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Based on the stochastic gravity, we study the loop cornestio the scalar and tensor perturbations during
inflation. Since the loop corrections to scalar perturbvatisuffer infrared (IR) divergence, we consider the IR
regularization to obtain the finite value. We find that thedgorrections to the scalar perturbations are amplified
by the e-folding; in other words there appear the logarithooirrection, just as discussed by M.Sloth et al. On
the other hand, we find that the tensor perturbations do ffifer§tom infrared divergence.

I. INTRODUCTION and a gravitational field. Stochastic gravity was proposed a
a means of discussing the behavior of the gravitational field

- - o on the sub-Planck scale, which is affected by quantum mat-
Inflation provides a natural framework explaining both theter fields [21.530]. From our naive expectation, on this epierg

large-scale homogeneity of the universe and its smalescal : ' .
g 9 y scale, the quantum fluctuation of the matter field may domi-

regularity. Despite its attractive aspects, there areratiny o ! o
unknowns about the inflation theory, since in most models innate that of the gravitational field. Based on th'.s |nS|gm,r_M
flation takes place on an energy scale many orders of magn'i'—n and \_/er.dague.r have pres_ented the evolution equation of
tude higher than that accessible by accelerators. Thisystwh the gravitational field, which is affected by a quantum scala

is necessary to learn all we can about this high energy regimf-eIOI 124]. The effect induced by the quantum matter field is

; - s - evaluated by the so-called closed time path (CPT) formalism
{rlciT_] the signatures left by inflation in the present univers 31-+35]. We integrate the action over quantum scalar fields.

h ider th tth As a result the evolution equation of the gravitational fisld
However, when we consider the power spectrum of the Curgeqeripeq by a Langevin-type equation, which is called the

vature perturbatiog only by linear analysis, many inflation Einstein-Langevin equation. In general, we need greatteffo
models predict the same results, which are compatible with, compute the loop corrections. In stochastic gravity, how
the observational data, although the fundamental thear®es o o; by focusing on non-linear interaction between a scala
quiet d|ff(.er.en.t. To discriminate petween dlfferent.lnﬁmary field and the gravitational field which gives the leading con-
models, it is important to take into account nonlinear dffec tribution, we can compute such loop corrections much more

[5-16]. In particular, the classical perturbation theorg-p easy. Hence, in this paper, using the Einstein-Langeviaequ

dicts that when we consider most inflation models, the CUVag o ns formulated in [24], we evaluate one loop corrections i
ture perturbatiod, which is directly related to the fluctuation ,.aq by a quanturh sc’alar field.

of the temperature of CMB, is conserved in the superhorizon ) i , ,
In our previous work! [36], we applied this formalism to the

region [18+20]. In this case, the primordial perturbat®es- . _ .
sentially characterized by the behavior of the backgroand i lIN€ar perturbations, especially to the curvature peettion
t ¢, which is important to consider the imprint on observationa

flaton field near the time of horizon exit. Although this fac

makes the computation of the generated primordial pertur(_j_ata. We_find that it reprodyces the same result_s as t.he.predic
bations simple, it makes it difficult to discriminate diféert O obtained by the quantization of the gauge invariani var
inflation models. That is why the non-local dependence ortP!€s [37..38], except for the limited case. Only when the
the evolution of the background scalar field has been studie§folding from the horizon crossing time to the end of infla-
among the nonlinear quantum effects such as the loop correlON €xceeds some critical value, does the Einstein-Langev
tions [9,[10]. Despite their importance, it is difficult torne ~ €duation not give the same result as that of the gauge imiaria

pute these non-linear quantum effects. This is because théyriables [39]. Hence, we evaluate loop corrections tosscal
contain integrations regarding internal momenta[L1—gap. ~ &nd tensor perturbations assuming that the e-folding ilema

thermore, there are several types of nonlinear interastiot ~ than the critical value.

induce loop corrections, such as self-interaction of aascal In general, loop corrections contain a divergent part. In a
field and interaction between a matter field and a gravitation quantum field theory in Minkowski spacetime, the divergence
field. Depending on the interaction term, we find differentusually appears on the high energy scale. To discuss finite
loop correction behavior. and physical quantities, appropriate regularization ambr-

Stochastic gravity may be well-suited to computing loop™Malization are required. Apart from such an ultravioletediv
corrections induced from interactions between a scalat fiel9ence, there may appear another divergence in de Sitter (or
guasi de Sitter) spacetime. This infrared problem is ingurt

because if we introduce an infrared cut-off to obtain a finite

value, which gives a logarithmic correction. Such a lodparit
*Electronic address: yukoatgrav|typhyswasedaac]p m|C COI’I’eCtIOI’l amp“f'es the pel’turbatlons We a|SO f|nd that
TElectronic addres$: maeda at waseda.jp there is a crucial difference between the logarithmic aorre
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tions in scalar and tensor perturbations, which is reladgde  inflation as a simple slow-roll inflation model, whose acti®n
infrared divergence. given by
In this paper, we consider a minimally coupled single-field

Slg, ¢] = /d%ﬁ[ﬁ(}% —2AB) + apCapeaC® + BpR? — %{g“b&l@%qﬁ +2V(9)} (1.1)

wherex% = 87(Gp is the bare gravitational constant. The derstanding the properties of inflation and the origin oféar
subscript “B” represents the values of bare coupling carista  scale structures in the Universe but also to explainingrdre t
After we regularize divergent parts and renormalize them, w sition from quantum fluctuations to classical seeds. In-addi
set the renormalized constantsras- 5 = A = 0 for simplic-  tion to the ordinary Einstein-Hilbert action, this CTP effiee
ity. We also represent the renormalized gravitational taoxts  action contains two specific terms, which describe the &ffec
by x? = 8rG. In order to characterize the slow-roll infla- induced through interaction with quantum matter fields. One
tion, we adopt two slow-roll parameters:= —H/H? and  is a memory term, by which the equation of motion depends
nv = V.ee/k?V. As for the time variable, we use the confor- on the history of the gravitational field itself. The otheris
mal time,r, and represent the time derivative by a prime.  stochastic sourcg,;, which describes quantum fluctuation of
The paper is organized as follows. In S&d. 1l, we brieflya scalar field. The latter is obtained from the imaginary part
review the basic idea of stochastic gravity and consider thef the effective action, and as such it cannot be interpreted
properties of the Einstein-Langevin equation, which dessr  as a conventional action. Indeed, there appear statigtical
the evolution of the gravitational field affected by quantumweighted stochastic noises as a source for the gravitdtiona
scalar fields. Then we consider perturbations of the Einstei field. Under the Gaussian approximation, this stochastie va
Langevin equation around an inflationary background spaceable is characterized by the average value and the two-point
time. In Sec.[1ll, we discuss how the loop corrections de-correlation function:

pend on the potential of the scalar field in diagrammatical (€ap(@)) = 0
language. This part is independent from the computation of ab B
the loop corrections in the later sections. In S&cl 1V, we (€ab(@1)écrar (22)) = Naperar (21, 22),  (2.1)

consider the perturbation of the Einstein-Langevin equati \here the bi-tensoN,pa(z1, x2) is called a noise ker-

S_olving this p_erturbed equation, we can compute the primorneL which represents quantum fluctuation of the energy-
dial perturbations generated from the quantum fluctuatfon o,omentum tensor in a background spacetime, i.e.

the scalar field. The quantum fluctuation of the scalar field is

represented by the stochastic variable. In §éc. V, we caenput ., (z1,32) = lRe[Fabc’d’ (21, 72)]

the correlation function of the stochastic variables. gki ) 4

into account the results in Sec. 11V and Séd. V, we evaluate _ * p P 7 P

the loop corrections to the scalar and tensor perturbatitines 8<{ av(@1) = (Tap(@1)), Tap(wz) = (Tan(w2)) 1ol
conclusion and discussion follow in S€c.VII. (2.2)

where{X,Y} = XY + Y X, g is the metric of a background
spacetime, and the bi-tensby,. 4 (z, y) is defined by

Il. STOCHASTIC GRAVITY N N
Foperar(v1,22) = (Tap(w1)Terar (22))]g]

First we shortly summarize the basic points of stochastic —(Tav(z1))[g] (Terar(x2))]g] - (2.3)

gravity and the Einstein-Langevin equation derived.in [28]  The expectation value for the quantum scalar field is evatliat
is a generalization of the semi-classical gravity theors- A i, the background spacetinge
suming that quantum fluctuations of matter fields dominate | cjuding the above-mentioned stochastic source gfthe

that of the gravitational field, they quantize matter field$ b effective equation of motion for the gravitational field isita
treat gravity as a classical field. The fluctuations of therigra e, a5

tational field induced through interaction with quantumieat A

fields are taken into account as stochastic variables. Tosks G®[g + dg] = K2 (T glg + dg] + 26°°| ,

such gravitational field dynamics, the CTP formalism is use- (2.4)

ful. They derive the effective equation of motion based a@n th '

CTP functional technique applied to a system-environmenti wheredg is the metric perturbation induced by quantum fluc-
teraction, more specifically, based on the influence funefio tuation of matter fields and stochastic soufggis character-
formalism of Feynman and Vernon. It is worth while noting ized by the average value and the two-point correlation-func
that this Langevin-type equation is well-suited notonlye  tion Eq. [2.1).
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Note that this equation is the same as the semiclassicéthe background spacetime satisfies the semiclassicaleftinst
Einstein equation expect for a source term of stochastie varequation.
ables¢,,. Furthermore, the expectation value of the energy- The Einstein-Langevin equation Ef|._{2.4) contains two dif-
momentum tensor includes a nonlocal effect as follows. Iferent sources. One is a stochastic sogrgewhose correla-
consists of three terms as tion function is given by the noise kernel. From the explicit
. . . form of a noise kernel Eq[(2.2), we find th@y, represents
(T glg + dg] = (T°*(x))[g] + (TV[¢[g], 6g](x))[g]  the quantum fluctuation of the energy momentum tensor. The
other is an expectation value of the energy momentum tensor
-2 / d*y/—g(y)H*"*[g](x,y)gca(y) + O(64°) , in the perturbepd spacetinig+dg), which ingc)lludes amemory
(2.5) term. The integrand of a memory term consists of a dissipa-
tion kernel and fluctuation of the gravitational field. Toesv
where the expectation value 8%V and F7*><d are defined tigate the evolution for fluctuation of the gravitationalldie
below (Eq. [2:6) and(2l8)). The evolution equation for ait iS necessary to calculate the quantum correction of ascal
scalar field depends on the gravitational field. As a resuitfield and evaluate the noise kernel and the dissipation kerne
the expectation value of energy-momentum tensor (Eg] )(2.5)Note that the noise kernel and the dissipation kernel corre-
depends not only directly on the spacetime geometry but als3Pond to the contributions from internal lines or loops @ th
indirectly through a scalar field. When we perturb a spacetim Feéynman diagrams, which consist of propagators of a scalar
as(g+6g), two different changes appear in the right hand sidéfield and do not include those of the gravitational field in our
of Eq. (2.5). The second term in EE.(2.5) represents thetire aPProach.
change, which is described by fluctuation of the gravitation

field 6g as
Ill.  GENERIC FEATURE FROM THE VERTEX
(TMg[g], 8] (x)) OPERATORS
1 .

= (§gab59cd —6%9"6gac — 5bcgae5gde) (T°%[g), Before we discuss loop corrections to the primordial per-
9 turbations in detail, we consider the dependence of loop cor

_d(1= 2¢ % acgbd _ L ab cd 5 rections on a potential of a scalar field diagrammaticall

3 )P T oz 99 — 5979 )0geas p 9 Y.

First we divide a scalar field into the classical part.; and
the part of small quantum fluctuatiaf Inflation is mainly
driven by¢.;. Expanding a potential of the scalar figlt¢)
aroundg,;, we can write

(2.6)

wheredi)? is defined in terms of the quantum fluctuation of
the scalar field) as follows:

4 1v”
59 = (Vo Vot + 47 Vi V) [g]. @7 V() = V(ea) {1 + 37 (@) ¥+ 77 (Ga) 97 + - }
We can neglect this term safely on the sug-PIanck scale be- = V(da) Z i'a(m) (k))™, (3.1)
cause this term is smaller by the order(ef{ ) than the pre- "
ceding term. To derive this expression, we have used the back
ground evolution equation for a scalar field. where the coefficient(™ is defined by
The third integral term in the r.h.s. of Eq._(R.5) represents - -
the effect from the indirect change and is characterizedby t o™ = d"V/d¢™ (de1) . (3.2)
dissipation kernel, which is given by ™V (¢er)

Taking into account that during inflatiop; changes on the

_g® (A)
Haperar (21, %2) = Hopergr (1, 02) + Hoprgr (21,22) (2.8)  planck scale, we have normalizeti™ by the Planck mass.

HS ’ — 2IM[Sapera (1, 29 Similarly, we also perturb the gravitational field in thestiot
averar (T1,22) 4 [Saberar (@1, 2)] (29 action. Expanding the total action Eq._({1.1) in terms of the
(A) 1 o fluctuation of the gravitational fieldg and the fluctuation of

Haperar (w1,02) = 4 IM{Fapera (@1, 22)] (2.10) the scalar fieldy, we find that the following vertices appear:

whereS e a (z1, z2) is defined by aWMsgy, a®@sgy?, a®sgy®, aWsgy* - (3.3)

Saberdr (1, x2) = <T*Tab(a:1)fcld/ (z2))[g]. (2.11)  Although the kinetic term also includes fluctuation termshsu
aségy anddge?, since in this section we are interested in in-

T* denotes that we take time ordering before we apply thdormation about’(¢), which is obtained through the coeffi-
derivative operators in the energy momentum tensor. Asientsa™), we do not pay attention to these terms. Of course,
pointed out in([24], only if the background spacetimeat-  when we evaluate the loop corrections in the later sectivas,
isfies the semiclassical Einstein equation, is the gaug®iinv take into account all the fluctuation terms.
ance of the Einstein-Langevin equation guaranteed. Hence, The vertex operators given by Eq._(3.3) correspond to the
in this paper, to guarantee the gauge invariance, we assummertex diagrams depicted in Figl 1. The solid line represent
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whose amplitudes are proportional (eH )¢. Figure2 (3a)
depends on the third-order derivative of the potentiaf),
. while Fig[2 (3b) depends on the fourth-order derivativehaf t
AVAVAVAV o W W potential,a®. Figurel2 (3b) comes from the self-interaction
of the scalar field. On the other hand, the other three graphs
(Fig.[2 (1), (2) and (3a)) are due to the interaction betwhen t
gravitational field and the scalar fieldg(y™(m = 1,2, 3)).
From our discussion here, the higher-order loop correstion
FIG. 1: Vertices although they are suppressed by the Planck scale, make it pos

sible to know the more information about the potential of the
scalar field. If we can detect these loop corrections, it help

the propagation of the scalar field The equation of mo- to discriminate many inflation models, even if they cannot be

tion for the field in the interaction picture is discussed gcs  distinguished only from the linear perturbation analysis.
VAl As we will see later, the propagator in the inflationary
universe is proportional té72. Hence, each solid line con-
tributes agxH)?2. On the other hand, the wavy line represents V. PERTURBATION OF EINSTEIN-LANGEVIN
the propagation of the gravitational fiedg. The coefficient EQUATION
o™ is a coupling constant of the interaction described by the
vertex ofdg ™. Since the higher loop graphs are suppressed Next we discuss the behavior of the loop corrections, espe-
further by (xH)?, we can discuss the quantum corrections bycially those in the superhorizon region. We consider thetim
an iterative perturbation method. evolution of the leading loop corrections, which is de e

To consider the evolution equation of the gravitationatiiiel Fig. [2 (2), in the superhorizon region. To calculate the loop
we integrate out only the degree of freedom of a scalar fieldcorrections to the scalar perturbations and the tensauniert
This means that when we evaluate the effective action in théions, we adopt the following metric form:
CTP formalism, the gravitational field is treated as a classi

cal external field. Hence the gravitational field contrilsuas ;2 _ _ 20v1 1 94,V )dr® — 242 ﬁq) Y, drda’

the external line but not as the internal line, in the effexti i a*(T)(1 + 2 Y )dr a’(7) k2 kAT

action. We represent the gravitational field by the wavy.line +a*(7) (vi; + 2H(t,)ceij(k)Yk)dxid:vj (4.1)
. T ! ? )

Taking into account this fact, we find the leading contribnti

to the effective action is given by the diagram depicted @ Fi \yhereq and-+;; are the scale factor and the metric of max-
(1). The amplitude of this leading diagram is proportionalina|ly symmetric three space. The scalar perturbations are

| @ described byA and (k/H)®, which are the so-called lapse
( function and shift vector, respectivelﬁg) is the tensor per-

) ) z
(xH) : .
2 turbation. The scalar perturbations are expanded by a com-
(H) ; : . i
o oo plete set of harmonic functiory, (x), which satisfies
(04
@ a® (A + K2V, (@) = 0. 4.2)

(3a) (3b) > Using these harmonic functions, we find the scalar compo-

nents of vector variables are expanded by
oc“’(x e

FIG. 2: Feynman diagrams.

Vi =k, (4.3)

The tensor perturbations are expanded by the basik),
which satisfies the transverse traceless conditithe,; (k) =
0 andk'e;;(k) = 0. Hence our variables are noty,, ®;, and

to (a(MxH)?; it depends both on the Hubble parameter H:(pt;c

and on the first order derivative of the potential!. The Since this gauge choice fixes both the time slicing and the
contribution from this tree-level graph corresponds torgua spatial coordinate completely, all physical variabledwiitis
tum corrections in the linear perturbation analysis, arlthit ~ ansatz are gauge invariant. This choice of the time cootelina
been given in our previous work [36]. In the next leading or-is called a flat slicing, because the spatial curvature Wsis
der depicted by Fig[d2 (2), the amplitude is proportional toin this slicing.

(a?)?(kH)*. It depends on the Hubble paramefeand the Note that because of nonlinear perturbations, the tenser pe
second order derivative of the potential?). In this paper, turbations are not decoupled from the scalar perturbations
we evaluate this leading contribution among loop correctio and the quantum fluctuations of the scalar field may amplify
We just give a few comments on further order contributionsnot only the scalar perturbations but also the tensor geatur
As seen from Fig.[]2 (3), there are two different diagramstions.



A. Scalar perturbations Using it, we eliminateA in Eq. (4.8), and find

. . . 2
First we consider loop corrections to the scalar perturba- (1 — %)6f = —(0pe + dpm) + O((k/}c)Q) . (4.11)
tions. In particular, we discuss the evolution of the gauge- P

invariant variable. We focus on proper nonlinear effects, Hence, in superhorizon region, the two-point correlatiamct
and then we neglect the contributions from the product of thgjon for 4, is expressed in terms of four correlation functions
linear perturbations. Thefis related to the density perturba- of Spe anddp,,, i.e.,
tion in a flat slicing §y = dp/p) as

4

= 520 @) sk = 35 [ Ok ()oncp(2)

¢

(00, (T)3pep (7)) + (3p g (7)0prmp (7))

This variable( is gauge-invariant and turns out to be a cur- I
vature perturbation in a uniform density slicing. In thesela +(60,,1(T)0pmp (7)) } . (4.12)
sical perturbation theory, the energy conservation lawligsp
that this variable is conserved in a superhorizon regiorafor Here we have used the relation
single-field inflation|[18-20]< is directly related to a gravi- c
tational potential at the late stage of the universe and then Vir) = (1 - g)p +O(p (H/mpu)?) . (4.13)
the observed CMB fluctuations. Hereafter, when we need not
clarify the modek, we neglect the index of the momentum for
the perturbed variables. B. Tensor perturbations
The density perturbation in the present slicing is given by

§TO = —po;Y In a similar way to the scalar perturbations, the transverse
0 ! . ~(1)0¢ traceless part of the fluctuation of the energy-momentum ten
= 3g0c(T7(2))[g] + goe (T [#]g], dg](z)) sor is given by
-2 / d'y/—g(y)H*[g)(x, y)bgac(y) + 26°} . | 5o |
[Mﬂj}ﬂ - {—? Y+ 2(pr® 4+ prl) be'y )Yy

(4-5) (4.14)

Since the background energy-momentum tensor is given by _
where we have defined the transverse traceless part of the

(T (x))[g] = ¢"*(T%(2))[g] = —p ¢°*, (4.6)  anisotropic pressure both for the memory term and the
stochastic variable? as

/d%e’ik'm {_gik/d4y\/T(y)

X Hyjeralg)(2, )9 9" 1 59015/

the direct contribution from the gravitational field is debed
as

pﬂ'v(??eij(k)
(T glg),dg)(0) = —— {1+ 5+ O((wI)?) Ay

)
T

(4.7)
With these two relation§{4.5) and (4.7), the density pegiir Pﬂét)ezj(k) = /d%@_lkﬂ3 [9;6&™ ()] - (4.15)
tion in flat slicing is written as
Taking into account that the transverse traceless partrof Ei
5~ _g‘/[ + 2(5pm + 0pe) (4.8)  steintensor is written as
P ,

7 1 i
where we have defined the density perturbations of the [5G j}TT = ;[33 + 250, + k? |HY e, (k)Yy, , (4.16)

stochastic sourcg; and of the memory term as follows:
we find the transverse traceless part of the Einstein-Ldangev

Sp = /d3mefik-:1} {goo/d4y\/T(y) equation as
x Hooerar[9)(2, )9 9% sy (y)} ’
pe = [ e ®® [—go0 0] (4.9) m

= Jp (7). (4.17)
The Hamiltonian constraint equation gives a relation be-

tween the gauge invariant variableand the density pertur- The L.h.s. of this equation is the same as the evolution equa-
bations asg 9 yp tion for linear perturbation. In contrast to the linear pert
I

bation analysis, where the tensor perturbations are désthup
2 5y from the scalar perturbations, the non-linear interaction-
A=3 (%) - (4.10)  ples these two modes. That is why in the r.h.s. there appears

(02 + 230 + K*)H") (7)

= 2a°k? (pﬂ'(t)k (1) + pwét;c (7'))



the influence of quantum fluctuations of a scalar field. A lmea V. NOISE KERNEL

second-order differential equation with a source termligesb

by the retarded Green function constructed from two indepen  The scalar perturbatioiand the tensor perturbatiddig)

dent general solutions. In the present case, since we @ int gre given by the stochastic variable and the memory term. To
gsted in the tensor perturbations amplified .by quantum 'Scalaevaluate the correlation functions farand HY it is nec-
fields, V\_’e gssumg thgt the te_nsqr pe(r:)urbatmns were "’_‘b_seméssary to compute gquantum corrections for the scalar field,
the beginning of inflation. This givel ; (7;) = 0 asthe ini-  which are imprinted on the noise and dissipation kernels. It
tial condition. The two independent general solutions fqr E is expected that the contribution from the memory tefims

(4.17) are given by is smaller than that from the stochastic variablg by the
N N order of magnitude of the slow-roll parameters. The reason
hél)(T) _ HO(z), hz(f) (r) = x2 H(2), is as follows. The dissipation kernel is defined as two-point

function of the energy-momentum tensor. As is seen from the
(4.18)  definition ofa (™), the contribution from the potential term is
suppressed by the slow-roll parameters. Also, as sumnaarize
wherev? = 9+ 3¢ andz = —k7. Hence, we find the solution  in Appendix B of our papet [36], the Green function scales as
for Eq.(4.17) as (—r)Islow-roll parameteri, the superhorizon region. Then,
o0 the time derivative of this Green function is suppressed by
H;I)C(T) = / dr' Gret x(T, T/)Jt k(r’), (4.19) the slow-roll parameters. Taking into account that only the
i contribution in the superhorizon region can accumulatéen t
where the retarded Green function is given by time integral of the memory term, we can see that the con-
tribution from the memory term, which is proportional to the
h;(gl)(f)h;(f) (') — hf)(f)hél)(ﬂ .. dissipation kernel, is suppressed by the slow-roll paranset
Wi(r) 6(r —7')  Neglecting the contribution from the memory term, we find

a(r) a(r)

Gretk(Ta T/) =

the density perturbatiafy only in terms of the density pertur-

(4.20) bation of the stochastic variable as

i 1)
with by = 2% (5.1)
@ Do m w4
Wi(r) = () dr g () = g (7) dr h (7). Similarly, the tensor perturbatioHéf) is given by the trans-
(4.21)  verse traceless part of the anisotropic pressure of theasec

. ) , , ) tic variable as
Substituting general solutions into these equations, vieiob

1
the corresponding retarded Green function as g® (r) = _7”{52 dx’(i) e o
Tk k2 2!
Giret k(Tv T/) (1) 2) (! 2(./ ) (0
T G(T/) - (1) (2) , , X Im[Hu (‘T Hz/ (‘T )] a (T )pﬂ-fk(x ) .
=-3 () Vrr' Im[HV (x)H,  (2')] 0(r — 1) . (5.2)

(4.22) In this section, we shall evaluate the correlation functioh
) dpe andpme. In Appendix A, we calculate these correlation
Here we have used the formula for the Hankel functions:  fynctions from the noise kernel. They are expressed in terms
d d 4 of the Wightman Green function for the interaction picture
Hﬁl)(x)%HIEQ)(x) - H;EQ)(x)%Hﬁl)(x) =——-(4.23)  field in momentum space; (v1, 7). First we determine the
Green function, and then we evaluate the correlation fancti
Substituting these expressions into E._(#.19), we find thef dpe andpre.
tensor perturbations amplified by quantum scalar field as

(t)
HTk(T) A. Propagator
= T T4 ) o e HO (@) HD ()] T, () i i i
A a(7) v v tk As mentioned before, to compute the correlation functions,

. ) it is necessary to determine the Wightman function in momen-
s x\1te
=53 d:v'(;) [z Tm[HO (2) H (2)] ], (2') tum space, )
: (4.24) Gy (11, 72) = Prp(T)¥} i (72) (5.3)

wherey (1) is the mode function of a quantum scalar field,
Here we have used the fact that the scale factor scales gich satisfies the wave equation

a(t) o |7|~(+2). We have also omitted the contribution from B ) s 9o
the subhorizon region because the Hankel functions otilla ¥r.k (7) + 2Hzk' (7) + {k™ + a” " Viy Jby (1) = 0.
wherez is larger than one. (5.4)



We solve this equation under the slow-roll condition. Intro Here we have used the relation
ducing a new variable a8, (7) = a(7) ¥ ;1 (7), this equation

is rewritten as 7 =(1—-¢e)?H? = (1—-¢)*H}. (5.14)
N;’(T) + K —{2—e—nv(3— 5)}9{2]77[316(7) =0, (5.5) To compute the correlation functions, it is sufficient to €on
sider the evolution of the Wightman function in the superhor
where we have used the relation zon region. The behavior &} (11, 72) in the superhorizon

c c region is summarized in Appendix B in_[36].
a’k?V = a2112p(1 - §) = 3K* (1 - §) . (5.6)

On the sub-Planck scale, we can neglect the term whose B. Scalar perturbations
magnitude is smaller by the order 6fH)? than that of the
leading term. We also ignore higher-order terms with respec  Once the Wightman function is determined, we can com-
to the slow-roll parameters. So we do not include the timepute the correlation function @f, from Eq. (A12).
evolution of slow-roll parameters. Under these assumption

the equation for) becomes (6pege (T)Spep (7))
2 2+ 3(c — )7 - _ /dS B = RTIHDE) 10 (1 0 (1 ()
)+ [1- 22 g0 0, ) md e Eola)o@l®|
1 3
wherez = —k7, and we have usetf ~ —1/[(1 — ¢)7]. The -3 ok +p)/d q

general solution is given by the Hankel functions as
(a1)72 (aﬁqaﬁk*q —q- (k _ Q)) 4 agz)vlclliQ}

{
% {(02) 720,90, — g (k — @) + " Vs's? |
R

where3? = 9/4 + 3(e — nv), with two arbitrary integration ~ e{ GT](Tla TQ)GJ;c (71, Tz)}
constants” andD. This implies k-ql

D(r) = & {C’Hél)(a:)—i-DHéQ)(a:)} . (5.8)

Y
T1,T2=T

(5.15)
1
Yi(1) = o {C“Hél)(x) + DHEQ)(:c) } . (5.9)  where the number of the superscrig} represents the power
a(r) of (kH). We put the momentum superscript on the par-

We assume that the mode functions should have the same for{ig! derivative operator. This means, for example! oper-
as in Minkowski spacetime, i.e., ates only on the Wightman function with the momentgm
Gg(n, 79). It is convenient to divide this correlation func-
I 510 tion into the subhorizon par,(7,k) and the superhorizon

k(i) = 2k : (5.10) partly, (7, k), which are defined by

when the wavelength is much shorter than the horizon scale, (7.k) = pe
i.e., at very early stage of the universe. This fact may be tru sbAf R = €[, o0 q
in the present gauge rather than the comoving gauge. Then

_ _ 2)1re
the mode function and the Wightman function in momentum x {(al) 2(3nq3nk “—q-(k —Q)) +a?Vy lﬁQ}
space are given b
° ? g X {(az)’Q(@z“aTzH —q-(k —q)) + Oééz)‘/zdff?}
_Vrlrl e esios ) + T
d(r) = 55 L T i) (5.11) X Re[G (s )G g (1 Tz)} ... (519
2
N _man @ (2) ‘ _ 3
Gy (m, m2) = 1 aa, Hy'(x1) Hy (22) - Lp(T,k) = /qe[o., md q
(5.12)

X {(fll)_2 (anqank_q —q-(k— q)) + a?’Vleﬂ}

Settinga; = 1, we give the scale factai(7) by a(r) = { ,2( ke (2)vrel 2
e ) . . x 000,71 ~q- (k- @) + o V5'k?
(;/7)" <. Using this fact, we rewrite the Wightman function (a2) 2T q-(k=q))+ay"Var
as X Re[GZ(Tl, TQ)G‘J;C_q‘(Tl, Tz)} (5.17)
T1,T2=T
+ _ m/Ti T (T2 \ M) (2)
Gy (1, ) = 4 ( -2 ) Hy ' (x1) Hy (x2) First we discuss the subhorizon pdtt, (7, k). Since we con-
3 . ’ sider only the superhorizon mode as the momentum of the
_ 7 (2122)2 (7172) (1—e)2H2 HM (21) HP (z,).  external line k), k is much smaller than the horizon scale
4 kK 7} S ? H. This implies that the momentum of the internal lige

(5.13) in Iy (7, k), which is larger thar¥, is much larger than the



external momentunt;. Hence, we can approximdte— k| as
q. S0l (7, k) depends only om, and then

I (1,k) = Iy (1) = —k3Ibb( ) o %(—m)?’.

= (5.18)

Here we have separated the scale invariant pakt éf Since
the remaining parts® Iy, (7), must be a function of-k7, we
find that even the leading part &, (7,k) decays ag—kr)3.

Hence we can neglect the contribution from the subhorizon

region.
Consequently, the correlation function&ﬁgk(r) is evalu-
ated only in the superhorizon region as

(30 ek (V0pep(r) ) = < 6k + @) Lp(r, k). (5.19)

8

Substituting this result into Eq[_{5.119), we obtain the etar
tion function ofdp,,(7) as

(6P ek (T)0pep ()

4 2
~ 78-‘— {:‘ﬁ]i;g )} ( VVcl) x4(nv—5) 5(]6 +p)

(LA e

i
(5.23)

If € > ny, it diverges when we remove the cut-éff.

C. Tensor perturbations

As seen in Appendix B in [36], in the superhorizonregion, the  Next we calculate the correlation function of the transgers

Wightman functionG;’ (71, 72) is approximated as

R

G;: (7'1, 7-2)
(5.20)

Substituting this expression into the definition/gf(r, k) and
neglecting the sub-leading terms w.r.t. the slow-roll paga
ters, we obtaidy, (7, k) as
21 |7|>48

4 a(r)*

Ip(T,k) = (’I]\/VCIIQQ)

X / d3q
q€(0, H] q3+2(5—77v) |k —q|3+2(5—nv) .
(5.21)

traceless part of the anisotropic pressure of the stochaesii
able,prg. (1), which is given by Eq(ATl7) in Appendix B, as

(pmeg ()€’ (R)pmep (72)e, (p))

= m&k‘i‘P)/d?’Q( (k:kg) )

xRe{G (71, TQ)GJIFk_q‘(Tla Tz)} :
(5.24)

For the tensor perturbations, we also divide the correiatio
functions into the subhorizon pa#ty, (71, 72,k) and the su-
perhorizon part, (71, 72, k), which are defined as

Jsp (11,72, k)
(k-q)*\?2
=0(m — 7'2)/ dq (¢* -
q€[H2,00] ( k2 )

Here we encounter the so-called infrared divergence pnoble

In the long wave limit ¢ — 0), the integrand is approximately XRG[ (Tla )G k— ql(ﬁa 72) }
g~ B+2(e=mv)l Then this integral could be divergent depend-

ing on the signature dt — 1/ )[68]. This is the infrared (IR) +0(r2 —11) / d’q (q2 )
problem, which sometimes appears in the quantum field the- 4€[H1,00]

ory in an inflationary universe. When we use the scale in- xRe[ (71, )Gt (11, 72)}
variant power spectrum, in general we find this divergence on k—q|

the loop corrections. Here, introducing the cut off by thie in (5.25)

tial horizon scale, we just neglect the effects from the long
wave modes whose comoving lengths are larger than the ini-
tial horizon scale; H;. We tentatively discuss this IR problem

in Sed.V1l and elaborate this problem in [69].

After introducing the cut offH{; and integrating over the
internal momentung, we obtain a finite result. Using the
loop integral Eq. [(B#), whose detailed derivation is given i
Appendix C, we find, (7,k) as

Jsp (7’1, Tka)

(k-q)*\?
=0(r — 7'2)/ dq (¢* -
q€[H;,H2] ( k2 )

XRG[G (Tl, T2)GTk7q|(Tl’ Tg)}

(k-q)*\2
+9(Tg—7’1)/ d3q q2—
qe[th{l] ( I{JQ )

xRe{G*{I(n, TQ)GTkiql(Tl, 7’2)} )
(5.26)

I (T,K)

27
= (V) 3

[ 11— (H;/k)~2E==m) ] ( k )3+4(€—WV)} .

H(T)4xf4(sfnv)

3 2(e —nv) © 3

H

(5.22) sor perturbation[—]i(f}c (7) at conformal timer, it is necessary

Note that to compute the correlation function for the ten-
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to consider the correlation function 9)ﬁgk for two differ-  not suffer from the infrared problem. In SecVIl, we discuss
ent timesr; andr,. This is because, as seen from Hg.|(5.2),the origin of this infrared divergence and the reason why onl

the expression oHéf) includes the time integral. Therefore, t€nsor perturbations does not containit.
there are two different comoving horizon scales correspond As a result, we obtain the correlation function for the tenso
ing to the different times;, and 7. For the same reason as Part of the anisotropic pressure as
in the case of the scalar perturbations, we have introdumeed t ( i J (4)
* prep(T1)e’; (k) prep(T2)e’; (p))
IR cut-off H;. Nevertheless, we can see later, for the tensor 5’; I P !
pert_urbations,l eve_n_if we remove the IR cut-off, the loop cor = (ara2)"2 6(k +p) Jep (11,72, k)
rections remains finite.

. . 4
By virtue of the same argument as that presented in the ~ 2n Hka Sk +p) [6(as — xl)x%nvx;1+4572nv
scalar perturbations/y, (71, 72,k) contains only the decay- 15 (aia9)
ing modes. To show this, note that if eithekr; or —krs is CAtde—omy oy 3 )
larger than unity, it does not produce cumulative contrdng +0(z1 — 22)1, Ty — Z(Ilb) "
because of the oscillation of the Hankel function in sulshami (5.29)

region, as mentioned in Eq._(4]124). Hence, it is sufficient to _ )
consider only the case where betltr, and—k, are smaller In our computation, we have neglected the Ioop corrections
than unity. If, > 7, then the inner momentumis larger from the tensor perturbations, beclause.the amplitude oépow
than¥, ~ —1/m. Hence, this implies that is larger than spectrum for the tensor perturbations is smaller than trat f
k. Approximatinglk —q| asq, we find that/y, (1, 7, k) con- the scalar perturbations by order of the slow-roll paramete

tains only the decaying mode as we have shown in the scalar
perturbations. The same discussion is valid also in case of
T9 > 711. Hence, in order to compute the correlation function

of pwét), it is sufficient to consider only the contribution from

the superhorizon regioty, (71, 72, k). As shown in Eqgs.[(5]1) an@ (5.2), the leading parts of the

As with the case of scalar perturbations, substituting the,,re|ation function of the density perturbation in a flitiag
approximation of the Wightman function in the superhonzon(s and of the tensor erturbaticﬁiig) are determined by the
region into the definition off, (1, 72, k), we find the contri- f p y

VI. LOOP CORRECTIONS TO THE CORRELATION
FUNCTIONS

bution from the superhorizon region as stochastic variable&p, andpwét). We then have calculated
the correlation functions ofp, and pr¢ for the noise ker-
T k) 1 (1ymp)t 28 nel. Combining these results, we shall evaluate the caivela

T1, T = ——— H

spATL T2 4 (aras)? functions ofs; and H{?.
k.qg)2\2
'{9(71—72)/ d3q(q2—( kg))
q€[H;,3(2] A. Scalar perturbations
1
X

@3r2Emmv) g — Ef3H2Emmv) To evaluate the correlation function of the density perurb

(k-q)>\2 tion in flat-slicingd s, focusing on the proper nonlinear effects,
+0(19 — n)/ d*q (q2 — 5 ) we neglect the contribution from the product of linear pertu

a€[Hi, 3] k bations. This density perturbation is related to the cumeat

1 } perturbation in uniform slicing by Eq. [4.4). Hence, once
@t2E=nv) |g — k[3+2(e—nv) | we find the loop corrections td;, we also obtain the loop

(5.27) corrections ta;. The curvature perturbatiahis proportional
to the gravitational potential in the late time of the unaer
This loop integral is given by Eq.[(B5) in Appendix C. It and it is directly related to the fluctuation of the temperatu

X

implies of CMB. That is why it is important for us to consider this
gauge-invariant variable among scalar perturbations.
Jsp (71, T2,K) From Eq. [5.1) and(5.23), the loop corrections to the cor-
~ 8 ” [9(:0 — ) L2V 1 de=2ny relation function of the density perturbation are given by
15 "k S 0 (4)
o 3 k(T)0p(T))
+0(zy — @) 2y TV D — —(Ilm)m]v} ’ 4
4 ~ K(KHIC) 2 (—k )4nv §(k+ )
(5.28) ST WA p
_ N2(e—nv)
where we have useff (7)?z~%¢ = H?. To derive this re- X [1 _ L= (k/H) } , (6.1)
lation, we have taken the limit off; — 0. No divergence 3 2(e = mv)

appears. It means that the cut-off for the infrared region isvhere we have used the relation Bf(r)?z=2¢ = HZ. In
not necessary. It is interesting to note that scalar peaturb our previous work|[36], we showed that when we solve ex-
tions have the infrared divergence, but tensor perturbatio  plicitly the Einstein- Langevin equation [24], which indes
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an iterative aspect, it disturbs the constant evolutiog af  the part of the integrand is approximated as
superhorizon region. Since this is a problem of the way to 5 . .
quantize the scalar field and the gravitational field, theesam m |/ () (z) H,,(z)(xl)} ~_ 2 [{(ﬂ) _ (1) } (6.5)
effects may exist in the present loop corrections. Hence, we 3 z Z1
restrict our discussions to the case whgnlog « is smaller  sing this approximation, we find the loop corrections to the
than unity, i.e., we assume thatk7)™" ~ 1. Then, we find  ¢orrelation function of the tensor perturbations as
the correlation function of the density perturbatignas ‘
(9 (7)€’ (k) Hp(r)es(p))

(6 (T)Spp () T (kHyp)* 7

T (nHk)4n2 5(k +p) {l B 1-— (k/Hi)2(8—77v)} ~ IR S(k +p) ( i 15 a:2+2’7v) '

— 9 k3 14 3 2(6 — 77\/) . (6'6)
(6.2)

It is interesting to note that there is no dependence on the in
frared cut offH; in the tensor perturbations. Furthermore, the
tensor perturbations are divergence free in the supedoriz
region. We shall discuss the reason in the next section. In
our computation, we have neglected the loop correctioms fro
e (T>>(4) the tensor perturbations, since the amplitude of the tqueser

P turbations are smaller than that of the scalar perturbatign
T (kHy)* (n_v)2 5(k +p) {l 1= (k/Hi)Q(“”V)} order of the slow-roll parameter
8 k3 € PI3 2(e —nv) '

Taking into account Eq[(4.4), we obtain the loop correction
to the correlation function of the curvature perturbatioomi-
form density slicing; as

(ke

—~

~

(6.3)
VIl. DISCUSSIONS

The final result depends on the initial Hubble horizon scale,
H,; = H,;, which is introduced to remove the infrared diver- Using the Einstein-Langevin equation proposed in [24], we
gence. The case withe — ny| log(k/H;) < 1is particularly ~ calculate the loop corrections to the scalar perturbatoms
interesting. This, in other words, corresponds to the cése dhe tensor perturbations, which are amplified through the no
Ni < 1/2|e — nv|, whereN;, ~ log(k/H;) is the e-folding  linear interaction between the scalar field and the gragitat
from the beginning of inflation to the horizon crossing time. field. Here we discuss the origin of the amplification.

In this case, this correlation function is approximated as When we consider the loop corrections in inflationary uni-
verse, there are two different divergences. One is thevidtra
(Cre(T)Cp (r))® olet (UV) divergence. Since this divergence is originatgd b

4 short wave modes, such divergence also appears in the quan-

7w (kHg)* /nv\2 1 ' . . - : :

~ — 3 (—) ok +p) (— +Nk) . (6.4) tum field theory in a Minkowski background. In inflation-
8 k € 3 ary spacetime, there exists another divergence, whichtis no

Note that there appears the logarithmic corrections. Trese found in Minkowski spacetime. This is the IR divergence. To
sults imply that although the one-loop correctionis supgee ~ avoid this IR divergence, we have introduced the cut-offiat t
by (kHy)* and is smaller by the order of the H})? than initial Hubble horizon size. Then the amplitude of the one-
tree-level effects, it is amplified by the e-folding, from the ~ 00p corrections to the curvature perturbatipis amplified
initial time to the horizon crossing time, which can becomeby the e-folding from the initial time of inflation to the heri
large contrary to the e-folding from the horizon crossimgeti 20N crossing time, i.e., the logarithmic correction. Ifstis

to the end of the inflation. However note that this amplifica-{rue; this amplification may make it possible to detect these
tion is derived by introducing the IR cut-off and the obtaine 00p corrections. Then it will be a great help to clarify the

loop corrections significantly depend on the choice of the IRlundamental properties of an inflation model. o
cut-off. So far we have several discussions about this logarithmic

corrections due to IR divergence. Early works about this
problem are done by Boyanovsky, de Vega and Sanchez [64—
67]. They calculated one loop corrections by light scalar
and fermion fields to the inflaton potential, and also evalu-
) ated those by the gauge invariant curvature and tensorrpertu
The tensor perturbatiofi;,” is related to the source term pations. They found that there appear the IR enhancements
pw(t), and the correlation function (p‘wét) is given by Eq. both in the scalar field corrections and curvature perturba-
@). Then, integrating over = —kr, we obtain the cor- tions, while both fermion corrections and tensor pertuidvest
relation function and the amplitude of the tensor pertudmat do not exhibit IR divergences. Weinberg also pointed that
which could be amplified by the quantum effect of a scalarthe loop corrections to the primordial perturbations behav
field. To integrate over, it is helpful to note the asymp- at most logarithmicl[9, 10]. Afterward Sloth considered the
totic behaviour of the Hankel function when the argument loop corrections to the fluctuation of the scalar field in flat-
is smaller than unity. As summarized in Appendix Blin|[36], slicing [11,/12]. To avoid IR divergence, he introduced the

B. Tensor perturbations
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cut off by the initial horizon scale. As a result, he foundttha there are no background tensor modes, and then the one loop
the loop correction is amplified by the e-folding from the-ini corrections to the tensor perturbation can avoid being tete

tial time of inflation to the horizon crossing time, which is by the background stochastic fluctuations. Furthermore, al
also found in this paper from the analysis based on stochashough in this paper, as the simplest step for treating the IR
tic gravity. Following Sloth, Seery readdressed this peabl divergence, we have simply neglected the long wave modes
more carefully|[[13 14]. In particular, he analysed the evol with —kJ; > 1, the infrared modes require the more care-
tion in the superhorizon region using th& formula [18/53], ful treatment. We will propose the way to regularize the IR
and improved his results. In this paper, we have computedorrections in|[69].

the loop corrections by stochastic gravity, and found the-si There is another notable difference between the scalar and
lar logarithmic corrections for scalar perturbations. Faene  the tensor perturbations. As pointed out in our previouskyor
logarithmic behaviours have been found in other intergctin in the present approach of stochastic gravity the longitaidi
systems|[59-61]. However, we should note that the IR probpart of gravitational field is included iteratively. Thisfedts

lem requires the careful treatment and the way to evaluate Ifhe behavior of perturbations in the superhorizon region. |
effects is controversial [62, 53]. particular, the curvature perturbation deviates from tamts

Recently, Lyth has claimed that, to avoid the assumptiongvhen the e-folding from the horizon crossing time exceeds th
on unknown parts of the universe, the calculation about loopiefinite critical value (slow-roll parameter!). Since this is
corrections should be done inside a comoving box, whose sizge problem of the way to quantize the gravitational field and
L is not too much bigger than the present horizon scale [15khe matter field, the loop corrections to the scalar pertioha
The IR corrections are significantly reduced, although ille st are also influenced by the nonexistence of the longitudiawl p
find the logarithmic behaviours. Furthermore, Bartolo et al of the quantized gravitational field. In fact, as shown in Eq.
claimed that a stochastic approach plays a crucial roledb de (6.1), the one loop correction to the curvature perturlmagio
with this problem|[17]. In relation to their insists, we stu evolves as:*"v in the superhorizon region. On the other hand,
stress our interesting results. That is, although the spala  as shown in Eq.[{616), the tensor perturbations do not decay.
turbations are amplified by the logarithmic correctionss th This means that even if we use the Einstein-Langevin equatio
tensor perturbations are not. Even if we remove the IR cutin the present iterative way, it does not affect the one loop
off, the IR divergence does not appear in tensor pertunbgatio correction to the tensor perturbations.

This difference between the scalar and tensor perturbmtion
seems to be related to the origin of these logarithmic cerrec
tions.

To consider the origin of this logarithmic corrections due
to the IR cut-off, we first mention the prediction in stochas-
tic inflation[40+42/ 44-51]. In stochastic inflation, theagp We would like to thank B.L. Hu, A. Roura, M. Sasaki, J.
wave mode: with & < aH of the scalar field couples to the Soda, A.A. Starobinsky, T. Tanaka, and E. Verdaguer for-valu
short wave modé with & > aH through the nonlinear self- able discussions. Y.U. would like to specially acknowledge
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As a result, the long wave modes come to show stochastitially supported by the Japan Society for Promotion of Széen
behavior. This stochastic behavior of the long wave mode$JSPS) Research Fellowships (Y.U.), and by the Grant-th-Ai
affects the background quantities. for Scientific Research Fund of the JSPS (N0.19540308) and

In our case, due to the nonlinear interaction between théor the Japan-U.K. Research Cooperative Program, and by
gravitational field and the scalar field, the long wave modeshe Waseda University Grants for Special Research Projects
and the background quantities come to show the stochastand for the 21st-Century COE Program (Holistic Research
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Appendix A: Computations of the Noise kernel

In AppendiXA, we calculate the noise kernel, which is defibgéq. [2.2) and(2]3). As shown in Sed.VI, we have to compute
the correlation function of the density perturbation aneltilansverse traceless part of the anisotropic pressuhe stbchastic
variable¢,;. Then, we compute th@, 0, 0’,0') component and the transverse traceless part dfithek’, ') component of the

noise kernel, i.eF%%, (z1,22) andFijk;,(xl, x2). Note that the noise kernel is computed from the quantumuaiiin of the
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scalar field on the background spacetime. Decomposing #iardield intop = ¢.; + ¥, the energy momentum tensor

= VadVio — —gab[V PVP + 2V ()] (A1)
is expressed as the classical part and the fluctuation ptoll@ss:

Tap = T\ + 6Tup ;

T4 = 80,8506+ 59ud% — gV (9u) (A2)
1 — alm)
oo = (00,900 + D37t + na Vot )ades + TtV — SV — gV (6) 30 S ™. (A3)
m=1

The noise kernel, which represents the fluctuation of theggrmomentum tensor, can be expressed in term&Igf. In
fact, substituting this decomposed energy-momentum ténsothe definition ofF . 4 (1, x2), we can express the two-point
function Fyper g7 (1, 2) @s

Fabc’d’ ((El ) 552)
= (6T ap(21)0T crar (22)) = (6T ap (1)) (6T erar (w2))
= a1a20c,1002 [ 0%6% Gy + 05,65, GH + 85,00 G 1 + 6%,65,GH,
+ Nerd! (6 G ;607 + 6 G aol) + nab(5 C’G ;0d’ + 5 d’G ;0¢’ ) + nabnc’d/Ggol]

(a1a2)?
2

+ chl Gﬁ{d' + ng/G;IZC/ - (al)znangc/Gz/;e - (a2)277c/d/sz, Gfb—lhf + 77ab77c'd/G ef’ GH ef’

2
a vy
— ( ) Nab Ve, 1 [a2¢cl 2 041 (5 GH/ + 50 G ot nc’d’G ) + a (G GH, - % nc/d/G;H,GH’f )}

2
. - a €
(@2 Ve [ardas 650 R(0, G + 4G + naGl) + P e (clial - WD aane)]
(1) ~ (1) 2 ~H dgz)déz) 2 ~H\2 dgg)dég) 2 ~H\3 1/2 8
+ (a1a2) nabnc’d’v::llvcl2{ oy KGT + ———("G" )"+ ———(k"G") +O((5SR'€H) )}7
(A4)

whereGH = (Qy (1) (22)|Q) is the Wightman Green function for the interacting systerhicivis defined as the two-
point function of the Heisenberg field;;. Here we have redefined the coefficieat, including the divergent pat? (z,z)
as follows:

(3) (5) 2
6l = ol + “ 26+ 226 Y+ 0((YanH))

@ 2 8
W@
a? =a® 4+ =—K2GH + O3 p(kH)Y)
a® = a® + O((als/}%mH)z) . (A5)

Strictly speaking, we have to renormalize these divergenms$ into the coefficients of the potentidl¢). In this paper, we
assume that these divergent parts are removed by an aggieomormalization procedure. So the finite part of thedmtize
c<(3rr)ectior(1 tgarms is much smaller than the leading term antbagoefficientsy (™). Here we neglect them and approximate
a\™ asa'™.

In our previous work [36], we discussed the linear pertudmatwhich are proportional to<H )2. In this paper, we consider
the leading loop corrections which are proportional#df )*. The self-interaction part contributes to the effectiveacfrom
the order(xH)®, which is depicted in Fig]2 (3). In these diagrams, the daliel represents the interacting picture field which
satisfies the equation

[0% + (D —2)Hdy — V2 + a*V" (¢e1)] s (2) = 0. (AB)

When we compute the effective action up to the ordeirdf)*, we can replace the Wightman function for the Heisenberd fiel
GH (x1,x5) to the Wightman function for the interaction picture figldt (x1, x5). Then, the parts of . ¢ (71, 22), Whose
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orders ardxH)? and(xH )*, are given by
F) u(@1,22) = arazdedas [ 8500, Gy +00,00.G o + 8500 G +0560.GL
+ 770’11’(5 Gho + 084G hy) + Nav(0 c/GJBd/ +0% G 0er) + NabNerar G /]
— (a1)*Nap Vet 102012 Oél k(8% G.Ti, + 69, G. LA Nea G_Jg,)
— (a2)*era Vet 201 e, 1a2 r(6°, G+ + 6% G + Nab GH)
+ (a1a2)*Naperar Vi1 Ve 2 Oég )Oéél)lizGJr (A7)
and

(araz)?

Fég?:’d/ (1, m2) = G G+d/ +G, ad’G / (al)znabG;ch;e;d/ - (az)Qﬁc/d/G;J;f/G;Jg Iy ﬁabnc'd/G;tf'GJr;efl

1 »
— (@) naVean ol { GLGH, = 5 (a2)n0a GG
1
— (az2)’nea Viapoh” { GGl — 5 (@) G LG }

(2) (2

Q) "y

+ (a102)*Napnerar Ver,1 Vero (K*GT)?, (A8)

respectively, where the superscript numbers represeptilers of(« H ). To compute the correlation functions of the primordial
perturbations in momentum space, it is convenient to usedhieier-transformed Wightman function given by

Gl (1, 12) = (V] g (72) (A9)
where the mode function ;. (1) satisfies

[0% + 2380 + k* + a®V (¢et)iv 7] 0 g (T) = 0. (A10)

1. Scalar perturbations

Using Eq. [[A8), we give the leading loop corrections to thereation function of the stochastic variatglg,. To compute
the loop corrections to the scalar perturbations, first weslta find the correlation function of the density perturbatof the
stochastic variable, which is given by tt& 0, 0’, 0') component of the noise kernel. It is obtained from the reel@aFyoo-¢- -
The part of order ofxH)* is

F(4)Oooo/(7'1, m2,k,p) = /d3m1/d3m2eiikml€7ip'm2F(4)0000'(5”17 2)

1
=3 5(3)(k+p)/qu{(al)—2(8ﬁanlk—q _q.(k—q)) —|—a§2)Vcl,1/{2}

X{(az)_Q (87_21187_279—11 —q- (k —Q)) + a§2)‘/cl,21€2} G-Z(Tl, TQ)Gkaq\

(71, T2)
(AL1)

We put the momentum superscript on the partial derivatiegator to represent thaf ? operates only to the Wightman function,
Gt (71, m). For examplep, 90, =4 G (m, TQ)GTkiq‘ (11, 72) meansd;, G, (11, 72)0r, Gkaq\ (71, 72). Taking into
account that the correlation function of the stochastitalde is given by the noise kern€l(2.2), we find Hg. (Al11) irepl

<5P5k(7'1)5l’£p(7'2)>(4) = /d?’icl/d?’wze*ik'mleﬁp'%<§00(171)§0l0'($2)>(4)
= 8|: (4)00 O/(Tlv TQakvp)+F(4)00 0/(717 T2, _ka _p)*:|
1
= §09k+p) [ Paf(@) (05010~ g (- ) + P Viuar?)

x {(@)—2 (aT;aTj—q —q- (k- q)) + aéQ)%mmz}Re{ Gyl )G g (71 )]
(AL2)
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On the third equality, we have transformed the momenjuat—q in the integral offr™ o 0, (7—1, 79, —k, —p)*. Thisintegral
corresponds to the integral of the momentum of the inteineldf the loop graph.

2. Tensor perturbations

Next we calculate the correlation function of the transgdraceless part of the anisotropic pressure for which we lbav
compute the loop corrections to the tensor perturbatiohs.cbrrelation function of the pressure part of the stodhaatiable

is given by the bi- tensoF(4)z . IN momentum space as

j m

FOL (11, T2,k,p) = /dBml/d3w2e k- przFM)la lm’(xl’ z2)

= 3 L (a1a2) 25(k+20)/ a [{d' (kj — aj) + a5 (k" — ¢V Hd" (B — @) + g (K — )}

+ (trace part] G*,(r1, )G (11, 7). (A13)

lk-q|

The transverse traceless part of any tensor on spatial ffstreyrface can be extracted by means of the projection topera
P (k), as follows,

Kk,

t5lk) = [PLle) Pl k) - %P@- () Py ()] k) Piill) = 0 — = (AL4)
Operating the projection operator oS! )Z (71, T2,k,p), we extract its tensor part as follows:
[FWL (m, mkp)lrr = 72(%1@2)2 J(k +p)/d3q Gh(r, )Gy (71 72)
x {—2quIj +4; (q2 - @,;)2) - k;? (q2 v ;)2) + 2%(#% + qikj)}
X{_2ql/qm, o (qz _ (QI;;@)Q) _ kl/k/zm/ (qz + (ql';)Q) I Qk—zk(kl/qu +ql/km’)}-
(A15)

Consequently, taking into account the definition of the edisrnel [2.2), we can give the correlation function of tlemgverse
traceless part of the anisotropic presqmrg) by

(pr ()’ (R)prip (ra)e s ()
_ /dgml/dgcch*ik'mle’ip'm2 <§ij(5171)§l/m/(1172)>(4)tt
1
)

=3 (araz) "2 o(k +p)/d3q RG[G-Z(TL Tz)GJ‘rk,fq‘(Tl, 7'2)}

x{—2qiqj +6ij(q2 _ (qk§)2) _ k;lzfy (q2—|— (qkf)z) +2k—2k(/€iq,j +qikj)}

v v > (g-k)? kY kg 2, (g-k)° q-k v v
><{—2q qm' + 6 mf(q — )— 2 (q R )+27(k qm’ + ¢ km’)}'
(Al6)
Especially when we contract the suffidgs m’) and(j, !’), this correlation function is rewritten as
(pmege ()€’ (k) prep (72)e’;(p)) ™)
-1 (a1a 5k + d® - ko)’ ) Re[G (11, 2)GT (11, T2) (A17)
=1 102) p) q kg L 2)5 g\ T T2) |-
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Appendix B: Loop integration

To integrate over the inner momentug, it is convenient to consider the functiongik, 6, ) and g(k, 6, H) which are

defined as
f(k,6,H) = / d%ié (B1)
U eesg @0 ke —qfPt0
_ s [ o (k-g)?\2 1 1
6(k,6,36) = / e e T (82)

whered is an arbitrary small constant. Here we assumekhat much smaller thah, i.e.,k; < k. In fact, k; is defined by the
horizon scale on the initial time &s = J;. Since we are interested only in the modes whose scales ane smaller than the

initial Hubble horizon scale, it is appropriate to assume .

To make the integration simple, we approximite- g|~(3*%) as

1 k-q 2
forg <k k—qP ~ k3+5{1+3?+0((q/k) )}
1 k-q 2
fork<a ¥ o {1+ B o((k/a?) } (B3)
Thenf(k,d, H) is given by
f(k 5 :}’C) = 47 {_li{(k _ ']{:_)*5 _ k-ﬁé} _ 1 {%7375 _ (k+ k_)73725}:|
T § k3+0 ! ¢ 3426 !
Ay a1 1 ki\—° LrkN3, o5
= w550 (5F) -5 ] (B4)
Similarly, g(k, , H) is given by
_ 32mp 1 1 \A—6 4-5 1 1-25 \1-26
g(k,0,30) = 15 [4—6k3+5{(k i) ks }+1—25{j{ (k =+ ki) H
327 3
~ 220 :H:1725__k1725 ) B5
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