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Abstract. We study the fluctuations of the autocorrelation and autoresponse
functions and, in particular, their variances and covariance. In a first general part
of the paper, we show the equivalence of the variance of the response function
to the second-order susceptibility of a composite operator, and we derive an
equilibrium fluctuation-dissipation theorem beyond linear order, relating it to
the other variances. In a second part of the paper we apply the formalism in the
study of non-disordered ferromagnets, in equilibrium or in the coarsening kinetics
following a critical or sub-critical quench. We show numerically that the variances
and the non-linear susceptibility obey scaling with respect to the coherence length
¢ in equilibrium, and with respect to the growing length L(t) after a quench,
similar to what is known for the autocorrelation and the autoresponse functions.
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1. Introduction

Two-time quantities, such as the autocorrelation function C(t,t,) and the associated
linear response function x(t,t,), describing the effects of a perturbation, are generally
considered in experiments, theories and numerical investigations. In equilibrium the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem (FDT) holds, providing an important tool for studying
coherence lengths and relaxation times by means of susceptibility measurements.

Apart from equilibrium, the pair C' and y has been thoroughly investigated also for
slowly relaxing systems, such as supercooled liquids, glasses, spin glasses and quenched
ferromagnets, as natural quantities for characterizing and studying the ageing behavior.
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In this context, the fluctuation-dissipation ratio X (t,t,) = dx/dC was defined [1] in
order to quantify the distance from equilibrium, where X = 1. Particularly relevant is its
limiting value X = limy, .o lim; o X(¢,1,) due to its robust universal properties [2]-
[5]. Complementary to the concept of X, that of an effective temperature Tog = T'/X
has been thoroughly applied in several contexts [6], although the physical meaning has
not yet been completely clarified. Moreover, the fluctuation-dissipation ratio was also
proved [7] to be related to the overlap probability distribution of the equilibrium state at
the final temperature of the quench, providing an important bridge between equilibrium
and non-equilibrium. Finally, in the context of coarsening systems, the behavior of
the response function was shown to be strictly linked to geometric properties of the
interfaces [8,9], allowing the characterization of their roughness, and, in the case of
phase ordering on inhomogeneous substrates, to important topological properties of the
underlying graph [10].

Besides this manifold interest in average two-time quantities, more recently
considerable attention has been paid also to the study of their local fluctuations, which
are now accessible in large scale numerical simulations [11] and, due to new techniques,
also in experiments [12]. The reasons for considering these quantities are various:

e For disordered systems, since averaging over the disorder makes the usual two-particle
correlation function (structure factor) short ranged even in those cases where a large
coherence length ¢ is present, quantities related either to the spatial fluctuations of
C' [13]-[15] or to non-linear susceptibilities [14, 16] have been proposed for detecting
and quantifying &.

e Local fluctuations of two-time quantities are associated with the dynamical
heterogeneities observed in several systems which are believed to be a key to local
rearrangements taking place in slowly evolving systems [11,17]. In the context of
spin models, it was shown [18] that these fluctuations can be conveniently used to
highlight the heterogeneous nature of the system.

e In [19] it was shown that for a large class of glassy models the action describing the
asymptotic dynamics is invariant under the transformation of time ¢t — h(t), denoted
as time reparameterization. This symmetry is expected to hold true for glassy systems
with a finite effective temperature but not for coarsening systems, where T,g = oo [20].
Then, restricting to glassy systems, it was proposed [18,19] that the ageing kinetics
could be physically interpreted as the coexistence of different parameterizations ¢t —
h,(t) slowly varying in space r. According to this interpretation, spatial fluctuations
of two-time quantities should span the possible values of C' and y associated with
different choices of h(t). Since the correlation and the response function transform
in the same way under the time reparameterization transformation, the same curve
x(C) relating the average quantities is expected to hold also for the fluctuations.
This property was proposed in [18,19] as a check on the time reparameterization
invariance, and the results tend to conform to this interpretation.

e In [21] it was claimed that, at least in the context of non-disordered coarsening
systems, fluctuations of two-time quantities encode the limiting fluctuation-
dissipation ratio X, similarly to the fluctuation-dissipation relation between the
fully averaged quantities y and C.
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~In the first part of this paper, we discuss the definition of the fluctuating versions
Cy, xi of C; and x; on site i, and consider their (co)variances V;]C = (C;Cy) — G0},
Viy, and VZJCX (defined analogously to Vlf) We present a rather detailed and complete
study of these quantities and their relation to a non-linear susceptibility VZ?;» (defined in
equation (16)) related to the fluctuations of x; introduced in [16]. We show that, for i # j,
the variance V¥ of x; is equal to Vf; This allows us to derive a relation between V;f,
Vixj and ViJCX, which can be regarded as a second-order fluctuation-dissipation theorem
(SOFDT) relating these quantities in equilibrium. The SOFDT holds for every choice of
t and ¢, and of 7, j and is completely general for Markov systems. It represents also a
relation between the second moments of C; and x; for ¢ # j, but not for i = j because,
in this case, VZ?;- cannot be straightforwardly interpreted as a variance. Prompted by the
SOFDT, we argue that VZ-);, rather than VZ‘, is the natural quantity to consider, on an
equal footing with the variances V,§ and VZ-]QX, for studying scaling behaviors, and for
detecting and quantifying correlation lengths. Being a susceptibility, V could in principle
be accessible in experiments.

These ideas are tested in the second part of the paper, where we study numerically
the behavior of V7, szx and of V5 in non-disordered ferromagnets in equilibrium or
in the non-equilibrium kinetics following a quench to a final temperature 7" at or below
T.. Restricting to the cases with T" > T, the same problem has been recently addressed
analytically by Annibale and Sollich [22] in the context of the soluble spherical model. Here
we carry out the analysis using the finite-dimensional Ising model, focusing particularly on
the scaling properties. Focusing on the k = 0 Fourier component V¢, = (1/N) Zgjzl VZJC
(and similarly for the other quantities) our results show a pattern of behaviors for V,<,,
Vk(i)g and V_, similar to what is known for C' and y. In particular, in a quench at T,
one finds the asymptotic scaling form V,C (£, t,) oc VEX(E, tw) o< Vi (t, t) o< te f(t /L),
where the exponent b, = (4 — d — 2n)/z. can be expressed in terms of the equilibrium
static and dynamic critical exponents 1 and z., in agreement with what was found in [22].
In quenches below T, in the time sector with ¢, — oo and t/t,, = const, usually referred
to as the ageing regime, we find a scaling form V< (¢, t,) = 3¢ f(t/t,,) (and similarly for
VkC:% and V)_,), where, in contrast to the critical quench case, ac and f are genuinely non-
equilibrium quantities that cannot be straightforwardly related to equilibrium behaviors.

Our results allow us to discuss also the issue of a direct correlation between
the fluctuating parts of C' and y, as predicted for glassy systems by the time
reparameterization invariance scenario. In the ageing dynamics of coarsening systems,
we find that for large ¢/t,, the ratio VX/V¢ diverges, both in the quench at T, and below
T.. This implies that C and X are not related so as to follow the curve x(C'), in contrast
with the above mentioned scenario.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we introduce and discuss general
definitions of the fluctuating quantities, their variances and covariances; in section 3
we discuss the relations among them and with the second-order susceptibility VX. In
section 4 we specialize the above concepts to the case of ferromagnetic systems. We
study the behavior of V¢, VX and VX in equilibrium in section 4.1, relating their large
t — t,, behavior to the coherence length in section 4.1.1. The non-equilibrium kinetics is
considered in section 4.2: critical quenches are studied in section 4.2.1, while section 4.2.2
is devoted to sub-critical quenches. The results of these sections are related to the issue
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of time reparameterization invariance in section 4.3. Last, in section 5 we summarize,
draw our conclusions and discuss some open problems and perspectives. Four appendices
contain some technical points.

2. Fluctuating quantities and variances

Let us consider a system described by a set of variables o; defined on lattice sites i. In
order to fix the notation we consider discrete variables, referred to as spins, the evolution
of which is described by a master equation. The results of this paper, nonetheless, apply as
well to continuous variables subjected to a Langevin equation (specific differences between
the two cases will be noticed whatever the case). The autocorrelation function is defined
as

Cilt, tw) = (0:(t)0i(tw)) = (0i(t)){0:(tw))- (1)

Using the symbol ~ to denote the fluctuating quantities whose average gives the usual

~

functions, one has Cj(t,t,) = [o:(t) — (0:(t))][oi(tw) — (0i(ty))]. The (auto)response
function is defined as

Xi(t, tw) = T/tt ar 2ot

Shat) |, (2)

h=0

where (- --);, means an average over a process where an impulsive perturbing field h has
been switched on at time '. Notice that a factor 7" has been included in the definition (2)
of the response. The presence of the derivative in equation (2) makes the definition of a
fluctuating part of y; not straightforward in the case of discrete variables (see appendix A
for a discussion of a possible definition of x; based on the definition (2), where the
perturbation h; is present). This problem can be bypassed using an out-of-equilibrium
fluctuation-dissipation relation

Xi(t>tw) = <>A(i(t>tw)>’ (3)

where in the limit of vanishing h the derivative of equation (2) is worked out analytically,
and on the right-hand side there appear specific correlation functions (see e.g. equation (7)
and the discussion below) computed in the unperturbed dynamics. Such a relation
has been obtained in different forms in [16], [23]-[29]. This allows one to introduce a
fluctuating part of the susceptibility defined over an unperturbed process. Equation (3)
is the basis of the so called field-free methods for the computation of response functions
allowing the computation of y; without applying any perturbation.
With the quantities introduced above, one can build the following (co)variances:

VS (t, ) = (6C4(t, t2)0C; (¢, t)) (4)
VX(t 1) = (0X(t tu)ox; (t ) (5)
VEX(#, 1) = (0C(t, 1u)ox; (¢, 1)) (6)

where, for a generic observable A, we have defined SA=A-— (121> Notice that we restrict
the analysis to variances obtained by taking products of two-time quantities on different
sites but with the same choice of times ¢, ¢,,. Vijc(t, tw) is the four-point correlation function
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introduced in [13] for studying cooperative effects in disordered systems, usually denoted
as C}y.

As discussed in [26,30], for a given unperturbed model, there are many possible
choices of the perturbed transition rates, which give rise to different expressions for ;.
However, as shown in [30], and further in appendix A, we expect all these choices to lead
to approximately the same values of the variances as were introduced above (with the
notable exception of the equal site variance V¥, which, however, is not of interest in this

paper). Then, in the following, we will consider the expression
t
tw

where B, = =) [0, — ojJw(d’|o), w(o'|o) being the transition rate for going from
the configuration ¢ to ¢’. This form has been obtained in [26] (and, in an equivalent
formulation, for continuous variables in [16, 23]).

The relation (3) with the choice (7) has the advantage of a large generality, holding
for Markov processes with generic unperturbed transition rates, both for continuous and
discrete variables. Other possible relations between the response and quantities computed
on unperturbed trajectories have been proposed [24,25,27,28] but we do not consider
them here because, as discussed in [30], in those approaches either the response is not
related to correlation functions of observable quantities in the unperturbed system, as
in [24,27,28], or, in the case of [25], it is restricted to a specific systems (Ising) with a
specific (heat bath) transition rate.

The k& = 0 Fourier components of the correlation and response functions are usually
considered to extract physical information, such as spatial coherence or relaxation times,
from the (unperturbed) system under study. The k = 0 mode V,<(t,t) of the variance of
C, defined through

N

V(b tu) = = 3 Vit 1), 0

ij=1

has been considered to access the same information for disordered systems. This might
suggest that the same information is contained in the & = 0 component of the other
variances. Notice that, for VX, the sum (8) includes the equal site term V¥ which, as
anticipated, takes different values according to the specific choices of the fluctuating part
of the response. We will deal with this problem later.

3. The equilibrium relation between variances and non-linear susceptibilities

In this section we derive a relation between the variances and the non-linear susceptibility
VX (defined in equation (16)) that will be interpreted as a second-order fluctuation-
dissipation theorem (SOFTD) relating these quantities. We sketch here the basic results;
further details and formalism are contained in appendix B.

Let us start by recovering the usual FDT. In equilibrium, using time translation and
time inversion invariance, namely the Onsager relations, it can be shown [16] that

(0i(t)Bi(t1))eq = —aitl(ai(t)ai(tl)%q, (9)

doi:10.1088/1742-5468,/2010,/04/P04003 6
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valid for ¢ > ¢;. Plugging this relation into equations (3) and (7) one retrieves the usual
fluctuation-dissipation theorem

~

(Di(t,t)) = 0, (10)
where we have introduced the quantity
Di(t ty) = Xalt, tw) + Cilt, ty) — Ci(t, ). (11)

Notice that, for Ising spins o; = £1, C;(¢,t) = 1 and does not fluctuate.

The next step is to seek for a relation holding between the variances. Since the
mechanism whereby this relation is obtained is different for equal or different sites 7, j
(due to the sensitivity of VX to the choice of X;), we split the arguments into separate
sections.

3.1. i #j

Defining the second moment of D; as VRt ty) = (@i(t,tw)@j(t,tw», and using the
equilibrium property (9) it is easy to show that

D _ C C C
Vig (8 tw) = Vi3 (6 tw) + 2V (8 b)) + Vi (6 6) = Vi (£, 1) (12)

Proceeding in a similar way to in the derivation of equation (10), in appendix B we show
that, for i # j, the rhs of equation (12) vanishes in equilibrium. Hence we have the
following SOFDT:

V2(t,t,) = 0. (13)

This relation holds for every choice of the fluctuating part of x: indeed, we have already
noticed that on different sites 4, j the variances involved in the rhs of equation (12) are
independent of that choice. Interestingly, equation (13) shows that not only does the
first moment of D; vanish (due to the FDT (10)), but also the second moment does too.
Moreover, as shown in appendix A, the equal site variance V;P is not zero (due to the
divergence of the term KX (or KX) appearing in V;; see equations (A.21) and (A.22)),
indicating that D is not identically vanishing, and hence it is a truly fluctuating quantity.
This leads to the surprising conclusion that D is an uncorrelated variable for any choice of
1,7 and of t,t,, and in any equilibrium state of any Markovian model. This observation,
which might have far reaching consequences, will be enforced in section 4 to disentangle

quasi-equilibrium correlation from the genuine non-equilibrium ones in ageing systems.

32.i=j

For ¢ = j a relation such as equation (10) cannot be satisfied for any choice of
the fluctuating part of x. In order to show that, let us first observe that, recalling
equation (12), if equation (13) were to hold also for i = j, the quantity —2V.SX(¢,t,,) —
VE(t, t,)+VE (¢, 1) should equal V;X(t,t,). This quantity can be easily computed, yielding

_2Viicx(ta tU)) - Viic(ta tw) + V;‘z‘c(tv t) = —X?(t, tU)> - Ai(tv tU)>7 (14)

where A;(t, ty) = 2(Cs(t, 1) R (L, tw)) +(C2(L, 1)) — (C2(L, 1)) is a quantity which vanishes
for Ising spins, as can be easily shown using the definitions of C; and x; and the

doi:10.1088/1742-5468,/2010,/04/P04003 7
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property (B.3). On the other hand, computing V¥ directly leads to the result (see
appendix A)

Vi?(ta tw) = _X?(ta tw) - Ai(tv tU)) + Kz‘x(ta tw)? (15)

where K;, given in equation (A.21), is a quantity that has been studied in specific models
in [30] and found to be positive and diverging as ¢ — t,, increases. Expression (15) is
different from the rhs of equation (14), thus proving that the SOFTD does not hold for
i = j. Worse, the quantity K;* appearing in equation (15) prevents the possibility of any
direct relation between the variances because it introduces an explicit time dependence.

3.3. The non-linear susceptibility Vixj(t,tw)

In order to remove the asymmetry between ¢ = 7 and ¢ # j and proceed further, the
idea is to search for a quantity VY related to V¥ such that V},; = V;;, while on equal
sites the equilibrium value of Vi equals the rhs of equation (14). This would allow one to
arrive at a pair of relations analogous to equations (13) and (12) for any ij. As shown in

appendix C, the second-order susceptibility
2,2)
VE(t, tw) / dtl/ dts R§] Dttt t) — Ryt 1) R;(t, 1) (16)

where

§%{oi(t)o; ())n
R( 2) t t t ’t T2 - ’
gy (b Gt te) = 17 ) heo

(17)

is the non-linear impulsive response function proposed in [16] for studying heterogeneities
in disordered systems, meets the requirements above. Then, recalling equation (14), one
has the relations

D
VE(t,t,) =0, (18)
and
V2 (tte) = V(t tw) + 2v§><(t, tw) + VS (t ) — VS (t,1) (19)

formally identical to equations (13) and (12), but holding for every choice of the sites i, j
and hence also for the £k = 0 component, namely

VE (L, t,) = 0. (20)

In summary, one always has an equilibrium relation (equation (18) or (20)) between
the second-order response defined in equations (16) and (17) and the variances V;]C and
Vifx . In the case of different sites ¢ # j, this non-linear response is also the variance of x,
whereas on equal sites there is no analogous interpretation, and neither is it possible to
obtain a relation involving V;¥ directly.

Coming back to the problem discussed at the end of section 2, namely the possibility
of extracting physical information on the unperturbed system from the £ = 0 mode of
the variances, some considerations are in order. First, it is clear that, as regards V,*, its
value changes depending on the way the perturbation is introduced (via the term VY). In
this way this quantity mixes information regarding the perturbation with other factors of

doi:10.1088/1742-5468,/2010,/04/P04003 8
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interest. The quantity V)_,, however, does not suffer from this problem, since its equal
site value can always be related to quantities that do not depend on the choice of the
perturbation. Moreover, for large times, V,, (defined in analogy to equation (8)) turns
out to be dominated by the equal site contribution. Indeed, whatever definition of x; is
adopted, either the quantity K;* or KX comes in (see equations (A.22) and (A.23)), and
these are either infinite (KX) or diverging with increasing t—t,, (KX). These considerations
suggest the use of V. Indeed it has been shown in specific cases [16] that this quantity
contains information on relevant properties, such as the coherence length, similarly to the
variance sz, and therefore has an important physical meaning.

4. Fluctuations in ferromagnets

Specializing the general definitions given above to the case of ferromagnetic systems, in
this section we study the behavior of the £ = 0 mode of the quantities introduced above in
the Ising model in equilibrium (section 4.1) and in the non-equilibrium kinetics following a
quench to 7. (section 4.2.1) or below T (section 4.2.2). Our main interest is in the scaling
of these quantities with respect to the characteristic length of the system. From this
perspective, it is quite natural to focus on V), rather than on V;* ;. Indeed we will show
that in any case V,<,, V,i’é and V), obey scaling forms from which a correlation length
can be extracted. On the other hand, as already anticipated, these scaling properties are
masked in V;X, by the term KX or K.

4.1. Equilibrium behavior

Here we consider the behavior of V¢, VX and VX in equilibrium states above, at, and
below 7. In the last case, we consider equilibrium within ergodic components, namely in
states with broken symmetry.

4.1.1.  Limiting behaviors for t — t, = 0 and for t — t,, — oo. Before discussing the
scaling properties of V¢, VO and VX, let us compute their limiting behaviors for
small and large time differences t — ¢,,. From the definitions (4), (6) and (16) one has
VS(t,t) = Vif’x(t,t) = V;5(t,t) = 0, and the same for the k = 0 component. One can
compute analytically also the limiting values attained in equilibrium by V¢, VX and
VX for t —t,, — o0, relating them to the usual static correlation function. Indeed, with
the definitions of section 2, all the quantities considered are written in terms of two-
time/two-site correlation functions. For large time differences these correlation functions
can be factorized as products of one-time quantities resulting in the following behavior
(details are given in appendix D):

‘/ZJC(OO) = lim ‘/Uc(t — tw) = Cij,eq(cij,eq —+ 2m2)

t—ty—00
C . C
ViiX(oo) =, lim Vi (t — tu) = —m?Cijeq (21)
X L X _ 2
Vij(oo) = tﬁ}fgoo Vi (t —tw) = =Cjjeq:

where m is the equilibrium magnetization and Cjj oq = (aiaj)eq—mz is the static correlation
function.

doi:10.1088/1742-5468,/2010,/04/P04003 9
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For the £ = 0 components, from equations (21) for T = T., using the scaling
Cijeq ~ i = >3 f(li — j|/€), where £ is the equilibrium coherence length and i — j the
distance between ¢ and j, one has

ch;o(oo) = —Vio(00) o &, (22)
where

Be=4—d—2n (23)
is an exponent related to the critical exponent 7, and

VkC:%(OO) =0, (24)

because m = 0. For VZ(0c0) and V_,(00) the same result holds true also below (but close
to) T¢, since the terms containing the magnetization in equations (21) can be neglected.
Interestingly, the behavior of chif)(oo), on the other hand, is discontinuous around the
critical temperature: it vanishes identically for T > T, while it diverges as —(T, —T)?%~7
(where v = (2—n)v and [ are the usual critical exponents) on approaching 7. from below.

4.1.2. Scaling behavior. We turn now to the point that we are mainly interested in, namely
the scaling behavior of V¢, VX and VX. To simplify the notation let us introduce the
symbol VX, with X = C, X = C, and X = , to denote V¢, VEX and VX, respectively.
Approaching the critical temperature the coherence length diverges and hence a finite-size
scaling analysis of the numerical data will be necessary in section 4.1.3. Let us discuss
here how such an analysis can be performed. For a finite system of linear size £ we expect
a scaling form

t—ty, —t
VEo(t — tw) = L7 fx (TO, %) (25)
where t( is a microscopic time, z. is the dynamic critical exponent, and fx(z,y) a scaling
function (in the following, in order to simplify the notation, we will always denote scaling
functions with an f, even if, in different cases, they may have different functional forms).
Away from the critical point, matching the large ¢t —¢,, behavior of equation (25) with the
large time difference limits V., VX of equation (22) implies fo(z,y) ~ fy(z,y) ~ &P/ LPx.
Since only the ratio £/L£ must enter fx this fixes the exponents 3o = 5, = (.. Finally,
equation (20) implies that also B¢, takes the same value and, in conclusion,

BX = ﬁc (26)
for all the quantities. Letting £* = (t — t,, — to) in equation (25) implies
t—1y — 1
ViZo(t —tw) = (t —tw —to)" fx (fio) ’ (27)

where fy[(t—t,—t0)/&%] is shorthand for fx[1, (t—t,—to) /%], and b, = (B./z.. Assuming
that there is no dependence on ¢ for small time differences ¢ — t,, leads to fx(x) ~ const
in this regime. This implies

VXt —ty) ~ (t —t, —to)" (28)
for (t —t, —to) < &%.
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Figure 1. VZ(t — t,), =V (t — tu) and —Vk(ixo(t — ty) are plotted against
t — t,, in equilibrium conditions at 7' = 3.5 > T¢. (left panel) where £ ~ 1.98 and
at T = 1.5 < T, (right panel) where £ ~ 0.88. In the insets V2 (,t,) is plotted
against t — t,,. The system size is £ = 10% and [ = 10°.

4.1.3. Numerical studies. In this section we study numerically the equilibrium behavior
of the two-dimensional Ising model, where z. >~ 2.16 and b. ~ 0.69, and check the scaling
laws derived above.

Before presenting the results let us comment on the method used to compute the
k = 0 components. For T" # T, for any ¢ and t,, sz( (t — t,) decays over a distance
i — j at most of order of £. Then, performing the sum in equation (8) over the whole
system one introduces a number of order [(£ — &)/£]? of terms whose average value is
negligible. However, due to the limited statistics of the simulations, such terms are not
efficiently averaged and introduce noisy contributions which, with the definition (8), sum
up to produce an overall noise of order [(£ — &)/€]%2. For £ much larger than ¢ this
quantity is large and lowers the numerical accuracy. Therefore, since one knows that the
average of that noise is zero, the most efficient way of computing VX, is to sum only up to
distances i — j = [ 2 £. We have checked that the two procedures (namely summing over
all the sites 4, j of the system or restricting to those with i — j <) give the same results
within the numerical uncertainty. We anticipate that in the study of non-equilibrium after
a quench below T, presented in section 4.2.2, similar considerations apply with & replaced
with L(t), the typical size of domains. Clearly, at 7. where ¢ = oo such a procedure
cannot be applied and the sum must be performed over the whole system.

Starting from the case T > T,, in the left part of figure 1 we plot V¢, VX and
VX as functions of ¢ —t,. V)<, and —V)_, grow monotonically to the same limit (22),
while V,i’f) has a non-monotonic behavior vanishing for large time differences. In the
inset, by plotting VP (¢, t,,) (we recall that V,C(¢,t) = 0 for Ising spins) we confirm the
SOFDT (20).

In the case of quenches below T, (right part of figure 1), we obtained the broken
symmetry equilibrium state by preparing an ordered state (i.e. all spins up) and then
letting it relax at the working temperature to the stationary state. In this case the
behavior of V¢, VX and VX is similar to the case for T > T,, with the difference that
also V', has a non-monotonic behavior. We have checked that for temperatures close to
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Figure 2. L34V, (t—t,) is plotted against (t—t,, —to)/L* (with to = 0.475),
in equilibrium conditions at T, for different values of £. The dashed line is
the expected power-law behavior [(t — t,, — to)/L£*]% (b. = 0.69). In the inset
VE (t,ty) is plotted against ¢ — t,, for £ = 103.

T., both above and below T, (i.e. for T = 2.28 and T = 2.25), V¢, VEX and VX grow as
(t—t, —to)?* with by consistent with the expected value b, as expressed in equation (28).
In order to study the critical behavior we have equilibrated the system at 7. using
the Wolff cluster algorithm [31]. In figure 2 we present a finite-size scaling analysis of the
data. In view of equation (25) we plot L=14V,C for different £ against (t —t,, —to)/L>,
where ¢ty = 0.475 and the exponent 1.45 (in good agreement with the expected value
B. = 1.5) have been obtained by requiring the best data collapse. All the data exhibit a
nice collapse on a unique master curve. The master curve grows initially as a power law
with an exponent 0.69 in good agreement with b., as expected from equation (28), and
then tends toward saturation for ¢ — ¢, +to > L£*. A similar behavior is observed for the
other V¢, VEX_ apart from the sign, since VY, and V,i’é are negative for large t — t,,.

4.2. Non-equilibrium

4.2.1. The critical quench. In this section we consider a ferromagnetic system quenched
from an equilibrium state at infinite temperature to T.. Numerical results are presented
for d = 2. For d = 3 the situation is qualitatively similar although our data are too noisy
for extracting precise quantitative information. With 7' = T, we expect a scaling form
as in equation (25) where the role played by £ is now assumed by L(t,,) ~ /7. Letting
t —t, > ty, one has

V) =t (). (20)
where fx(t/t,) is shorthand for fx(t/t,,o0), and the short time behavior (28). Notice
that this scaling, like the equilibrium one (27), is consistent with the results of [22] where
the same forms are obtained with b, = (4 — d — 2n)/z. = (4 — d)/2, since in the spherical
model n =0 and 2. = 2.

The behavior of V¢, VEX and VX is shown in figure 3. By plotting ¢,%¢V,X (¢,,,)
versus (t — t,)/t, one observes a good collapse of the curves for (¢ — t,,)/t,, sufficiently
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Figure 3. ¢,06V,C (¢t —t,,) (left panel, log-log scale), —t;0'66Vk(’26(t —ty) (right
panel, log-log scale) and —t,,"%VX_(t — ¢,,) (inset of the right panel, log-linear
scale) are plotted against (t —t,,)/t, for a quench to T, for d = 2. In the inset of
the left panel VP (t,t,,) is plotted against (t — t,,)/ty.

large. Lack of collapse for t —t,, < tg is expected due to the ¢ty dependence in the scaling
form (25) and those derived from it. The exponent 0.66 is in good agreement with the
expected one b, ~ 0.69, and this confirms that the scaling (29) is obeyed. In the short
time difference regime, for t — t,, < t,,, these quantities behave as in equilibrium, and in
particular the relation (20) is obeyed, as is shown in the inset of the left panel of figure 3.
For t — t,, 2 t, the relation (20) breaks down and the asymptotic regime is entered. In
this time domain V¢ and VX approach constant values in the large ¢ limit. For V,< this
can be understood as follows: writing the sum (8) as an integral

V<ot ty) = / dr VE(r,t,t,) (30)

where r = |i — j|, and invoking the clustering property, by factorizing V(r,t,t,) for
t — 00, one has

VE (b t) ~ / dr C,(£,)Co(1). (31)

Using the scaling of the correlation function C,(t) = t~(@=2¥m/2 f(y /t!/%)  with the small
x behavior f(z) ~ 2~@=2t")  equation (31) becomes

lim V<o (t, ) = ct’ (32)

with ¢ = [dlza=@=2) f(z). Notice that the asymptotic values (32) approached
by Vk;(io (and Vki)f)) are increasing functions of ¢,. This mechanism makes lim;, .
limy oo Vi€ (t, tw) = 00, and in this sense the limit (22) is recovered, bearing in mind that
¢ = o0o. Moreover, limy, . lim; .o Vk(i%(t, tw)/V:Eo(t, ty) is a t, independent constant
as was found in [21]. We also observe that V,i’f) going to a constant value is a different
behavior with respect to the spherical model [22], where this quantity vanishes for ¢t — oo.
The quantity V)", has a different behavior, in that it diverges for ¢ — oo for any value
of t,,. Therefore, at variance with the case for VkC:O and Vk(i%, the limit (22) is always
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recovered, irrespectively of ¢,,. This is a general property of susceptibilities. Considering
the linear case for simplicity, from equation (A.2) one sees that y; can be written as
an average of a one-time quantity over a process where the Hamiltonian is changed at
tw. Since the average of a one-time quantity must tend to its (perturbed) equilibrium
value for large ¢ (even if the Hamiltonian has been modified at t¢,,), this explains why
lim; . xi(t,t,) is independent of ¢,. An analogous argument holds for V;E Indeed,
recalling equations (A.4) and (A.14), for i # j also this quantity can be written as an
average of a one-time quantity. The same property holds for the equal site contribution
since, according to equation (14), it is VX(¢,t,) = —x?(t,ty). The limit (22) is then
satisfied irrespectively of t,,.

4.2.2. The quench below T.. In this section we consider a ferromagnetic system quenched
from an equilibrium state at infinite temperature to T" < T¢, for d = 1, 2.

Let us recall the behavior of C' and x in a quench from 7" = oo to T' < T¢. In the
large t,, limit C obeys the following additive structure [32]:

C(t, ty) =~ Cy(t — ty) + Cag(t, tw). (33)

Here Cy is the contribution provided by bulk spins which are in local equilibrium. This
term vanishes for quenches to 7' = 0. Cy(t,1,,) is the ageing contribution originated by
the presence of interfaces which scales as

Caglt,tu) =1,°f (ti) , (34)

with b = 0 and the property [5]
fla) ~a™ (35)

for large x, where A is related to the Fisher—Huse exponent.
A decomposition analogous to equation (33) holds for x(¢,t,), with x«(t — t,) =
Xeq(t — tw) = Ceq(t, 1) — Ceq(t, ) and

Gttt =17 (). (36)

tw
with g behaving as [5]
g(x) ~a™ (37)

for large x. The exponent a depends on the spatial dimensionality such that a > 0 for
d > dy, dy being the lower critical dimensionality, and a = 0 for quenches at d = d
with "= 0 [5,8, 10, 33]. Notice that, at variance with the critical quench case, the non-
equilibrium exponents are not related to the equilibrium ones, since the additive form (33)
splits them into separate terms.

The addictive structure (33), which is expected also for the V¥ opens the problem of
disentangling the stationary from the ageing contributions to allow the separate analysis of
their scaling properties. In order to do this one usually enforces the knowledge of the time
sectors where the stationary and the ageing terms contribute significantly. Specifically,
working in the short time difference regime, namely with ¢, — oo and t — t,, finite,
the ageing term is constant and one can study the behavior of the stationary one. In
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Figure 4. t;l/kaC:O(t — ty) (left panel, log-log scale), —t;lﬂvsz)(t — ty) (right

panel, log-log scale) and —t;l/ 2VkX:0(t — ty) (inset of the right panel, log—linear
scale) are plotted against (¢ — t,,)/t,, for different values of t,, in the key in a

quench to T'= 0 for d = 1.

contrast, in the ageing regime with t,, — oo and t/t,, finite, Cy(t — t,,) ~ 0 and one has
direct access to Cpe. The same procedure can be applied to isolate the stationary and
ageing contributions to the V¥, as will be done in section 4.2.2. However, in so doing
one effectively separates the two contributions only in the limit ¢,, — oco. In numerical
simulations, where finite values of ¢,, are used, a certain mixing of the two is unavoidable
and may affect the results. Furthermore, this technique fails in systems where (in contrast
to the ferromagnetic model case considered here) we do not have a precise knowledge of
the time sectors where stationary and ageing terms contribute.

For the V¥ a more elegant and effective technique for isolating the ageing from
the stationary terms relies on the SOFDT. Indeed, according to equation (18), an exact
cancelation occurs in VP between the stationary (equilibrium) terms, so only the ageing
behavior is reflected byAVD . In other words, recalling the discussion at the end of
section 3.1, the quantity D does not produce any correlation in equilibrium and hence what
is left in V¥ is the correlation due to ageing. This fact will be enforced in section 4.2.2.

Let us now consider the behavior of V¢, VEX and VX for d = 1, 2.

d =1, quenching to T' =0

As explained in [5] the dynamical features of a system at the lower critical dimension
quenched to T = 0 are those of a quench into the ordered region, rather than those
of a critical quench, due to a non-vanishing Edwards—Anderson order parameter gy =
limy o0 limy, oo C(%,t,,). Since at T' = 0 there are no stationary contributions we expect
Vito(t tw) = Vit .p(t tw), with the scaling

t
V) = 51 (). (39)

The behavior of these quantities is shown in figure 4. By plotting to VX (t,t,) versus
t/t, one observes an excellent collapse of the curves (tiny deviations from the master
curve for small values of ¢ — ¢, are due to the ¢ty dependence, as discussed above). This
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Figure 5. t,'V,C (t — ty) (left panel), —t;lﬂvk(i)f)(t — ty) (right panel) and
t 2V,>g<:0(t — ty) (inset of the right panel) are plotted against (¢ — t,,)/t, for
different values of ¢,, in the key in a quench to T" = 1.5 for d = 2. In the inset of
the left panel VP (¢,t,,) is plotted against (¢t — ty,)/tw.

implies that equation (38) is obeyed with ax = 1/2. Notice that, for large values of t/t,,,
V¢ and VX seem to approach constant values whereas VY, grows as VX t1/2. Then
one has the limiting behavior fx(z) ~ 2, with values of the exponents consistent with
/\C = /\CX =0 and /\X = 1/2

d =2, quenching to 0 <T < T,

In this case we consider quenches to finite temperatures, and hence stationary
contributions are present. We expect that one can select between the stationary and
the ageing contributions to V*(¢,t,) by considering the short time limit and the ageing
regimes separately. In the former case, only the stationary terms contribute and then
we expect the relation (20) to be obeyed. This is shown in the inset of the left panel of
figure 5 where the relation (20) is observed to hold for ¢ —¢,, < t,,. For the ageing regime
one selects the ageing contribution scaling as in equation (38). Indeed, on plotting, in
figure 5, t*xVX(t,t,) versus (t—t,)/t, one observes an asymptotic collapse of the curves
with ac = 1 and a¢y = a,, = 1/2. A residual t,, dependence can be observed (particularly
for V) that tends to reduce on increasing t,,. This suggests interpreting this correction
as being produced by the stationary contributions which, due to the limited values of ¢,
used in the simulations, are not yet completely negligible. A clear confirmation of this
interpretation comes from the inspection of the behavior of V2, in the inset of the left
panel of figure 5. Indeed one observes that, at variance with V,Z, this quantity exhibits
an excellent scaling for every value of ¢,,, due to the fact that the stationary contributions
do not contribute to V,2,,. This suggests the use of V;2,, to study ageing behaviors in more
complex non-equilibrium systems, such as spin glasses, where the nature of the stationary
contribution has not yet been clarified.

The results for V¢ for d = 1 and 2 suggest that the scaling exponent depends on
the space dimension as ac = d/2. This can be understood on the basis of an argument
which, for simplicity, is presented below for the case d = 1. Let us consider an interface
I at position z;(t,) at time ¢,,. Suppose that at time ¢, I has moved to a new position
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xr(t) > x(ty). To start with, let us suppose that [ is the only interface present in the
system and that t — ¢, < t,. Let us indicate by R; the region where C’i(t,tw) = —1
(in the present case the region z(t,) < i < x(t) swept out by the interface). Since
V& is the correlation function of the Cjs and the quench is effectively made to below
T., Vi<, is proportional to the volume V(R;) = z(t) — x;(t,) of the region R;. For
t —t, < t, interfaces can be considered as yielding independent contributions and the
above argument can be extended to the physical case with many interfaces. In doing
that one simply has to replace V(R;) with its typical value V(R) obtained by averaging
over the behavior of all the interfaces. Since the typical value of V(R) is L(t) — L(t,)
one obtains V,€ (¢, t,) oc L(t) — L(t,). Repeating the argument for generic d one finds
Vi€t ty) o LUt) — L4t,). For t —t, = t, the situation is more complex because in
this time domain another interface J may move into the region swept out by the interface
I and one cannot disentangle their contributions. The situation simplifies again in the
limit ¢t — ¢, — oo, because x(t) > z;(t,) (we assume, without loss of generality, that
I has moved in the direction of increasing 7). In this case, in the region swept out by
the interface, the configuration of the system at t,, was characterized by many domains
of different sign. For an interface separating positive spins on the left of it from positive
ones, C;(t,t,) is equal to the sign of the domain to which the ith spin belonged at t,,.
Then, almost all the contributions to V<, cancel, because of these alternating signs.
The only imbalance between positive and negative contributions comes from the region
around z7(t). Indeed, the interface can build up a positive contribution to V., if it is not
centered on the middle of the domain located there at ¢,. This contribution is of order
L(ty,) (V(R) ~ L%(t,), for generic d) leading to the saturation of V,< to a t,-dependent
value for large t. In conclusion, from the argument above we obtain, in both of the regimes
t—t, <t, and t —t, > t,, a behavior consistent with equation (38) with ac = d/2 and
fo(x) ~ (24?2 —1) for t — t,, < t,, and lim, .o, fo(x) = const. The same result is found
for the soluble large N model [20]. Another way to understand the behavior of V¢ is the
following: factorizing for ¢ —t,, — oo as V< = [ dr (o;(t)o;(t)){0i(tw)o;(ty)), using the
scaling (o;(t)o;(t)) = g(r/L(t)) and performing the integral, one has

/ddrg(T/L(t))g(T/L(tw)) :L(tw)d/ddﬂﬁg(ﬂcL(tw)/L(t))g(w% (39)

ie. V€ = L(ty,)*f(t/ty), with lim, ., f(t/t,) = const. This behavior has been derived
in the sector of large ¢ — t,, but the scaling (38) implies its general validity. A similar
result but for a somewhat different definition of V¢ is found in [34]. Going back to the
data, the saturation for large ¢t predicted by the above arguments is better observed for
d =1 (figure 4) while for d = 2, due to computer time limitations, the data of figure 5
only show a tendency.

The data for Vk(i)g’ag(t,tw) and Vi . (t,t,) collapse with an exponent consistent
with acy, = a, = 1/2. For large values of (¢ — t,)/tw, Vi, grows as VX o t¥/2 while VX
approaches a constant value, similarly to V. In conclusion, our data show that ac = d/2,
acy = ay, = 1/2, and A\¢ = A¢y, = 0, A\, = 1/2 hold for d = 1,2, suggesting that this
might be the generic behavior for all d.*

4 In order to check this point further we have also computed the V¢, VX and VX for d = 3. Preliminary results
seem to substantiate the dependence of the exponents discussed in the text.
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4.3. Time reparameterization invariance

In a series of papers [19] it was shown that the action describing the long time slow
dynamics of spin glasses is invariant under a reparameterization of time ¢ — h(t). Since
C and y have the same scaling dimension, the parametric form x(C') is also invariant under
time reparameterizations. Elaborating on this, it was claimed that the long time physics of
ageing systems is characterized by Goldstone modes in the form of slowly spatially varying
reparameterizations h,.(t), like for spin waves in O(/N) models. According to this physical
interpretation, it was conjectured that fluctuating two-time functions measured locally by
spatially averaging over a box of size [ centered onr, i.e. C,(t,t,) = >, Ci(t, t,)0(l—|i—7])
and similarly for x,(t,t,), should fall on the master curve x(C) of the average quantities
in the asymptotic limit where ¢ and ¢,, are large. This was checked to be consistent with
numerical results for glassy models in [18]. The choice of [ should be such that [ ~ R(t),
where R(t) is the typical length over which the h,(t) variations occur.

Let us first observe that, with the definitions (8) and the discussion of [ at the
beginning of section 4.1.3, the variances V,<, and VX, considered in this paper coincide
with the variances of the fluctuating quantities C.,, X, introduced above, provided that
[ is the same in the two cases. Our results for VX, therefore, allow us to comment on
this issue. Before doing so, however, let us recall once again that VX is not the variance
of the fluctuating x. Hence, from the analysis of VX, one cannot directly infer the
properties of x. On the other hand, it is clear that y cannot fit a priori into the time
reparameterization invariance scenario, since its variance contains the diverging terms KX
or KX of equations (15) and (A.23), according to equations (A.19) and (A.22). Hence, the
numerical results contained in [18], which are obtained by switching on the perturbation,
can only be consistent with that scenario if a sufficiently large value of the perturbation
h is used in the simulations, such that the first contribution on the rhs of equation (A.23)
can be neglected.

The results of section 4.2 show that lim, . lim; o V,fzo / Vk(io = oo, both in the
quench to Ti. and below T¢.. Since VX > VX (see equation (A.19) or (A.22)) this implies
that the fluctuations ¥ and C' cannot be constrained to follow the X(C) curve, at least
in this particular order of the large time limits, as already noticed in [21]. Hence the
interpretation of [18,19] cannot be strictly obeyed. This may indicate either that the
symmetry ¢ — h(t) is not obeyed in coarsening systems, as claimed in [20], or that its
physical interpretation misinterprets the effects of time reparameterization invariance in
phase-ordering kinetics. Actually, the results of [21] show that at least the limiting slope
X of x(C) is encoded in the distribution of C and X- Whether this feature might be
physically interpreted as a different realization of time reparameterization invariance in a
coarsening system is as yet unclear.

5. Conclusions

In this paper we have considered the fluctuations of two-time quantities by studying
their variances and the related second-order susceptibility. In doing that a first problem
arises already at the level of their definition. While C; is quite naturally associated with
the fluctuating quantity [o;(t) — (0;(¢))][0:(tw) — (0:(ty))], for x; the situation is not as
clear. Actually, referring to the very meaning of a response function the straightforward
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way to associate a fluctuation with y; would be via the choice of equation (A.3) which
is defined for a perturbed process. The quantity x; introduced in this way, however,
has diverging moments. A way out of this problem is to resort to fluctuation-dissipation
theorems. One may enforce a relation between y; and the average of a fluctuating quantity
Xi, equation (3), which holds also out of equilibrium. We have shown that the variances
involving x; have a very weak dependence on the particular choice of this fluctuating part,
with the exception of the equal sites variance Vif. For i # j, V¥ is also a second-order
susceptibility VZ?;-, which allows one to derive an equilibrium relation between variances, the
SOFDT, analogous to the FDT for the averages. Interestingly, the FDT and the SOFTD
can be written in a rather similar form, namely equations (10) and (13), expressing the
vanishing of the first two moments of the quantity D;(t, t,) defined in equation (11). The
SOFDT holds also for i = j but in this case V}} cannot be interpreted as a variance.

The SOFTD relates, in a quite natural way, Vixj to V;]C, promoting the former to a
role analogous to that advocated for the latter in the context of disordered systems. This
suggests considering Vj; on an equal footing with VUO and VZ-]QX, to study scaling behaviors
and cooperativity. This we have done in the second part of the paper, considering
ferromagnetic systems in and out of equilibrium. We have shown that VX, V¢ and VX
obey scaling forms involving the coherence length ¢ in equilibrium or the growing length
L(t) after a quench, similarly to what is known for C' and x. Our results are in good
agreement with what is found analytically for the spherical model [22]. They show that
the time reparameterization invariance scenario proposed for glassy dynamics does not
hold strictly for ferromagnets, as already guessed in [20,21]. This we find both for critical
and for sub-critical quenches, if the large time limit is taken in the order lim;,, o lim; ..
Such a conclusion relies on the fact that V' ,/V,€, — oo in this particular limit and,
hence, the fluctuations of y cannot be exclusively triggered by those of C'. Notice that this
is true also for critical quenches where X is finite, showing that, quite obviously, a finite
limiting effective temperature does not guarantee that the scenario proposed in [18; 19
necessarily holds.
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Appendix A

In this appendix we first discuss a possible definition of the fluctuating part of x; in a
perturbed process (namely, after equation (2)) and then show that for every choice of x;
one obtains the same variances except for V;X.

A.1. The definition of x; in a perturbed process

From equation (2) one has
(oiyn = (o3) + ZXz‘j(t>tw)hj(tw)> (A1)
J
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where now we consider a perturbing field switched on from ¢,, onwards, and x;; is the
two-point susceptibility. Using a random field with h; = 0 and h;h; = h?6;; (where —
means an average over the field realizations) one can single out the equal site susceptibility
as [35]

Xt to) = Tl (A2

We stress here that, on doing this, for computing y; the perturbation does not need to be
switched on only on the site ¢ as in equation (2), and this allows one to consider higher
moments, such as the variances VZ‘, where the field must be switched on on both sites i
and j. Indeed one can introduce a (perturbed) fluctuating part of the susceptibility as

1
Giltsta) = 5o Ohilt), (4.3
and the correlator

(Rlt, 1)1 0)) = 7000, O ) s () (A1)

A.2. Independence of the variances of the choice of x;

For the sake of simplicity, let us consider a discrete time dynamics with two-time
conditional probability given by

P(o,t|o’, ty) H wy(o(t' + 1)|o(t)), (A.5)

t' =ty

where o(t) is the configuration of the system at time ¢ and the wy, are the transition rates
in the perturbed evolution. The linear susceptibility can always be written in the form

t

Xilt,tw) = Y {o(t)ai(t)) (A.6)

t'=tw
with [28]

\ dlnw(o(t + 1)o(t))
ailf) = oha(t)

(A7)

h=0

from which the fluctuating susceptibility can be defined in terms of unperturbed quantities
as
t
Xilt.tw) = 0i(t) Y ai(t'). (A.8)

t'=tw

Notice that a; depends on the particular form of the perturbed transition probabilities
wy. Then, since for a given unperturbed model there is an arbitrariness in the choice of
the perturbed transition rates [16, 26], one has different definitions of x; and, in principle,
different y;. However, as discussed in [26, 30], once the average is taken in equation (A.6),
all of these definitions are expected to yield essentially the same determination of y;, apart
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from very tiny differences which exactly vanish in equilibrium or in the large time regime.
With the definition (A.8) the following correlators can be built:

t—1 t—1

(Rt t) X5 (1)) = D Y (ou(t)oy (Dai(t)ay ("), (A.9)

t'=tw t =ty

and

t—1

(Cilt, t)X; (1) = Y (oi(t)ai(tu)o; (D) (). (A.10)

t' =ty

Even though these quantities explicitly depend on the particular choice of a;, we show
in the following that they can all be written as (non-linear) response functions, which,
therefore, are not expected to depend on the form of a;, in the sense discussed above
for y;. Indeed, considering for simplicity a single-spin dynamics, using equation (A.5)
and proceeding analogously to in the derivation of y; (equation (A.6)), for i # j one can
compute the following response functions:

(2,2) "o 52<0i(t)aj(t>>h - / "
REJ st )= [y | = @ea@u@) ()
and
) _ 0oi()oi(tw)o;(t)) _ )
Ry (b 151) = =g Tni | = (ou(t)oult)o (ay (1), (A.12)

Comparing equations (A.9) and (A.10) with equations (A.11) and (A.12) one concludes
that the correlators (A.9) and (A.10) can both be related to response functions whose
values, as for y;, are not expected to depend significantly on the choice of the form of

the wy, (and hence of a;). The same holds, therefore, for the variances V;% and VCX.
Incidentally, equations (A.9), (A.11) and (16) show also that V¥ = V5 for i # j. We

stress that the above argument holds for every ij for VCX Whilst it cannot be extended
to the equal site variance V., as we will show in sectlon A.3. Along the same lines, one
can show that also the variances obtained with the perturbed fluctuating part (A.3) are
related to the same response functions (A.11) and (A.12), and hence take the same values.

For instance, for the correlator (A.4), since

1 N s 2{oi(H)o (D)
li ()i () nhi(tw)h;(te) = ] A.13
h{% h4<0( )JJ( ))h ( ) J( ) Z Z 5hl(t1)5h](t2) o ( )
t1=tw to=tw
one has again

t—1  t—1

(it tu) Xt 1) = > > RED(t i1, 1), (A.14)
t1=tw to=tw
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A.3. Equal sites

In order to discuss the behavior of V¥ we compute explicitly this quantity and V3
making the specific choice of wy, which leads to equation (7). Using the second-order
fluctuation-dissipation relations derived in [16], for Ising spins Rij Z)(t t;t1,t2) can be
rewritten as

BRGS0ttt = 1] 5 (000, 00(0)0, (1)) = -(ouE)oy (Dot B 1)

- G OB )0 () + (o) B. (1) By (1)}

+ 50(ts — t2)03(03(t)* Bi(tr)os (1)) (A.15)
Using the property of = 1 the term (0;(t)*B;(t1)oi(t;)) can be cast as
Hoi(t)?Bi(th)), where B; = =3[0’ — o]?w(0’|o). Writing this term in this form,

equation (A.15) holds generally for generic discrete or continuous variables. We
will use this expression in the following. Integrating over ¢; and ¢, one obtains

/ dts (0:(t)0; (1) [03(t) — 0i(tw)| B;(t2))
/ dty (03(t)0; (1) Byt o, (1) — 0 (t.,))
/dtl/ dty (o3(t)o( B-(tl)Bj(t2)>}
40y [ At (0P B0)) = Xt )0 1) (A.16)

lw

On the other hand, from the definitions (7) and (5) one has
Vit tw) = (Xa(t tw) X5 (t tw)) — Xalt, tw) X5 (t, tw)

= i|:<0'z(t)0'2(t)0'](t)0'j(t» — <O'Z(t)0'l(t)0'j(t)0'](tw)>
- /t dt1 (oi(t)oi(t)o;(t) Bi(t1)) — (oi(t)o;(t)o;(t)oi(tw))

t

- [ dn et Bie) + [ dn 0o, OB )k

tw

+ /t Lt /t s (al-(t)aj(t)BZ-(tl)Bj(t2)>} —xalt )X (E ). (A.17)
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This shows once again that in the case i # j
X _ X
V;j (t> tw) - Vij (ta tw)' (A18)
For equal sites, on the other hand, one obtains from equations (A.16) and (A.17) the
following relation:
where

(with A; defined below equation (14)) and
t
KX(t,t,) = —i/ dty (o;(t)2B;(ty)). (A.21)
tw

This quantity has been studied for specific models in [30] and it is found to be positive
and to diverge as t — t,, increases. Finally, let us consider the equal site variance V¥ in
the case where the perturbed definition (A.3) is used. By forming products of x;(¢,t,)
one has

— 2 ~
Vi (t: 1) = lim < [5xi(t, tw)} > =K}, (A.22)
with
KX(ttw) = T* lim h™2 — X} (t, tw). (A.23)

This term diverges in the vanishing field limit. Since VY is finite, this implies that V¥
and V¥ are necessarily different.

In conclusion, with every definition of the fluctuating part the variances and VZ?;- turn
out to be the same, with the exception of V¥ which takes different values.

Appendix B

In this appendix we derive the equilibrium relation (13) among the variances, for i # j.
First, let us write explicitly the variances defined in equations (4) and (6) with the help
of equation (7):

‘/;?(t’ tw) = <éi(t> tw)éj (t’ tw)> - Ci(t> tw)cj (ta tw) (Bl)
VNt t) = %[<ai<t>ai<tw>oj<t>aj<t>> — (03(t)0s(tu)rs (1) (1)

— /t dty (os(t)o;(t) B;(t1)oi(tw)) | — (o:(t)){oi(tw))x;(t, tw)
Oyl b)) (s ) (B.2)

The variance VX can be read from equation (A.17).
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In the following, we will use two properties involving the quantity B; [16, 26, 36]:

(B,()O(t)) = %@(t)@(tl)) t>t, (B.3)

([Bi(t)o;(t) + B;(t)os(t)|O(tr)) = %@(t)ffj O)O(t))  t>h, (B4

where O(t) is a generic observable. In particular, at equilibrium, using time translation
and time inversion invariance, from equation (B.3) one has

(OWB()n =~ OWoit e 1> 11 (B.5)

where we have introduced the notation (---)e, to indicate the equilibrium dynamics.
This relation allows us to perform the integrals ftl; dty (oi(t)oi(t)o;(t)B;(t1)) and
ftl; dty (o;(t)o;j(t)o;(t)B;(t1)) appearing in equation (A.17). This yields

Vij () = [3<Uz(t)0i(t)0j(t)0j(t)>eq = 2(0:(t)i(t)a;(t)a;(tw))eq
— 2(0i(t)0;(t)aj(1)0i(tw))eq + (0i()0i(tw) o ()0 (tw))eq

t

/ t Aty (03(£) 0 (1) B; (t1)03 () eq + / dt1 (0(t)o; (1) Bi(t1)oj(tw))eq
/ dt, / dty (o4(t)o;( B-(tl)Bj(t2)>eq] — Xt t) X (E ). (B.6)

Moreover, exploiting again the relation (B.5), the double integral appearing in
equation (B. 6) can be rewritten as

/dtl/ dty (0:(t)o;(t) Bi(t1) Bj(t2))eq

/ ay / s (~ 5 ) o 0Bt )

/ dt2/ dty <_8—751) (0i(t)oj () B (t2)oi(t1))eq
= /tdtl (oi(t )Uj(t)Bz(tl)Uj(t1)>eq+/t dty (oi(t)oj(t) Bi(t1)o(tw))eq

- / dt (0:(6)0; (1) B; (1)1 (£2)) o + / it (0:(1)0; (1) B, (1) (t))

/dt1 881< i(t)oj(t)oj(t1)oi(tr))eq

= /t dt, <Uz‘(t)Uj(t)Bz‘(tl)Uj(tw»eq+/t dt1 (o3(t)o; (1) B;(t1)0i(tw))eq
+ (03(t)0i(t)o; ()0 (t))eq — (03(t)0;(£)0i(tw) 05 (tw))eq; (B.7)

doi:10.1088/1742-5468/2010/04 /P04003 24


http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2010/04/P04003

Fluctuations of two-time quantities and non-linear response functions

where we have used the relation (B.4) to obtain the third equality. Substituting this result
into equation (B.6), one finally obtains

VXt ) = F@@m@%W%@M—%m@WW%@%m%w
—%@@%@%@MMMMJKdh@@%@%wwﬁwm
2[%@@WWWMMQ—MMMMW. (B8)

Now, using the FDT x;(t,t,) = C;(t,t) — Ci(t, t,,) and assuming space translation

invariance C;(t,t,) = C;(t, ty) and (0:(t)0;(¢)Bj(t1)0i(tw))eq = (0:(t)o;(t) Bi(t1)0j(tw))eqs
from equations (B.1), (B.2) and (B.8) one obtains

VS (t,t) + 21/;"(15, t) + Vi (t ) = (Ci(t, 1) Cy(t,1))eq — Ci(t, 1)C4(t, 1), (B.9)

which is the equilibrium relation (13).

Appendix C

In this appendix we show that the quantity V(t, ) at equal sites verifies the relation (18).
2)

In the case of Ismg spins, since Rw ;; vanishes for ¢ = j by definition, one immediately
obtains V} = —x?, and, using the definitions (B.1) and (B.2) and the property o(t)? = 1,
one can easily check that equation (18) holds. In the case of continuous variables, in
equilibrium, using the property (B.5), from equation (A.16) one has

VE(t t) = @wﬁmm+wmﬂmmﬂm—«m®%wmm
[ A OB ) =2 [ s (OB ()
+ /t dty <Ui(t)2éi(t1)>eq} — Xilts tw)*. (C.1)

The quantities appearing in the last two terms in the braces at time t; can be rewritten
as

—2B;0; + B; = —220 — oiloiw(o’|o) +Zal2+0 — 20j0;]w(o’|o)
= Z —0? + o?|w(d’|o) (C.2)
yielding

t

[t @r=2B ) + Bt = [ a1 g 0P
= (03(8) ) — (03008 ©3)

doi:10.1088 /1742-5468 /2010/04 /P04003 25


http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2010/04/P04003

Fluctuations of two-time quantities and non-linear response functions
Substituting this result into equation (C.1), one finds
t
Vit tw) = (03(t))eq — (0i(1)°0i(tw))eq +/ dt {03(t)* Bi(t1)0i(tw))eq — Xilt: tw)*  (CA)
tw

which coincides with equation (18), as can easily be checked recalling the definitions (B.1)

and (B.2).

Appendix D

In this appendix we compute the large time limit of V¢, VEX and VX, starting from an
equilibrium state (¢, > toq) and taking the limit ¢ —t,, — oo. For the variance of the
autocorrelation function one has

fim _ViS(tt) = Jim_ (Gt 0) (1 tu))ea = Cilt = )C (0 = 1)

t—t,—00

= Cijeq(Cijeq +2m?), (D.1)
where factorization at large ¢ — ¢, has been used, and m = (0;)¢q is the equilibrium
magnetization.

For the covariance VZJCX (t,t,) one has

lim V{X(t,t,) = lim {%{C’i(t—tw)—(ai(t)ai(tw)aj(t)aj(tw))eq

- [ OB ) -ttt = Gt~ (e~ )}
= 3| = o, - 21 = (o)

—  lim dty (o(t)o;(t)B; (tl)ai(tw)>eq:|

t—tyw—00 tw
— m?(1 —m?). (D.2)
The integral can be computed in the following way. Introduce an intermediate time t*
between t and t,, and take t,,, t* and ¢ sufficiently far apart. Then one can write

/tdtl <0’z‘(t)Uj(t)Bj(tl)Uz‘(tw)>eqZ/t dty (0i(t)0(t))eq(Bj(t1)0i(tw))eq
+ /t dty (oi(t)o;(t) Bj(t1)){(0i(tw))eq- (D.3)

Using the property (B.3), the integral in the first term of the rhs can be rewritten as

[ 0By 1) t))ea = (0050 | a1 {00t
= (010005 ()l ()11 — (05 (8)0 )

— m*(0,0)eq — (0:0;) 2, (D.4)
where in the last line the limit ¢* — oo has been taken. Analogously, using the
property (B.5), the second term on the rhs of equation (D.3) can be computed, yielding

—m(m — (0;0;)eqMm)- (D.5)
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Thus, replacing the integral appearing in equation (D.2) with equations (D.4) and (D.5)
one finds

: c
lim V; X(t, ty) = —mQCmeq. (D.6)

t—tw—00

From equation (10), by means of analogous computations, one can easily check that

lim  V(t,t,) = —C? (D.7)

t—tuw—00 ) 17,€q"
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