arXiv:0801.0126v1 [hep-th] 30 Dec 2007
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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 logarithoairrection, 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 corrections induced from interactions between a scalat fiel
and a gravitational field. Stochastic gravity was proposed a
a means of discussing the behavior of the gravitational field

Inflation provides a natural framework explaining both the s
) ; : : ; on the sub-Planck scale, which is affected by quantum matter
large-scale homogeneity of the universe and its smalkscal fields (21, 2] 23, 34, 25, D6, 27,128, 29]. From our naive

regularity. Despite its attractive aspects, there areratiny tati thi le. th tum fluctuat
unknowns about the inflation theory, since in most models inSxpectation, on tnis energy scale, the guantum fluctuafion o
flation takes place on an energy scale many orders of magn'he matter f'?ld. may domlngte that of the gravitational field.
tude higher than that accessible by accelerators. Thisystwh ased on this insight, Martin and Verdaguer have presented

is necessary to learn all we can about this high energy regim e evolution equation of the_graV|tat|0naI field, W.h'Ch I5a
from the signatures left by inflation in the present universee‘:teoI by a quantum.scal_ar field [24]. The effect induced by
[1,12,3]4]. t_he guantum matter f|e!d is Eevalluated b}/ the so—cal[ed closed
. time path (CPT) formalism [30, 31, 32,133,/ 34]. We integrate
However, when we consider the power spectrum of the Cury,e action over quantum scalar fields. As a result the esiuti
vature perturbatiog only by linear analysis, many inflation g ation of the gravitational field is described by a Langevi

models pred_ict the same results, which are compatibl_e Witlilype equation, which is called the Einstein-Langevin equa-
the observational data, although the fundamental thearees 4, | general, we need great effort to compute the loop

quiet different. To discriminate between different inary o rections. In stochastic gravity, however, because we on
models, it is important to take into account nonlinear &€c {q.,s on non-linear interaction between a scalar field aad th

[5.16,17,18,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14.115,/16]. In particular, the o itational field, which gives the leading contributiantbe

classical perturbation theory predicts that when we c@nsid g, pjanck scale, it makes the computation of such loop cor-
most inflation models, the curvature perturbatiowhichis o tions much more easy. In our previous warK [35], we ap-
directly related to the fluctuation of the temperature of CMB .o this formalism to the linear perturbations, espégit

is conserved in the superhorizon regionl [18, (19, 20]. In thigyo «,rvature perturbatioqy which is important to consider

case, the primordial perturbation is essentially charé®é b jmprint on observational data. We find that it reproduces
by the behavior of the background inflaton field near the timgo same results as the prediction obtained by the quaintizat

of horizon exit. Although this fact makes the computation of o¢ e gauge invariant variablés [48] 49], except for thattoh

the generated primordial perturbations simple, it makégit 556 Only when the e-folding from the horizon crossing time
ficult to discriminate different inflation mpdels. ThatisWh {5 the end of inflation exceeds some critical value, does the
the non-local dependence on the evolution of the backgroun instein-Langevin equation ih [24] not give the same ressilt

scalar field has been studied among the nonlinear quantugga; of the gauge invariant variables. This is because wetlo n
effects such as the loop correctionsi[9, 10]. Despite their i g, antize the longitudinal part of the gravitational fieldirced

portance, it is difficult to compute these non-linear quamtu 5 \antum scalar field for the special benefit of simplifica-
effects. This is because they contain integrations reggrdi 4, [24]. However, we should stress that stochastic gyavit

internal momental [11, 12, 13,114]. Furthermore, there arg;y il provide the correct calculation when the e-faidiis
several types of nonlinear interactions that induce looBes g 561 than the critical value. In this case, stochastwity
tions, such as self-interaction of a scalar field and inte@ac g \\ell-suited for loop calculations. Hence, in this paper.

between a matter field and a gravitational field. Depending ori‘hg stochastic gravity, we evaluate loop corrections tdasca

it(r;re interaction term, we find different loop correction beha 5 tensor perturbations induced by quantum scalar fields.

Stochastic gravity may be well-suited to computing loop " general, loop corrections contain a divergent part. In
a quantum field theory in Minkowski spacetime, the diver-
gence usually appears on the high energy scale. To discuss
finite and physical quantities, appropriate regularizatnd
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ter (or quasi de Sitter) spacetime. This is the infraredrdive value, the final amplitude has a logarithmic correction.tsaic
gence. When we cannot neglect the effects of the gravi@tion logarithmic correction amplifies the loop corrections. Wea
field, the definition of the positive frequency mode functionfind that there is a crucial difference between the logarithm
becomes ambiguous. The infrared divergence is relatecbto ttcorrections in scalar and tensor perturbations, whichaded
choice of initial condition for the mode function. to the infrared divergence.

In this paper, we discuss this infrared problem, taking into
account the behavior of one-loop corrections to the scaldr a  In this paper, we consider a minimally coupled single-field
the tensor perturbations. The infrared problem is impdrtaninflation as a simple slow-roll inflation model, whose acti®n
because if we introduce an infrared cut-off to obtain a finitegiven by

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

wherer?% = 8rGp is the bare gravitational constant. The terministic motion is influenced and modified by stochastic
subscript “B” represents the values of bare coupling carista behavior of the environmental source. It is worth while not-
After we regularize divergent parts and renormalize them, wing that this Langevin-type equation is well-suited notyonl
set the renormalized constantsrias- 3 = A = 0 for simplic-  to understanding the properties of inflation and the oridin o
ity. We also represent the renormalized gravitational tamits  large-scale structures in the Universe but also to expigini
by x* = 8rG. In order to characterize the slow-roll infla- the transition from quantum fluctuations to classical seeds
tion, we adopt two slow-roll parameters:= —H/H? and When we consider an interacting quantum system, which
nv = V.se/k?V. As for the time variable, we use the confor- includes the gravitational field on the sub-Planck scale, we
mal time, 7, and represent the time derivative by a prime. expect that quantum fluctuations of matter fields dominate
The paper is organized as follows. In S&d. 1l, we brieflythat of the gravitational field. In stochastic gravity, we as
review the basic idea of stochastic gravity and consider théume that the gravitational field is not quantized but, rathe
properties of the Einstein-Langevin equation, which dessr  can be treated classically, because we are interested in-a su
the evolution of the gravitational field affected by quantumPlanckian scale. However, it is important to take into actou
scalar fields. Then we consider perturbations of the Einstei fluctuation of the gravitational field induced through iratex
Langevin equation around an inflationary background spacdion with quantum matter fields. To discuss such gravitation
time. In Sec.[ll, we discuss how the loop corrections de-field dynamics, the CTP formalism is useful.
pend on the potential of the scalar field in diagrammatical The effective action for an in-in expectation value of the
language. This part is independent from the computation ofravitational field is derived by integrating matter fields.
the loop corrections in the later sections. In S&c] 1V, wel24], Martin and Verdaguer derive the effective equation of
consider the perturbation of the Einstein-Langevin equati motion based on the CTP functional technique applied to a
Solving this perturbed equation, we can compute the primorsystem-environment interaction, more specifically, based
dial perturbations generated from the quantum fluctuatfon othe influence functional formalism of Feynman and Vernon.
the scalar field. The quantum fluctuation of the scalar field idn addition to the ordinary Einstein-Hilbert action, thig
represented by the stochastic variable. In §éc. V, we campueffective action contains two specific terms, which deserib
the correlation function of the stochastic variables. figki the effects induced through interaction with quantum nnatte
into account the results in Sec. ]IV and SEd. V, we evaluatéields. One is a memory term, by which the equation of mo-
the loop corrections to the scalar and tensor perturbatiims  tion depends on the history of the gravitational field itself
conclusion and discussion follow in SEC_VII. The other is a stochastic sour€g,, which describes quan-
tum fluctuation of a scalar field. The latter is obtained from
the imaginary part of the effective action, and as such it can
not be interpreted as a conventional action. Indeed, there a
pear statistically weighted stochastic noises as a soarcbd
gravitational field. Under the Gaussian approximations thi
First we shortly summarize the basic points of stochastigtochastic variable is characterized by the average valde a
gravity. The basic equation in stochastic gravity dessrthe  the two-point correlation function:
evolution of the gravitational field, whose source termiggi
by quantum matter fields. The effective action is obtained by (Eap(x)) =0,
integrat_ing matter fie!ds V\_/ith the CTP formali_sm. We fin.d the (Eap(21)Eerar (22)) = Naperar (21, T2) (2.1)
Langevin-type equation, i.e., the so-called Einsteingdeuin
equation, which is analogous to the equation of motion fowhere the bi-tensotV,.ra/ (21, z2) is called a noise ker-
the Brownian particle. In the Brownian motion case, the denel, which represents quantum fluctuation of the energy-
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momentum tensor in a background spacetime, i.e., We can neglect this term safely on the sub-Planck scale be-
1 cause this term is smaller by the order(eff)? than the pre-
Naperar (21, 72) = ~REFoperar (21, 12)] ceding term. To derive this expression, we have used the back
4 ground evolution equation for a scalar field.
= é<{Tab(Il) — (Tup(1)), Tup(22) — (Tap(x2))P[g] » The third integral term in the r.h.s. of Eq._(R.5) represents

the effect from the indirect change and is characterizedhby t
(2.2) dissipation kernel, which is given by

where{X,Y} = XY + Y X, gis the metric of abackground g7 . (1. 20) = H, (21 29) + HX, (21, 29) (2.8
spacetime, and the bi-tensby,. « (,y) is defined by b d(s() 1,72) abcld( 1, 22) + Hopo g (21, 22) (2.8)

. . H,»" (21, 22) = =IM[Saperar (21, 22)] (2.9)
Fabc’d’(xlaxQ) = <Tab($1)TC/d/(fL‘2)>[g] be'd 4

~(Tu(@)lg] (Ta (22))lg] - (2:3) H o (@1,02) = Jm{Fancea (w1,22)], (2.20)

The expectation value for the quantum scalar field is evatliat wheresS, ;. 4 (71, x2) is defined by
in the background spacetinge

Including the above-mentioned stochastic sourcg gfthe Saverar (1, w2) = (T Tap(v1)Terar (22)) 9] (2.11)
effective equation of motion for the gravitational field isitv 7+ denotes that we take time ordering before we apply the
ten as derivative operators in the energy momentum tensor. As

pointed out in([24], only if the background spacetimsat-
isfies the semiclassical Einstein equation, is the gauggimnv
(2.4) ance of the Einstein-Langevin equation guaranteed. Hence,
in this paper, to guarantee the gauge invariance, we assume
wheredg is the metric perturbation induced by quantum fluc-the background spacetime satisfies the semiclassicaleffinst
tuation of matter fields and stochastic sougeis character-  equation.
i_zed by the average value and the two-point correlationfunc  The Einstein-Langevin equation Ef._{2.4) contains two dif-
tion Eq. [2.1). o _ _ ferent sources. One is a stochastic sogrgewhose correla-
Note that this equation is the same as the semiclassicgbn function is given by the noise kernel. From the explicit
Einstein equation expect for a source term of stochastie varform of a noise kernel Eq[{2.2), we find tha, represents
ablesg,,. Furthermore, the expectation value of the energythe quantum fluctuation of the energy momentum tensor. The
mom_entum tensor includes a nonlocal effect as follows. ligther is an expectation value of the energy momentum tensor
consists of three terms as in the perturbed spacetinig-+dg), which includes a memory
= ab = ab ~(1)ab term. The integrand of a memory term consists of a dissipa-
(") mlg + og] = (T (@))lg] + <T( : [#la], dg)())g] tion kernel andgfluctuation of the gravitational field. Todsv P
_ 2/d4y\/T(y)H“de[g](x, Y)8gea(y) + O(g%) Figate the evolution for fluctuation of the gravitgtionallcﬂie
it is necessary to calculate the quantum correction of ascal
(2.5) field and evaluate the noise kernel and the dissipation kerne
Note that the noise kernel and the dissipation kernel corre-

where the expectation value pf )" andHf’de are d_efmed spond to the contributions from internal lines or loops a@f th
below (EOI- [2.5) and(28)). Thg eyoluthn equation for aFeynman diagrams, which consist of propagators of a scalar
scalar field erends on the gravitational field. As a resultﬁeld and do not include those of the gravitational field in our
the expectation value of energy-momentum tensor @)(Z'S)approach
depends not only directly on the spacetime geometry but also '

indirectly through a scalar field. When we perturb a spacetim

G®[g + 6g] = &% |(T™)gg + dg] + 267" |

as(g+§g), two different Chang_es appear in the right hand Slde . GENERIC FEATURE FROM THE VERTEX
of Eg. (2.5). The second term in E.(R.5) represents thetdire OPERATORS
change, which is described by fluctuation of the gravitation
field 3¢ as Before we discuss loop corrections to the primordial per-
(TMablglg], 3g] () turbations in detail, we consider the dependence of loop cor
1 ’ R rections on a potential of a scalar field diagrammatically.
= (ig“bégcd —0%g"6g4e — 6bcg“eégde) (Th)g], First we divide a scalar field into the classical pat,; and
9 the part of small quantum fluctuatiap Inflation is mainly
_{ (1 _ E)p n %}(Qacgbd _ lgabgcd) S e, driven by $.;. Expanding a potential of the scalar figlt¢)
3 2a 2 aroundgp,;, we can write
(2.6) v LV
J— —_ —_— 2 e
whered? is defined in terms of the quantum fluctuation of V(9) = V(da) {1 Ty (bat) ¥+ 21V (bat) 97 + }
the scalar field) as follows: i L
g = V(¢a) —a'™ (k)™ (3.1)
09? = (VoyVou + 77 VbV ;9)[g]. 2.7) o ™
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where the coefficient(") is defined by

o(m) = d"V/dg™ (¢ar)

FIG. 2: Feynman diagrams.

K™V (fer) (3:2)

As long as the slow-roll condition is valid, the order of mag- depicted in Fig[R (1). The amplitude of this leading diagram

nitude of the coefficient(™ is given by is proportional to(a(VxH)?; it depends both on the Hubble
parametetd and on the first order derivative of the potential,

o™ = (numerical factoy x (esg)® , (3.3) oM. The contribution from this tree-level graph corresponds

to quantum corrections in the linear perturbation ana/ysig

wheres s represents the slow-roll parameter (eitherny). it has been given in our previous wotk [35]. In the next lead-

This relation is shown by the inductive method, whose proofng order depicted by Fid.l 2 (2), the amplitude is proporiion

is given in AppendixA. to (a?)?(kH)*. It depends on the Hubble parameféand

Similarly, we also perturb the gravitational field in theaiot  the second order derivative of the potentigP) . In this paper,
action. Expanding the total action E4._(1.1) in terms of thewe evaluate this leading contribution among loop correctio
fluctuation of the gravitational fieldg and the fluctuation of We just give a few comments on further order contributions.
the scalar fieldp, we find that the following vertices appear: As seen from Fig.[12 (3), there are two different diagrams,

whose amplitudes are proportional (eH )¢. Figure2 (3a)
aWsg, a@sgw?, a®sgy®, aWigy* .- .(3.4)  depends on the third-order derivative of the potentaP),
o ) ) while Fig[2 (3b) depends on the fourth-order derivativehaf t
Although the kinetic term also includes fluctuation termshsu potential,a¥). Figure2 (3b) comes from the self-interaction
asdgy anddgy?, since in this section we are interested in in- of the scalar field. On the other hand, the other three graphs
formation about/(¢), which is obtained through the coeffi- (Fig.[3 (1), (2) and (3a)) are due to the interaction betwhen t
cientsa("™), we do not pay attention to these terms. Of coursegravitational field and the scalar fieldgy™ (m = 1,2, 3)).
when we evaluate the loop corrections in the later sectioes, From our discussion here, the higher-order loop correstion
take into account all the fluctuation terms. although they are suppressed by the Planck scale, make it pos

Since the coefficient(™) is suppressed more lfysr)™/*>  sjble to know the more information about the potential of the
for largerm, we can discuss the quantum corrections perturscajar field. If we can detect these loop corrections, it fielp
batively. (As we will see later, the higher loop graphs areyg giscriminate many inflation models, even if they cannot be

suppressed further biy./)?.) The vertex operators given by gistinguished only from the linear perturbation analysis.
Eq. (3.3) correspond to the vertex diagrams depicted ifZig.

The solid line represents the propagation of the scalarfield

The equation of motion for the field in the interaction pietur IV. PERTURBATION OF EINSTEIN-LANGEVIN
is discussed in SeE_VIA. As we will see later, the propagator EQUATION

in the inflationary universe is proportional i>. Hence, each

solid line contributes ag<H)?. On the other hand, the wavy  Next we discuss the behavior of the loop corrections, espe-
line represents the propagation of the gravitational figld  cjally those in the superhorizon region. We consider thetim
The coefficientn(™) is a coupling constant of the interaction eyolution of the leading loop corrections, which is depidte
described by the vertex o 4. Fig. [2 (2), in the superhorizon region. To calculate the loop

~ Toconsider the evolution equation of the gravitationatfiiel corrections to the scalar perturbations and the tensounert
in stochastic gravity, we integrate out only the degree®&fr tjons, we adopt the following metric form:

dom of a scalar field. This means that when we evaluate the

effective action in the CTP formalism, the gravitationaldie ;.2 _ _ 2.y1 4 94,V )dr® — 242 ﬁq) Y.y drdz?
is treated as a classical external field. Hence the grawitati § @™ (7)(1 + 24V )Jdr a’(7) k4 jEATAr
field contributes as the external line but not as the intdime| +a2(7) (755 + o) ei;(k)Yg)da'dz? | (4.1)

in the effective action. We represent the gravitationatifley Tk
the wavy line. Taking into account this fact, we find the lead-wherea and~;; are the scale factor and the metric of max-
ing contribution to the effective action is given by the dmm  imally symmetric three space. The scalar perturbations are
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described byA and (k/H)®, which are the so-called lapse the direct contribution from the gravitational field is deked

function and shift vector, respectiveIﬁTt is the tensor per- @s
turbation. The scalar perturbations are expanded by a com-

2
plete set of harmonic functioxj, (), which satisfies (TW0[g], 8g](z)) = _ﬁ{l + % + O((HH)Q)}/).AY.
(A + k)Y (@) =0. (4.2) (4.7)
Using these harmonic functions, we find the scalar compoWith these two relation§ (4.5) and (#.7), the density pedur
nents of vector variables are expanded by tion in flat slicing is written as
Y =—-k1Y, .. 4.3
i ks (4.3) TR (apm +0pe). (4.8)

The tensor perturbations are expanded by the hasik),

which satisfies the transverse traceless conditith;; (k) =  where we have defined the density perturbations of the
0 ?r;dkleij (k) = 0. Hence our variables are noy,, , and  stochastic sourcg?, and of the memory term as follows:
t
Tk’
Since this gauge choice fixes both the time slicing and the 5, = = /d:”we*ik"m [900/d4y —g(y)
spatial coordinate completely, all physical variableshititis
ansatz are gauge invariant. This choice of the time cootelina < Hooonlal(z. 0 a€€ a®F §aur e }
is called a flat slicing, because the spatial curvature Wasis oocrarlg)(@, y)g™ g ge5W)]
in this slicing. _ 3. —ik-x [ 00 }
. . ope = [ d ¢ - . 4.9
Note that because of nonlinear perturbations, the tenser pe pe / re goo £7(2) (4.9)
turbations are not decoupled from the scalar perturbations
and the quantum fluctuations of the scalar field may amplify The Hamiltonian constraint equation gives a relation be-

not only the scalar perturbations but also the tensor geatur tween the gauge invariant variabfeand the density pertur-
tions. bationds as

1 kN2 &
A. Scalar perturbations A=3 (ﬁ) - (4.10)

Using it, we eliminated in E and find
First we consider loop corrections to the scalar perturba- g a. 4.3),

tions. In particular, we discuss the evolution of the gauge- e 2 )

invariant variable. We focus on proper nonlinear effects, (1 - 5)51" = ;(505 +0pm) + O((k/f}f) ) . (411)
and then we neglect the contributions from the product of the

linear perturbations. Thefis related to the density perturba- Hence, in superhorizon region, the two-point correlatiamcf
tion in a flat slicing §; = dp/p) as tion for 6 is expressed in terms of four correlation functions
1 of dpe anddp,,, i.e.,

¢= 2—65]«. (4.4)

This variable( is gauge-invariant and turns out to be a curva-
ture perturbation in a uniform density slicing. In the claab +(0p,, 1 (T)6pep (7))
perturbation theory, the energy conservation law implhex t m
this variable is conserved in a superhorizon region forglein +(0p,,1(T)0pmp (7))
field inflation [18,/ 19/ 20].¢ is directly related to a gravita-
tional potential at the late stage of the universe and then tgjere we have used the relation
the observed CMB fluctuations. Hereafter, when we need not
clarify the modek, we neglect the index of the momentum for V(r) = (1 _ E)p +O0(p (H/mp)?). (4.13)
the perturbed variables. 3

The density perturbation in the present slicing is given by

6k (PWrp(r) = s [ ot (7)ovcp(7)

+ (0Pt (T)0pmp (7))

(4.12)

6T = —pé;Y B. Tensor perturbations

= 0g0c{T"(2))[9] + goc{ (T *[6]g], 69)(x)) - :
In a similar way to the scalar perturbations, the transverse
/d4y\/ y)HY%[g](x, y)0gae(y) + 26°¢} . traceless part of the fluctuation of the energy-momentum ten
.5) sor is given by

Since the background energy-momentum tensor is given by [6T3}TT — {_% HY! (t) 2(p7r( ) +pﬁé )) }eij (k)Yy ,

(T%(2))[g] = g°(T(x))g] = —p g°*, (4.6) (4.14)



where we have defined the transverse traceless part of tl&ubstituting general solutions into these equations, waimb
anisotropic pressure both for the memory term and thehe corresponding retarded Green function as
stochastic variable? as

Ghret k(T, T/)
pe's k) = / dme R [_gik/ v =9() = —g“(T/)\/F Im(HD () HS ()] 6(r — 7).

X Hyjoalg)(@,1)g" g" 1 6905/ (v)] o " (4.22)
pwét)eij k) = /d%e‘ik""3 [9ixE™ ()77 - (4.15) Here we have used the formula for the Hankel functions:
Taking into account that the transverse traceless partref Ei Hlsl)(x)iHIEQ)(;p) — HIEQ)(;C)iHI(/l)(I) = i .(4.23)
stein tensor is written as dx dx T

Substituting these expressions into Ef._(#.19), we find the

i 1l 2777(t) i
{5G j:| — p[ 97 +2H0: + k7 |Hy e’y (k)Y , (4.16) tensor perturbations amplified by quantum scalar field as

we find the transverse traceless part of the Einstein-Ldangev H® ()
equation as Tk\T
: 2 0 = I [ ) O @) B ()] (7
(07 +2H0- + k*)H 7. (7) ~ a3 ). T a(?) TT b b (T
_9,2,.2( (8 ) 1 14e
= 2% (pr ¥ (7) + pr ' (7)) -5 / da:’(%) Vaz Tm[HD (2)HS (2/)] 4, (2')
= Jy (7). (4.17) ®

(4.24)
The L.h.s. of this equation is the same as the evolution equa-

tion for linear perturbation. In contrast to the linear pert Here we have used the fact that the scale factor scales as
bation analysis, where the tensor perturbations are désdup a() o |7|~(1+<). We have also omitted the contribution from
from the scalar perturbations, the non-linear interaction- the subhorizon region because the Hankel functions otilla
ples these two modes. That is why in the r.h.s. there appeaygherez is larger than one.

the influence of quantum fluctuations of a scalar field. A lmea

second-order differential equation with a source termligesb

by the retarded Green function constructed from two indepen V. NOISE KERNEL

dent general solutions. In the present case, since we a&re int

gsted in the tensor perturbations amplified .by guantum lscalq The scalar perturbatiofiand the tensor perturbatiddi}t)
fields, we assume that the tensor perturbations were alvsentj e given by the stochastic variable and the memory term. To
the beginning of inflation. This giVegét/){,(Ti) =0astheini-  eyaluate the correlation functions forand 2", it is nec-
tial condition. The two independent general solutions fqr E essary to compute quantum corrections for the scalar field,

(4.17) are given by which are imprinted on the noise and dissipation kernels. It
N i is expected that the contribution from the memory tefims
2 2 : : :
hél)(T) _ H,,(l)(:c) 7 hl(f) () = x HV(2) (z), is smaller than_ that from the stochastic variabile by the
a(T) a(r) order of magnitude of the slow-roll parameters. The rea-

(4.18) sonis as follows. The dissipation kernel is defined as two-

s o . ) point function of the energy-momentum tensor. As stated
wherev” = 2+3¢ andz = —k7. Hence, we find the solution j, sec. 111, the contribution from the potential term is sup-

for Eq.(4.17) as pressed by the slow-roll parameters. Also, as summarized in

® oo Appendix B of our paper [35], the Green function scales as
H 4.(7) = / dr' Gret (1, 7')J, 1, (77) (4.19) (_T)|slow-roll parameterin the superhorizon region. Then,

i the time derivative of this Green function is suppressed by

where the retarded Green function is given by the slow-roll parameters. Taking into account that only the
contribution in the superhorizon region can accumulatéen t

(PR () = B2 (r)p () time integral of the memory term, we can see that the con-

/! /
Gre(7,7) = Wi (") o(r =) tribution from the memory term, which is proportional to the
(4.20) dissipation kernel, is suppressed by the slow-roll paramet
Neglecting the contribution from the memory term, we find
with the density perturbatiafy only in terms of the density pertur-
@ d @ d 2 bation of the stochastic variable as
Wi(1) = hy " (7) Ehk (1) = Ry (7) Ehk (7).

op
(4.21) O ~ 2. (5.1)



Similarly, the tensor perturbatioH}t) is given by the trans- We assume that the mode functions should have the same form
verse traceless part of the anisotropic pressure of theasec as in Minkowski spacetime, i.e.,
tic variable as

V2k

1
H(t])c(T) = —W—KQ/ dx/(£)1+€ xx!
2
T k2 z! when the wavelength is much shorter than the horizon scale,
x Tm[HV (2) H ()] a® (') pW(Z(x/) : i.e., at very early stage of the universe. This fact may be tru
¢ 52 in the present gauge rather than the comoving gauge. Then
(5-2) the mode function and the Wightman function in momentum

In this section, we shall evaluate the correlation functioh ~ space are given by

dpe andpme. In AppendixB, we calculate these correlation

functions from the noise kernel. They are expressed in terms ) = 7l _a; eiw gD () 5.11
. . expressed ir OERS FRCONMCRE

of the Wightman Green function for the interaction picture a(r)

field in momentum spaces; (11, 2). First we determine the Gt (r1, ) = TTL T2 a? HO (@) B (1)

Green function, and then we evaluate the correlation fancti kAL 12 = 4 ajay B VY e A2

of p¢ andpme. (5.12)

Yr(Ti) = L ik : (5.10)

Settinga; = 1, we give the scale factai(7) by a(r) =
A. Propagator (;/7)"¢. Using this fact, we rewrite the Wightman function
as
~ As mentioned before, to compute the correlation functions, N T/T1 T2 (T1Ta\ 1te
it is necessary to determine the Wightman functionin momen- Gy, (71, 72) = 1 —z
tum space, ¢

HS (1) HY (x2)

™ (l‘lwg)% T1T2

G (r1, 72) = Y)Y () (5.3) = T (BR) a-o2H? B ) HY (@),

whereyy (1) is the mode function of a quantum scalar field, (5.13)
which satisfies the wave equation

Vra" (T) + 2HY 1 k' (1) + {k* + k> Viy Jbp (1) = 0.
(5.4)

Here we have used the relation
772 =(1—e)?H? = (1-¢)*H?. (5.14)

To compute the correlation functions, it is sufficient to €on
sider the evolution of the Wightman function in the superhor
zon region. The behavior (ﬁf(ﬁ, T2) in the superhorizon
region is summarized in Appendix B in [35].

We solve this equation under the slow-roll condition. Intro
ducing a new variable a8, (1) = a(7) ¥,(7), this equation
is rewritten as

DI(T) + [k2 = {2 —e—nv (3 —e)}H2 (1) =0, (5.5)

where we have used the relation B. Scalar perturbations

2.2y, 2.2 _ &Y _aq2(1_¢
@RV =ak p(l 3) = 3% (1 3) ' (5.6) Once the Wightman function is determined, we can com-

On the sub-Planck scale, we can neglect the term whog!te the correlation function b, from Eq. [B12).
magnitude is smaller by the order 6fH)? than that of the s 5 (4)
leading term. We also ignore higher-order terms with respec < pfk(T) pep(7))
to the_slow—roll parameters. So we do not include the t_ime _ d3w1d3w26—i(k-wl+pw2)<§oo(xl)§o/0, ($2)>(4)
evolution of slow-roll parameters. Under these assumption

the equation for) becomes
qd2 ' (0 s e zéé(k—i—p)/cpq
)+ [1 - = @) =0, BD) @) 2(0,00.70 — - (k — @) + P vite?)
General solution & given by he Hankel nctions s+ ¥ {2 (000,17 —q- =) + o V"2
di(r) =t [CHP @)+ DHP ()] . (58) < Re Gln, G g(mom]|

where3? = 9/4 + 3(e — ny), with two arbitrary integration (519)
constant€’ andD. This implies where the number of the superscrig} represents the power
of (xkH). We put the momentum superscript on the par-
tial derivative operator. This means, for examgle{ oper-
ates only on the Wightman function with the momentgm

Ui(r) = @t [GH;1>(x)+bH;2>(x)] . (5.9)

a(T)
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GJ;(n, 79). Itis convenient to divide this correlation func- Here we encounter the so-called infrared divergence pnaoble
tion into the subhorizon pat,(7,k) and the superhorizon Inthe long wave limit ¢ — 0), the integrand is approximately

partls, (7, k), which are defined by

Iy (7, k) = / d’q
gEe[FH, o]
X {(a1)72 (87_]487_1]6*(1 —-q- (k - q)) + Oégg)VfZKZQ}
% {(a2)2 (0,00, 71 —a- s~ @) + o V5'k?

x Re[Gg(ﬁ, ™2)G (71 72)} (5.16)

ISP(Tvk) E/ d3q
g€(0, H)]
< {(a) (0,00, ~a- - @) + aPVi'k?}
X a -2 090 k=q _ o k — + CY(Q)VClliz
{( 2) ( T2 Yo q- Q)) 2 Vo }

(5.17)

T1,T2=T

X RG{G_Z(Tl, Tz)Gr;g,q‘(Tl’ Tg)}

T1,T2=T

First we discuss the subhorizon pd, (7, k). Since we con-

g~ B+2(e=mv)l Then this integral could be divergent depend-
ing on the signature ofe — 7). This is the infrared (IR)
problem, which sometimes appears in the quantum field the-
ory in an inflationary universe. This divergence seems tg-ori
inate from the initial condition on the long wave mode, whose
comoving length is longer than the initial horizon scale. In
Eq. (5.10), we have assumed that the mode function should
have the same form as that in Minkowski spacetime at the
initial stage of the inflationary universe. In the lineartper
bation analysis, since the important modes for the lateicstr
ture formation satisfy this condition, we need not worry @atho
such long wave modes. However, when we also take into ac-
count nonlinear effects, the different modes couple, ard th
long wave modes, which were outside the horizon at an initial
time, can also influence on the modes which we are interested
in. It seems to be inappropriate to impose the same initia co
dition Eqg. [5.10) on such long wave modes. This is because
we cannot neglect the effects of the curvature in the quasi-d
Sitter universe for those long wave modes. Furthermore, it
is not clear whether it is necessary to take into account the

sider only the superhorizon mode as the momentum of thguantum effects from such long wave modes. That is why we
external line k), & is much smaller than the horizon scale pneed to impose the initial condition carefully on them. Here

H. This implies that the momentum of the internal lipe
in Iy, (7, k), which is larger thar{, is much larger than the
external momentunt;. Hence, we can approximdte— k| as
q. Sol,(7,k) depends only om, and then

1
Tk
Here we have separated the scale invariant pakt 6f Since

the remaining parts3 Iy, (7), must be a function of-k7, we
find that even the leading part &, (7,k) decays ag—kr)3.

Iy (1,k) = I () k3 Ip (T) o %(—kr)?’. (5.18)

Hence we can neglect the contribution from the subhorizon

region.
Consequently, the correlation functionzip‘fk(r) is evalu-
ated only in the superhorizon region as

(et (M3pep(T) = < 60 +a) I(r, k). (5.19)

introducing the cut off by the initial horizon scale, we just
glect the effects from the long wave modes whose comoving
lengths are larger than the initial horizon scélge We ten-
tatively discuss this IR problem in SEc.VII and leave it for a
future work.

After introducing the cut offHf; and integrating over the
internal momentung, we obtain a finite result. Using the
loop integral Eq. [[C4), whose detailed derivation is given i
Appendix C, we find, (7,k) as

I (1K)
= (nVVClKaQ)Q%H(T)‘lx"l(s’”")
[ 1 1- (Hy/k)~2E=m) 1 ( k )3+4(€*nv)} .

3 2(e —nv) 3

H

(5.22)

As seen in Appendix B in [35], in the superhorizon region, theSubstituting this result into EqL{5]19), we obtain the etar

Wightman functionG; (11, 72) is approximated as

1./mT _
Gz(le 7-2) ~ 5 alla; (Il.SCQ) B
1
1-8
~ l% L—26 (5.20)
2 a1as

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)*

Lp(m, k) = (UVVCIIQQ)
X / d3q
q€(0, H] q3+2(5—77v) |k —q|3+2(5*77v) .
(5.21)

tion function ofép, () as

(6pegs (T)0pep (7))
= 7 LB (yet) =) e 4
11— (H;/k)=2E=mv) 1k \3+4E—nv)
x[g— 2(e —nv) _g(ﬁ) }

(5.23)
If ¢ > ny, it diverges when we remove the cut-éff.
C. Tensor perturbations

Next we calculate the correlation function of the transeers
traceless part of the anisotropic pressure of the stochaesii
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ab|e,p7rfk(7'), which is given by EqL{(B17) in Appendix B, as k._Approximating|k —.q| asq, we find that/g, (71, TQ,I.c) con-
tains only the decaying mode as we have shown in the scalar

(pﬂgk(ﬁ)eij (k)pﬂfp(ﬁ)eji(p»(él) perturbations. T_he same discussion is valid also in case of
1 k)2 Ty > (73 .H.ence,.lrll order to C(?mpute the correla.mor-l function
=—— ik +p)/d3q (q2 — —) of prre 7, it is sufficient to consider only the contribution from
4(araz)? k2 the superhorizon regioty, (11, 72, k).
xRe{ GTZ(Tl, Tz)GTk_ql(Tla Tz)] . As with the case of scalar perturbations, substituting the

(5.24) approximation of the Wightman function in the superhorizon
) region into the definition off, (1, 72, k), we find the contri-

For the tensor perturbations, we also divide the corraiatio Pution from the superhorizon region as
functions into the subhorizon pa#ty, (71, 72,k) and the su-

perhorizon part, (11, 72, k), which are defined as 1 (1ymp)t 28
Jsp(7177-27k7) =~ 2
4 (alag)
Jsb(Tl,TQ,k) (kq)2 9
k-q)%\2 . 9(7’1—7'2)/ dq (¢ — ——
00 e P15 0 e 1)
q€[H2,00 1
xRe[ G (m, TQ)GTk_q‘(Tl’ ) } X B2 |q — kF2E—m)
k-q)*\2 s (2 (kg2
—|—97’—7’/ d? 2—( +97’—T/ d’q (¢ — ——
(72 1) S q (q 52 ) (T2 1) I ( 2 )
1
+ +
xRe{ G (11, 72)G \k—q\(ﬂ’ m2) } X pE T _k|3+2(8—nv)} .
(5.25) (5.27)
Jsp(T1,72,k) This loop integral is given by Eq.[{C5) in Appendix C. It
implies
59(7'1—7'2)/ d3q (qQ_ (kg)2)2 P
. ' Jop (s 72,K)
sp i 9
+ +
xRe{ G (1, 72)G k—(II(Tl’QTQ)} N 5;_7; [0 — 1) 21 g5 14200
k-q)°\?2
+0(19 — T / d? 2 - ( - - 3
(2 =m) qE[Hi,31] a (q k2 ) HO(z1 — ag) 2y TV RS — Z(fflivz)znv} ,
XRG[ G-Z(Tl, T2)GTk7q|(T1’ Tg)} . (528)
(5.26)

where we have useff (7)?z~%¢ = HZ. To derive this re-
Note that to compute the correlation function for the ten-lation, we have taken the limit off; — 0. No divergence
sor perturbationH(t) (1) at conformal timer, it is necessary appears. It means that the .CUt'Oﬁ for the infrared region is
. Tk . . not necessary. It is interesting to note that scalar peaturb
to consider the correlation function pfrgk for two different

) . , tions have the infrared divergence, but tensor perturbatio
times, andr,. This is because, as seen from EQ.1(5.2), the, ot suffer from the infrared problem. In SECVII, we discuss

expression oty includes the time integral. Therefore, there the origin of this infrared divergence and the reason why onl
are two different horizon scales corresponding to the difié  tensor perturbations does not contain it.

timesr, andr,. For the same reason as in the case of the scalar As a result, we obtain the correlation function for the tenso
perturbations, we have introduced the IR cut-Aff. Never- '
theless, we can see later, for the tensor perturbations,ieve
we remove the IR cut-off, the loop corrections remains finite _ )

By virtue of the same argument as that presented in the (pm g (71)e’; (k) prep(T2)e’; (p))

part of the anisotropic pressure as

(4)

scalar perturbations/y, (71, 72,k) contains only the decay- 1 L

ing modes. To show this, note that if eithekr, or —k is =~ 7 (a1a2)7" 0(k +p) Jop(71, 72, k)

larger than unity, it does not produce cumulative contiing on  HAk

because of the oscillation of the Hankel function in sutztani ~ B Sk +p) |0 — ay)ay "V ay T
region, as mentioned in Eq_(4]24). Hence, it is sufficient to 15 (araz)

conside_r only the case where b(_a{lkn and—km are smaller Oz, — IQ)I;1+457217V Ignv _ §(171x2)2’7"
than unity. If; > 75, then the inner momentumis larger 4

thanH, ~ —1/7,. Hence, this implies that is larger than (5.29)
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VI. LOOP CORRECTIONS TO THE CORRELATION form density slicing] as
FUNCTIONS @
(G (T)Cp (7))
As shown in Eq. [[5J1) and(8.2), the leading parts of the m (kHi)' (v \? 11— (k/H)*emv)
: : ) oo " ~ — 3 —) dk+p) = — .
correlation function of the density perturbationin a flitiag 8 k € 3 2(e —nv)
dy and of the tensor perturbatidlﬂg) are determined by the (6.3)

stochastic variable§p, and pwét). We then have calculated
the correlation functions ofpe and pm, for the noise ker-
nel. Combining these results, we shall evaluate the cdivala

The final result depends on the initial Hubble horizon scale,
H,; = H;, which is introduced to remove the infrared diver-
. A gence. The case wittle — ny| log(k/H;) < 1 is particularly
functions ofé; and H " interesting. This, in other words, corresponds to the cése o
Ny < 1/2]e — nv|, whereNy, ~ log(k/X;) is the e-folding
from the beginning of inflation to the horizon crossing time.
In this case, this correlation function is approximated as

(G () Gp(r)) ™
To evaluate the correlation function of the density perudrb _T (kHy)* (nv)2 5(k +p) (1 N ) (6.4)
— —- k- .

A. Scalar perturbations

tion in flat-slicingd s, focusing on the proper nonlinear effects, 8 k3
we neglect the contribution from the product of linear pertu
bations. This density perturbation is related to the cumeat
perturbation in uniform slicing by Eq. [4.4). Hence, once
we find the loop corrections t6;, we also obtain the loop
corrections ta,. The curvature perturbatiapis proportional

to the gravitational potential in the late time of the unaer
and it is directly related to the fluctuation of the temperatu

Note that there appears the logarithmic corrections. Trese
sults imply that although the one-loop correction is suppee

by (kHj)* and is smaller by the order of theH})? than
tree-level effects, it is amplified by the e-foldidg, from the
initial time to the horizon crossing time, which can become
large contrary to the e-folding from the horizon crossimgei

; o . . to the end of the inflation. However note that this amplifica-
of CMB' Th?t IS Why it is important for us to cqn5|der this tion is derived from the infrared divergence. In $ed VI, we
gauge-invariant variable among scalar perturbations. discuss the origin of the infrared divergence and the pdssib

From Eq. [5.11) and (5.23), the loop corrections to the cority of such an amplification.
relation function of the density perturbation are given by

(04p(T)0sp(T )y B. Tensor perturbations
H 4
- T (e iy (=km) " 6(k +p) The tensor perturbatiof\” is related to the source term
11— (k/H;)2Eenv) prt”, and the correlation function qfwét) is given by Eq.
3 2 l ) } ,  (6.1) ). Then, integrating over = —kr, we obtain the cor-
—nv

relation function and the amplitude of the tensor pertuadnat
which could be amplified by the quantum effect of a scalar
where we have used the relation Bf(r)?s~2¢ = H. As  field. To integrate over, it is helpful to note the asymp-
shown in our previous work [35], because the constraintequaotic behaviour of the Hankel function when the argument
tion is not exactly satisfied at the off-shell level in thegget s smaller than unity. As summarized in Appendix Blin/[35],
approach, the amplitude of the curvature perturbations do&he part of the integrand is approximated as

not approach to a constant value on the superhorizon scale.

Since this is a problem at the level of propagator, the samery, [ 77 () () H,,(Q)(Cvl)} ~_2 [{(ﬂ)” _ (ﬂ)y} (6.5)
effects may exist in the present loop corrections. Hence, we 3 x 1

restrict our discussions to within the region whetelog z is  sing this approximation, we find the loop corrections to the

ity i any ; . !
smaller than unity,i.e., we assume thiath7)*" ~ 1. Then,  correlation function of the tensor perturbations as
we find the correlation function of the density perturbatign

as (H) (7)) Hip(T)e(p)) ™
7w (kHp)*
(05 (T)op (7)) ~ ﬁ( Zk) 5k + p) (g 15 x2+2nv) _
o (kHy)* 11— (k/H;)*Emv) (6.6)
=5 ik +p) {3 - 2(e — nv) }

It is interesting to note that there is no dependence on the in
(6.2)  frared cut offH; in the tensor perturbations. Furthermore, the

tensor perturbations are divergent free in the superhorieo
Taking into account Eq[(4.4), we obtain the loop correcion gion, as was pointed out in our previous wark|[35]. We shall
to the correlation function of the curvature perturbationmi-  discuss the reason in the next section.
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VIl. DISCUSSIONS turbations, while both fermion corrections and tensoryrert
bations do not exhibit IR divergences. Weinberg also pdinte
that the loop corrections to the primordial perturbatiors b
have at most logarithmicl[9, 10]. Afterward Sloth considkre
mental properties, it is important to analyze not only tie li the Io_op co_rrections to the _fluctuqtion of the sca}lar field in
ear perturbations but also the nonlinear ones. That is whijat-slicing [12,/12]. ‘To avoid IR divergence, he introduced
he cut off by the initial horizon scale. As a result, he found

interest in the nonlinear perturbations are graduallydasf S o .
ing recently. Among them, we have studied one-loop correcthat the loop correction is amplified by the e-folding frore th

tions to the scalar perturbatignand the tensor perturbations 'Nitial time of inflation to the horizon crossing time, whieh

in the formalism of stochastic gravity. In stochastic gtgvi /S found in this paper from the analysis based on stochas-
based on the naive expectation that quantum fluctuatioreof thi€ gravity. Following Sloth, Seery readdressed this peabl
gravitational field is sufficiently small on the sub-Planckle, ~More carefully|[13, 14]. In particular, he analysed the avol

we assume that the contribution from the Feynman diagramiCn in the superhorizon region using tha formula [18, 51],

where the gravitational field propagates as an internaliine 2nd improved his results. In this paper, we have computed
negligibly small. When we compute the CTP effective action,€ 100p corrections by stochastic gravity, and found the-si

we integrate out only the dynamical degree of freedom of dar Ioganthmlc correctlons for scalar perturbanons..'ﬁhme _
scalar field. As a result, from this coarse-grained effectio- logarithmic behaviours have been found in other intergctin

tion, the Einstein-Langevin equation for the gravitatidretd ~ SYStemsi[57, 58, 59]. However, we should note that the IR
is derived. Using this Langevin-type equation, we can discu problem requires the caref_ul treatment and the way to evalu-
the loop corrections to the scalar perturbations and the terft€ IR effects is controversial [60./61].
sor perturbations, which are amplified through the nonfinea Recently, Lyth has claimed that, to avoid the assumptions
interaction between the scalar field and the gravitatioe fi on unknown parts of the universe, the calculation about loop
Furthermore we can compute the loop corrections more easilgorrections should be done inside a comoving box, whose
It is because in stochastic gravity we focus only on the nonpresent size is not too much bigger than the present horizon
linear interaction between the scalar field and the grasitat ~ scale [15]. The IR corrections are significantly reducesd, al
field, which gives the leading contribution on the sub-Pkanc though we still find the logarithmic behaviours. Furthergor
scale. Bartolo et al. claimed that a stochastic approach plays-a cru

When we consider the loop corrections in inflationary uni-Cial role to deal with this problem [17]. In relation to their
verse, there are two different divergences. One is thevidtra INSISts, we should stress our interesting .rgsults. Tha1I+s,_
olet (UV) divergence. Since this divergence is originatgd b though the scalar perturbations are amplified by the Idgarit
short wave modes, such divergence also appears in the qudRiC corrections, the tensor perturbations are not. Evereif w
tum field theory in a Minkowski background. In inflationary rémove the IR cut-off, the IR divergence does not appear in
spacetime, there exists another divergence, which is noicfo  tensor perturbatllons. This difference between thg ;calldr a
in Minkowski spacetime. This is the IR divergence. It is nec-t€nsor perturbations seems to be related to the origin sethe
essary to take into account the effects of the curvaturefgg | 09arithmic corrections.
wave modes beyond the Hubble horizon scale from the begin- To consider the origin of this logarithmic corrections due
ning of inflation. Once gravity is included, it becomes diffic  to the IR cut-off, we first mention the prediction in stoclast
to choose the physical positive frequency mode function, beinflation[36, 37| 38, 40, 41, 42, 43,144,45] 46, 47]. In staeha
cause the mode function is modified non-trivially by the co-tic inflation, the long wave modes of the scalar field couple to
ordinate transformations. When we impose the same initialhe short wave modes through the self-interaction of thiasca
condition on those long wave modes as we do on the shofteld. Then the long wave modes are affected by the quantum
wave modes, the loop integral diverges on the IR side. Tdluctuation of the short wave modes. As a result, the long
avoid this IR divergence, we have introduced the cut-offiatt wave modes come to show stochastic behavior. This stochas-
initial Hubble horizon size. Then the amplitude of the one-tic behavior of the long wave modes affects the background
loop corrections to the curvature perturbatipis amplified — quantities.
by the e-folding from the initial time of inflation to the heri In our case, due to the nonlinear interaction between the
zon crossing time, i.e., the logarithmic correction. Ifstié  gravitational field and the scalar field, the long wave modes
true, this amplification may make it possible to detect thesand the background quantities come to show the stochastic be
loop corrections. Then it will be a great help to clarify the havior. Since the scalar perturbations are defined as tha-dev
fundamental properties of an inflation model. tion from the background quantities, the stochastic fluitna

So far we have several discussions about this logarithef the background quantities affect the behavior of the per-
mic corrections due to IR divergence. Early works aboutturbed variables. As a result, itinduces the logarithmazita
this problem are done by Boyanovsky, de Vega and Sanchezvolution of the perturbed variables. On the other handgethe
[62,163)64| 65]. They calculated one loop corrections bigtlig are no background tensor modes, and then the tensor pertur-
scalar and fermion fields to the inflaton potential, and alsdation can avoid being affected by the background stoahasti
evaluated those by the gauge invariant curvature and tensfluctuations. Furthermore, although in this paper, as thre si
perturbations. They found that there appear the IR enhancelest step for treating the IR divergence, we have simply ne-
ments both in the scalar field corrections and curvature peglected the long wave modes withkJ3; > 1, the infrared

Despite their attractive aspects, there would be the larg
ambiguities about inflation models. To clarify their funda-
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|
APPENDIX A: ORDER OF THE COEFFICIENTS o™

In AppendiXA, we show that the:-th order derivatives of the potential of the scalar fielt”) are evaluated as

4V /dgm
om) _ 4"V/do™

= (numerical factoy x (esr) % (A1)
KMV
Here we make use of the mathematical induction method.
First, from its definition, the first derivative of the potitin(!) is rewritten as
1 —nm/3\2 2
(Wy2 — (2 "H/0 - Z(2e — 2
(a'M) (1—5/3) X 2e {1—1—3(25 nv)}x2a+O(ESR), (A2)
and it satisfies the relation_ (A1). Here have defined the stilyparameter; and evaluated it as
e = —i = —e+nv +O(esR) - (A3)
He
Assume that("~1) satisfied the relatiof (A1). Then, the-th order times derivative of the potential is given by
d™V d a1y m—1V 1ldegr m—1
—=—|—-——1]=0(1 mel iy 2 BRI Ad
dom do (d¢m—l) O(1) x k {V + 2 csno di ](ESR) 2 (A4)
This implies
1 ma V' m—1H 1 de m
(m) — O(1) x = A = SR\ _ 01 El A5
o™ = 01) x - (esn) = [ + =T g | = 00 x (esn)*® (A5)

Hence, under the slow-roll assumption, it is shown ti&t) always satisfies the relation (A1).

APPENDIX B: COMPUTATIONS OF THE NOISE KERNEL

In AppendiXB, we calculate the noise kernel, which is defimg&q. [2.2) and(2]3). As shown in Sed.VI, we have to compute
the correlation function of the density perturbation areltilansverse traceless part of the anisotropic pressuhe stbchastic
variable,;. Then, we compute th@, 0,0, 0’) component and the transverse traceless part dfithiek’, I’) component of the
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noise kernel, i.e.F%° 0, (z1,22) andejk;,(:cl, x2). Note that the noise kernel is computed from the quantumuaiiin of the
scalar field on the background spacetime. Decomposing tlerdeld intogp = ¢.; + v, the energy momentum tensor

= VapVpo — —gab[V PV +2V(9)] (B1)
is expressed as the classical part and the fluctuation ptoliass:

Tap = T\ + 6Tup ;

c ] 1 y
Tab D = 80 6% a%p? + igabsbgl = gabV (¢er) (B2)
1 o~ o)
6T = (0% Vo) + 64V ath + 1 Vor))ade + Vath Vytp — 59V eVY = gapV(Per) > r ()™ (B3)
m=1

The noise kernel, which represents the fluctuation of theggamomentum tensor, can be expressed in term&Igf. In
fact, substituting this decomposed energy-momentum ténsothe definition off,,. 4 (z1, 22), we can express the two-point
function Fyper g7 (1, 2) @s

Fabc’d’ ((El 3 552)
= (0T ap(w1)0T crar (w2)) — (0T ap (1)) (0T crar (2))
= 102102 [0%0% GHy + 65,65, GH. + 6%60GE, + 6565, GH,
+ Nerar (5OaGﬁ7Io' +9 bG;ZO’) + 1ab(8% ngf + 8% ch ) + NavNerar G 00,]

(ara2)?
2

+ GEZC’G{l{d’ + G;Zd’G;IEJIc’ - (al)Qnangc/Gz/;e - (a2)2nc/d/Ggf,Gg;f + ’I]ab’]’]c/d/Ggf/GH;ef

2
- ( ) nachl 1 |:a2¢cl 2 O‘l (5 G{—I/ + (Sod/G;I—CI/ + ’I’]c/d/G ) + ~(2 (G GH, — _(a;) nc/d'G;I;/GH;f ):|

2
. ~ a ;e
— (ag)an/d/Vd_Q |:CL1¢C[71 agl)n(éoaG; + 5 GH + nabGH) + Oé22) Q(GHGH % nabG;IZGH’ ):|
2252 MOMG

~ ~ (0% (6%
+ (a1a2)*Napne a Ve, Ver,2 {agl)aél)lizGH + 127|2(H2GH)2 + 137'2(/126111)3 + O((E;/;HH)S)] ,

(B4)

whereGH = (Qy (z1)¢m(22)|Q) is the Wightman Green function for the interacting systernicw is defined as the two-

point function of the Heisenberg field;;. Here we have redefined the coefficiedts, including the divergent patf* (z,x)
as follows:

(3) (5)
1) — 1), Yz 2~H | Q2 2 ~H 1/2 6
ay’ = oy’ + 5k G+ 3 { G, } —i—O((ESRKaH) )

)
a® =a® 4 O%ﬁafg; YO L (kH)Y

a® = a® + O((als/}gmH)z) . (B5)

Strictly speaking, we have to renormalize these divergenms into the coefficients of the potentid(¢). In this paper, we
assume that these divergent parts are removed by an aggieomormalization procedure. So the finite part of thedmtige
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|[35], we discussed the linear pertidsetwhich are proportional to< H)?. In this paper, we consider
the leading loop corrections which are proportional#d? )*. The self-interaction part contributes to the effectivéacfrom
the order(xH ), which is depicted in Fig.]2 (3). In these diagrams, the doliel represents the interacting picture field which
satisfies the equation

[0% + (D — 2)Hy — V2 + a*V" (1)) ¥y (z) = 0. (B6)
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When we compute the effective action up to the ordeirdf)*, we can replace the Wightman function for the Heisenberd fiel
GH (r1,22) to the Wightman function for the interaction picture figit (x1,x2). Then, the parts of,p. 4 (71, 22), Whose
orders aréxH)? and(xH)*, are given by

FGp(21,22) = arazdeidaz [0%,0%Ghy, +6%00,G5, + 69,806, +6%89.G,
+ 0w (0%,Ghy + 0%Ghe) + 1ab (0% Gy + 0% G ho) + Navear Gy
— (@1)*1ab Vet 10261 2 a§1) 5(50;/ G:'i, + 4%, G;@ + Nerar G;Jg,)

— (a2)*ner Vet 21 bt 105" K (87, G+ 8% G+ 1ay G3)

+ (a1a2)*naperar Vi1 Ve 2 Oégl)aél)fizGJr (B7)
and
2
e f ara sef!
FY w(ees) = GHGh, + GGl — (a1)*naGl, Gy — (a2)*nea Gl Gl 4 %nabnc,d@;ﬂat s
1 e
~ (@ naVanef?s { GLGl - 5 (02 nea G GH |
1 .
- (a2)277cfd/‘/}l,204§2)f€2 { GTIGJZ 3 (a1)*napGLEGT* }
A2, 2)
+ (a1a2)*naperar Ve Ver 2 ——2— (k2°G1)?, (B8)

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

Gz(ﬁ, T2) = wf,k(71)1/};7k(7-2) ’ (B9)
where the mode function ;. (1) satisfies

[0% + 2K + k* + a®V (par) v 7] ¢ g (T) = 0. (B10)

1. Scalar perturbations

Using Eq. [B8), we give the leading loop corrections to theaation function of the stochastic varialglg,. To compute
the loop corrections to the scalar perturbations, first wesha 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 regelgfaFyoo:¢- -
The part of order ofx H)* is

F(4)Ooo(/y(7'1, 72,k,p) = /d3m1/d3m2€_ikwl€_ipw2F(4)OoO£y(5”17 2)
1 _ -
=3 5(3)(k+p)/d3q{(a1) 2(67_111(&)7_119 1_q. (k—q)) +a§2)‘/cl7ll<;2}
=2(9 99 k9 _qg.(k — (2) 2Lagt Gt
X (a2) o YUro q ( q) + oy VCZ"QH q(Tl’ TQ) |k*‘1\(ﬁ7 72)
(B11)

We put the momentum superscript on the partial derivatiezator to represent thaf ¢ operates only to the Wightman function,

Gy, 72). For exampled, 10, =1 G (r1, 7)G .o (11, 72) meansdr, GY(mi, 72)0, Gy, (11, 72). Taking into
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account that the correlation function of the stochasticatde is given by the noise kern€l(2.2), we find Hg. (B11) iiepl
Opg(r)3pep(m) @ = [ dar [ dmae R P (0)e7 22)
= 8{ FO0 0 (ry, ma,kp) + V% (71, 7o — ke, —P)*}
§ 09 +p) [ daf(@) (000,17 ~q- k- @) + Vi)

x{( 2)” ((97.2‘167_216 1 —q-(k— q)) +aé)‘/cl2ﬁ; }Re[G (71, TQ)GTk_q‘(Tl, To)| .
(B12)

On the third equality, we have transformed the momenjuat—q in the integral offr™ o 0, (7—1, 79, —k, —p)*. This integral
corresponds to the integral of the momentum of the inteinaldf 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
F(4)J m’(Tla T2,k,p) = /d3$1/d3$26_ikw1€_ip'w2F(4)ij l;n/(ilfl, T2)

= % (a1a2)~2 6 (k +p)/ a [{d'(kj — aj) + a;(k" — ¢V Ha" (B — @mr) + g (K — )}
+ (trace part] G4 (m, TQ)GTkiq‘(Tl, ). (B13)

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

Kk,

7 ] 1 1 T — 5t
5 0) = [PLte) Pl k) — 5P R)Pl(k)| t0) Pik) = 0 — == (B14)
Operating the projection operator orﬂ‘é‘m. (71, T2,k,p), we extract its tensor part as follows:
(4)1 v _ L (3) 3. (1t +
O kel = g 69 +p) [ A9 Gl mIGT g (1 )
i i (q-k)* k'k; (q-k)? k. . i
><{—2q Qj+5j(q2_ 2 )— kzj (q2+ 2 )+2?(/€ qg'+qkj)}
_9,l v 2 (q-k)* _ kY ke 5, (@-k)? _k v I
><{ 2q qm/+5m/(q 2 ) 2 (q + 0 )+2k2 (k" gm +4q km’)}'
(B15)

Consequently, taking into account the definition of the edisrnel[[2.2), we can give the correlation function of temsverse
traceless part of the anisotropic press;mfg) by

(pripy (r)e s k)pmip (ra)e s ()
- / T / dwye™RT1 P (el ()" (22)) D
_ 1 —2 $(3) 3 +
—g (alag) ) (k+p) dqRe{G (Tl, TQ)G Ik_qI(Tl, Tg)}

x{—2qiqj +6ij(q2 B (qkf’)Q) B k;’;g (q2—|— (q]:)z) +2k—2k(/€iq,j +qikj)}

=2 g+ (2 - CEDY b (¢ + LY ok, 1 k).

2 2 2
(B16)
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Especially when we contract the suffidgs m’) and(j, !’), this correlation function is rewritten as

(pmeg, (Tl)eij (k) Pﬁgp(Tz)eji(p»M)

2
= i (a1a2)"* 6P (k +p)/d3q (q2 - (kk;}) )2 Re[GTI(ﬁ, TQ)GTk_q‘(Tla Tz)} : (B17)

APPENDIX C: LOOP INTEGRATION

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

defined as
1 1
Pg—— C1
/qe[ki,ﬂ{] T k —q[>+0 (c1)

k-q)*y2 1 1
*qi ¢ — ( : (C2)
~/q€[ki,ﬂ"f] { k2 } q3+6 |k _ q|3+6

whered is an arbitrary small constant. Here we assumeihat 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 k.

To make the integration simple, we approximite- g|~(3+9) as

f(k,0,H)

g(k,8,3)

for g < k |k _;H ~ k31+5 {1 + 3'% + 0((q/k)2)}
fork<a _;H ~ qig {1+ 3'% +0((k/a?) }- (C3)
Then (k. 8, %) is given by
Fk,8,90) = dm [~ (k= k) = k) - 34:25{3{_3_5 (k4 k)Y
- e 0 (57} (e =

Similarly, g(k, d, H) is given by

32mr 1 1 4-5 4-§ 1 1-26 1-25
e e Ty
L3205 3 1725)
S (ﬂ{ k). (C5)
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