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Abstract. To what extent can the Planck satellite observations be interpreted as confirmation
of the quantum part of the inflationary paradigm? Has it “seen” the Bunch-Davies state? We
compare and contrast the Bunch-Davies interpretation with one using a so-called entangled
state in which the fluctuations of a spectator scalar field are entangled with those of the
metric perturbations . We first show how a spectator scalar field >, with an expectation
value o(t) that evolves in time, will generically generate such a state. We then use this
state to compute the power spectrum P (k) and thence the temperature anisotropies Cj in
the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB). We find interesting differences from the standard
calculations using the Bunch-Davies (BD) state. We argue that existing data may already
be used to place interesting bounds on this class of deviations from the BD state and that,
for some values of the parameters of the state, the power spectra may be consistent with the
Planck satellite data.
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1 Is Bunch-Davies All There Is?

The inflationary paradigm [1-5] can be thought of as comprising two parts. The first is
concerned with models of inflation, that is in finding viable field theoretic realizations of
inflation. The second, which is the focus of this work, deals with the quantum mechanics of
inflationary perturbations.

One of the signal successes of inflation was the realization that quantum fluctuations
during the inflationary phase could be stretched to cosmological length scales and that they
would decohere so as to be able to be treated classically and serve as a causally generated
source of density fluctuations. These in turn would drive the formation of cosmic structure
in the early universe [6-8|. In order to calculate the power spectrum of these fluctuations
and how these might show up in physical observables such as temperature anisotropies in
the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB), we need to know the quantum state of the field
representing the metric perturbations.

For a scalar field in a near de Sitter background spacetime, there is a preferred quantum
state, the so-called Bunch-Davies (BD) state [9]. Though the notion of a lowest energy state
is of dubious value in a dynamical spacetime, the BD state has a number of “ground state”
traits. It is a state of maximal symmetry in that it is invariant under the symmetries of de
Sitter space and it is an adiabatic state [10], which is the nearest approximation to a state
devoid of particles that can be obtained in this context. In fact, it is the state that in the
short-distance, short-time limit approaches the Minkowski space vacuum state for a scalar
field theory.

From this perspective, the BD state becomes a natural one to use for the computation
of inflationary cosmological observables. Given a model of inflation, using this state allows us
to make predictions about various aspects of the CMB power spectrum, bi-spectrum, as well
as other cosmological observables. It is thus a linchpin of the inflationary paradigm. But is
the BD state the true state of the inflaton? How can we tell?

If we were to find that the BD state is necessarily the quantum state of the inflaton,
this would bring up a number of questions, not least of which is: What makes the BD state
so stable with respect to all the potentially non-adiabatic physical effects that would most



certainly be taking place before or at the onset of inflation? Alternatively, if we find other
states that could conceivably fit the bill as consistent inflationary quantum states, then the
structure of these states might provide hints to pre-inflationary physics.

These questions drive us to explore the issue of how to delineate the space of allowable
inflationary states. In general, this task is a difficult one, made more so by the paucity of
cosmological probes that can be directly brought to bear on it. However, there are some
requirements that an inflationary quantum state must satisfy. First and foremost, it must
allow inflation to occur! This is to be interpreted as the requirement that the expectation
value of the stress tensor of the inflaton should not give rise to an energy density that exceeds
that coming from the inflaton potential. Second, it should give rise to values of cosmological
observables consistent with those measured by probes of the CMB as well as those of large
scale structure (LSS). While these two conditions are the sine qua non of any potential inflaton
quantum state, we will add another restriction so as to make the problem tractable; we will
assume that the state is Gaussian in the field fluctuations. While this appears to just lead to
the standard free field theory quantum state, we will also allow for the existence of spectator
scalar fields and for the possibility that the state describing spectator field fluctuations is
entangled (in the sense of refs. [11-14]) with the state of the metric perturbations. This
opens up the space of states to a larger set than just the free field Gaussian state of metric
fluctuations, albeit, in a way that is still amenable to analysis.

Thus, we will assume that an inflationary period is induced by the slow-roll of an inflaton
field ®. We will also suppose that the spectator field does not couple to the inflaton directly
so that the potential V(®,X) = Vipe(®) + Vipec(2). We will work in the comoving gauge in
which the fluctuations d¢ of the inflaton around its rolling expectation value ¢(t) = (®(Z, t))
are gauged away and all their information is encoded in the scalar metric perturbation ¢
(which, on superhorizon scales, is proportional to the curvature perturbation R).

In the previous work! done with these states, either the initial entanglement was assumed
to be non-zero, but otherwise arbitrary, or it was generated [30] by looking at cubic order
terms in the (-scalar action [31, 32]. In this work, we will show that, in fact, non-trivial
entanglement can be generated even at the quadratic level of the coupled (-scalar system,
as long as the expectation value of the scalar is initially displaced from the minimum of
its potential. Given the appearance of (light) scalar fields in a number of extensions of the
standard model as well as the existence of the Higgs, it could be argued that our entangled
states might in fact be a generic outcome of early universe evolution.

This then is the aim of our paper: to show that the addition of a spectator field can
generate a non-trivial entanglement between the metric perturbations and scalar field fluctua-
tions and then to compute the power spectrum and use it to construct the CMB temperature
anisotropies. We will consider both a free massive field as well as a field with an axion-type
potential as a spectator field.

What we find is that in both cases, as long as the scalar has an expectation value that
is either displaced from its minimum and/or has a non-zero time derivative, a nontrivial
entangled state will be generated. The resulting power spectra depend on the initial values of
the scalar field and its time derivative, as well as the ratio of the scalar’s mass relative to the
Hubble parameter of the de Sitter expansion. They exhibit a variety of behaviors, depending
on the parameter values. Interestingly, even in the cases where the primordial power spectrum
deviates significantly from that of the Bunch-Davies case, when the entanglement happens

Note that there is also a large body of work that investigates deviations from the Bunch-Davies state in
a non-entangled context, e.g. [15-29].



near when the largest length scales appearing in the CMB leave the inflationary horizon,
the Cjs can essentially remain unchanged from the non-entangled case. However, for other
parameter values, we will see that large deviations can occur.

Our interest in the quantum state of the system—as opposed to the observables of
interest in collider physics such as S-matrix elements, scattering amplitudes and the like—
dictates the technique we will use in this work. Schrodinger picture field theory [33, 34] is
the natural tool in this setting, and we review its use in determining the inflaton quantum
state in the next section. In section 3, we compute the ( power spectrum and the Cjs for a
variety of initial conditions for the rolling expectation value of the spectator scalar. Finally,
we discuss our results and further research directions in section 4.

2 The Schrodinger Wave Functional for the (-Spectator Scalar System

We have discussed the use of Schrodinger field theory at length in previous work on entangled
states [11, 12, 14], so we will settle for a quick summary here. As mentioned in the introduc-
tion, we are not concerned with observables such as scattering amplitudes, but rather with the
form and evolution of the quantum state itself. In the Schrédinger picture this corresponds
to the construction of a wavefunctional depending on the relevant field configurations defined
on the spatial hypersurface at conformal time 7, ¥ [((-),X(:);n]. This wavefunctional then
satisfies the Schrédinger equation

0y [C(), 2();m] = H [, s, ¢ 5] W[C(), 2(-);m] (2.1)

where Il¢, IIy; are the canonically conjugate momenta to ¢ and X, respectively. In equation
(2.1), we have included the explicit time dependence of the Hamiltonian coming from the
expansion of the Universe as encoded in the scale factor a(n). Given the wavefunctional,
cosmological observables are simply expectation values of the relevant operators, taken in the
Schrédinger picture.

2.1 Constructing the ¢(-X Hamiltonian

As mentioned above, the system we will consider is one where the scalar metric perturbations
¢ are entangled with a scalar field 3. Before we proceed with the calculation, though, it is
worth taking the time to understand some physics details. We need the spectator field to
truly be a spectator. What that means is that we have to ensure that the energy density in
>} must be far smaller than that of the inflaton. This allows us to neglect the effects of the
isocurvature perturbations induced by 3, at least to lowest order. Including such effects will
be left to later work.

In order to begin, we need the action for the scalar metric fluctuations ¢ coupled to a
scalar field ¥ whose potential V(X) drives its dynamics. We take (X) = o(n), where the
expectation value is taken with the wavefunctional . Arriving at this action entails using
the ADM [35] form of the Einstein action, writing the metric in terms of the lapse and shift
functions, N, N; respectively, as well as ¢, and then solving the constraint equations for the
Lagrange multipliers N, N;. The fact that ¥ has a non-trivial expectation value complicates
matters somewhat, and we use the Mathematica package MathGR [36] to aid us in our
calculations. Also, we take advantage of the spatial flatness of the constant-n hypersurfaces
and write the action directly in terms of the momentum space modes (z and xj, where we
expand the field ¥ about its expectation value: X(Z,n) = o(n) + x(Z,n).



We will only keep terms in the action out to quadratic order in the fluctuations (z and
Xp reasoning that this will suffice in order to set up the Schréodinger equation for a Gaussian
state.

There is a term that is independent of the fluctuations but only depends on the back-
ground cosmology; we will neglect this term since we can rephase the wavefunctional to absorb
its effects. In addition, there exists a term linear in y that contributes to the tadpole; it’s
proportional to the zero mode equation of motion, which, at the classical level is given by:

a(n)

o) + 2550 () + ()0, V() = 0 (2.2)

We will assume this equation is satisfied, so we can neglect this term in the action and hence
in the Hamiltonian (see [30| for how higher order corrections to the zero mode equation can
be implemented in the presence of entanglement).

Doing all of this, we find the action to quadratic order is given by:

S:/dn/(gjf)gﬁk

1z = = = 15 S
Ly = a*(n) {QXg’ OX'  +XI'MX ;- §X,’{ 07 X_E} : (2.3)
where primes denote conformal time derivatives,
()
and the matrices O, M, and Q% are given by
2, _do
0= <2M5 ¢ H) (2.4a)
-z 1
a*(n)9,V (o)
M= (30/ co’ — A ) (2.4D)
o
2 .12 2 20’
QQ = 2MP ¢k ’ 3 (n)agV(U) N k/:Q H 2a2( Yo'y V () (24C)
3a2(n)0,V (o) —k*S  k* +a*(n)d2V (o) + (3 — e)j\’/l—}% + %Tﬁ

We have also defined the conformal time Hubble parameter H via

as well as the slow-roll parameter ¢, defined in conformal time by H' = (1 — €)H2.

We note the following facts. First, the dimensions of the entries in O as well as the other
matrices are different; this arises due to the fact that in position space, ( has mass dimension
0 while x has mass dimension 1, which in turn means that ¢z and xj have dimensions —3
and —2, respectively. Furthermore, the mixing matrix M, which mixes the positions and
velocities, vanishes when o rests at the minimum (or maximum) of the potential V(o).

More importantly though, we notice that the mixing term involving M is not hermitian.
We can see this by noting that for a real field ¢, qﬁz = ¢_j, so that, after a ko —k change of



variable in the k integral, we can write the relevant term in the action as X %’ MX - Taking
the hermitian conjugate and noting that M is a real matrix, we have

- S \T = =
a2(n) (Xg’ M X,;) = a2(n) (X]i MT X]’;) . (2.52)
Integrating by parts and discarding the surface term allows us to rewrite this as
2 i AT ¥ — 2 i’ T ¥ v 2 T\ +
a2(n) (XlZ M X]’Z) = —a2(n) (XE M X,;) - X1 0, (a}(nMT) X (2.5D)
To make the action hermitian, we replace
— — 1 — — — — T
T T t

From (2.5b) we see that this is equivalent to the combined operations of (i) replacing M —
My and (ii) shift QFf — QF + 9, (a*(n)Ms) /a*(n), where S, A denote the symmetric and
antisymmetric parts of M.

To construct the Hamiltonian, we start with the momenta conjugate to ¢z, x;:

I Y . . . - - .
M = =% = a*(n) 0%+ MaXy| = X1 = 20 -0 MaX )
-k
From the definition of the momentum space Hamiltonian density Hy as Hy = ﬁ;;f)?’_ P
L}, we have:
_ b =r 33T o1 T AT —1
a’(n) = Oy (a®(n)M S
- én) XIap+ W + MLO M4 | X ;. (2.8)

The full Hamiltonian is then a momentum space integral of Hp. We should note that the
middle two terms in Hj are quantum mechanically ambiguous due to operator ordering issues.
We deal with this by means of the Weyl prescription: .7 — (ﬁaa_:’b + a’c’bﬁa) /2, where
a,b=1,2. Doing this and using the fact that © and hence O~! is symmetric, we can write

]_ = 1~ 1 -1 = > ¥ =
e = 52T @ i3 (07 Maly, (HEGX—’% +X—’3”H’5")
2(n) Oy (a®(n)M =
+ a ;"7) X]%“ (Qi + W + MZ}O‘UMA) Xfl%" (2.9)

Ultimately, since the differences in the various operator ordering possibilities are proportional
to the trace of O~ M4 which vanishes identically, all orderings give the same result.

Quantization of this system now proceeds in the standard way, demanding that I:IE, X}
satisfy the commutation relations:

[)Z'q-a, ﬁgb} = 6, (27)° 6@ ((j’—i— /2:’) . (2.10)

In the Schrodinger picture, the commutation relations are enforced by the choice:

- b
0. =-i@2n)’—5—, ab=12, (2.11)




acting on wavefunctionals that depend on X 7o and time.
Next we turn to the representation of entangled states in the Schrodinger picture and
the form of the Schrédinger equation for them.

2.2 The Functional Schrédinger Equation for Entangled Wavefunctionals

As discussed in section 1, our aim is to construct a class of states that entangle ¢ with the
field fluctuations x, yet remain Gaussian. Thus we write the wavefunctional ¥ as:

3 — —
v} Dol = N (-3 [ S5 KT G £g). @)

Here, Ki(n) is a matrix of kernels:

_ ( Ar(n) Cr(n)

with Cj(n) encoding the entanglement between the fluctuations.

We now use this wavefunctional in the Schrodinger equation (2.1). The strategy will be
to compute both sides separately and then match the powers of X i that appear. The left
hand side is given by:

0,0 {6} il = (8 — 5108 0 X0 ) Wl D). 219

where the angular brackets denote the k-space integral, including the factor of (27)~3. On
the right hand side we note that the factors of (27)3 between the expression of the momentum
as a derivative in (2.11) and in the k-space measure cancel when the momenta act on the
exponential. We can also simplify things in advance by noting that:

5107 M), (5, X 5+ X glz,) = 07 M), X 51

N;)(;@) <@:5> tr(07IM,),  (2.15)

and we recognize (271')35(3) ((j’: 6) as the volume factor V that would appear in box quanti-

zation of the system. All terms containing this factor will contribute to the evolution of the
normalization factor N(n). But since O is symmetric while M 4 is antisymmetric, the trace
vanishes identically.

To compute the right hand side of (2.1), we first compute the action of ﬁ,; on the
wavefunctional:

W {6} b an) = (iKen X)) ({6} (g sl (2.16)

The second application of a momentum operator, as present in the kinetic term of the k-space
integrated Hamiltonian, <1:I% ot ﬁ_g), will bring down another factor of (lek(n)X E)’ as
well as a term proportional to the box volume V:

{IF 011 p) [{Clz}’{x;};n]Z
3 (Vi [07K) — (X7 (KFOK) X ) W {G) (o] (21



The next term to deal with is the operator in (2.15):

([O07Ma] , X e )0 [{Ge} g} i) = d(XE (KEO™ M) X_ 0w [{Ge} {xg} o] -
(2.18)

Combining (2.17), (2.18) with the final term in (2.9) and matching powers of X gives the
equations for the normalization and the kernel matrix:

N'(p) 1 -
N = SVt [071K]) (2.19a)
iKy(n) = ain) (KFO™IKy) +i (KFO My + MLOTIKY)

— a*(n) (Qi + W + Mﬂ@klMA> : (2.19b)

where we symmetrized the middle term in order to be able to match independent powers of
the modes.

We can decompose these equations into those for the individual kernels Ag(n), Bi(n),
Ck(n). Let’s define:

I\ 2
2(n) = /2M2, € a2(n) , D = 2M2 ¢ — <;> . (2.20)

D is a measure of how much of a spectator X is, as it measures the relative sizes of the field
contributions to the kinetic energy density. With these definitions, the equations of motion

for the kernels are given by
. 1 g Ck
10 Ak (n :[—zn2k2 } [()—F 2]\42 —+
n k( ) ( ) H Pi€ (,’7)

iz(n) <(3 9ot *(1)95V (o) )] (2.21a)

B2
i0pBi(n) = [—CLQ(??) (K +a*()03V (o)) + az(];)}

o'? a®(n) o’ 0,V (o
_ a2(77) |:(3 _ 6) Mlgl 2 (77,;_[ M}Q)I ( ):|
L I O W) N AP ()L A { COAY
5 [a(n) <Ck+ ,HBk> 5 <(3 Yo' + Y )} . (2.21b)
z@nC’k(n) :a2(117)D |:Ck (Ak + QMI%IE Bk) 7‘[ (Ck + AkBk :|

+ % I:(_Ak + 2Mpye By) <; <(3 —90'+ ()%V(UH

S AT R a2<n>%v<a>>}

) o, Vo) + 5 (K + 5 vie) -y en?) | 2210




Here 7 denotes the second slow roll parameter 7y = €’/He. Note that, for completeness,
we have kept the term g€, as well as terms quadratic in € despite them being higher order
in slow-roll. We will only keep the leading terms in slow-roll parameters when we turn to
our numerical work. These equations should be solved in conjunction with the zero mode
equation (2.2).

2.3 Making Contact with the Bunch-Davies Modes

We will use the kernels Ay, By, C) in our further explorations of entanglement below. However,
we recognize that this is a somewhat unorthodox way of constructing the power spectrum,
as opposed to the standard way using the Bunch-Davies modes. Since we are calculating the
same physical quantity, we expect that the kernels and the modes should be related.

We have written equations (2.21a), (2.21b) in a suggestive way. The first parentheses in
each equation consists of the terms that would have been present when o is at the minimum of
its potential. The remaining terms involve corrections that act as the sources of entanglement.
Let’s restrict our attention to the first set of terms and assume that C =0, ¢/ = 9,V (0) = 0.

In this case equations (2.21a), (2.21b) are decoupled Ricatti equations and there is a
well-known prescription to convert the first order non-linear equation into a second order
linear one. The most general Ricatti equation takes the form

iK'(n) = aa(n)K*(n) + a1(n) K (n) + ao(n). (2.22)

Our goal is to transform this into a linear equation. Thus write

: L ()
i) = az(n) (f(n) Am))’ (2.23)

where A is a term that allows us to at least partially control the final form of the second
order equation. Inserting (2.23) into (2.22), we arrive at:

/

(n) + <m1 - z—z = QA) f'(n) + (—aoa2 —idon A+ A% + Z/zA — A’) fn) =0 (2.24)

We see that we have the freedom to choose A to eliminate the term linear in f/(n): 2A =
iy — oy /aa. Doing this leads to:
i, dapah, 3

1 o 2 A
f'(n) + @ f(n) =0, Q% = Za% —aoaz - joj + 52— 7 <az> + 2;2. (2.25)

Applying this procedure to equation (2.21a) yields

o+ (8= 25 s = (2.26)

which is exactly the mode equation that gives rise to the Bunch-Davies modes for ¢ [37].
Likewise, applying the Ricatti procedure to (2.21b) gives us:

a"(n)
a(n)

oo+ (o 2v o), - 4 ) ot = (2.27)

where opiy is the location of a minimum of V(o). This is again seen to be the mode equation
expected for a massive field.



All three of our kernels satisfy Ricatti equations, so we could generate coupled mode
equations as above and solve those. This is what was done in [11, 12, 14|, though in the
situations discussed there, the entanglement kernel equation was not a Ricatti one, but was
already linear. However, as shown in [11], the power spectrum is most directly accessible
through the real parts of the kernels and as we are computing the power spectrum numerically,
we may as well solve for the kernels directly via equation (2.21).

We will need to use the relation between kernels and modes when discussing the initial
conditions for the kernels. We will choose to match the modes to the standard Bunch-Davies
ones at the initial time 7y at which the entangled evolution begins. This allows us to compare
the resulting power spectrum directly with the standard non-entangled case. The Ricatti
relation then allows us to use the initial conditions for the modes to get at those for the
kernels, although we are taking the initial entanglement to vanish, C'(ny) = 0. For later
reference, we write the real and imaginary parts of a generic kernel in terms of the modes:

W * A

L =W, f2] _ A (2.28a)
20 | f] a2

1 9 Apg

K]:—Eanln‘ﬂ +7,

2.28b
- (2.28)

where W [f, f*] is the Wronskian between the mode and its complex conjugate. This is
constant in the non-entangled case, but will not remain so once entanglement is included.
However, since we are making use of equations (2.28) only to help set initial conditions for
the kernels, we can choose the initial value of the Wronskian such that iW [f, f*] (n0) = 1.
Using the relationship between A and the coefficient functions «q, as, we can write

KRr(no) :2a21(no) <|f(;0)|2 - OélR(770)> (2.29a)

/

= — ; 2 %
Ki(no) = 202 () <(9n In [f] ’77:770 + air(no) + - n:n0>
.t 9
~ 2a3(m0) (8’7 " (a2 4 )‘n:m +O‘H(770)>’ (2.29b)

where we have made use of the fact that for the Ay and By kernels, as is real and equal to
2MP3e/2*(n)D for Ay and 2MEe/a*(n)D for By. With the Wronskian condition above, the
relevant modes we will use to match to the Bunch-Davies results at the initial time are:

—mn 9 3
fe(n) —\/jHﬁf)(—kn), Vg = +3et om (2.30a)
V=T (2 2 _ 9 m?
=Y —H{ (~k =~ +3e— 2.30D
9x(n) 5 Hu) (—kn), vy =7+ 3e T (2.30b)

where Hgg is the Hubble parameter of the de Sitter spacetime occurring when € = 0, and
Hgs = Ho/ag, ap being the initial value of the scale factor and #Hy that of the conformal
time Hubble parameter. The mass parameter m? will be taken to be |02V (0)| evaluated at
the initial value of o. This is equivalent to replacing the potential at the initial time by an
upright mass term, which then switches to the full potential at 7qg.



3 The Entangled Power Spectrum and CMB Temperature Anisotropies

We now turn to the main part of our project: to use the entangled state described above to
compute the ( power spectrum and the concomitant CMB temperature anisotropies.
We start by using the results in [11, 12, 14] to write the ¢ two-point function as:

Byr
ArrBrr — Cip

(GeG) = (2m)*6 (B + F) ( X )> = 2?6 (F+ k) P(k). (3.1)

The dimensionless form of the power spectrum [37] is given by

L
AL = ﬁP (k). (3.2)
To see that this is in fact dimensionless note that, since (, xj have mass dimensions —3 and
—2, respectively, the kernels have the following mass dimensions: [Ax] = 3, [By] = 1, [Ck] = 2.
This means that P (k) has dimension —3 and thus A? is indeed dimensionless.

We next turn to the actual problem of solving equations (2.21). The first order of
business in solving equations (2.21) numerically is to scale all the kernels and the zero mode
to make them dimensionless. We also need to rescale the time variable . The scale factor
for a slow-roll spacetime is approximately given by

a(n) = ag (—W) T a <7Z7°> = : (3.3)

where 7 is to related to Hg via (1 —€)Hono = —1. Physically, we can choose to have ny vary
from being the time at which the largest length scale appearing on the CMB sky leaves the
horizon to being a time in which shorter scales or higher wave numbers leave the horizon. The
main physical constraint is that of having the energy density due to the difference between the
entangled state and the Bunch-Davies state be small enough to allow for a sufficient number
of e-folds to occur. Beyond this, we would treat 7y as part of the set of parameters one would
estimate. When considering the sample situations discussed below, we will let 1y vary so as
to exhibit the changes that would occur in the different measured power spectra.
We scale the time and wavenumbers as:

n k k
T=—,q¢q=—=—=—(1—-¢€)knp. 3.4
70 ko Ho ( ) (3:4)
Note that, since the conformal times are all negative, 7 runs from —1 to 0.
The scalings of A and By are essentially dictated by the parts of equations (2.21a),
(2.21b) in the first set of brackets, i.e., those that would have been present even in the
absence of entanglement. We define dimensionless kernels A,, B, as:

z(n)? 5

Ag(n) = (7770)Aq(7) (3.5a)
_a*(n) 5
Bi(n) ={ 5 By(), (3.5b)

where z(n) is defined in equation (2.20). Given the dimensions of Ay and By, we see that
A4, Bg are indeed dimensionless. For Cj, we use a combination of z(7) and the scale factor,

Celn) = 202 ¢ ) (3.5¢)

~10 -



In terms of the dimensionless kernels and wavenumbers, the dimensionless power spec-
trum in (3.2) is given by:

where

Hig
A, = . 3.7
(871'26(1 - 6)M1%1> (37)

We have also used the definitions of ¢ and 7 above as well as that of z in terms of the scale
factor, e and Mpy, in addition to the relation (1—e€)Hony = —1. We see that the dimensionless
time 7 makes an explicit appearance here. Since we are not assured that the modes become
frozen after horizon crossing, we will evaluate A2 in the late time limit 7 — 0~. As discussed
in [38], the horizon crossing approximation requires certain conditions to be met and these
do not obtain in our situation.

The zero mode should be made dimensionless as well. We choose to use the Planck mass
to scale o with: o(n) = Mpys(7). We also construct a dimensionless version of the potential:
V(o) = A*V(s), where A is the natural energy scale associated with V(o). Each derivative
of V(o) with respect to o corresponds to a derivative of V' (s) with respect to s with a factor
of Mp; appropriately inserted.

The final task to accomplish is to now rewrite the kernel equations (2.21) in terms of
dimensionless quantities:

. 2
i@TAq(T) :mfiq + (= (1 E 6> + A?, (3.8a)
' B 2
Jr% (1 76)(77_8T5)Aq+\/% équ% ((36)8~,—5+ 1”_26 <as‘j_(3)>)] )
) o; ) 2 2 82V s ~
0:Byfr) = Bt |- ((12) +i2(1—e()2)) +B§]
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i0,Cyr) =ty Y2 [Vae €, (Ag + By) + (1= O(-70r9) (G2 + 4,5,
N {(_ I+ B,) (2 ((3 — s+ (—a{(s))))} (3.50)
R L (R (—85”5)))]2

where D = 2¢ — (1 — €)?(—70,s)?, and p? = A* /(M3 H3s).
The zero mode equation also needs to be made dimensionless, but this is easily done:

2

2 — 7(12_6)873 + ﬁ@sV(s) 0. (3.9)
We turn next to the initial conditions for the kernels. While we have already discussed
this above, there are a few points worth focusing on. Our aim is to be able to compare
our results with the standard inflationary ones, i.e., for similar parameters €, 7¢, we want to
extract the effect of non-trivial entanglement relative to the no-entanglement case. Thus, we’ll
choose the entanglement kernel to vanish initially, so that it is generated only by dint of the
behavior of the zero mode. Thus Ck(n9) = 0, or in terms of the dimensionless quantities above,
C'q(T = —1) = 0. The initial conditions of the zero mode are taken to be free parameters:
s(t=—1) =sg, Ors|.__,
For the Ay, By, kernels we follow the discussion leading to equations (2.29). We can either
view the entangled inflationary phase as arising during the last 55 — 60 e-folds of inflation, so
that the initial conditions are set by the prior phase of non-entangled inflation, or inflation
only lasts the minimal amount needed in order to solve the horizon and flatness problems
and we choose the initial conditions to be as to close to the non-entangled case as possible.

Either way, we arrive at equations (2.29) with

i (o agV'(o
nalm) = 5 (T (3= 9e'm)+ D) anatn) = e 30)

= Q-

for the Ay kernel and ayp(n9) = —a14(no), aep(no) = (2M1%Le) ag4(no) for the By kernel.
Here Dy is the initial value of the quantity D defined in equation (2.20) and we have made use
of the vanishing of the initial entanglement. From this, equations (2.29), and the definitions
of the dimensionless kernels equations (3.8), we can write the initial conditions for the real
and imaginary parts of the [lq, Bq kernels:

Agr(r = -1) = <12)€0> (2)2 0] (3.11a)
h ‘HZ,C (+L)

~ D 2 :
Ag(r=-1) 0(3—6+q3xln’Hl(,?)(x)H q >+2(177_16)+

2
751V Vo B _ 9 B
10420 (1= B - oo+ 2 0T, ). (3.11b)
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where we recall d;s| __, = vg and Dy = 2e—(1—¢€)?v3. An interesting point to note concerns
the factors of € in the denominators of both equations (3.8) and equations (3.11). These seem
worrisome in the € — 0 limit; however in this case ( is a pure gauge degree of freedom so our
analysis is moot.

A similar analysis for the Bq kernel yields

Byp(r = —1) = <§£> ‘(2)22 (3.12a)
T HVX (lge)
~ D 2 1+ e)v?
Bq]('T: —].) :Wo—e) (3—€+qaxln‘H£i)($)‘ . ) +(46)0nsl+
z:1—6
3 _
+ % ((1 — B+ 12 AV (s)],_, ). (3.12b)

Before turning to the numerical solution to these equations, we enumerate the various
constraints we need to satisfy in order that we may treat the field ¥ as a spectator field.
First, its energy density should be much less than that of the inflaton:

V(o) < M3 H3is, (3.13a)

and second, the kinetic energy of the inflaton, encoded in the quantity z(n) above should be
larger than that of the spectator

N\ 2
<0> < 2MBe. (3.13b)
H
In terms of the dimensionless quantities introduced earlier, these constraints become:
_ 1
Vi(s) < ek (3.14a)
2
|=70rs| < 1\/? (3.14D)
—€

There is another constraint we have to satisfy. We require that the wavefunctional be
normalizable. For each k we demand

/HE D D ¥ [{Ge} D ]| < oo (3.15)

where the wavefunctional is given in equation (2.12). This requirement is equivalent to that
of demanding that the two eigenvalues of

_ (Axr(n) Ckr(n)
Krr() = (CkR(TI) BkR(W)) ’ (3.16)

be positive. This in turn is equivalent to demanding both that Agxr(n) + Brr(n) be positive,
as well as that the determinant Agr(n)Bgr(n) — Cix(n) also be positive. The first constraint
holds automatically as can be seen using the Ricatti trick as in equations (2.28). In our case
ajr(n) = 0 for both the A and B kernels and ag(n) is positive as long as equations (3.13)
hold, so that both Aigr(n) and Bggr(n) are proportional to the modulus squared of a mode,
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with positive proportionality constants. The determinant constraint has to be checked during
the time evolution.

We will consider two different potentials for the spectator: a mass term and an axion-
type periodic potential. For each case, we will choose some parameters that help display
interesting features of the power spectrum as well as the TT and TE CMB anisotropies. In
this work, we will not perform an exhaustive parameter search, deferring that to later work.

We turn to the task of obtaining the power spectrum as given in equation (3.6) and from
thence obtaining the various CMB anisotropies power spectra. For this last step, we use the
CLASS Boltzmann solver [39].

The standard, non-entangled, scalar inflationary power spectrum is typically written as?:
k n(k)
A3 (k) = Ask( ) : (3.17)
’ kpiv

where kpiy is the pivot scale and n(k) = ns —1 if one ignores the running of the spectral index
ns [40].

When our code generates the dimensionless power spectrum, A2(q), (see equation (3.6)),
we actually calculate and plot it in units of A, so we are in actuality plotting a parameter

Adg) = (¢ (=m)? ) <W> : (3.18)

To compare this with the latest Planck CMB data release [40], we need to find a parameter,
f, such that the following is true for the non-entangled case of our equations:

ns—1
P2 el = 830 = A (2] (319)
piv

where we used the conversion k = ¢k from equation (3.4) and substituted n(k) for ng — 1
for simplicity. Using Planck values [40] for As, ns, and kpiv, we can determine f and then
employ it to rescale our data.

For both the non-entangled and entangled cases, where kg = 1075 Mpc™! is chosen to
be the largest observable scale, the parameter f described above allows us to rescale Ag (q).
Since the entangled power spectra are in essence corrections around a non-entangled baseline,
it makes sense to use the non-entangled value to rescale them as well. We then input the
resulting A2(k) into CLASS to generate the C) plots in the subsequent sections. For the
cases where we shift the onset of entanglement—which corresponds to shifting kq as discussed
in section 3.3—we obtain a slightly different f in equation (3.19), but otherwise the data
processing is exactly the same as the non-shifted case.

1

3.1 Free Massive Scalar

We start by considering the case of a free massive spectator scalar: V(o) = m?02/2. In this
case, At = MEm?, u? = m?/H3q and V (s) = s%/2.

In Figure 1 we see that, for low enough g and vg = 0, the power spectra for the differing
values of the initial field do not vary significantly from the non-entangled case (sgp = 0,v9 = 0).
However, as soon as pu ~ 0.1, features manifest themselves. In particular, damped oscillatory

*We have adjusted notation slightly from equation (38a) in [40] here, to make a smoother comparison with
our equations.
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Figure 1: Log-log plots of the power spectrum A2 plotted in units of As as a function of

q = k/Hyp, for different values of  and sg. In all cases, vy is taken to be 0 while p = 0.01, 0.1,
or 1in (a), (b), and (c), respectively.
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behavior is superposed over the non-entangled power spectrum; there is also an enhancement
in the power after ¢ ~ 2. For particularly high values of p the oscillations are not only damped
but, after an initial enhancement of power, the entangled power spectrum decays to match
the non-entangled one for higher ¢ values (see also Figure 5).

What happens as we allow for non-zero vg? In Figure 2, we see that we once again

— NE

So=0,v,=0.01
So=0,v,=0.05
So=0,v,=0.13

10!

2(q)

10°

Figure 2: Log-log plot of the power spectrum A2 plotted in units of A4 as a function of
q=k/Ho, for so =0, p = 0.01, and different choices of vy.

generate oscillations in the power spectrum. The value vg = 0.13 is near the boundary
delineated in equation (3.14b). For this case, the damped regime of the oscillations lasts
for a couple of decades in gq. But for the value vg = 0.05 the damped regime is shorter.
In both cases, the oscillations stabilize at large enough ¢ and the troughs of the oscillations
eventually sit directly on top of the non-entangled power spectrum, (see also Figure 6 for the
case vg = 0.05), though it takes the higher vy value longer to exhibit this behavior.

We can use these power spectra as initial conditions for a Boltzmann solver to the
various CMB power spectra. In this paper we used CLASS [39] to generate the TT and TE
power spectra, given our dimensionless power spectra data and the data processing described
in section 3. For the TT and TE graphs generated in CLASS, we look at the unlensed
power spectra, with input values for hg, {2, and other required parameters taken from the
unlensed values in Table 2 of [40]. We then compare our results with Planck data in the
resulting graphs. For this portion of our analysis, we chose a representative subset of the
initial parameters that generate the primordial power spectra in Figures 1 - 2 to investigate
the range of possible effects on the CMB power spectra.

Figure 3 shows the primordial spectra in k for the standard non-entangled case and
the entangled case with p© = 0.01, sy = 10, and vg = 0. The corresponding TT and TE
angular power spectra are also shown and compared with data from Planck [40]. Predictably,
since the primordial power spectra for the entangled and non-entangled case are identical
by eye for these parameters, the TT and TE spectra are also indistinguishable. For this set
of parameters, one could argue it is hard to tell whether Planck is “seeing” evidence of the
BD state or evidence of a state of entanglement with a low mass scalar, since both scenarios
appear observationally indistinguishable.

Figure 4 provides the same information as the previous figure, except that the entangled
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Figure 3: The primordial power spectrum (top), the unlensed T'T power spectrum (middle),
and the unlensed TE power spectrum (bottom) for 1 = 0.01, sp = 10, and vg = 0. In all
cases, the power spectra are compared with the non-entangled versions originating from the
use of a Bunch-Davies state in the models. The angular power spectra (middle and bottom)
are also compared with the CMB data from Planck.
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Figure 3, non-entangled power spectra are also displayed (all subfigures) in addition to the
CMB data from Planck (middle and bottom figures only).
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Figure 5: The primordial power spectrum (top), the unlensed TT power spectrum (middle),
and the unlensed TE power spectrum (bottom) for p = 1, sp = 0.3, and vp = 0. All the
subfigures presented are similar to those in Figures 3 and 4 but for a new set of parameter
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case has the following parameters: g = 0.1, s = 10, and vg = 0. This is the higher-
mass version of Figure 3 and the differences between the entangled and non-entangled cases
are more apparent here. The oscillations in the primordial spectrum for the entangled case
quickly damp out and no real oscillations are apparent in the resulting TT spectra. There
is an enhancement of power in the peaks of the TT spectrum for the entangled case that
puts this set of parameters just outside observational bounds by eye (given the constraints
of our analysis). The rest of the curve, however, is well within the error bars of the Planck
data. The TE power spectra are barely distinguishable from one another. A full parameter
analysis, which we postpone to future work, would be able to determine whether this set of
parameter values is truly ruled out by the data or not.

The results in Figure 5, which are the same comparisons as the previous two figures for
the entangled case 4 = 1, sg = 0.3, and v9 = 0, are curious. Despite the large enhancement of
power for low & in the primordial power spectrum in the entangled case, the resulting TT and
TE spectra are indistinguishable by eye from the standard non-entangled result. Unlike the
outcomes in Figure 3, these results are a more dramatic instance of asking whether Planck
data can distinguish the BD state from an entangled state. The primordial spectrum here is
noticeably different in the entangled case, yet it seems to have no effect on the TT and TE
spectra. It was the results of this set of parameters that provoked us to explore changing the
onset of entanglement—to see what would happen if we shift features around to effectively
higher k£ values—which we explore in section 3.3.

Lastly, Figure 6 explores an entangled case with a non-zero initial velocity. For the
parameters u = 0.1, sg = 0, and vg = 0.05, the effect is to have high frequency oscillations
for the majority of the observable k range in the entangled primordial power spectrum, which
translates to a T'T spectrum that sits above the non-entangled case. While the distance from
the non-entangled T'T spectrum is not constant—so one might be able to argue the presence
of some oscillations—overall the oscillations from the entangled primordial spectrum appear
averaged over. More of the entangled T'T spectrum is outside the bounds of Planck compared
to Figure 4. Furthermore, the TE spectrum overshoots several peaks. This is likely a set of
parameters that a full parameter estimation would be able to reject.

3.2 Axion Spectator Field

Axions in the early universe are well motivated (see e.g. [41]), so a spectator field with an
axion-like potential also merits consideration. We take the potential to be of the form

V(o) = A (1 — cos (}:)) , (3.20)

where A? is the energy density associated with the potential and f, the axion decay constant.
Note that this need not be the QCD axion. It follows that the dimensionless potential V(s)
is then given by:

V(s) =1—cos(s/fa), (3.21)

where f, = fa/Mpy and the dimensionless mass squared term corresponds to u? = A*/
(MBI,

In addition to varying u, So, and wvg, the behavior of the spectator can also change
depending on the choice of fa. We illustrate some of these variations in the subsequent
figures. Since a full analysis of all possible initial conditions is beyond the scope of this paper,
we restrict ourselves to parameters that provide interesting behaviors distinct from the free
massive scalar case.
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Figure 7: Log-log plots of the power spectrum AZ plotted in units of As as a function of

q = k/Ho. Here, we compare the impact of adjusting f, for the axion-like potential on a

variety of masses, given the initial condition s = f,(5 —0.01) and vg = 0. We take f, = 0.01
in (a) and f, = 0.05 in (b).

In Figure 7, we see different patterns of oscillations for the same initial condition of
sp = fa(g —0.01) and vy = 0, depending on the choice of x and fa. For the choice fa =0.01
(Figure 7a), we see higher values of u generate more oscillations with a larger amplitude for
low q. However, in all cases shown these oscillations damp out and coalesce so that the high
q (or k) primordial power spectrum is indistinguishable from the non-entangled case (see also
Figure 9). In contrast, for the case fa = 0.05 shown in Figure 7b (for the same masses and
initial condition as Figure 7a) we observe a different behavior. After an initial enhancement

of power for low ¢, oscillations damp out and decay in a manner reminiscent of Figure 1c.
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We see larger initial enhancements of power for larger masses.

Since the behaviors in Figure 7a are more distinct from the free massive scalar results,
we also investigated the effect of adding a small non-zero vy to those initial conditions. The
result is shown in Figure 8. The pattern of large initial oscillations that damp out is still
present, although their form is modified compared to Figure 7a. However, we notice that the
cases shown all exhibit the same behavior at higher ¢ values, after the initial oscillations damp
out, regardless of the value of y. These high ¢ oscillations have an approximately constant
amplitude, and their location relative to the non-entangled case is similar to Figure 6.
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Figure 8: Log-log plot of the power spectrum for sg = fa(% —0.01), vo = 0.01, fa = 0.01,
and different choices of p.

Figure 9 investigates the effect of an axion-like potential with fa = 0.01 for the entangled
parameters u = 0.07, sg = fa(% — 0.01), and v9p = 0 on the CMB power spectra. Similar
to what occurred with Figure 5, there is no difference in the TT and TE spectra between
the non-entangled case and entangled case, despite clear features in the primordial entangled
power spectrum for these parameters. This is another case where BD and an entangled state
both appear to be equally good fits to the Planck data, though obviously a full parameter
estimation would be needed to push the case further. As with Figure 5, the features in the
primordial spectrum occur for low k, so in the next section we investigate what happens to
the various power spectra if one changes the onset of entanglement.

3.3 Shifting the Onset of Entanglement

As seen above, despite the presence of large changes in the primordial power spectrum for
certain parameter choices, surprisingly only small differences were reflected in the CMB
anisotropies. One conjecture is that this is due to the fact that we have set the onset of
entanglement to coincide with the exiting of the largest length scale appearing on the CMB
sky. To check this, we allow for the onset time, set by 79, to correspond to smaller scales.
Thus, we take 19 to correspond to times well within the last 55 e-folds of inflation, with
standard Bunch-Davies inflation being the initial condition.

By the conversions in equation (3.4), shifting the onset of entanglement (shifting 7o),
translates to shifting kg in our code, where kg is the largest observable scale that will show
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Figure 9: The primordial power spectrum (top), the unlensed T'T power spectrum (middle),
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evidence of entanglement. The results of our investigations for various values of kg, effectively
shifting non-standard features to higher k values, are shown in Figures 10 - 12.

Figure 10 explores shifting the onset of entanglement for the free massive scalar potential
with parameters 4 = 0.1, s = 0, and vg = 0.05. There are some visual differences in
the TT spectra in the low-l regime, particularly for the cases where entanglement starts
latest or, equivalently, where kg is the largest. In those situations, the curves dip below the
non-entangled T'T spectra. Overall, however, the entangled results are similar to what was
obtained with this set of parameters in the previous sections.

Next, Figure 11 does the same comparison for the parameters p = 1, sg = 0.3, and
vg = 0 in the entangled case. These entangled primordial power spectra contain a dominant
isolated feature followed by a behavior that approaches the standard non-entangled case. Con-
sequently, the results of shifting the onset of entanglement are more dramatic. In Figure 11,
one can see the latest onset of entanglement considered—a value of kg = 1296 x10~6 Mpc=!—
gives TT and TE spectra outside the bounds of existing data. However, the rest of the shifts
considered are much closer to the non-entangled case and most fit the Planck error bars (by
eye) just as well as the standard case. The most notable features that are different from
the non-entangled case appear in the low-l region of the TT spectra and appear vaguely
oscillatory for some values of k.

Finally, Figure 12 displays an identical comparison for the axion-like potential, with
parameters sg = fa(g —0.01), u = 0.07, v9p = 0, and fa = 0.01 for the entangled case.
Like Figure 11, the entangled primordial power spectra contain a dominant isolated feature,
followed by behavior that matches the non-entangled case. Furthermore, as in Figure 11, the
latest onset of entanglement considered produces results that appear beyond the bounds of
the Planck error bars. However, the rest of the shifts considered in Figure 12 show TT spectra
that match the standard non-entangled case for [ > 100, yet have a distinct imprint of damped
oscillations (compared to the non-entangled case) for the low-/ regime. The amplitude of these
low-[ oscillations are related to the amplitude of oscillations in the primordial spectrum, so
some amount of tuning by adjusting initial parameters is definitely possible. The TE spectra
are also a good match for all but the latest onset of entanglement considered.

Overall, Figures 10 - 12 showcase the effects of changing the onset of entanglement, and
they demonstrate how changing this parameter enables one to put features in the CMB power
spectra (particularly in the low-I regime) where, in some cases, there previously were none.

4 Conclusions

There are some interesting lessons to take away from our analysis. The first is that entangled
Gaussian states might be easier to generate than previously thought. The only ingredient
necessary is the existence of a scalar field that is displaced from its minimum and/or has an
initial velocity. As we mentioned above, there are enough such fields in most extensions of
the standard model with these properties. Furthermore, as opposed to the analysis in [30]
where the cubic ( — X action was considered, even the quadratic action considered here can
generate a non-trivial entangled state.

So, can the Planck data distinguish the BD state from one of its entangled analogs? It is
clear that, even by eye, some parameter values are excluded due to new features generated in
the TT and/or TE spectrum. On the other hand, some seemingly reasonable parameter values
seem to fit the data well, again at least by eye. Whether these parameter values can survive
the scrutiny of a full parameter estimation probe is future work on this project. We can also
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Figure 10: The primordial power spectrum (top), the unlensed TT power spectrum (middle),
and the unlensed TE power spectrum (bottom) for an entangled state involving a free massive
scalar field with u = 0.1, sop = 0, and vy = 0.05, for various values of kg, compared with the
non-entangled case (all subfigures) and CMB data from Planck (middle and bottom subfigures
only).
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Figure 11: The primordial power spectrum (top), the unlensed TT power spectrum (middle),
and the unlensed TE power spectrum (bottom) for an entangled state involving a free massive
scalar field with u = 1, sop = 0.3, and vg = 0, for various values of ky. As in Figure 10, the
non-entangled power spectra are plotted in all subfigures. Furthermore, the Planck CMB

data is displayed in the middle and bottom subfigures.
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make use of bi-spectrum information [42] as in [14] to further constrain the parameters of the
entangled state.

We note that the changes in the Cjs (due to entanglement in the state) seem to be most
significant when the time at which entanglement turns on is well within the last 55 e-folds
of inflation. At one level, this result is not surprising; we note that the trend is to settle
back down to the non-entangled case after an initial (sometimes large) deviation from it. If
this initial deviation happens early enough (i.e., when the largest distance scales appearing
in the CMB leave the inflationary horizon), then for most of the subsequent evolution the
power spectrum is essentially the standard Bunch-Davies result. Thus we get the largest
observational “bang for the buck” when new features appear after the largest observed distance
scales leave the inflationary horizon.

Our interpretation of what we have done so far is that an entangled state could well be
hiding in the Planck data. It remains to be seen what a full attempt at parameter estimation
might yield, but—at least by eye—there appears to be a range of parameters u, sg, vg that
give CMB anistropies consistent with Planck. If these initial results are borne out by further
analysis, then finer probes of the CMB will have to be developed to distinguish entangled
states from the Bunch-Davies case.

As a parting thought we reiterate the importance of understanding the quantum state
of the inflaton. Clearly it is of great importance in terms of understanding cosmological
measurements. More significantly though, we hope that a better understanding of which
states can possibly be the consistent inflationary quantum state will be a signpost guiding us
to the next layer of physical laws.
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