf and vy by the end point coordinates as given in Eqgs. (29) and
30).

In terms of the world function, one can define another bitensor, the van Vleck determinant

det[-V,V,o(z, )]
\/_detgaﬁ (Z) \/detga’ﬁ’ (Z/)

In Minkowski spacetime, that is, for both 0 > u > v’ and u > ' > 0, A(z,2/) = 1. It

A(z,2) = —

(36)

is more interesting to look at the case across the shock with the world function given by

Eq. (35). Then,
0,0 (2,2") = 0,0y0(2,2) =1
0y0p0(2,2') = 0100 (2,2') = 0200 (2,2) =0 = 0,0pa0(2,2') = DpaOypo(z,2') =0
OpaOpac(z,2) = —(u —u)(u —u' —ur/A\) ™" (37)
Since for u # 0, detgap(z) = —1, the van Vleck determinant for « > 0 and «’ < 0 is just
A(z,2) = [0p0mm0(2,2)][0,20,20(z2, )]
= (u—u)?(u—u —uu'\) " Hu—u —uu' ) (38)

For both the world function in Eq. (35) and the van Vleck determinant in Eq. (B88]), there

are terms proportional to (u —u’' —uu'\,) 1. Hence, these two bitensors will divergent when

10



u approaches the conjugate plane of u'. For example, in the degenerate case, Ay = Ay = — A,

near the conjugate plane with u. = |[v'|/(A|v/| — 1),

0(2,2) = (u—u;)™ [—ﬁ] Z (2% — (1 — Aug)z")
ME / 1 a 2 2
+[1_>\uc(v—v)+§a;2(x — (1 = Aup)a'™)? + = )\ a;2

(= u) [(v — )+ %A(l ) S0 (ﬂ)?] (39)

a=1,2

and
Az, 7)) = (u— ue) 2(N%ud) + (v — ue) 7 (=2 u2) (1 — M) + (1 — Aue)? (40)

We see that in this case the world function diverges as (u — u.)~! and the van Vleck deter-

minant as (u — u.) "2 when u approaches u..

In the nondegenerate case, with A\; = —\ = —\,, similar expansions about u = u,. give
A 2
o(z,7) = (u—u)™* [—2(1_71%\%) (z' —(1- )\uc)x’l)2]

Au? PR 2 1
c . - —(1— 1 TN\2,,2(,.01N\2
+L_)\uc(v v)+2(9§ (1= Auc)a") +2)\ uz(z")

1 1
(%) + Z(l + A ) ()2 — ixzx’z]

and

Alz, ) = (1 —u)~! (—Agz) 33— 2 + (u—u) <—8A1u2) e (42)

In this case, both the world function and the van Vleck determinant diverge as (u — u,)™"

as u approaches u..

III. WIGHTMAN FUNCTION: WITHIN AND BEYOND THE NORMAL
NEIGHBORHOOD

In the previous section we have considered the classical properties of impulsive plane
wave spacetimes including the geodesics, conjugate planes and various bitensors. Here in

this section we turn to examine the properties of a quantum scalar field in these spacetimes.

11



We shall first calculate the mode functions corresponding to the in and the out vacua.
Then we examine the Bogoliubov coefficients connecting these modes. In addition, using
these mode functions we shall construct the Wightman function starting from which various

two-point correlation functions can be derived.

A. In- and out-mode functions

Here we look at a minimally coupled massive scalar field ¢ in the impulsive plane wave
spacetime [19]. From the metric in Eq. ([3]), Klein-Gordon equation in this spacetime can be

expressed as

8 8 8 8 . 82 , -
Oou Ov + oy ox® Ore - f(x)é( >W —m ] (b(Z) =0 (43)

Since the metric is independent of v, it is apparent that one can write the Fourier mode of

¢ as e~ *-Y¢);_(u,¥). Then the mode equation becomes

lzm_% + az 83:“ W F@)S(u)k® — m?] Uro (u, ) =0 (44)

In Minkowski spacetime, f(Z) = 0, and the Fourier mode is

o(u, T k€ e'ﬂ'f .
¢k7k - N gk (k +m?)u if; 45
The normalization constant N can be determined by the scalar product

(0n0) = =i [ dv ] do(0dr05 - 630.00) (46)
u a=1,2

Requiring that (¢, i, ¢ z) = 0(k_ — kK )o(k — k') gives N, = [(2m)3(2k_)] /2.

For impulsive plane wave spacetime Eq. (IZZI) can be rewritten as

ik (mw 7 Z 83:“ axaw F(@)0(u)k? —m? = 0. (47)

a=1,2

The presence of the delta function indicates that Iniy across the shockwave at v = 0 is
discontinuous. This discontinuity can be obtained by integrating over u ~ (—¢, €) and then

taking the limit € — 0.

I (0°F) — It (07.7) = Lh_f ()
= (01, %) = ez @y (07, 7) (48)

12



For an in-mode in this impulsive spacetime, the mode function is that of the Minkowski
mode for u < 0 before the interaction with the shockwave. That is, 1&;“ 07,7) = Ny etk T,
Hence, from Eq. (@8], we have 2“ A07,7) = Ny ek Ze3k-f(®  This can be used as an initial
in

condition to work out (u, &) for u > 0. Take the Fourier transform

k_k
in — d*K' k'@, Tin 7
wkifé(uvx) = / o € g wkifé(uv k/)v (49>
for u > 0. Putting this into Eq. (44)), we have
L0 oy 2| 7in 7
2z/<:_% —k“—m wkj(u, k") =0, (50)
with the initial condition
~ g 2y AN A =/
T 0. = N [ SR s (51)

The solution to this is just, for u > 0,

3

i (! 20! ST TN =1
7in (u, m — N, ¢ T (k2+m2)u/ d°x i(k=K)-& gk f (&) (52)

k—k 2 ©

Finally, we have the in-mode function (;Sikni (w0, %) [21]. For u < 0, we have from Eq. (4)

the in-mode

i

. . _ i (g2 m2u ina
gi];(Z) = Nk76_2k7v6 2k_ (k*+m?) ezk-x' (53>

which is the same as the Minkowski mode function. For u > 0, we have from Eq. (52)),

in —ik_v ik ' K —i(R—EN-(Z—F) i 7Y —— (B2 4+m?)u
i (2) = Ny_e v /We () () g 4k 1) g~ 7 (54)

In a similar fashion, we can also obtain the out-mode function qbzu%(z). This out-mode
function is just the Minkowski mode function for u > 0. The delta function term in Eq. ([d4)
is then used to derive the discontinuity of ¢,  at u = 0. This discontinuity gives a boundary

condition to calculate the mode function for © < 0. The result is that for u < 0,

. -ﬁ.f d2x, d2k/ —i LT, z—z _ i i _ ];’2 m2)u
O (2) = Nj_e k-0l /7(%)2 e~ (F=F)(F=7) =5k f(&) g~z (R Hm . (55)
while for u > 0,
. _ 1 12 m2u L=
Ut (2) = Nj_e ih-ve” mm iR (56)
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B. Focusing of modes

In our previous consideration of geodesics, we have encountered the phenomenon of
geodesic focusing at the conjugate plane. For example, geodesics with perpendicular in-
cidence in spacetimes with f(Z) = 3°,_; , Aa(2®)? will focus to a point in the x'-z* plane
in the degenerate case with \y = Ay = —\ or to a line in the nondegenerate case with
A1 = —A = — )y at focal point u = 1/\. In fact, similar focusing effect also occur for the
in- and out-modes that we have just examined [10]. To explore this phenomenon, we first
further simplify the mode functions for f(Z) = 37 ,_; , Aa(2%)*.

With this form of f(Z), the integrals over k' and # in Eq. (54)) are all gaussian. To render
the integrals convergent, we put in an infinitesimal negative imaginary part to u, that is,

u — u — t€. Then, one can use the formula

/dl‘ eiamz—l—ibm _ l%re—ibz/4a’ (57>

where a and b are constants with Im a > 0, to arrive at the in-mode for u > 0,

in _ kv~ (i) e
wz(2) = Npe ™" e e 2(u=i)
2
(L ga,) (ke Et
H [1+>\a(u—i€)]_l/2e Qk,(ufle—i_ ) ( ufzs) (58)

a=1,2
Similarly, we can also work out the out-mode function for u < 0.

im? ik_ o

out _ —k_v_T 3ok (u—ie) Stu—ia L
T(2) = Npe" e e2(u=iq)

TT 1L Al — i) 2 e () () (59)
a=1,2

Now, we can examine the focusing effect of these mode functions. In the degenerate case

with A\ = Ay = =\, the in-mode for u > 0 becomes
2
, _am? e ke _ i (2 A) T (ke
¢}CH7E(Z) — Nkie—k,ve 2k,( )62(u—ie)x2 [1 . >\(U, _ ZE)] 1 H e 2k _ (u—ze ) ( ufze)

a=1,2

(60)

We can immediately see that at the focal point u = 1/, gbikni PRG singular as € — 0 due to
the presence of terms like (1 — A(u — i€))~!. Let us examine this expression more closely.

Take u = 1/, and we have

; 1 2
: ' o am® — L (ko—k_z®)
(2) = lim V},_e F-ve X ezh-AT"(j\¢) 7! e kA% (61)
koK
a=1,

14



The singularity in this expression as ¢ — 0 can be described by the delta function since one

has
ol A (ko) 21 u ke
g e “ Ve " T (62)
Therefore,
: —i27T\ . i (2—m?) k®
in _ — N tk_v ,2%_x ) a __
Ok R oy jp = V- ( ) ) © all (m k_>\> (63)

At the plane with u = 1/ the focal length, the in-mode function focuses in such a way that
it is non-zero only when ¢ = k%/k_\, a = 1,2, which is a point on the z'-z% plane. On this
point the mode function is described by a two-dimensional delta function. Actually, a direct
evaluation of the integrals in Eq. (54]) while putting © = 1/\ will also produce Eq. (63]) with

the delta functions.

For the out-mode, focusing occurs at u = —1/, giving
2T\ gy gty (B2-m?) K
out — N 7’_ k_v Y DY 5 a 64
O R (k;_A © all SN (64)
Next, we consider the nondegenerate case with \y = —A = —\, in which focusing of

modes also happens. This time the mode function focuses to a line in the z!-z? plane

instead of a point in the previous case. In particular, at u = 1/\, the in-mode

LH*E(Z) ‘u:l/)\
[ —q . i (B1)2—p2) — i 21 Az2)2_9k2 A2(£2)2 k1
— Nk, klze—zk,ve%,,\((k ) )6 4k,,\[(k k_Az?)*—2k2 X% (z*) ]5 (S(Il o m) (65)
where we have an one-dimensional delta function this time. For the out-mode at u = —1/\,
out
k*E(Z) ‘u:—l/)\

[T iy =5 (61)2=m?) s [(R24k Aa?)?—2k2 2@ o 4, K
— N, o k 2%_X kX 5 +
bl yE e e <x k_)\)

(66)
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C. Bogoliubov coefficients

In the impulsive plane wave spacetimes, we have developed two sets of mode functions

ikn, -(z) and ¢°""(2). Here, we examine the Bogoliubov transformations between them [10].

?illt”(z) = /0 dk—/ d’k [O‘l,f,k,ﬁ (75;:,13(2) + B 1k ¢}:7*E(z) (67)
The Bogoliubov coefficients N Tk and 3, [k k are given by

a i = (O H2), 00 1(2) 1 B = —(0"2), 6 () (68)

where the inner product is as defined in Eq. (46]).
We first look at the coefficient 8, 7, z because Y, 7|6, 7, zl? is related to the spectrum
of the particle produced starting with the in-vacuum. By definition the inner product is

independent of the constant u plane chosen to evaluate it. If we take u < 0, then qﬁikn E(z) is

given by Eq. (B3) and ¢"(2) by Eq. (53).

) e i (2 2y,
Biini = /dv/dzleNk e e ()

2. J27/ . i i
/d(; C)l2l e_i(l_l/)_(f_f/)e—ﬁ(l 2+m2)u6_%l,f(f’) (69)
™

Integrating over v, 7, and ! , we have
Byt g =N N 2m(ko — 1) 6(k_ +1_) / A2’ e FHDF gk (@) (70)

which is indeed independent of u. Since both momenta k_,{_ > 0, we have k_+1_ > 0. The
presence of the delta function §(k_ + ) would require 3, rr_k = 0. This means that there
is no particle production in the impulsive plane wave spacetime. The positive frequency
in-modes will not mix with the negative frequency out-modes and one can identify the in-
and the out-vacua.

Although f3, , j vanishes, o, j, 7 does not. To see that we again take u < 0, and

- -

a7 ;= [ Ne [P(Amk-)a (k- — l—)/ 2! ¢ R =3k 1) (71)

For f(Z) =2, ., Ao(z%)?, we can further simplify the expression giving

1 _ i (fa_]a)2
O Tk kT (27Ti/{:_) (k- —1") H (Xa) 1/2€2k,xa( ) (72)

a=1,2
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The nonzero value of this Bogoliubov coefficient indicates that although the positive fre-
quency in-modes of do not mix with the negative frequency out-modes, they do mix with
the positive frequency ones. This comes about due to the interaction of the quantum field

with the shockwave at ©v = 0.

D. Wightman functions in impulsive plane wave spacetime

After the development of complete sets of mode functions, we are in the position to
use them to construct various kinds of two-point functions. These two-point functions will
be crucial in the calculation and understanding of different quantum processes. The most
basic one would be the Wightman function which is defined by the expectation value of
two quantum field operators at different spacetime points [12, 22]. The positive Wightman
is given by G(z,7) = (¢(2)¢(7')), while the negative Wightman function G_(z,2') =
(p(2)p(2)). For a real scalar field, G_(z,2") = G4(z,2')*. Hence, both the Pauli-Jordan
function G(z,2') = —i([¢(2), ¢(z')]) and the Hadamard elementary function G(z,2') =
({o(2), 9(2')}) are real. This is also true for the retarded Green function Gg(z, ') = —0(u—
u')G(z, 7') and the advanced Green function G4(z,2') = (v’ — u)G(z, 2’). The Wightman
function will be important for our consideration of the noise kernel in the next section. The
retarded Green function is, of course, crucial in discussing initial value problems.

In terms of the mode functions, the Wightman function can be expressed as

ca(@zdziémdh_/lfk n(2) ¢ (). (73)

For u,u’ < 0, we have the Minkowski Wightman function

G_,’_(Z’ Z/) = / / —Zkf(l}—’l),)eig'(f—f/)e_ 2];7 K

l 77L

— dk_e —ik_(v—v') ~ —(u—u’ 2(u7u/)(f—f/)2 74
87r2(u —u') /0 ‘ ‘ (74)

+m?)(u—u)

We shall work out this Minkowski Wightman function in some detail |18] because the Wight-
man function with other spacetime points can be analyzed in the same fashion. The integral
over k_ above is singular. To make this singularity more transparent, we first take a deriva-

tive with respect to d = (Z — 77)%. Hence, we write G (z,2') = OF(d)/dd, where

1 S dk_ . , im?2 S ik_d
6—2]67 (v— ( )

)2 - o= V') T2k By
(d) =) e e (75)
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where F'(d) is a convergent integral.

To continue we consider the u > u' and u < u’ cases separately. For u > u/, we define
T = (u—u)/2k_, and F(d) = —(1/472) [[*dT T~ e~ T+7/2T where ¢ = —(u — u')(v —
v')4d/2 is just the world function we have defined previously. For u < v/, we need to define
T = —(u—u')/2k_ for T to be positive. Then, F(d) = —(1/4r?) [ dT T~eim*T-io/2T
which is the complex conjugate of the function for u > u’.

Next, we need to distinguish cases with ¢ > 0 and o < 0, that is, cases with spacelike

and timelike separations, respectively. We shall use the formulas [23], for a,b > 0,

>~d b? *d b?
/ ™ sin (a2x + —) = mJo(2ab) ; / & cos (a2x + —) = —7mNy(2ab)
0o X T 0 X T
*“d b? *“d b?
/ ™ gin (a% — —) =0 ; / = cos (azx — —) = 2K, (2ab) (76)
0o X x 0o X T

where J,(z) and N, (z) are Bessel functions of the first and second kind, respectively, and

K, (x) is the modified Bessel function. Then, we have for u > v’ and o < 0,

F(d) = _4—71r? /Owd?T [cos (m2T—%> —isin <m2T—%>}

1
= 0 [iJo(mv/—=20) + No(mv/—20)] (77)
7T
For u < «' and ¢ < 0, we have F(d) = [—iJo(mv/—20) + No(m+/—20)]/4m, the complex

conjugate of Eq. (T7). For o > 0, we have F(d) = —Ky(m+/20)/27* which is real so the
expressions for v > u' and u < v/ are the same.

Collectively, using the step functions, one can express F'(d) for all u, v’ and o as

1

F(d) = E@(u —u)0(—0) [iJo(mV—20) + No(mv/—20)]
—i—%@(u/ —u)f(—0) [—iJo(mv—20) + No(mv/—20)]
+6(0) (-#) Ko(mv/20). (78)

Now, the positive Wightman function is given by the derivative of F(d). We note that
00(+0)/0d = +06(0)/2, and we have finally for u,u" < 0

Gi(z,7) = —%e(u —u')d(o) + &Ti\/iﬂz_%e(u —u")0(—0)J1(mV—20)
" ()N (v —20) + — (o) K1 (mV20)  (79)

81\ —20

where e(u —u') = 0(u — u') — O(u' — u).

472+/20
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For w,u’ > 0, the in-mode function is given by Eq. (B4]). The positive Wightman is then
given by Eq. (73]). After the integration over k, the terms with f (Z) just cancelled each

other, and the resulting expression is the same as that in Minkowski spacetime given by

Eq. (74).
We now come to the more interesting case with v > 0 and v’ < 0, that is, across the

shock. Then, from the mode functions in Eqs (B3) and (B4),

Gi(z,7) = / ﬁe_lk*(”_”)e k(4 /dzx 7k S
0 —

d2k, iu 2 = ﬂ// d2kf// B2y o oy
/ (2 )2 o k e—zk (Z / (2 )2 e 2k k ezk (Z-2") (80)
m s

For f(Z) = >, ;5 Aa(@®)?, the integrations over k, k" and & are all gaussian and can be

done readily. Hence, we have
i

812 Jo

H (u— o' — )\1)_1/26%(u—u’—uu’)\a)*1[(l—u’)\a)(:v“)2—(l—uAa)(m’a)2—2mam’a)]

a=1,2

o0 im? —u!
Gi(z,7) = — dle_e— k- (=) g~ 2k (4t

(81)

Because u > v/, we can set T' = (u — u')/2k_ which is positive. So the positive Wightman

function becomes

Gi(z,2)
i "2 ’ -1 / / _171/2
= 162 [(uw—u)*(u—u—uu'A) " u—u — uu'As) 7]
/ dr —zszeﬁ u—u’ { (v— v)+ 2 a1 2(u—u —uu'Aa)” [(l—u’)\a)(ma)2+(1+u)\a)(x’“)2—2max’“)]}
T2
0

(82)

From Eq. (38)), we immediate recognize that the prefactor in front of the integral is just the
square root of the van Vleck determinant A(z,2). Also, from Eq. (33]), the expression in
the curly bracket is related to the world function o(z, 2’). Therefore, the positive Wightman

function can be written compactly as

2N~ / Ay (83)

This expression is also valid for 0 > v > «/ and v > v/ > 0. In those cases, A(u,u') =1 and

o(z, ') has the Minkowski value as in Eq. (82]). Then, Eq. (83]) reduces to that in Minkowski

Gi(2,4) 167r2
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spacetime. Using the result in Eq. (79), we immediately have the final expression for the

positive Wightman function valid for all u and u’.

l m
/ et / —_ — — !
Gi(z,2") Au,u) 87r€(u u')o(o) + a7

(—o)N1(mv—20) +

e(u —u")0(—o)J (mv—20)

T el mV20)| (54)

As we have found that both the world function and the van Vleck determinant diverge
when they approach the conjugate plane, the above expression is valid only within these
planes. In such a normal neighborhood, using the series expansions of the Bessel functions,

one can develop a Hadamard form for the positive Wightman functions |22, [24].

mio

1 Ulz.2) V(z,2)n (T +i(u— u’)e) + Wiz, z’)] (85)

82 |0 +i(u—u)e

Gi(z,2) =

as € — 0, where we have used the formulas

1 - 731 —imd(o) ; In(o +i€) = In|o| +inf(—0) (86)
o + 1€ o

where P means the principal value. The functions V(z,2’), U(z,2') and W(z,2') can be

expressed as power series of o as

U(z,2) = VA(u,u)

, \/ (u,u’) my 20 ”
Viz7) = Zn'n+1 ( 2 )
Wi(z,2") = /A, ) Z

2

mv 20 o
n'n+1 n+1)+¢(n+2))< ) (87)

From this, we also see that as m — 0, that is, for the massless case,

A(u,u)
82

Gz 7) = F — ime(u — u')é(a)} | (88)

o

where €(u —u') = 0(u — u') — O(u' — u) that we have defined before.

E. Two-point functions beyond the normal neighborhood

As we have mentioned in the last subsection, the expressions in Eqs. (84]) and (85) are
no longer valid when u approaches the conjugate plane where both o(z,2’) and A(u,u’)

diverge. However, the mode functions we work out earlier are actually valid for all spacetime
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points. Therefore, we expect that they can also be used to construct the two-point functions,
notably the Wightman function, with any spacetime points, even for those on the conjugate
plane. These two-point functions are called global two-point functions because they are
defined everywhere even beyond the normal neighborhood. Recently, there is much interest
in understanding the fourfold or twofold changes in singular properties near the lightcone
of these global two-point functions across a conjugate plane or a caustic point [6-8]. The
impulsive plane wave spacetime is an example in which this change of singular properties
can be shown in simple terms. We shall elucidate this in the following.

Consider the degenerate case with A\; = Ay = —A. Near the conjugate plane, the world
function and van Vleck determinant diverge according to Eqgs. ([89) and (40), respectively.

Then, the positive Wightman function becomes

) & dT . 7zucu>\ a__ ucac/a 2
G2 2) = ~ el =u)™ () / e T (T T oot -2)
0

6% {QAucu'(v—Ul)+Za:1,2 {(ma_zﬁ#)%r)\zu%(w’“)z} } (89)

As u — u,, delta functions emerge in the limit similar to that in Eq. (62]) giving

ar 2 c
G+(Z>Z,)|u_>uc _ \/7/ —zm T w/2T H 5 <ZE _ Uex! ) (90)

1672
6 =12 u’

Instead of the world function ¢ and the van Vleck determinant A which diverge on the
conjugate plane, we have the expression & = —(u. — u/)[(v — V') + uAZ?/2u/] and A =
—(4mu./u')? which are both well defined there. Due to the delta functions, the positive
Wightman function on the conjugate plane is nonzero only at the point ¥ = u.&'/u’. This
can also be interpretated as the focusing effect of the two-point functions on the conjugate
plane.

Away from the conjugate plane, the world function and the van Vleck determinant are
well-defined. Hence, the expression for the positive Wightman function in Eq. ([84) is also
valid even when z is beyond the normal neighorhood of z’. In this form it is possible to
explore the singular properties of the positive Wightman function near the lightcone in
which ¢ — 0 on both sides of the conjugate plane. To continue, we shall consider separately
the real and the imaginary parts of G (z,2’). The real part is related to the Hadamard
elementary function. The imaginary part is related to the Pauli-Jordan function which is

also used to construct the retarded and the advanced Green functions.
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For the degenerate case that we are considering, \/A(u,u') = (u — u')/(u — u' + uu'N).
First, this function is real. Moreover, \/A(u,u’) > 0 for u, > u > 0 and /A(u,u’) < 0 for
u > u.. From Eq. (84), for u, > u, the leading and subleading singularities of the real part

of G4 (z,7') near the lightcone are

Re(Gy (2, 7)) = VA L e < 2"")+--- (91)

820 167T2
where - - - represents the non-singular part. Hence, across the conjugate plane the leading

singularity goes from 1/0 — —1/0 and the subleading singularity goes from In|o| — —In|o|.

In addition, the singular structure of the imaginary part goes like
m(Gs (2, 7)) = —— VA b(0) + ™R 0(—0) + (92)
ST 8 167 o

Hence, across the conjugate plane the leading singularity goes from —d(o) — d(o) and the
subleading singularity goes from 6(—o) — —6(o). This represents a twofold singularity
structure discussed recently for the retarded Green function in spacetimes with caustics
17, 18].

Next, we examine the nondegenerate case with \; = —\ = —\y. Here, the divergences
of the world function and the van Vleck determinant as u — u, are given by Egs. (4]) and
(@2). Then, on the conjugate plane u = u, the positive Wightman function can be expressed

as

167T2

/ \/7 o= im?T ;i&/2T pue”
Gi(2,2) s, = T3/2 e olx — " (93)

where A = i27u,/u’ and

ueA

1\2
2u’ ,)

(x

G = —(u, —u'){(v — )+

N 1
4u ' A

[(1—u'A)(2%)? + (1 + uch)(2)? — 22727 } (94)

We can see that on the conjugate plane the positive Wightman function is nonzero along
the line enforced by the delta function. This is the focusing effect of the two-point function
in this nondegenerate case.

As we have discussed before, the expression for the positive Wightman function in Eq. (84])
is valid everywhere except on the conjugate plane. However, in this nondegenerate case,

Alu, ') = (u —u')(u — v + u/\) V2 (u — v’ — wu'\)~Y? which is real and positive for

22



u. > u > 0 but after crossing the conjugate plane it is multiplied by —i due to the factor
(u—wu.)~'/2. In this way, the real and the imaginary part of the positive Wightman function
will interchange. Before crossing the conjugate plane, the real part of G, (z,7') is given by

Eq. (@I). After crossing the plane, we have

1 m?
Re(G4(2,2)) = == VAl 8(0) + 7= VA B(=0) + ... (95)
Hence, across the conjugate plane in this nondegenerate case, the leading singularity goes
from 1/0 — —d(0o), while the subleading singularity goes from In|o| — 0(—c). Similarly,
for the imaginary part, after crossing the conjugate plane

(G, (2, 7)) = VIAL  m VIA] In (mJ“‘) T (96)

- 8120 1672

The leading singularity goes from —d(c) — —1/0 and the subleading singularity from
0(—o) — —In|o|. This would constitute a fourfold transformation across the conjugate
plane: §(o) — 1/o — —d(0) - —1/o — §(0) — --- for the leading singularity and
0(—o) —» —Injo| - —0(—0) — In|o| — O(—c) — - - - for the subleading singularity. This is
related to the recently found fourfold transformation of the retarded Green function across
caustics in black hole spacetimes [6)].

Therefore, we see that twofold or fourfold transformations of singularities near the light-
cone of the two-point functions across conjugate planes are mainly controlled by the behavior
of the van Vleck determinant [7]. Our consideration of impulsive plane wave spacetimes gives
simple examples of this phenomenon. Moreover, through the Penrose limiting procedure, it
has been argued that the singularity structure elaborated above is actually a property for

two-point functions, especially the retarded Green function, in general curved spacetimes

18].

IV. NOISE KERNEL: ACROSS THE CONJUGATE PLANE

In the semiclassical gravity, the effect of quantum fields on the classical spacetime is
given by the expectation value of the stress energy tensor 7),, [12]. This expectation value
is usually divergent. Regularization and renormalization procedures have to be devised to

obtain finite results. Using the point-separation method [25], one can define the renormalized
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expectation value of the stress energy tensor as

(T (2))sen = lim 2T, GOz, 2) (97)

P

where, for the minimally coupled scalar field that we are considering, the differential operator

is given by

1, o 1 o 1
7:“/ = 5(9114 VQ’VV + gy VCM’VH) o §g/ll/gp vaa’ o §m2'g/»“’ (98>

where glf"(z,z’ ) is the parallel propagator. Gg%(z,z’ ) is the renormalized Hadamard el-

ementary function. Note that G (z, 2') is twice the real part of the positive Wightman
function. Gﬁi&(z, ') is obtained by subtracting the divergent part of G()(z, 2') when the
2 — z is taken. Under the assumption that (7},,).en should vanish for a free field in the
Minkowski vacuum, we should have Gg% = 0 in Minkowski spacetime. From Section [1TD]
we have found that the positive Wightman functions for 0 > v > v’ and v > v’ > 0 are just
the Minkowski one. Therefore, we have (1), )ren = 0 in the impulsive plane wave spacetime.

Even though the renormalized expectation value of the stress energy tensor is zero in the
impulsive plane wave spacetime, it does not mean that its fluctuations and correlations are
also vanishing. It is therefore interesting to examine the properties of the stress energy tensor
correlators. In semicalssical gravity, only the mean value of 7}, is taken into account. To
further consider the effects of fluctuations and correlations, the theory of stochastic gravity
is put forth by Hu and Verdaguer [14, [15]. This is an open quantum system approach in
which gravity is the system and quantum field is the environment. The influence of the
environment on the system is manifested as noise and dissipative effects. The corresponding
noise kernel is actually given by the correlator of the stress energy tensor N,,op(2,2") =
(T (2) = (T (2)) Twp (2) = (Twp (2')))). In the following we shall examine the properties

of this noise kernel in the impulsive plane wave spacetime.

A. Noise kernel by point-separation method

Using the point-separation method, a general formula for the noise kernel is given in [16].

For a minimally coupled scalar field, it is

NHVa'ﬁ' = Re (N,uz/a’ﬁ’ + gHVNa’5’ + QQIB/NZW + g,uyga’B’N) (99)
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where

Nuwarg = GuaGup + G G (100)
N//w = _G;ua’G;ua/ - m2G;uG;V (101)

- 1 VA : o 1
N = SGuwGr 4 om? (GG + GG + Sm'G? (102)

where G is the positive Wightman function. Note that the + index has been omitted to
simplify notation.

Here in our case of the impulsive plane wave spacetime, the positive Wightman func-
tion as given in Eq. (84), can be written as G(z,2') = \/A(u, u’) g(o) with the van Vleck
determinant a function of u and u' and the rest g(o) a function of the world function o.
Since G satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation, we have 20¢” + 4g' — m2g = 0. Together with
the identities: 0,0 * = 20 and 0 ,(InA)* =4 — ¢ *, the noise kernel components can be

expressed as follows.

- 20,04 1 1
NNVO/B/ = A{ [gl <O’7ua/ — ";’ ’ + §U7M(IHA)7O/ + §U7a/(1nA)’u>

m?o 00 1 1
+9 (T + §(IHA)7M0/ + Z(lnA),u(lnA)va/) :|

o

20,08 1 1
|ig/ (U,VB/ — Tv0.p + ia,u(lnA)ﬁ' + 5075'(1HA),V)

20,09 1 1

[\)

e y)} (103)
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~ 1 ;20,0 1 0 ,0,0 & 1
! 12 UV 2 MV o s !
N/, = A{g [— ig,ua’a,ua S UL §a7ua/a,y(lnA) “

1 1 / 1
+-0,(InA) , + 107H07a,‘3‘ (InA), — ia(lnA)7H(lnA)7y}

2
mic .o m2o 0,0 /O/ o fxl 2
/ NN ULV o . 2 ,Q o~ l A
+99 [ 20 + 40 mer 20 o o u(InA).
o' / 1 / ]_ ]_ /
+ 22 A) = 30w (InA), 7 — <1 - ZU@,‘J‘) (InA),(InA),
1 L1 y
—Zavua/(lnA),V(lnA)’ — Za,a/(lnA),u(lnA)W
Lol m's,0, mlo, (A, + m?c 0 . (nA), — m2o ,0 o (InA)
g 4o 20 v 8o v 4o v
1
—gmz(lnA)M(lnA),y] + (u V)} (104)
N_é 2 — 84+ u+ a’_i_l I a’_'_ ,,u,a’_'_4m2
=519 o 40 50w e T 0@ o
, 16 4ot 4o o o
+g4’ {IOm2 —2m’0 ) —2mPo ) — — + - 4 2 -
’ ’ o o o o
20 1 o o o 1 o
————(InA)"* 4+ 7 0 (InA) "™ 4 0 (InA)#(InA)
o
4m?  mPo M mPo S mio  to 26,0 o ,
+g2 2m4_|_ m _ T _ ’ + M ’ + m 0-7/*’10-7 (lnA)7/,bOé
o o o 40 20

(105)

Since we are interested in the correlation function across the shock, we take v’ < 0 and
u > 0. In the next subsection, we shall consider the singularity of the noise kernel near the

lightcone. Here, we concentrate on the case with ¢ # 0, and

__ tm —VH? (mv =20 mn o) K (mvV20
00) = b P T + Pt K E) (109

As we can see from Egs. (99) to (I03]), the expressions for the noise kernel components are in

general quite complicated. We therefore look at some limiting cases below for small and large
geodesic separations. These would apply to cases in and beyond the normal neighborhood.
For small geodesic distance, or o < 1, the function

e g(0) = — g +
e o) = ———— e
I 8202

9(0) = (107)
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This indicates that near the lightcone the behavior is like that of a massless scalar field in
Minkowski spacetime, except that the van Vleck determinant is not of unity and the world
function is given by Eq. (33]) instead. As a result the leading contribution to the noise kernel

is given by terms proportional to ¢"* and with the higher power of ¢ in the denominator.

AN [(0,0,0,08
Nuuoc’ﬁ’ = ( o . ) + - (108)

1674 ob

To give an explicit expression, we consider the energy density correlator Ny = (TuuTurur)-
To make the expression manageable, we set, without loss of generality, 2/ = (u/, 0,0). Further
simplification can be obtained if we set \; = Ay = —\, that is, for the degenerate case. To

approach the lightcone, we take

po — (LFUN ) S (@) + o (109)

2(u — o + /X

where v — 0 corresponds to the small ¢ limit. Then, we have

Ny = <<u —u)°(1 + u'A>4<za<xa>2>4) 1

25674 (u — u + uu'\)10 o

- l —51112’;4((1;1?1 (u%&()xl? ) [4(u — /4w’ \) (=4 + Mu — v+ uu'\))
_m2(u—u’)(1+u/)\) Z(za)2}i+... (110)

0-5
a

which is consistent with Eq. (T08]).

For large timelike geodesic separation, 0 — —oo,

m (2)
9( ) S /—2 1 ( )

i/ =T 3i 1 i8(2)Y2m
_ im~\/—20—i3mw/4 [ N T )12 ..
=¢€ ( 64(2)3/47T3/2m1/2) (—o)5/t (1 + 3 (o) +

(111)

Therefore, the noise kernel components N, 3 are dominated by sin(2m+/—20) or
cos(2m+/—20) with negative powers of (—c). For example, for the Ny, as 0 — —o0,

m?> 1

Nuuu’u’ =
512m3(1 + W) (—0)3/2

[\/5 (m2(1 +2u'\) — N3(2 — m*u?) sin(Qm\/——Qa)

—4AmA(1 + u'\) cos(2my/ —20)] +--- (112)
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Here, we have assumed that 2/ = («/,0,0) and z = (u, v, 0) to simplify the expression. Then,

o0 = —(u — u')v and the limit ¢ — —oo is reached by taking (u —u') = (—0)"/? — 0o and
v=(-0)"? = .
For large spacelike geodesic separation, o — oo,
m
0) = ——=Ki(mVv20
g( ) 471_2\/% 1( )
1/2 —my/20 V2 1
- ¢ 2L (113)
23/4m1/2 gl/4 16m /o

The noise kernel in this limit is given mainly by e~2mV20 with negative powers of . Again,

1/2 1/2

we look at the energy density correlator with (v — u’) = (0)"/? — 0o and v = (0)"* — 0.

The leading contribution is

3

2 —2m\/20

2561/27m3(1 + u/' ) o’/

which is indeed suppressed by a factor e~ 2mV2o

B. On and across the conjugate plane

From what we have discussed in Sections II and III, both o(z, 2’) and A(u,u’) diverge as
one approaches the conjugate plane at u = u.. However, the positive Wightman function
can still be described on the conjugate plane in terms of Dirac delta functions located at
specific points or lines on the z'-z? plane. Since the noise kernel N5 (2, ) are expressed
in terms of various derivatives of the Wightman functions, we expect that on the conjugate
plane N, 5 (2, 2") could also be expressed in terms of product of delta functions and its
derivatives.

To make the discussion more concrete, we consider the degenerate case with A\; = Ay =
—A. Near the conjugate plane with v = u. = u//(1 + v'A), the world function diverges

1 as shown in Eq. (39). To study the noise kernel near and on the conjugate

as (u — u.)~
plane, it is best to use the representation of the positive Wightman function in Egs. (89)
and (@0). From Eqs. ([@9) and (I02)), we can see that the noise kernel is basically given by

the derivatives of the Wightman function. We take the noise kernel component N, /., as
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an example. Using Eq. (89),

Nuuu’u’ = Re(2G,2uu’)

; 4 o] ra\ 2
Z)\u dT . —ducu/\ _
0

= Rel2

877'2 u/2 T2

[ty () o] })2 | )

where we have shown the most divergent term as u — u.. Note that the divergent quantity

here can be expressed as derivatives on delta function.

_—iucu A\ N a_ uccv,a )2
lim (u — u) > e Zamia (e
U—Ue

T2 o — 7iucu,/\ a_ucz/
- (_7 VAV? lim (u — u,) "' e u—ue) Tamra(a°-255

a>2
2uZu? \? u—uc

273 oo i
_ (L) V2926 (7 — ety (116)

uz,u/?, >\3 u

where V2 = 02/9(z')? + 82/0(22)2. As a result, the noise kernel component is given by

1 = 00 2
- ‘ o2 (2 Ul A —im2T G
M —R{2{(W)VV5(9“"‘ W )JK/ e } *}

(117)

where A and & are defined as in Eq. (@0). This noise kernel component is indeed expressed
in terms of delta function and its derivatives, and we expect the other component to behave
similarly.

Next, we study the singular structure of the noise kernel near the lightcone. For the
Wightman function, this is given by Eqs. (@1 and (02). From Egs. ([@9) and (I02), we can
see that the noise kernel is basically the square of the second derivative of the Wightman
function. Hence, the most divergent contribution to the noise kernel near the lightcone
would be ~ A[¢6”(c)]?, while the next subleading term would be ~ A[§”(0)][¢'(c)]. For the
degenerate case (A} = A2 = —\) that we are working on here, as evident from Eq. ({@0), the
van Vleck determinant does not change sign crossing the conjugate plane. Therefore, the
singularity structure of the noise kernel near the lightcone are the same on both sides of the
plane.

In the nondegenerate case, Ay = —A = —)\y, the Wightman function near and on the

conjugate plane u = u, are given by Eqgs. (@3] and (@4]). Using a similar consideration as
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that for the degenerate case above, the noise kernel component N, on the conjugate

plane can be expressed as

Nuuu’u’

i o \*
_ - 1
= ref2| (=g ) (5) O (2

where we have shown the most divergent term in the noise kernel component. The functions

A and & are defined as in Eq. [@3).

2 = o0 . i = 2
) 5 [ .. )
0

(118)

For the singular structure of the noise kernel near the lightcone in the nondegenerate
case, we see from Eq. (42]) that the van Vleck determinant changes sign after crossing the
conjugate plane. Hence, for u < wu., the leading singularity of the noise kernel near the
lightcone is |A][6”(0)]* and the subleading one is |A][6”(0)][6'(c)]. Whereas for u > u,, the
leading singularity becomes —|A|[6”(c)]? and the subleading one —|A|[6”(c)][d'(o)].

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

The main results in this paper are about the properties of the Wightman function and
the stochastic gravity noise kernel of a scalar field in impulsive plane wave spacetimes. The
existence of conjugate planes where caustic points are located is an important feature of
these spacetimes. We have shown that on these conjugate planes the two-point correlation
functions, in particular the positive Wightman function, are described by Dirac delta func-
tions. This means that the Wightman function vanishes on the conjugate plane except at
the focusing points or lines where the function diverges. On the other hand, the singularity
structure of the Wightman function near the lightcone can be traced to the behaviors of
the van Vleck determinant. In the simple setting of an impulsive plane wave spacetime, the
twofold or fourfold transformations of the singularity structure can be shown quite explic-
itly. Through the Penrose limit, one can argue that these structures are also valid in general
curved spacetimes.

In the theory of stochastic gravity, fluctuation and correlation effects of the quantum
field are accounted for by the dissipation and the noise kernels. The noise kernel is given by
the correlation function of the quantum field stress energy tensor. In this paper, we have

worked out the explicit form of this noise kernel in terms of the world function o(z, z’') and
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the van Vleck determinant A(u,u’) as well as their derivatives. The leading contribution of
the noise kernel is of 1/05 for small o. For large spacelike o, the noise kernel is suppressed
by e2mV20 while for large timelike o, its leading contributions are proportional to (—c)~%/2
multiplying sin(2m+/—20) or cos(2m+/—2c). On the conjugate plane, the leading term of
the noise kernel is given by the square of the fourth derivative of the delta function. For
the singularity structure near the lightcone in the degenerate case, the leading singularity
of the noise kernel is ~ [§”(c)]? on both sides of the conjugate plane since the van Vleck
determinant A(u,u’) does not change sign crossing the conjugate plane in this case. On the
other hand, in the nondegenerate case, A(u,u’) changes sign when crossing the conjugate
plane. Hence, in this case, the singularity changes from ~ [§"(c)]? to ~ —[6"(c)]?. These
divergences can be dealt with if we consider the noise kernel as a bidistribution, either by
point-separation method [16, 25] or integrating with smearing functions [26].

Under the Penrose limit, the spacetime near a null geodesic can be viewed as a plane wave
spacetime. Hence, we like to apply the semiclassical stochastic gravity theory to plane wave
spacetime to capture the essential physics, like for example, the quantum energy inequalities
[17], of a quantum field near a null geodesic. Our study of the stochastic gravity noise kernel
can be viewed as a first step towards this goal. In our future works, we plan to further
our considerations to include the dissipation kernel which is related to the retarded Green
function, and also to the influence action which summaries the effects of the quantum field
on the classical spacetime. Furthermore, we would extend our study to more general plane
wave spacetimes, for example, that of sandwich waves in which the wave profiles are of
finite extend [9, [10]. We are also interested in spacetimes which are Penrose limit near
spacetime singularities [20]. For example, the singular homogeneous plane wave spacetime
is the Penrose limit near a black hole singularity [27]. This would be relevant to our future

investigations of the quantum field effects near spacetime singularities.
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