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Figure 3: Field intensity over y* as a function of k, for p = 200MeV (squares),
#+ = 100MeV (pluses), and p = 50MeV (diamonds). Solid line is the LPTh
prediction. The field intensity is in arbitrary units and &, is in GeV.
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Figure 1: The lattice size dependence of the scalar kinetic energy density,
expressed in units of p* for p = 0.0177 (pluses) and px = 0.035 (diamonds).
The solid line is the LPTh prediction. The error bars are smaller than the
plotting symbols.
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Figure 5: Time history of the energy density in units of pt for p = 200MeV
(squares), 4 = 100MeV (pluses), and p = 50MeV (diamonds). Error bars
are smaller than the plotting symbols. Proper time 7 is in fm.



Figure 2: Normalized field intensity of a hard (k; = 2.16GeV) mode vs proper
time 7 in units of fm (diamonds). Solid line is the LPTh prediction.
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Figure 4: Normalized field intensity of a soft (k, = 108MeV) mode vs proper
time 7 (in units of fm) for = 200MeV (squares), ; = 100MeV (pluses), and

p = 50MeV (diamonds). Solid line, nearly coinciding with the p = 50MeV
curve, is the LPTh prediction.
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